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REPORT. 

To the Honorable Woodrow Wilson, Governor of the State of 
New .l ersey: 

Srn-The Board of Public Utility Commissioners respectfully 
submits herewith its annual report, this being the third annual re
port of the Board and the second to be made since the broad ex
pansion of the powers of the Board by the "Public Utilities Act'' 
(Chapter 195, P. L. 1911.) 

Among the many matters before the Board during the year were 
two which because of the large number of those affected and the 
value of the interests involved led in importance. One of these 
related to charges made by the Public Service Gas Company, the 
other to charges made by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and 
Telephone Company. 

THE PUBLIC SERVICE GAS CASE. 

Reference was made in the Board's last report to the fact that 
hearings were being held in the matter ot (he investigation of the 
justice and reasonableness of the rate charged by the Public Service 
Gas Company for gas in the Passaic Division, in which territory 
both Paterson and Passaic, as well as twelve smaller municipali
ties, are located. The hearings continued through the greater part 
of the present year, during which a vast amount of testimony was 
taken and a voluminous record made. Much of this pertained to 
conflicting views of experts as to valuat.ions made by them of the 
companies' properties. 

Following its consideration of the record, the Board made a re-· 
port in which it determined the existing rate of $1.10 per 1,000 cu
bic feet of gas with a discount of rn¢ per 1 ,ooo cubic feet for 
prompt payment to be unjust and unreasonable. The Board fixed 
1n place of this rate a charge of 90c per thousand cubic feet and 

3 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



4 PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS) REPORT. 

ordered the company to put such charge into effect in the "Passaic 
Division" on and after February 1st, 1913. The Board recommend
ed that the company set the same reduced rate of 90¢ per thousand 
cubic feet throughout all of the other divisions of the State, where 
now it is exacting the rate of one dollar net per thousand cubic 
feet. This recommendation was made as to territory not embraced 
in the "Passaic Division" because under the statute the Board can 
issue an order fixing rates only "after a hearing upon notice." A 
further recommendation was made that the company's schedule of 
quantitative discounts be readjusted in accordance with the rate 
of ninety cents per thousand cubic feet. The Board's decision in 
this matter makes no allowance for "good will" but recognizes 
"going concern value" on the principle that a plant with a business 
attached has a value greater than the value of the mere plant with
out the business attached, and the conclusion is reached that the 
"going concern value" is represented largely b) the cost of develop
ing the business as distinct from the cost of securing the physical 
structure. The Board also decides that where "going concern val
ue" exists and the costs involved in the acquisition of such value 
have been met out of rates exacted from consumers the "going 
concern value" enters into the base upon which public utilities are 
entitled to earn a fair return so far as it does not appear that the 
rates exacted from consumers were legally challenged. 

A copy of the Board's decision in this matter is submitted here
with. 

THE TELEPHONE CASE. 

Hearings were conducted during. the year of the complaints made 
by numerous parties in the City of Camden, challenging rates of 
the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company. 
The complaints in this maUer dealt primarily with the elimination 
by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company 
of certain special rates, much lower than the standard. These rates 
had been in effect for a number of years, and the claim was made 
that in changing them to conform to its regular and standard rates 
the company had imposed an unreasonable increase in its charges. 
Naturally consideration of these complaints brought into question 
the reasonableness of the respondent's rate schedule and the scope 
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PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 5 

of the inquiry was extended to cover the entire territory served by 
the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company. In 
this matter also numerous hearings were held the record of which 
covers many hundred pages, with a large separate volume of ex-
hibits. ' 

The Board has been unable to conclude its review of this record 
in time to file its decision before s~bmitting this report. It is ex
pected that this decision will be filed at an early date. 

THE COMMUTATION RATE CASE. 

Hearings in the investigation by the Board of the justice and rea
sonableness of commutation rates to Jersey City and Hoboken have 
been concluded, except with respect to the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company which ask·ed for and was granted the privilege of separate 
nearing. This was based on the peculiar relation of the Pennsyl
vania Railroad to this traffic by reason of said road's tunnel to New 
York. In its report last year the Bf)arcl directed attention to the 
fact that it had not been the practice of the railroad companies to 
sell commutation tickets to Jersey City and Hoboken, and that the 
Roard had ordered the companies to sell such tickets to the cities 
named. This order was appealed to the Supreme Court which up
held the ruling of the Board. An appeal has been taken from the 
decision of the Supreme Court to the Court of Errors and Appeals 
and the Board's order is now under review by that tribunal. The 
Board's right to regulate rates to the New Jersey termini must rest 
upon its right to require the sale of tickets thereto. 

;\USCELLANEOUS COMPLAINTS. 

In addition to the cases ref erred to a large number of complaints 
touching on a great variety of matters, many of them of importance 
to the parties in interest and affecting very many citizens of the 
State, have been made to the Board. In numerous instances com
plaints have been handled informally and satisfactory settlements 
have been effected without formal hearing. In other cases where 
issues seemed to be joined the complainants have not desired hear
ings to be called. Reports of decisions in formal complaints and 
also the records of a number of informal compiaints are submitte<l 
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herewith. ln addition - to these many complaints of individuals 
against utilities have been referred to the Board's inspectors and 
through their mediation the causes for a number of grievances 
have been removed. 

UNlFOR.:\1 ACCOUNTIN<;. 

The system of uniform accounting heretofore adopted for street 
railway companies prescribed by the Board January 3rd, 1911, has 
been changed in certain particulars and amplified by an order of 
the Board dated December 3rd, 1912, and effective January 1st, 
1913. The Board has also prescribed uniform systems of account
ing, effective January 1st, 1913, for tbe electric light, heat and pow
er, the gas and the water utilities, subject to its jurisdiction. Each 
of these systems is contained in a separate pamphlet published by 
the Board. Copies of these pamphlets have been served on the 
utilities affected and many have been su1t, in compliance with re
quests therefor, to other parties interested in the subject. At the 
hearings held on the proposed adoption of uniform systems of 
accounting, some objection was made by the smaller utilities to the 
systems under discussion, it being claimed that their adoption would 
impose an undue burden on such utilities. The Board has made 
the systems primarily applicable to the larger companies, but has 
notified all the utilities that the accounts are to be carried on their 
books in so far as the same are pertinent to the facts and circum
stances of each utility. \Vhere doubt exists on the part of a utility 
as to whether a particular account prescribed is pertinent, the utility 
must ask the advice of the Board. The Board has instructed its 
accountant to aid the utilities in making such changes in their ac
counting as may be necessary to comply with the order; and it is 
believed that the companies can adjust their methods of bookkeep
ing to conform to a uniform system without placing an undue bur
den on anv. 

APPROVAL OF SECURITY ISSUES. 

The approval of issues of stock, stock certificates, bonds or other 
evidences of indebtedness maturing more than one year from date, 
which approval is required hy the statute to make such issues valid, 
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requires hearings and investigations that make heavy demands on 
the time of the members of the Board and their assistants. During 
the past year fifty-six applications of this kind have been approved 
by the Board. These were for proynsecl issues of bonds totalling 
$30,940,075, of stock totalling $5,154,945, and of other issues to
talling $443,000. The total of the bond issues was increased by 
one issue of $25,000,000 bonds of the New York Telephone Com
pany. This was for the purpose of acquiring certain extensive 
properties of the Southern Bell Telephone Company, located in Vir
ginia and West Virginia. These properties will not be subject to 
the Board's jurisdiction, but the proposed issue came within the 
New Jersey statute and required the Board's approval. \Vhile ·the 
Board causes in each case a report to be made by its counsel. as to 
whether proposed issues are to be made in accordance with law, and 
obtains a report from its expert on the purpose of the issue, it has 
been careful to make it plainly understood that its approval does 
not confirm the financial and business standing of the issuing cor
poration, as a whole. It has been necessary to call attention to this 
at times because of statements made with respect to the Board's 
approyal which statements might create a false impression of value 
of advertised securities. The Board has issued a memorandum 
setting forth the general principles upon which it bases its action 
upon petitions for the approval of security issues. A copy thereof 
is attacherl hereto. and is made a part of this Report. 

.\Pf'1:WVAL OF FHANCHlSES. 

Under the provision of the act requiring the approval of the 
Board to make valid any privilege or franchise granted to a pub
lic utility by a political subdivision of the State, the Board has 
given its approval to fifty-one ordinances and resolutions granting 
such privileges and franchises. .Hearings are always held on such 
applications, and any parties interested may be heard. In a number 
of cases the municipa.l grants have contained provisions, regulat
ing the service to be afforded and rat~s to be1 charg·ed. The ''Pub
lic Utility Act" gives this Board power to fix just and reasonable 
rates to be charged by public utilities and to require the provision 
of safe, adequate and proper service. 

It 1s true these powers cannot be taken from the Board by mu-
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8 PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 

nicipal action in particular cases, nor can the Board minimize by its 
own act the powers bestowed upon 1t by the legislature, but it 
has been deemed advisable to make a definite declaration of the 
Board's policy with respect to applications for approval of fran· 
chises that contain provisions as to rates and service. This bas 
been done by the adoption of a resolution to the effect that the 
Board will withhold its approval of all such franchises that con
tain any provision relating to rates or service which do not clearly 
set forth that such provision is not in anywise to operate to limit or 
affect the exercise of the jurisdiction and control now or hereafter 
vested by law in this Board over rates and service. In some in
stances municipal ordinances did not contain the provision cited 
above; and these were subsequently amended by the governing bod
ies of the municipalities to conform to the Board's ruling. 

GRADE CROSSINGS. 

To obtain complete information covering grade crossings in this 
state the Board is having such crossings inspected and classified. 
The Board's appropriation has not admitted of its employ~ng in
spectors exclusively for this work, bnt n~nch has been done by the 
Board's staff in the time which could be spared for _this work. In 
all 554 crossings have been examined, and the conditions thereat 
recorded. It has been deemed best for the purpose of classification 
to adopt classes designated respectiveh-. .. :\," "B." "C." and "D." 

In Class "A," which represents the most dangerous, were placed 
all crossings to which the following physical conditions apply: 

(I) Two or more tracks on a sharp curve with obstructions 
close to right of way lin~!3, with light traffic over the crossing. 

(2) Diagonal crossings at such angle as to prevent a view of 
trains, after passing a point within a rea'sonable distance from the 
track at which observation is taken, with train moving on track 
nearest to th~ side of the highway from which travel is approach
in, and vractically in the same direction. 

( 3) \Vhere the view at the crossing is obstructed to the right 
of way line at all corners. 

( 4) Crossings where travel is heavy, with a fair view of trains 
in either direction. 

( 5) Crossing-s where travel is heavy, especially in towns where 
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PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS) REPORT. 9 

travel is impeded by trains standing at station, with part of train 
overlapping crossing. 

( 6) Crossings with four or more tracks curved or tangent with 
middle tracks used for high speed movement. 

All crossings with elements of danger approximating those in 
Class "A" but not so sharply defined are placed in Class "B." 
Crossings in Classes "C" and ''D" are judged on same basis with 
respect to ratio of danger, each lower class being considered less 
dangerous than the next preceding class. 

Statistics covering location of highway, number of tracks, curved 
or tangent, kind of crossing, travel on highway, grade of highway 
at approaches, views of tracks from approaches, distance of nearest 
buildings from right of way line, crossing protection, etc., have been 
collected, together with sketches of track lay-outs and photographs 
of crossings. 

To expedite the collection of information, the railroad com
panies were requested to file with the lloard maps showing loca
tions of grade crossings on their respective lines, also names of the 
crossings. The preparation of these maps required considerable 
time and labor, as the crossings.are shown to scale and numbered. 

In the territory already covered by the inspectors, from Bay 
Head al()ng the eastern portion of the St;:. tc to the New York State 
lme. c'rossings on ten different lines have been examined. The in
formation so far collected regarding conditions at crossings and 
classification of same wonld be substantially correct in making 
approximations for the entire State. \Vithin the mileage of track 
so far covered there are 554 grade crossings, 183 private, 93 un
dergracle and 56 overgrade crossings, a total of 886 crossings. The 
proportion of crossings at grade to the total is 62.5%; of private 
crossings, 20.6<;;;; of undergrade crossings. 10.5%; an<l of over
grade crossings, 6.4%. 

In a number of cases con<litions were such as to lead to recom
mendations by the Inspectors for provision of additional protection. 
These reports '~'ere sent to the comp:mies, which were directed to 
advise the Board by a date fixed whether the recommendations 
contained therein would be complied with. In nearly all cases, the 
recommendations were regarded by the companies as reasonable 
ancl proper ancl the protection recomrnende<l has l~een affor<lecl. 
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\Vhere issue has been taken by a company with an inspector's re
port. a date has been fixed for hearing at which the railroad com
pany has been represented and the Board's inspector examined. 
This has been followed by such action on the part of the Board 
as it deemed the circumstances to warrant. In addition to the pro
tection afforded at numerous crossings as a result of inspector's 
recommendations, the Board has investigated a number of . com
plaints as to conditions at certain crossings. \Vhere these condi
tions were shown to he such as to reasonably require the provi
sion of protection the companies have either on recommenrlations or 
1 '·' orders of the Board supplied it. 

The protection provided has consisted of the installation of 
gates at certain crossings, stationing flagmen at others, changes 
in locations of cars on siding·s. ~d1ich <'Lstructecl views. the removal 
of trees and brush for similar reasons, and the lessening of speed 
of train~ \\rhlle passing over crossings. 

ELll\I IN ATION OF CROSSINGS. 

l n its rerort last year the Uoarcl expressed ib op1111011 011 the 
elimination of QTade crossinL' s. The Board reaffirms the views 

,~ n • 

there outlined. The rational solution of the railroad grade cross-
ing problem requires three things. It requires first of all an ap
preciation of the difference in hazard existin,< in the various class
es of the 3000 or more grade crossings now extant in this State. 
Grade crossings that gridiron a populous city section are immeas
urably more perilous than a similar number of grade crossings in
tersecting a sparsely inhabited rnral section. a scrub pine warren, 
a stretch of sea meadow or a strip of desert sand dunes. Evidently 
an intelligent estimate of the danger to be guarded against depends 
on a careful examination of the hazards presented by the various 
kinds of grade crossings, and a scientific classification of the cross
ings with respect to the hazards they offer. 

The solution of the problem demands second, a realization of the 
magnitude of the work of elimination, and of the time and money 
that will be required for its completion. The state will be more 
than fortunate if by the end of two decades it sees the removal of 
all the really dangerous crossings at grade. The cost alone would 
prevent much speedier elimination. ln the case of a few of the 
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smaller carriers it will prevent any immediate removal of, grade 
crossings whatever. To require them annually to eliminate a cer
tain number of grade crossings per mile might easily bankrupt sev
eral of the smaller roads in the State. 

Lt is difficult now for some of th•:,-;e smaller railroads to main
tain their tracks, bridges and equipment in such condition as to sat
isfy this Board that their trains may be safely operated. Several 
) ears agu the lessees of one line cancelled their lease and passed 
out of existence as a railroad company, because they were finan
cially unable to spend on the track and bridges the sum necessary 
to meet the reasonable requirements of the then Board of Railroad 
Commissioners. An arrangement was subsequently effected with 
other lessees, whereby the road was put in safe condition, and op
eration was resumed. But recently, and against the protests of 
those living along the line, the Board has most reluctantly given its 
consent to discontinuance of daily passenger service on this road 
during part of the year. The Board \\as satisfied from a careful 
consideration of the revenue and operating expenses of the road 
that it was being conducted at a material loss, and that a require
ment of continued daily passenger service might and probably 
would result in its abandonment, with little prospect of any other 
company affording even the limited service the present operating 
company provides. It is not difficult to see what would happen if a 
road like this ancl a number of others barely able to keep their 
tracks and bridges safe for operation should he directed to spend 
thousands of dollars to eliminate their crossings at grade. 

In all railroad operations there are elements of danger, not alone 
in the crossing of highways at grade, but to those who travel on 
trains. It is the duty of railroad companies by good management, 
the installation of mechanical devices, proper systems of signalling, 
and strict enforcement of salutary rules, to eliminate these dan
gers as far as practicable. It is the <luty of the State, and of rail
road and utility commissions to whom power is delegated by the 
Legislature to require railroad companies to take measures for the 
protection of the public and of their employees where reasonable 
protection is not voluntarily provided. There is a limit however, 
to such requirements, which cannot be passed if the railroad com
pany is to continue to supply service. 
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In the third place, a solutfon of the problem of grade crossing 
elimination will be hastened by a recognition of the justice of dis
tributing the cost between the carriers and the public, as repre
sented by the State and the municipalities. There are cases where 
the grade crossings within the past two years have been forced on 
the carriers against their will. It is indisputable that in such cases 
the entire cost of removal could not be put upon the carrier with
out a gross violation of the dictates of common fairness. vVhere 
progress has been most marked in eliminating grade crossings, as 
in Massachusetts, there has been an equitable partition of the cost 
of elimination. 

Moreover, it must not be forgotten that the investment in grarl.e 
crossing eiimination cannot be had for nothing. If the companies 
are to spend the vast amounts such elimination requires, the con
sumer must expect in rates and fares to contribute to the cost. If 
the companies at their own expense exclusively pay the cost, the 
indemnity they may reasonably exact will be heavier than if the 
public contribute in the first instance to the project, and thereby 
obtain some rightful c1mtrol over the process of elimination. 

ACCIDENTS. 

Notwithstanding the density of railroad traffic in this state, the 
large number of .trains operated and the many passengers carried, 
there has been no collision or derailment of a passenger train dur
ing this year by which a passenger has been killed. One collision 
between a passenger train and a freight train occurred as the re
sult of a switch left open. This resulted in the deaths of two 
firemen, injuries to four other train hands and to five passengers. 
This was the most serious accident to any passen_g-er train during 
the year. 

All accidents which are at all serious or where any improper con
ditions appear to exist are investigated by the Board's Inspectors, 
and reports are made to the Board thereon. \Vhere such investi
f!:c.tion is deemed insufficient the Board holds a formal investiga
tion and takes testimony of all those who may have any knowledge 
as to the cause of the accident and conditions pertaining thereto. 
Numerous recommendations made by the Board's Inspectors as the 
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result of their investigations of accidents, have been adopted by 
the railroad companies. 

METER PROVERS. 

The standards adopted by the Board for gas service require that 
each gas company shall provide itself with equipment necessary 
for testing meters, such equipment to consist of a standard meter 
prover with suitable accessories. These meter provers are required 
to be tested by an Inspector of the Board. Tests have been made 
during the year of all such provers. 

The rules of the Board require that each gas company, shall, 
without charge, make a test of the accuracy of a meter upon re
quest of a consumer, provided the consumer does not make a re· 
quest for test more frequently than once in six months. The tests 
made by the Board's Inspector insure that the provers used by the 
companies to make tests of meters are correct. 

INSPECTIONS. 

The policy of the Board in requiring its inspectors to examine 
physical conditions of the public utility properties has been con
tinued. This has resulted in numerous suggestions and recom
mendations for improvements which have been readily adopted by 
the utilities, leading to better physical conditions and to increased 
efficiency of operation. 

SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS TO THE LAW. 

It is the opinion of the Board that the delimitation of the total 
annual expenses of the commission to one hundred thousand dol
lars, (Laws of 191 r, Chap. 195, I. 12), should be repealed. The 
repeal of this limit will be absolutely necessary, if additional func
tions are to devolve upon the Board in connection with grade cross
ing elimination or other work not now conducted by the Board. The 
work of inventorying and appraising an extensive property, where 
setting of rates is involved, is also a very expensive undertaking. 
In the Passaic division of the Public Service Gas Company's works, 
for instance, the mains and services were approximately six hun
dred miles in length. This extensive distribution system, as well 
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as the generating plants, had to be inspected, and the character oi 
its construction checked. up. Outside of the expense involved by 
the employment ui its own staff, upon this investigation the Com
mission had to engage an expert firm of gas engineers to make the 
inventory and appraisal required. The Commission had also tu en
gage an outside firm of expert accountants to go over the books 
of account for some years back. The tota1 expense involved for 
outside expert assistance in this one case was not far from nine 
thousand dollars, or one tenth of the entire amount put at the dis
posal of the Board for the fiscal year ending October 31st, 1912. 
It is. of course, obvious that this State cannot afford, nor is there 
required, an expenditure for the purposes of public utility regula
tion comparable with the outlay for such purposes made by the 
State of New York which is often re £erred to in discussions of this 
subject. That state provides for two commissions, one having jur
isdiction over utilities in the City of New York. the other over 
utilities outside the city. The first district commission, located in 
the City of New York, has, particularly because of the rapid tran
sit problem, certain duties to perform which are not analogous to 
those of the New Jersey Commission. The performance of these 
duties requires a large force of empluytes and the expenditure of 
approximately one million dollars annually. The duties of the sec
ond district commission located at Albany are fairly comparable 
with the duties imposed on the New Jersey Board, but the appro
l"riation to this Board is in no way comparable with the sum allowed 
the commission at Albany. It is true tl,at the area ancl population 
in New Jersey are less than in the district covered by the up-state 
commission, in New York, but this insofar as public utility regula
tion is concerned is largely offset by the concentration of popula
tion in the northern part of this State. This has no counterpart in 
New York State outside of New York City, and where population 
is concentrated the problems of supplying service by public utili
ties become complicated with a greater demand and necessity for 
public regulation. 

The outside limit of one hundred thousand dollars which can be 
allowed this Board under the existing statute is approximately one
fourth that allowed the up-state commission in New York. The 
last Legislature did not allow for the present fiscal year the one 
hundred thousand dollars named in the statute, but cut this in the 
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appropriation bill to seventy-five thousand dollars. To provide for 
the expenses of the work of the regular organization of this Board 
requires a greater sum per month than the pro rata of the appro
priation of seventy-five thousand dollars, and unless the legislature 
supplements this appropriation the Board will before the end of the 
fiscal year be without funds to maintain its organization. and be un
able to continue its work. 

It is important that the legislature should in its supplement to 
the appropriation hill include a sum for this Board. sufficient at 
least to make for the year the one hundred thousand dollars named 
in the public utility act, and in addition to this there must be a re
moval of the statutory limitation of one hundred thousand dollars 
and an additional appropriation made if the Board is required to 
bke over additionai functions and perform additional duties. Un
less the means be provided for defraying the costs of extensive in
ventories, rate making cases depending on such inventories must 
be inevitably delayed to the annoyance of all the parties in interest. 

The Board is of the opinion that the legislature might properly 
make explicit its intent in enacting clause 24 of Section III. of 
Chapter 195 of the Laws of r91 T. rl he clanse in qnestion rea<ls 
as follows: 

"No privilegp or franchise hereafter granted to any public utility as herein 
defiuf'd, by any political sub-division of this State, shall be valid until 
approved hy said board, such approval to be given when, after hearing said 
board d.etermines that such privilege or franchis.e is necessary and proper for 
the pu!blic convenience and properly conserves the public interests, and the 
board shall have power in sco approving to impose such conditions as to con
str-ctction, equipment, maintenance, service or opera.tion as the public co,n
vPn i•'nl'e and intcrPsi's 1u1>~ rPasonabl>· require." 

The Board has interpreted this clause to mean exactly what it 
says. It has refused to approve of d municipal orrlinance grant
ing permission to a rival gas company to pipe a territory already 
supplied by a gas company operating under a prior franchise. 
(Memorandum. In the matter of the application of the Atlantic 
Highlands Gas Company, etc., filed May 31, 191 l). \Vhere a serv
ice is already supplied in a municipality and where there is no well· 
grounded complaint of the adequacy of the service or the reason
ableness of the rates enacted therefor, the Board has taken the po
sition that the company in possession is not to be subjected to com
petition. And in the very case where this adherence to the prin-
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ciple of regulated monopoly was enunciated, the rates of the com
pany in possession (except on prepayment meters) were reduced 
from $1.35 per M. to $1.25 per M. as regards gas; and a sjmilar 
reduction was made in their rates for electric current. 

The Board is of opinion that the approval of a franchise afford
ing a competing company entrance into a district already adequately 
supplied by a public utility is ordinarily neither necessary nor prop
er for the public convenience, and jeopardizes rather than conserves 
the public interests. U nle'ss good reason to the contrary can be 
shown, this attitude will be maintained by the Board. 

The Board's view of this matter has been challenged and may 
be litigated and the Board sugge~ts that in order to clear all doubt 
the Legislature might make explicit and unequivocal the state's 
policy in the premises. 

The- Board directs attention to section III., 18, ( e) of Chapter 
195, Laws of 1911, which provides that no public utility shall 

"If ereaftPr issue any stocks, stock certificates, bonds or other evidences of 
indebtedness payable in more than one year from the date thereof until it 
shall have first obtained authority from the Board for such proposed issue. 
Lt shall be th.e duty of the Board, after hearing, to approve of any such pro
pose'.1 issue maturing in more than one yiear from the date thereof, when sat
isfied that the same is to be made in a~cordance with law and the purpose 
of such issue he approved by said Board.'' 

The Board has assumed that this section directs the Board to 
exercise its judgment and discretion as to "the purpose of such is
sue" of securities. The construction of this clause was begun in 
the Memorandum of July 17th, 1911, in the matter of the applica
tion of the Riverside Traction Company, for leave to issue, sell and 
cieliver bonds to the par value of $100,800. There it was decided 

"CltaptPr 195, P. L. 1911, referring to proposed issues of stock and bonds, 
provides that it shall ,be the duty of the Board, after hearing, to approve of 
any such proposed issue, when satisfied that the same is to be made in 
accordance with the law, and the purpose of such issue be approved by said 
Board. 

If a security issue is intended primarily for the payment of outstanding 
debts properly contracted, but is of necessity, in addition, also intended to 
evade mandatory legal provisions, or if such issue of securities inevitably 
results in such evasion, these necessary consequences of the proposed seeurity 
issue must be presumed to he included within and constitute a part of the 
purpo!'e of such issue.'' 
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Since that time, the Board has refused in certain cases to ap
prove of security issues, where it appeared upon investigation and 
after hearing, that the fixed charges carried by proposed bond is
sues were not likely to be earned by the companies desiring to make 
such issues. The "purpose" of the issue has been construed as 
coterminous with the necessary effects of the issue. Where the 
issue of bonds presupposes the creation of a recurring liability in 
excess of the company's normal capacity to earn or pay, not only 
nor merely at the inception of an enterprise (where such inability 
might be overlooked on the ground that early interest payments 
are a development charge of the business), but as a regular matter 
of course, the purpose of such issue has not commended itself 
to our approval, and it has consequently been withheld. The 
Board's right to withhold has been denied and this very point is 
now in litigation before the Supreme Court of the State. We sug
gest that the Legislature may see fit, by explicit utterance and de
claration, to define unmistakably the power and function of the 
Board in this matter of passing upon proposed security issues. We 
recommend also that the statute confer explicitly upon the Board 
the right, in approving of bond issues or other evidences of in
debtedness, to insert a clause providing in detail for the amortiza
tion of bond or note <liscount, or any <lifference between the £ace 
value of the obligations and the net amount of money or tangible 
property obtained by the company by the issue of the obligations 
aforesaid. The Board has hitherto assumed the right to insert in 
its certificate of approval such provisos, and generally with the 
entire assent of the petitioners, but an explicit grant of such pow
er might tend to prevent possible litigation in future. 

The Board is also of opinion that it might be of advantage to 
state explicitly by statute whether the issue of organization stock 
by a company projecting a business of a public utility character 
requires approval by this Board, in case no franchise has been ob
tained by the company at the time of making application for the 
approval of such organization stock. 

The Board recommends that the law be amended so that it 
may require every public utility engaged directly or indirectly in any 
other than a public utility business to keep in like manner and form 
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the accounts of all such other business, the provisions of the act to 
apply with like force and effect to the books, accounts, papers and 
records of such other business. 

Dated December 31st, 1912. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ROBERT WILLIAMS, President, 
THOMAS ]. HILLERY, 
WINTHROP MORE DANIELS, 

ALFRED N. BARBER, 

Secretary. 

C omm£ssioners. 
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Decisions, Orders, Memorandums and 
Rulings 

In Re Borough of Merchantville vs. l DECISION AND 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company. f ORDER. 

For the complainant, Edward I. Berry, Esq. 

For the respon.dent. Gaskill 6· Gasln"ll, J:sqrs. 

I9 

The Borough of Merchantville. Carn den County, on October 
17th, 1911, filecl with this Board a petition, alleging that the Penn
sylvania Railroad Company employed the tracks and siding run
ning longitudinally upon Chestnut Avenue, in said Borough, for 
assorting, distributing and making up freight trains destined for 
other points; that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company stored cars 
on said tracks and siding; that in connection with aforesaid use of 
tracks and siding unnecessary noise and smoke were produced, the 
noise in particular from automatic gongs installed at various cross
ings, and the smoke from the locomotives employed upon said 
tracks and siding. These various acts, it was alleged, have depre
ciated the value of property in the vicinity near the railroad right 
of way, and have worked and are working irreparable damage and 
loss to the complainants. 

A hearing upon the above complaint was held in the State House, 
at Trenton, New Jersey, on November 14th, 1911; testimony was 
introduced by both sides, and argument was had thereon. Subse
quently the attorney for the petitioner filed a brief, and the at
torneys for the respondent submitted an affidavit in partial rebuttal 
of testimony offered at the hearing. 

The Board's own inspectors have visited Merchantville, under 
instructions from the Board, and reports upon the situation have 
been submitted by both Mr. C. D. McKelvey, Chief Insjector of 
the Railroad Division. and by Mr. Peter J. Kerwin, Inspector of 
Equipment. 
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The petitioners request first; that this Board declare that the 
use of said tracks and siding for the purpose of assorting, distrib
uting and making up freight trains for the benefit of other points 
of the railroad's system, and for storing freight cars thereon, is il· 
legal, unreasonable and unnecessary. 

This first prayer is denied, and the petition so far as it asks for 
such a declaration is dismissed, mainly for the reason that it was 
not proved that the assembling of cars on the tracks or siding at 
Merchantville was for the purpose of making up trains which 
were pri~arily for the benefit of other points upon the railroad's 
general system. The bulk of the evidence went to show that the 
freight cars shifted at this place were, in the great majority of 
instances, consigned to or shipped from Merchantville. 

The storing of freight cars on said tracks and siding may prop
erly be discussed in connection with such other parts of the petition 
a1: allege the existence of a nuisance er eated by the respondent in 
the use made of said tracks and siding, and by other means. In 
this connection it may be said that neither the case of Angel vs. 
?emzsylvania Railroad Co. ( 4r N. !. Ecj. p. 316) nor Beseman 1.Js. 
Pennsylvania Railroad C01npany (50 .iV. J. La'l.01 p. 235), is en
tirely applicable to the present situation. In the first case the car
rier had a franchise to employ its right of way over a city street 
for passage only, and not for terminal or yard purposes. The dis
comfort to neighboring residents created by the use of the street 
for the latter purpose was adjudged a nuisance which the court 
would enjoin. The Beseman case involved incidental damage to 
land and buildings abutting on the carrier's right of way where 
the carrier used its tracks in a wholly legitimate way for ordinary 
transportation movements, employing care and skill, in all respects, 
not to augment or aggravate the incidental damage arising there
from to the adjacent property. In this case the court held no dam
ages could be recovered. 

Both of these cases pre-suppose the carriers enjoying certa.in 
rights under municipal franchise grants. In the present case the 
carrier owned its right of way prior to the corporate existence of 
the Borough. The carrier contends that its rights to the use of 
·its main track and siding are in no \vise dependent on any fran
chise granted by the Borough of Merchantville. Nor is this claim 
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seriously contested by the Borough, except for the production of 
an ordinance passed on October 3d, 1911, purporting to delimit the 
use of railroad tracks within the Borough. So far as this Board 
is able to judge, the course of events has been as follows: First, 
the carrier owned its right of way in what was originally a rural 
section; second, a few houses were built near the railroad without 
any anticipation of the growth of the community or the business 
of the carrier; third, both the growth of the borough and the con
sequent enlargement of the local freight business tended to render 
these properties less eligible than their owners or tenants had orig
inally expected. But this building up close on the railroad property 
hardly st1fri.ces to substantiate the charge that the carrier has created 
a nuisance by using the tracks and sidings as they were used prior 
to the borough's growth. 

The third and fourth prayers of the petition are that this Board 
will issue an order forbidding the en-,ission of dense smoke by lo
comotives within the borough of Merchantville, and that this Board 
will require the respondent to comply with two of the town's or
dinances. One of the ordinances in question is the one recited 
above. It restricts the uses of tracks and sidings within the bor
ough to the assembling of trains destined to carry freight to or from 
:Merchantville only, and similarly restricts the storage of freight 
cars. \Ve do not find any conclusive evidence that this ordinance 
has been violated. The other ordinance is a smoke nuisance ordi
nance. Inasmuch as the chief of the police force of Merchantville 
has testified in this case that he noted down particularly the times 
and places at which this ordinance was violated, and the persons by 
whom it was violated, and further admitted that he made no at
tempt to enforce said ordinance by arresting or attempting to arrest 
such persons, aside from all other considerations including jurisdic
tional questions, this Board does not feel, upon the application of 
the local government, obligated to attempt the enforcement of an 
ordinance which the local government has consciously allowed to 
become a nullity. The third and fourth prayers of the petition 

are therefore dismissed. 

The second prayer of the petition a3ks the removal of the auto
matic electric gongs from the crossings in question, citing among 
other reasons that the gongs are rendered valueless for the pur-
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pose of warning persons about to cross the tracks. It appears that, 
at the intersection of Chestnut Avenue and Center Street, and at 
the intersection of Park Avenue and of Chestnut Avenue, flagmen 
are on duty from 6 A. M. until 8 P. M., and that during this time 
the automatic gongs are cut out. It also appears that occasionally, 
at night, the gongs will ring from fifteen minutes to one hour stead
ily, by reason of freight trains being on the gong circuit. One wit
ness cites October 24th, 1911, as an instance of the gong's ringing 
continuously from 7 :55 P. l\J. until 8 :35 P. ~\I. This long-con
tinued ringing of the gongs at night is confirmed by the Board's 
own inspector, Mr. Maybury. This actually creates danger for 
those who may have occasion to cross the track, in that it becomes 
known that the ringing of· the gong is no necessary indication of a 
train movement across the street. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners therefore ORDERS 

that whenever switching or drilling movements occur in Merchant
ville at hours when the flagmen are not on duty at the intersec
tion of Chestnut Avenue with Center Street, or at the intersection 
of Chestnut Avenue with Park Avenue, the automatic gongs for 
these two intersections be cut out, and that gatemen or flagmen 
be pla r.ed and kept on duty at both of said intersections until afore
said switching or drilling movements are over and until the freight 
engines have cleared beyond the points \Yhich operate the auto
matic bell circuit. 

This Order shall be effective February 1st. 1912. 
Entered January 5th. 1912. 

In the Matter of the Township of Bor-1 
dentown vs. the Riverside Traction i 

Company Respecting Free Passes l DECISION AND 
to the Township Committee and r·oRDER. 
Township Clerk When Traveling \ 
in Discharge of their Official Duties. j 

Hugh Lef a.111bre
1 

Esq., for the Township of Bordentown. 

H. C. Thompson, Jr., Esq., for the Riversid~ Traction Company 
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The provision of Chapter 195, Laws of 1911, forbidding any 
public utility ''hereafter (to) give, grant or bestow upon any local, 
municipal or county official any discrimination, gratuity or free 
service whatsoever," is not to be construed as abrogating a con
tract.ual obligation incumbent upon a public utility to afford free 
service to public officials traveling for the purpose of discharging 
the duties of their respective offices. 

A hearing in this matter was held on January 2nd, 1912, in the 
State House at Trenton, before Commissioner Daniels. There was 
put in evidence an ordinance passed by the Township Committee of 

. Bordentown, November 30th, 1906. Said ordinance granted to 
the Camden and Trenton Railway Company the privilege of carry
ing freight and express matter upon its cars over its tracks in the 
Township of Bordentown. Said ordinance also provides that "the 
Tovn1ship Committee and the Township Clerk * * '~ while 
traveling for the purpose of discharging the duties of their offices, 
shall pass and repass· free of charge over or on, the Camden and 
Trenton Railway Company's lines of railway; its successors or as
signs. Said ordinance was accepted h~· the Camden and Trenton 
Railway Company on February 25th, H)o7. The fair interpreta
tion of the ordinance is that the free passage referred to was a con
sideration moving the Township Committee on behalf of the Town
ship to enter into the contract which the ordinance implies. 

The Riverside Traction Company has succeeded to the rights of 
the former Camden and Trenton Railway Company of carrying 
express and freight upon its cars within the Township of Borden
town. That it has not actually availed itself of said privilege is 
immaterial. It has the righ~ so to do. It follows that the River
side Traction Company is bound by the obligation of its predeces
sor to afford the officials above named when traveling in discharge 
of public business free passage over or on its lines within the 
Township. 

The section of Chapter 195, Lav,;s of i911, quoted in the cap
tion of .this decision, had for its evident object the prevention of 
personal favors, discriminations, or free service for the private and 
indi·vidua1 ad·vantage of state, county or local officials. 
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Chapter 17 of the La\\S of I<Jl l expressly provides that no pro
vision therein contained "shall prevent the free transportation of 
uniformed public officers while engaged in the performance of pub
lic duties, or police officers of whatever grade or rank acting as de
tt ctives whose duties require police duty tu he performed without 
uniform." \Vhile the specific reference applies only to police of
ficials, the statute is entirely compatible with the section quoted 
from Chapter 195, Laws of 1911, and sheds light also upon the in
tent of the provision of the latter statute. In short, the prohibi
tion of gratuities to officials was aimed against such ofticials obtain
ing private and personal advantage. Free passage or passage at 
reduced rates where the benefit redounds to public advantage is not 
prohibited. Previous .\f emoranclum filed by this Board on June , 
2nd, 1011, and on August 11th, 1911, read as follows: 

"The Roard does not reg11ucl the free transportation. without 
discrimination. on l:ehalf of a nmnicir;ality. of policemen. firemen 
and inspectors of boards of health, in the performance of their 
public duties. as a violation of the provisions of P. L. 1911. Chap
ter 195." 

Memorandum of June 2nd, 191 I. 

"It transpired in the various hearings upon these matters that 
some municipalities and other governmental agencies, such as post 
offices, had obtained by contract with trolley companies the right 
to have their officials transported in the performance of their pub· 
lie duties without charge or at recluc~d rates of fare. The Board 
does not believe that the Legislature by the statute intended to 
abrogate these contractnral rights of the municipalities and other 
governmental agencies on behalf of their officials.·· 

"In addition to the cases of city policemen, firemen and health 
inspectors, the Board has been memoralized by the President of the 
Passaic County Constables' Association (June 6th, 1911), the Quar
termaster-General of the State of New Jersey on behalf of the Na
tional Guard of the State (June 23rd, 1911), and the Postmaster of 
Asbury Park on behalf of letter carriers and special delivery mes
sengers (July 11th, 1911). The Quartermaster-General .of the 
State and the Postmaster at Asbury Park have been advised, re
spectively, that the Board's ruling in the Memorandum of June 
2nd. 1911. is construed by the Board to permit the reduced rates 
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in favor of State militia bound to or from the State encampment, 
and in favor of postal employees in the circumstances cited by the 
Postmaster." 

Memorandum of August 11th, 1911. 
It is further to be noted that this Board under Chapter 195, ( 11, 

17 (a), Laws of 1911, is empowered, after hearing, upon notice, 
by order in writing, to require every public utility to "comply with 
the laws of this State and any municipal ordinance relating there
to, and to conform to the duties imposed upon it thereby or by the 
provisions of its own charter, &c." The free passage of the of
ficials aforesaid being a contractural obligation devolving upon 
the I{iverside Traction Company, as successor to the Camden and 
Trenton Railway Company by virtue of the ordinance afore-recited 
the Board of Public Utility Commissioners hereby ORDERS the Riv
erside Traction Company to transport in its cars over or on its lines 
within Bordentown Township the members of the Bordentown 
Township Committee and the Bordentown Township Clerk while 
traveling for the purpose of discharging the duties of their offices 
respectively. 

This order shall go into effect on February 1st, 1912. 
Dated January 9th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Petition of the 
Township of Bordentown vs. the 
Riverside Traction Company Pray
ing for the Restoration of Special 
Rates of Fare for School Children. 

DISMISSAL OF 
PETITION. 

Hugh Lelambre, Esq., for the Township of Bordentown. 

H. C. Thompson, Jr., Esq., for the Riverside Traction Company. 

A hearing in this matter \Vas held on January 2ncl. i912, in the 
State House at Trenton before Commissioner Daniels. The peti
tioners submitted evidence to show that the Camden and Trenton 
H.ai'lway Company, the predecessor of the Riverside Traction Com
pany, had for some years sold blocks of tickets to the Township 
Committee at a price of four cents per ticket for the use of school 
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children m the Township of Bordentown, who were transported 
over the lines of the said Camden and Trenton Railway Company 
within said township. There is no evidence that the Riverside 
Traction Company after taking over the operation of this line, be
ginning on July 1st, 1910, continued this practice. The evidence 
is all to the contrary as evidenced by the company's letter of May 
4th, 1911. It does not appear to us that the Riverside Traction 
Company as successor to the rights and franchises of the Camde~ 
and Trenton Railway Company was or is under obligation to con
tinue the sale of school tickets upon the same terms. There ap
pears to be in ·the franchises to which the Riverside Traction Com
pany has succeeded no obligation of this character. 

It is true that this Board has held that where by contract implied 
in an ordinance granting a franchise or permit, a street railway 
company is under obligation to sell tickets for school children at a 
reduced rate, such reduced rates do not constitute an undue or un
just discrimination such as Chapter 195, Laws of 1911, forbids. 
This contention of the Board has been sustained by the Supreme 
Court of this State (Public Service Railway Company vs. Board 
of Public Utility Commissioners. No. 278, June Term, 1911). 

It is also true that by Memorandum filed May 9th, 1911, the 
Board declared that "the continuance of existing rates, which have 
the sanction of custom, \Vhere such rcites are presumably of as
sistance in facilitating education and the administration of chari
ties, and thus in line with public policy, will not be regarded as 
conflicting vvith the statute. prior to the hearin·...:· and detern1ina
tion of specific cases involving the points at issue.·· 

These two declarations of the Board however applied first, where 
a continuous contractural obligation rested upon the street rail
way company to afford special rates to school children ; second, 
tc cases where the ·carrier voluntarily uffered to continue such spe
cial rates to school children. The Riverside Traction Company is 
apparently under no obligation such as is implied in the first case. 
Nor is that company willing to continue the policy of its predeces
sor in this respect. Inasmuch as there has not been shown to our 
satisfaction that a uniform five cent fare is unjust or unreason
able in the present instance, the petition is hereby DISMISSED. 

Dated January 9th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Investigation of l 
Service Furnished by the Consoli- FINDING AND 
dated Gas Company of New Jer- RECNOMMENDA

TIO . sey. 

Numerous complait;ts having been made to the Board in regard 
to service furnished by the Consolidated Gas Company of New 
Jersey, and the Board having initiated proceedings to investigate 
whether the said company furnishes safe, adequate and proper 
service, finds, as the result of hearing, examination and the report 
of its Inspectors, 

( 1) That the quality of the gas furnished by the Consolidated 
Gas Company of New Jersey has been, during the period about 
which complaints were made, up to the standard prescribed by the 
Board; 

( 2) The gas was delivered under pressures which are within 
the limits allowed by the regulations of the Board; 

( 3) Customers who were billed in accordance with erroneous 
meter readings have received rebates corresponding to overcharges 
in each case. In only a small percentage of cases have meters been 
found to be fast ; 

(4) The hills have been made out correctly. in so far as the 
bookkeepers are concerned or billing clerks were responsible : 

( 5) ln a number of cases the meters have been read incorrectly; 
The Board HEREBY RECOMMENDS that the Consolidated Gas Com

pany require the exercise of greater car:e on the part of its em
ployees, to insure accurate reading of its consumers' meters. 

Dated January 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the l MEMORANDUM, 
Maple Shade Improvement Asso- DECISION AND 
ciation vs. the Public Service Rail- ( ORDER DISMIS-
way Company. _I SING COMPLAINT. 

Hearing January 2nd, 1912, before CoMMISSIONER WILLIAMS. 

Ralph W. E. Donges for the Association. 

L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Railway Company. 
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Maple Shade Improvement Association entered a complaint 
against the Public Service Railway Company, and showed: 

(First) That the Public Service Railway Company operates a 
line of street railway in the Moorestown Turnpike from Camden 
through Merchantville to l\foorestown; 

(Second) That they operate a line of street railway from Cam
den to Pensauken; 

(Third) That they operate a line of street railway through 
Collingswood to Haddonfield; 

(Fourth) That they operate a line of street railway through 
Haddon Heights to Clementon ; 

(Fifth) That the rate of fare charged between Market Street 
Ferry, Camden and Cove Road, a distance of 4.857 miles, which 
i-. the eastern limit of ~Ierchantville, is five cents, and that a sec
ond fare of five cents is collected after leaving Merchantville going 
toward Moorestown, which is a total distance of 10.498 miles from 
Market Street Ferry, and that all citizens of Maple Shade are re
quired to pay lOc fare to get to Maple Shade from the Market 
Street Ferry, which is a distance of 7.1 miles: 

(Sixth) That the fare charged for carrying a passenger from 
Market Street Ferry to the end of the line at Pensauken is five 
cents, for a distanec of 6.068 miles. 

(Seventh) That the fare charged from Market Street Ferry 
to Haddonfield, a distance of 6.49 miles, is five cents; 

(Eighth) That the fare charged from Market Street Ferry to 
Haddon Heights, a distance of 7.67 miles, is five cents; 

(Ninth) That Maple Shade is no further distant from Market 
Street Ferry than are some other localities which can be reached 
for a five-cent fare, although lOc has to be paid to get to Maple 
Shade from the Market Street Depot. Because of this the citizens 
of Maple Shade allege that they are being discriminated against. 

The testimony presented at the hearing on Tuesday, January 
2nd, showed that the territory along the line of the Moorestown 
Pike is quite thickly built up as far as 1\Ierchantville. It was furth
er shown that after leaving Merchantville, for a distance of ap
proximately 2 )4 miles, there are not more than a dozen houses. 

A comparison of suburban street railway fares generally shows 
that the average distance for which a person may travel on a five
rent fare is approximately four miles. 
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The Board is therefore of opinion that notwithstanding the fact 
that in some directions from Camden it is possible to ride for a 
greater distance than is the case with the line in the Moorestown 
Turnpike, the charge of an additional fare, imposed upon all pass
engers passing beyond Merchantville. is not unjust and unreas
onable. 

The complaint is therefore DISMISSED. 
Dated January 15th, 1912. 

The Borough of East Rutherford, et l 
als., vs. Public S.ervice Railway ~ ORDER. 
Company. j 

Edward J. Luce, for the Borough of East Rutherford. 
George L. Record, for the General Committee of the Boroughs 

of V\T allington, Carlstadt, Woodridge and East Rutherford. 
A. D. Sullivan, for the Borough of Wallington. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Public Service Railway Company. 

Complaint was made to the Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners by F. A. Jones, and jointly by the Boroughs of Walling
ton, Carlstadt and Woodridge, and by the Borough of East Ruth
erford in regard to certain fare zones of the Public Service Rail
way Company. 

By the consent of all parties concerned the complaints were con
solidated before the Board and hearing \Vas held thereon. 

After hearing and upon conference with the parties in interest it 
was agreed, (the Borough of Wallington dissenting), that the fol
lowing order should be made by this Board. In accordance there
with the Board of Public Utility Commissioners 

HEREBY ORDERS, that the Public Service Railway Company, in 
the operation of its railway running from the City of Paterson to 
the City of Hoboken, shall operate the same with the following 
five cent fare zones, namely : 

Going westwardly, the first fare zone shall extend from the 
Hoboken Terminal to the Hackensack River; the second fare zone 
from the Hackensack River to Bergen County Short Cut; the 
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third fare zone ·from Carlstadt Station to Highland Avenue, Pas
saic, and the fourth fare zone from the Passaic River to Paterson. 

The fare zones going eastwardly shall be as follows : The first 
fare zone from Paterson to the Passaic River; the second fare 
zone from Highland Avenue, Passaic, to the Carlstadt Station; the 
third fare zone from Bergen County Short Cut to the Hackensack 
River, and the fourth fare zone from the Hackensack River to the 
Hoboken Terminal. 

The maximum fare in each said zone shall be five cents for each 
adult person, and the said Public S€rvice Railway Company shall 
not charge and collect fares in excess of the rate above stated. 

This order shall take effect February 6th, 1912. 
Dated January 16th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Protection of the l 
Crossing of the Erie Railroad at ~ORDER 
Rutgers Street. Belleville. J 

An examination of the grade crossing of the Erie Railroad and 
Rutgers Street in Belleville was made by the Board's Chief In
spector of its Railroad Divis-ion, and a report thereon, containing 
a recommendation for protection of the crossing, was submitted 
to the Board. A copy of this report wa:-. sent to the Erie Railroad 
Company. On the report and recommendation hearing was had, at 
which the Erie Railroad Company was represented. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners after such hearing 
hereby determines that conditions at the crossing of the Erie Rail
road and Rutgers Street, at grade, in Belleville, make necessary 
provision for the protection of the traveling public thereat, and, 

HEREBY ORDERS and directs the Erie Railroad Company to keep 
its gateman on duty at said crossing each day from five fifty-five A. 
M. until one A. M. 

This order shall become effective February 13th, 1912. 
Dated January 19th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of Investigation of Dis
crimination in Rates Charged by 
the Public Service Electric Com
pany. 

ORDER DISCON
TINUING INVESTI
GATION. 

By an order adopted August fourth, nineteen hundred and elev
en, the Board of Public Utility Commissioners initiated on its own 
motion a hearing on the question whether the Public Service Elec
tric Company in supplying electric current at other than its regular 
schedule rates, granted undue or unju;t preferences. or made undue 
or unjust discriminations. 

In the course of the hearing so-c.1lled and of the examination 
made at its direction by the Board's Inspector, it was shown that 
in all cases where customers of the Public Service Electric Com
pany had been heretofore supplied with service at other than the 
company's standard schedule of rates, under contracts terminable 
at the will of the company, said contracts had been terminated. 

It was further shown that a small number of the company's cus
tomers receive service under contracts made for definite .terms 
which have not yet expired. 

Copies of the contracts which have not expired are on file in 
the office of this Board and at the present time are some thirty-five 
in number. 

In the opinion of the Board, for the company to supply service 
until the expiration of these existing contracts, in accordance with 
the terms thereof, will not constitute undue or unjust preferences 
or make undue or unjust discriminations. 
- The hearing initiated by the Board's order of August fourth, 

nineteen hundred and eleven, is hereby 
ORDERED discontinued to be resumed by the Board when in its 

opinion further investigation is required. 
Dated January 19th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of the I 
Township of Bordentown vs. i MEMORANDUM 
Riverside Traction Company Re- l AND · 
garding the Alleged Obstruction of ! RECOMMENDA-
Roadway at Cedar Lane Swtich. J TION. 

Hugh Lelambre, Esq., Chairman of the Township Committee of 
Bordentown, for the complainants. 

H. C. Thompson, fr., Esq., for the Riverside Traction Company. 

A hearing upon this complaint was held before Commissioner 
Daniels sitting for the Board in the taking of testimony, under 
the statute, at the State House in Trenton on January 2nd, 1912. 
It appears from the testimony as reported to the Board, that on the 
highway traversed by the company's line, and near Cedar Lane 
there is a switch or turnout of the Riverside Traction Company. 
It likewise appears that the ordinance granting permission for the 
building of the trolley road through the township failed to specify 
this pJace as a spot where a switch or turnout might be located, al
though there was testimony that the township committee at that 
time informally assented to this location of said turnout. 

Dr. James S. Gilbert, formerly Superintendent of the predeces
sor of the Riverside Traction Company, testified that from the 
beginning there had been objection to this location of the turnout; 
that the planking of the north rail of the turnout had placated ob
jectors for a time; that because of the increased width of the cars 
operated, the rails of the switch had been carried farther away 
from the main track than they were originally, and thus had some
\vhat farther encroached upon the highway proper. Evidence giv
en by Mr. Haines, surveyor, showed that a car standing on the 
siding is within four feet of the center of the traveled highway. 
On the other side of the center of the highway there is a sloping 
gutter whose maximum depth was given as eighteen inches. Mr. 
Johnson, of the Township Committee, testified that to pass the 
highway at this spot with a wagon when a car is on the siding, will 
throw the wheels on one side of the wagon into the gutter. It would 
appear without doubt that a heavy wagon such as a heavily loaded 
truck or hay wagon is impeded by a car on the siding. For such 
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a wagon to attempt to cross when a ::ar is on the siding might re
sult in an upset. The township clerk testified that numerous com
plaints have been made to him on account of the difficulty of pass
ing at this point. In accordance with instructions issued, two in
spectors of this Board made an investigation of the situation in 
question. They report that "with a small amount of work, the 
road could be built up in a manner that would make the passage 
of a vehicle a safe and easy matter." The plan they suggest is the 
building of a French drain, with large boulders to keep the gutter 
slope intact, and with a fill of suitable material to widen the trav
eled way. The Board approves of the suggestion of its Inspectors. 
It cannot: however, issue an order that will compel the township 
committee to agree to this proposed betterment of the highway. It 
therefore RECOMMENDS to the Riverside Traction Company that it 
make a suitable fill of the traveled way at this turnout, and solidify 
the slope of the gutter with suitably large boulders. 

In case both the township committee and the company notify this 
Board within thirty days of their acceptance of this arrangement, 
the Board will content itself with directing its Inspector to see that 
the work is done by the company with reasonable promptitude. If 
the township committee within thirty days notify this Board of 
their assent to the plan, and if the company within the said period 
fail to notify us of their assent thereto, an Order to the company 
may be expected directing the company to make changes that will 
eliminate the difficulty complained of. If the company within 
thirty days notify this Board of their assent to the plan suggested, 
but the township committee fail within the same time to assent to' 
the plan suggested, the Board will feel justified with making no 
Order in the premises, and dismissing the- complaint. 

Dated January 22nd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of 
the Eastern Telephone and Tele
graph Company to Issue its Eight 
Year Collateral Trust Notes 

and 
In the Matter of the Application of 

the Interstate Telephone and Tele
graph Company of New Jersey to 
Issue its Five Per Cent., Thirty 
Year, First and Refunding Mort-
gage Gold Bonds. j 

DISMISSAL OF 
PETITION. 

ln acting upon petitions for the approval of security issues, this Board will 
consNve, so far as practicable, the equitable rights and legitimate expecta
tions of the various parties in interest. 

Interest-1bearing securities whose issue requires this Board's approval must 
afford reasonably good warrant that the stipulated interest payments can be 
regularly met. It will not suffice that the eventual payment of the prin
cipal sum due, or even. the eventual payment of principal and overdue inter
est, is secured. 

An agreement between purchasers and vendors for the sale of securities 
or other property will not control this board, if the terms of such agree
ment, or any of them, contravene the legitimate interests of any of the par
ties affected by the terms of such agreement. 

Assuming that adequate regulation in the public interest is provided, this 
Board avows its conviction that unified and exclusive control and operation 
of telephones within a given area is preferable to a competing telephone 
system with its inevitable disadvantages of divided service and duplicated 
·cost. Nevertheless, as between rival interests striving to capture the same 
telephone properties, this Board must maintain an attitude of completP, neu
trality and impartiality. 

James Collins Jones, Esq., of Philadelphia, and Frank S. Katzen
bach, Esq., for the Eastern Telephone and Telegraph Company; 
also for the Continental Telegraph and Telephone no-te holders. 

John Griffin, Esq., and Hon. Mark A. Sullivan for the Interstate 
Telephone and Telegraph Company; and the president thereof, 
James H. Vance of Wheeling, West Virginia. 
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Alan H. Strong, Esq., representing sundry owners of certain gen
t.ral mortgage bonds and of certain shares of stock of the Inter
state Telephone and Telegraph Company. 

On August 8th, 1911, the petition of the Eastern Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (hereafter styled the Eastern) was filed with 
the Commission. On October 7th, 1911, James N. Vance filed with 
the Commission a protest against the granting of the aforesaid pe
tition. A petition signed by James i\. Vance and witnessed No
vember 24th, 1911, was duly filed with the Board, asking the au
thorization of a bond issue by the Interstate Telephone and Tele
graph Company (hereafter styled the Interstate). On December 
19th, 1911, Alan H. Strong, Esq., appeared before the Board to 
protest against the granting of the Interstate's petition. On sundry 
occasions, to vvit, on the following dates among others, September 
12th, 19n, October 10th and 17th, 19£ 1, and December 12, 19u, the 
representatives of the rival petitioners and the objectors to either 
petition were heard. 

I. The Eastern petition asks authority to issue One Million 
One Hundred and Twenty-five Thousand Dollars ($1,125,000) in 
eight year five per cent. notes. Said notes are to be used to acquire 
an equal amount of the five per cent. collateral trust notes of the 
Continental Telephone and Telegraph Company (thereafter styled 
the Contine~tal). The Continental notes are secured by the de
posit in pledge of securities of the Interstate comprising the bulk 
of the bonds and stock of the Interstate. The Continental is in-• 
solvent. At the Receiver's sale, on July 21st, 1911, the stock and 
bonds of the Interstate so deposited in pledge were sold for Two 
Hundred and Nine-two Thousand Dollars ( $292,000) to Jam es 
N. Vance. Vance therefore is at present the owner of the equities 
of the securities so deposited in pledge. He is at present also presi
dent of the Interstate. and protests against the granting of the East
ern's petition. 

The Board denies and dismisses the Eastern's petition for the fol
lowing reasons : 

First, to grant it would subject the preponderant interest in the 
Interstate to a hazard which it may fairly claim exemption from. 
The Interstate' s securities are pledged to secure the Continental 
note holders. Should the Continental notes pass into the possession 
of the Eastern, the Interstate, in addition to the pecuniary liability 

• 
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it is now under, would lie under the disadvantage of a concentrated 
adve!se holding of its (Interstate) obligations in the hands of busi
ness rivals. These rivals candidly admit their interest in operating 
the Interstate in conjunction with their own property. As between 
parties who have no money invested in the Interstate and those 
who have invested thousands in the Interstate, the latter's pur
poses as to the operation of the Interstate are the weightier. If the 
Interstate wants to operate independently, it would seem entitled 
to have the chance to do so. If the Interstate wants to sell\ on the 
best obtainable terms, there seems no good reason why the Inter
state should be confined to ask terms of a single bidder, or enter 
the market with one bidder ensconced in a coign of indubitable ad
vantage over all other possible bidders. If the Eastern acquired the 
Continental notes, the Eastern would probably be the only bidder, 
or a bidder with a heavy differential advantage over all other com
petitors. 

Second, the Eastern by the proposed issue of its notes could at 
~est (under foreclosure proceedings) not augment its property by 
more than the entire property of the Interstate. The Interstate's 
paper earnings last year were about Forty-Four Thousand Dollars. 
We say "paper earnings" advisedly. No allowance, certainly no 
adequate allowance, was made for depreciation. Had such an al
lowance been made, it is probable that the real earnings would ap
pear but a fraction of Forty-four Thousand Dollars, if indeed 

•they appeared a positive quantity at all. Five per cent interest on 
the notes the Eastern asks to issue would amount to approximately 
Fifty-six Thousand Dollars per annum. If the supposed acquisi
tion of the Interstate property by the Eastern left extant other 
interest-bearing Interstate obligations, the Interstate earnings would 
be still less adequate to cover the annual interest promised on the 
Eastern's proposed note issue. It is said that as the equity in the In
terstate securities (over their liability to secure the Continental 
notes) fetched $292,000 at the Receiver's sale, the Eastern's pro
posed note issue of $I,I25,ooo is amply secured. The fact relied on 

_to prove this is at best evidence that the principal sum is secured. It 
is far from demonstrating that the real earning power of the Inter
state is sufficient to guarantee the regular discharge of interest ob,. 
ligations accruing on the Eastern's proposed note issue. Moreover, 
the purchase price paid by Vance at the sale conducted by the Re-
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ceiver of the Continental was based on considerations known best 
to him. He may have paid the sum of $292,000 to control a prop· 
erty whose earning power could be intreased only by large addi
tional outlay. Or he ,may have paid the price named, in the ex
pectation of obviating a loss which he feared if the property sold 
went into other and hostile hands. At all events we are far from 
satisfied that the Eastern by the proposed issue of notes would ac
quire sufficient additional earning power to meet all the obligations 
said notes would carry. 

II. Everything said above under the second reason for disap
proving the Eastern's petition applies with even greater force to 
the Interstate's proposed bond issue of One Million Five Hun
dred and Twenty-five Thousand Dollars ($1,525,000). If the real 
earning§ of the Interstate cannot regularly provide five per cent. 
interest on $1,125,000, these earnings are even less capable of pro
viding five per cent. interest on a much larger principal sum. This 
reason would deter us from approving the Interstate petition. Per
mission was accorded to put in additional evidence relating to the 
earning power of the Interstate, which was done. Such evidence is 
based largely upon expectation rather than upon past experience, 
and goes to indicate that income will increase by something over 
$44,000, while expenses will decrease by something like $12,000. 

In the second place, the following additional objections to approv· 
ing the Interstate petition must be recorded: The Interstate peti
tions this Board to authorize the company to issue at this time One 
Million Five Hundred and Twenty-five Thousand Dollar (par 
value), five per cent., thirty year first mortgage refunding bonds. 
Said issue it is proposed to use for "refunding, exchanging, pur
chasing, retiring or paying, at, before or after maturity, the present 
first mortgage bonds of which $618,750 are issued and outstand
ing"; and for retiring the general mortgage bonds of which $2,-
3I3,500 are issued and outstanding; and for "reimbursing· an as
signee of the Continental Telephone and Telegraph Company for 
moneys advanced by said Continental Telephone and Telegraph 

- Company for the purchase of outstanding bonds of the above is
sues * * * and to retire and cancel outstanding notes of the 
Continental Telephone and Telegraph Company * * * ." The 
residue of the bonds, if any, whose issue is now asked, is to go 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY Co:"tlMiss10NERs' REPORT. 

for various purposes in the way of purchase, equipment and con
struction. 

The proposed issue aims at the carrying out of the tenor of an 
agreement dated October '28th, 1909. Said agreement, if carried 
out fully, would issue in a reduction of the mortgage debt of the 
Interstate from about $2,931,000 to $1,525,000. If all the owners 
or holders of the outstanding bonds and stock of the Interstate 
were to acquiesce in and conform to the aforesaid agreement of 
October 28th, 1909, the result of the bond issue prayed for would 
be as follows : 

The new bonds, $1,525,000 (par value), would replace and re
tire extant bonds issued amounting (par value) to 

$618,750 First Mortgage Bonds, 
$2,313,500 General Mortgage Bonds. 

The new bonds would incidentally retire $1,125,000 Continental col
lateral trust notes. Such replacement and retirement now sought by 
the pending petition comprises the reimbursement "of the assignee 
of the Continental who would have paid for all the Interstate stock 
and bonds, $375,000 cash. and $r, 125,000 in Continental notes.'' 
The stock of the Interstate has a face value of $600,000. Under the 
conditions assumed the purchaser under the Ag-reement of October 
28th, 1909, would give $1,125,000 (par) in Continental notes 
$375,000 cash for $618,750 par First Mortgage Bonds, $2,313,500 
par General Mortgage Bonds, $600,000 par stock, of the Interstate. 

The "reimbursement" of the purchaser ought to require his com
plete surrender of all that he had acquired by purchase upon re
ceiving an equivalent in value to the price he had paid. The refund
ing scheme devised by this petition does not contemplate any sur
render whatever on his part of the stock purchased, but only of the 
bonds. Even then it designs to accord to the purchaser refunding 
Interstate bonds, of an amount $25,000 in excess of the equivalent 
he originally paid. It is true that a small cash payment was con
templated (of $9,351.20) in partial payment for the stock, the rest 
of the purchase price of said stock being $60,732.80 in Continental 
collateral trust notes. But this would warrant at best only return
mg an equivalent for the cash outlay made for the stock. In ef
fect, this plan of refunding makes a virtual gift of the company's 
stock to the representative of the original purchaser, and that, too, 
at the expense of the corporation, which thereby becomes saddled 
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with a bonded debt in excess of value received. It need hardly be 
said that such a bonus is unwarrantable. and '"rill not he sanctione<l 
by this Board. 

Hitherto we have proceeded upon the hypothesis that the tenor 
of the agreement of October 28th, 1909, could be carried out in its 
entirety. It appears, however. that this is not the case. The origin
al vendors assembled, sold, and delive1."ed the greater part of the 
Interstate stock and bonds. The purchaser, originally the Conti
nental company, paid partly with its own notes and partly with 
cash, for such quantities of the stock and bonds as it could purchase 
according to the scale of prices named in the agreement aforesaid, 
.for each variety of security. But some holders were obdurate, and 
declined to sell their holdings in th~ Interstate. This contingency 
appears to be forecasted in the aforesaid agreement. That docu
ment in the Seventh Article provides that the contemplated refund
ing bonds shall purchase and retire the first and general mortgage 
bonds "provided, however, that the said purchase of the present 
first and general mortgage bonds of the Interstate Telephone and 
Telegraph Company * * * shall not be made until all of the 
said general mortgage bonds shall be owned" * * * by the 
purchaser * * * and "the mortgage securing the same can
celled or the same end reached by foreclosure and purchase nf t'h.r 

property, etc." 
Assuming now that certain holders oi the general mortgage 

bonds persist in refusing to sell their bonds upon the terms named 
in the agreement, what will happen? The refunding bonds cannot 
immediately issue. Speedy default on the general mortgage bonds 
of the Interstate may be assumed to be violently probable. Fore
closure proceedings are had on the mortgage securing these bonds. 
The property pledged to secure the bonds is sold subject, of course, 
to the prior lien of the first mortgage. Vance, the president of the 
Interstate, by reason of his being the equitable owner of the great -
bulk of these general mortgage bonds, will hold the position of 
most capable bidder. The minority holders can hardly be expected 
to offer effective competition. The sum realized may be nominal, 
and the proceeds, when distributed pro rata among the bondhold
ers in liquidation of their claims, will, for the most part, find their 
way back to Vance, the holder of the majority interest in the gen
eral mortgage bonds. Whether now, that the general mortgage 
bonds are extinguished, the refunding bonds can issue, may be a 
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question. It is certain that they cannot issue and fulfill the part 
of the purpose to which they are to be devoted according to the 
petition before us. The refunding bonds cannot now be used to 
retire and refund bonds which have been extinguished by foreclos
ure. Even if this obstacle were not in the way, the purpose of the 
agreement, in so far as it contemplates foreclosure proceedings to 
compel by coercion compliance with the terms of sale of Interstate 
securities designated in the agreement, savors too much of force 
and too little of fairness to commend this board's approval. 

The petition of the Interstate is, therefore, denied and DISMISSED. 
The Board's action in the matter of these two petitions requires 

an additional word of explanation. To approve either petition 
implied the denial of the other, inasmuch as both petitioners desired 
to secure virtually the same property. It is only too apparent that 
the end sought by these petitions is not the enlistment of new capi
tal in an industrial enterprise, but the control of existing prop
erties by the virtual swapping of new securities for old ones. It is 
equally manifest that the immediate petitioner, in one case certainly, 
and possibly in the other, are simply pawns of larger jnterests in the 
background. To assume that the Eastern, with a paid up share 
capital of $160,000 on which it has never paid a dollar in divi
dends, and with an indebtedness of approximately $716,000 mostly 
unsecured, intended as an independent business proposition to aug
ment its debt by $1,125,000 in order to buy the notes of an insolv
ent company (the Continental) is on its face absurd._ The Eastern 
was simply being used, as it practically admitted in its petition, as a 
means to enable the Keystone interests to secure, presumably by 
foreclosure, the property of the Interstate whose securities are held 
in trust pledged to secure the Continental notes. The Eastern oper
ates about 3,000 telephones as again:.;t something like 9,000 oper
ated by the Interstate. This disparity would seem to render very 
remarkable the attempt of the lesser concern to absorb the larger, 
especially when the lesser concern has hitherto been unable to earn 
any dividends upon its capital stock. All of these considerations 
attest only too conclusively that the cases under consideration in
volve the issue of securities only on the surface. The underlying 
end aimed at is on the one hand to secure property against a rival ; 
and on the other hand to escape the grasp of threatened Keystone 
control. The Board. as the syllabus to this situation shows, is not 
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averse to unified control ov~r telephone service within a given area; 
but the Board cannot grant approval to proposed security issues 
intended to effect even desirable unified control, unless the pro
jected security issues scrupulously regard the equitable rights and 
legitimate expectations of all parties affected by such issues. 

Finally, on the foregoing considerations and others which it has 
. not been deemed necessary here to set out, the Board determines: 

( 1) That with respect to the proposed issue by the Eastern of 
$1,125,000 of eight-year five per cent. notes it is not satisfied that 
the proposed issue is to be made in accordance with law, nor is it 
satisfied that the purpose of such proposed issue is in accordance 
with law; nor, in its judgment, on the matters adduced before it, 
can it approve either such proposed issue or the purpose thereof. 

(2) That with respect to the proposed issue by the Interstate 
of bonds in the sum of $1,525,000, it is not satisfied that the pro
posed issue is to be made in accordance with law, nor is it satisfied 
that the purpose of such proposed i~sue is in accordance with law; 
nor, in its judgment, on the matters adduced before it, can it ap
prove either such proposed issue or the purpose thereof. 

Entered January 26th, 1912. 

In the Matter of Accident, November-, · 
11th, 19II, on the Pennsylvania ~ FINDING. 
Railroad, at Monmouth Junction. j 

On November 17th, 1911, a passenger train on the Pennsylva
nia Railroad was derailed at Monmouth Junction, resulting in the 
death of the engineer, H. A. Martindale, and the fireman, J. J. 
Ramsey. 

This accident was investigated by the Board at a meeting held 
in the Court House, in the City of Newark on November 24th, 1911, 
at which meeting numerous witnesses were examined. Testimony 
of these witnesses was to the effect that the accident occurred at 
a cross-over switch, which was set to divert train 132 (the \1Tecked 
train) from Track No. 1 to Track No. 2; that the maximum rate of 
speed allowed over this cross-over is fifteen miles per hour; that 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



·+2 Punuc l Tnr,rry COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 

the engineer of the derailed train passed a distant signal set at 
''danger" four thousand six hundred and sixty-seven feet west 
of the cross-over, this indicating that he should be prepared to stop 
at the home signal .four thousand feet c·ast. 

[t was further testified that the signals. track and frogs were in 
first class condition; that signals were properly set, and that there 
were no defects in the track or driving wheels of the engine, or in 
the air brake apparatus. Testimony was given by the Traveling 
Engineer of the Pennsylvania Railroad, who examined the engine 
after the accident, to the effect that the throttle of the engine was 
opened and the reverse lever was in full speed position. It was 
further testified by the members of the crew of an adjacent freight 
train that the cross-over was approached at a speed estimated to be 
about forty-five miles per hour. From the above testimony and 
the report made by the Board's Inspector, as a result of his in
spection, the Board is of the opinion that the accident was due 
to the failure of the engineer of the wrecked train to give proper 
attention to the signal set against him, and to slacken speed when 
approaching the cross-over. 

Dated February 2nd. 1912. 

In the Matter of Requiring the Mill- ) 
ville Traction Company to Keep I 
and Maintain its Property and 
E . . C d' . E bl J ORDER. qmpment m on 1tion to na e 
it to Furnish Safe, Adequate and 
Proper Service. 1 

The track of the :\lillville Traction Company crosses near Clay
ville, Cumberland County, at grade, a siding of the Clayville Min
ing and Brick Company, which siding joins the tracks of the VI est 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company. The track of the Mill
ville Traction Company also crosses, at grade, in the City of .Mill
ville a siding of the Millville Manufacturing Company, such sid
ing being known as a Y siding and joining the tracks of the West 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company. An inspection of the 
crossings at the places mentioned above was marle hy Charles D. 
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McKelvey, Chief Inspector of the Railroad Division of the Board 
of Public Utility Commissioners, and Philander Betts, Chief In
spector of the Utilities Division of said Board, who reported there
on to the Board. This report referring to the crossing near Clay
ville, contained recommendations to the effect that "derails be 
placed in traction ·company's track seventy-five feet from nearest 
rail, lever for operating same to be not more than six feet from 
steam tracks, constructed so that normal position must be for 
ground. Derail to be held in place by conductor while car is pass
ing over, conductor to see and note that the way is clear before 
signalling motorman to proceed. The same recommendation to ap
ply to the Y switch leading to the Milville Manufacturing Com
pany's plant." 

A copy of this report with the recommendations contained there
in was sent to the Millville Traction Company, and hearing was 
held thereon, of which hearing notice was given to the said Mill
ville Traction Company. At the hearing Inspector ).TcKelvey was 
sworn and gave testimony as to the matters contained in the report. 
After considering this report and the testimony given thereon, the 
Board is of the opinion that the Millville Traction Company does 
not keep and maintain its property and equipment in sucli condi
tion as to enable it to furnish safe, adequate and proper service, in 
that it does not keep and maintain derails at the crossings, by its 
tracks, of the sidings of the Clayville Mining and Hrick Company 
and of the Millville Manufacturing Company, at the places here
in mentioned. 

The Board of Public Ctility Commissioners HEREDY ORDERS the 
Millville Traction Company to install and keep and maintain in its 
tracks at the crossing near Clayville, of the siding of the Clayville 
Mining and Brick Company, and at the crossing in Millville, of 
the siding of the Millville Manufacturing Company, and at each of 
said crossings, derails on both sides thereof, said derails to be lo
cated seventy-five feet from the nearest rail of the ~iding, the lev
ers for operating said derails to be located not more than six feet 
from the nearest rails of the sidings, and so constructed that the 
normal position must be for ground. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners hereby furth,er OR

DERS and directs the Millville Traction Company to issue orders 
and instructions to its conductors and motormen, which will re-
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quire the conductors of its cars when said cars pass over either 
of the sidings herein ref erred to, to hold the derails at said cross
ings in place until car has passed over same and to carefully ob
serve if the way is clear before signalling the motorman to pro
ceed, and each motorman of said company who shall operate cars 
over said crossings shall be forbidden to proceed over the same 
until he receives notice to proceed from the conductor of his car. 

This ORDER shall take effect April 5th, 1912. 
Dated February 5th, 1912. 

The Board of Trade of New Brunswick} 
vs. the Delaw. are and Raritan Canal DECISION AND 
Company and the Pennsylvania ORDER. 
Railroad Company, Lessee. 

l. The charter rights of the Delaware and Raritan Canal Com
pany, as construed by the Attorney-General's office, preclude the 
regulation of tolls thereon either by the State Legislature or by 
this Commission so long as said tolls do not exceed the maxima 
named in the Canal Company's charter. Control over the tolls, ex
cept where they excee_d the limits set hy the charter, can be secured 
only with the Canal Company's assent, or that of its lessee. 

2. A classification of tolls upon canal-borne traffic, if reason
able, is not an unjust or improper method of charging for the 
use of the canal. 

3. ·A uniform charge per ton-mile for all canal-borne traffic, 
- irrespective of its weight, bulk, value or other relevant considera

tions, would be less reasonable than a properly constructed classi
fication of tolls. 

4. The temporary closing of a canal when required by the ne
cessity for rep~irs otherwise impracticable, and to. the extent only 
of such necessity to make repairs, is justifiable. Likewise when 
seasonal conditions render traffic virtually impossible, the closing 
of the canal is not unreasonable. 

Hon: A. C. Streitwolf., Jr., for the New Brunswick Board of 
Trade. 
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Alan H. Strong, Esq., for the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
lessee. 

Henry Wolf Bikle, Esq., for the Delaware and Raritan Canal 
Company. 

This case was initiated on complaint of the New Brunswick 
Board of Trade by petition filed with this Board on October 9th, 
1911. The respondents duly made answer, and the case was heard 
before the Board in the State House, at the City of Trenton, on 
December 12th, 1911. Testimony was introduced by both sides, 
and briefs were afterwards filed by counsel for complainant and 
respondent. . 

The petitioner asks ( 1) that this Board will order the respond
ents to desist from maintaining a classification of tolls of any kind; 
(2) that this Board will require a uniform rate of toll to be set 
for all articles of merchandise carried on the canal, not to exceed 
ten cents per ton for traversing the entire length of the canal, and 
a uniform charge of two dollars and a half for each vessel entering 
the canal; ( 3) that this Board will order that the canal be kept open 
for traffic twelve months in the year ; and ( 4) that this Board will 
order that such needed alterations be µiade as to afford a uniform 
depth of water of seven feet throughout the entire length of the 
canal. 

The charter of the Delaware and Raritan Canal Company was 
granted by an act of the Legislature of New Jersey, passed Feb
ruary 4th, 1830. The seventeenth section of said act reads.: 

"And be it enacted, That the said Company are hereby authorized to demand 
and receive such sum or sums of money, for tolls and the transportatio11 of 
persons and every species of property, whatsoever, on said canal and feeder, 
as they shall from time to time. think reasona.ble and proper; provided, that 
they shall not charge more than at the rate of four cents per ton per mile, 
toll, for the transportation of every species of property, nor more than five 
cents per mile, toll, for the carrying of each passenger, on the canal, and 
not more than half that rate of toll on the feeder. * * *" 

This provision does not merely name a maximum or maxima 
which may not be exceeded, but expressly authorizes the Canal 
Company to exercise its discretion in the matter of setting tolls, 
provided always that the tolls do not exceed the specified maxima. 
On April 12th, 19n, Hon. Nelson B. Gaskill, Assi~tant Attorney
General, in reply to a letter of inquiry from the Hon. George S. 
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Silzer, a member of the Senate Committee appointed tn investigate 
the Delaware and Raritan Canal, wrote as follows: 

''The Canal Company \ms ch,lrtered in 1830. There is no reservation to t~e 
State in this charter of a right to alter, amend, or repeal, in whole or m 
part, any of its provisions, nor was there at the time in the Constitution 
any reservation of snch right to the Legislature in general. Charters granted 
under such eonditions and aceepted by the incorporators have been declared 
by the courts of this St,ltP to const.itutP irrepealable contracts between the 
State and the corporation interested, and such contracts, under the authority 
of t 1<e Dartmouth College ease, sePm to come within the meaning of the pro
visions of the Federal Constitution, prohibiting the impairment of contracts. 
Tl1is protection, •by a long line of cases, evidently extends to all the essential 
rlrnrter privileges, rights. po,wrs and imm11nities ns thoroughly as to nll the 
inride11i s of a legn 1 estnte. 

"ThP rule seems to be that the right of a State reasonably to limit the 
amount of charges b;t' a railroad company for the transportation of persons 
and property within its jurisrliction may hp lost hy a legislative grant 1to the 
contrary in approprintP h•rm,;, \Yhpn ;;;nch a rharter provideB that the 
charges which the eompan~: may make for itR Rervices in the transportatio11 
of p<>rsons and propert~- shall he subject to its own control up to a tlesjgnated 
limit, exemption from legislative interferenr0 within that limit will be main
tained. I cannot find anv deci<lerl cases \Yhich warrant the interpretation of 
the lan~uage of the toll. clause of the canal charter, recited in· my former 
lietter, in any other way than as sustaining such control within a prescribed 
limit by thP corporation in qnc>stion." (pp. 21, 22, 23, Report of Senate Com
mittee) 

From this conclusion of the office of the Attorney-General. the 
counsel for the petitioner suggests a possibility of escape. The 
contention in brief is this : That the maxima named in the Cana] 
Company's charter were maxima covering both tolls for use of the 
canal, and charges for the carriage of property or persons by the 
Canal Company ·as a carrier on its own boats; and that said max
ima do not preclude this Commission from regulating the tolls. 
Upon careful investigation this Board finds this construction of 
section 17 of the act chartering the Canal Company untenable. A 
careful study of the act and a comparison of its language with the 
language of the act chartering the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
and Transportation Company seem to discredit the idea that the 
Canal Company was expected to do more than to provide a spe
cialized highway and to exact tolls for the use thereof. The two 
acts referred to were passed on the same day, and their general 
structure is alike, so far as the different objects aimed at, permit. 
But the differences in terminology imply that the Railroad Com
pany might be expected to exercise other functions than merely to 
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provide a specialized highway for which tolls might be exacted, 
while the language of the canal act is reasonably to be construed 
conformably with the idea that the Canal Company's sole function 
was to provide a specialized highway. In the case of the Camden 

· and Amboy Railroad Company vs. Briggs (22 N. J. Law, p. 650). 
the court in comparing the phraseology of the two statutes re
marks that ''In the corresponding section of the canal charter'' * 
* * certain phraseology is inserted * * * ''because that was 
a mere canal. and not also a transportation company.'' The Board 
is therefore constrained to reject the ingenious suggestion of the 
plaintiff's counsel as regards the construction of the canal charter 
in this particular. 

After the Pennsylvania Railroad Company had leased the canal, 
legislative approval of ·the lease was secured. Section 4 of the 
lease obligates the lessee, inter alia, to operate the canal "so that the 
traffic and business of said demised premises shall be encouraged 
and developed; and full public accommodation given on reasonable 
terms." The ordinary construction of the said lease would seem 
to hold that the obligation referred to is one existing in favor of the 
lessor, and not in favor of the public, except incident~lly; and the 
Board comes, therefore, to the reluctant admission that it is with
out power over canal tolls, so long as said tolls do not exceed the 
maxima named in the canal charter. The evidence i.n this case 
went to show certain disparities in canal tolls that would require 
remedy if this Board or the Legislature were competent to cor
rect the disparities. A rate on coal per ton from New Brunswick 
to Bound Brook, a distance of seven and three-quarter miles, of 
twenty-four and one-half cents, seems prinia. facie, inequitable as 
compared with a rate per ton of thirty-five cents from Trenton to 
New Brunswick, especially when the Canal Company exacts only fif
teen cents per ton from Trenton to New Brunswick when the coal is 
sent via Trenton as a part of a through shipment. Other charges 
made by the lessee of the canal seem equally unreasonable, the toll 
upon more valuable material in some cases being notably lower 
than upon the less valuable material. 

Whether in connection with the lessee's pending application for 
certain extensions of its privileges, the State can obtain a waiver 
of the almost absolute control of the lessee over canal tolls is, of 
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course, a matter upon which the Legislature, and not this Com
mission, must decide. 

While lack of jurisdiction over tolls precludes this Board from 
entering an order relating thereto, and renders it in large part pow
erless to correct many evils that may be shown to exist, the Board is 
bound to afford such subordinate degree of relief as the facts in 
the case may seem to warrant. For this reason, and also because 
of the importance of the matter itself, the Board goes on record 

, with reference to certain matters involved in the present complaint. 
These comprise chiefly the question of a classification of canal tolls, 
and the closing of the canal during a part of the year. The depth 
of the canal is not touched upon, as no evidence relating thereto is 
before the Board. 

So far as a classification of canal tolls is concerned, we are of 
opinion that a reasonable classification is more just than a uniform 
charge per ton mile. In support of this contention there is, first, 
the matter of precedent. There can he no question that when the 
Canal Company was chartered it was the practice upon canals to 
classify tolls. Even bridge companies chartered by the Leg-islature 
at or about the time this Canal Company was chartered were speci
fically permitted by their charters to classify tolls. Passage over a 
bridge by the more luxurious carriages was taxed more heavily 
than a similar passage by a vehicle of humbler character. Higher 
tolls were Cfl.lthorized to be taken for the passage of the more valu
able kinds of Uve stock than for the less valuable. The transit 
dues exacted .by the State from the Canal Company recognized the 
prevalence of different rates of toll per ton; and toll classifications 
not substantially different from those on the Delaware and Raritan 
Canal now prevail on the Lehigh Coal and Navigation Company's 
canal, and upon the Delaware and Chesapeake Canal. 

The reason and the warrant for toll classifications are found in 
considerations affecting the relative value of water-carriage to ship
pers of different kinds of wares. Suppose two articles of freight, 
equal in weight and bulk, are awaiting carriage by water from one 
and the same starting point to one and the same destination. One 
of the two articles is worth five dollars, and the other a hundred 
dollars, valuing each at the point of origin. On arriving at the 
same market, the one article fetches twenty times as much as the 
other. Can it be said that, if the two articles belong to the same 
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person an equal benefit and advantage has accrued by reason of the 
carriage of each of the two articles over the same distance to the 
same market? It is manifest that this is not the case; that a 
greater and more valuable service has been secured in one case than 
in the other. If there were no other considerations involved, it 
\vould not seem unreasonable that the tolls for traversing the water
way should conform closely to the relative benefits obtained from 
the shipment of the two articles respectively. It is only when at
tention is concentrated exclusively on considerations of expense to 
the toll-owner that an equality in the tolls seems to be justified. 
Ii it were possible in atlvancc to foresee exactly what articles, and 
in what quantities, would traverse an artificial waterway, uniform 
tolls per ton-mile might be based on such averages so as to reim
burse the toll-owner reasonably upon his investment. 

But any such foresight is impossible. A more flexible sched
ule which would differentiate tolls upon different classes of mer-
chandise would allmY the toll-o\\ ner 1.o lower particular tolls that 
were too high, in order to secure a correspo-nding increased move
ment of some kinds of freight without surrendering or abating the 
tolls at which the freight of higher value was already moving at a 
profit to both the shjpper ancl the tol1-Gwner. If all tolls had to 
be of the same amount per ton-mile. and if consequently all tolls 
had to be reduced, in case the toll on any class of commodities 
were reclnced, there would he an effective deterrent to experimenta
tion, along the line of gaining additional tonnage. The volume 
of traffic would presumably be less than under a more flexible sys
tem of toll classification. Such are the considerations that have led 
commissions and many expert students of transportation to ac
quiesce in or approve the plan of freight classification in railroad 
transportation. It is true that railroad freight rates cover a combi
t~~tion of tolls and other charges. The tolls are distinctively pay
ments for the passing of freight over a specialized highway or 
roadbed. The other charges included in rates are paid to the car
rier for furnishing vehicles, power and service in connection with 
the transportation. But while tolls are only one constituent of 
freight rates as defined above, the same considerations which have 
won approval for the railway freight classification system operate 
in favor of a toll classification system as against a uniform ton-· 
mile charge. 
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It will be urged forcibly that under the toll classification system 
vn the Deaware and Raritan Canal there has not been showh of 
late years any tendency to attract more freight or different kinds of 
freight to the canal, and that the tolls since 1882 have been notably 
higher than they were previously, and rather inflexible than the 
reverse. All this is undoubtedly true. The rates of toll shown in 
the report of Mr. Ruddle, engineer to the Senate's Investigating 
Committee, were markedly higher in 1909 than they were before 
1882. It is shown by Mr. Ruddle that they are about four times 
.as high as the toll rates established for the Pennsylvania State can
als by the Pennsylvania statute of April 21st, 1858 (report of Sen
ate Committee, p. 83). It is shown alsa that even the lowest class 
rates on the Delaware and Raritan Canal are about one-third higher 
than the "average revenue per ton-mile on all freight handled" 
i, within the State of New Jersey) "though for that revenue the 
railroad furnished the road and equipment, including terminals, 
and performed the service'' (report of Senate Committee, p. 82). 
The inflexibility which the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, lessee, 
has imposed on canal tolls deprives of all force in the mouth of that . 
·defendant the plea for the beneficially plastic character of a toll 
·classification system. But it must still be maintained, that if the 
•canal traffic were not of a partially moribund character, or if, even 
now, State control over the canal tolls could be re-established, a 
properly constructed and flexible classification of tolls might easily 
be more reasonable than a uniform ton-mile toll. At the same 
time, it must be conceded, if the canal traffic is ever to be restored, 
a toll-reduction is of more importance than a toll-classification. 

The respondent adduced testimony showing that the ca'nal is op
erated at a deficit in recent years of about one hundred and twen
ty-five tf10usand dollars per year. It is true that the witness so tes
tifying could give no account of how the deficit was computed, and 
his evidence, per se, therefore, is of inccnsiderable importance. It 
is in evidence also that a ten-cent rate per ton-mile would augment 
the deficit and attract little additional tonnage to the canal. This 
1s, however, not conclusive as to whether the present tolls are or 
are not reasonable. The expenses of maintenance are fairly uni
form irrespective of the tonnage passing over the canal, and a 
greater tonnage might lessen the deficit now accruing. The very 
material increase in tolls made in 1882, and since then substantially 
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maintained, does not look as though the lessee were vitally inter
ested in attracting traffic in large volume to the canal. We agree with 
the engineer of the Senate Committee that "If the rates of 1877 
were 'reasonable terms' to the public, those of 1882 could not have 
been" (Senate Report, p. 7 4). There can be little doubt that if the 
canal's charter did not preclude, the present canal tolls or many 
of them would have to be set aside as exorbitant or discrimina
tory, despite the deficit now resulting from the canal's operation. 

The petition that the Board order the canal to be kept open con
tinuously twelve months in the year, this Board does not think 
reasonable. The testimony showed that repairs are executed dur
ing the time navigation is suspended, and that January and Feb
ruary are required for the necessary work of repairs. The sugges
tion that as the canal is a public highway, it must be kept open the 
whole year round we reject. Investigation shows that long be
fore this canal, or any canal, was built in this State, it was the ex
pectation that navigation would be interrupted during a part of the 
winter. As early as 1820, when the advocates of canals and rail
roads were in rival camps, it was charged by the railroad partisans 
and conceded by the canal adherents that the winter interruption 
of canal traffic was a relative disadvantage of canal transportation 
as compared with transportation over railroads. Experience has 
justified this contention. It follows that the closing of the canal 
for the time required to make reasonable repairs during winter 
months when ice would interfere seriously with navigation is not 
unreasonable. But no longer interruption of canal traffic is justi
fiable. If _the· New Brunswick Board of Trade can show that it 
would be possible during the months of January and February to 
use the lower level of the canal so as to obtain access to tide-water, 
the Board would be disposed to order, unless good reason were 
shown to the contrary, that repairs be first made in the section of 
the canal adjacent to New Brunswick; and that the many factories 
there lining the canal should enjoy the use of that section of the 
canal for the residue of the winter, even though the canal as a whole 
were closed for some part of said period. 

As a result of the foregoing, and for the reasons set forth there
in, this Board dismisses the petition t1f the New Brunswick Board 
of Trade (except in so far as the same relates to operation through
out the year), without prejudice, however, to re-opening the ques-
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tions herein involved, if at any time more complete State control 
over canal tolls shall be obtained, and without prejudice to a sub
sequent petition to establish the practicability of using the lower 
level of the canal adjacent to New Brunswick during the winter 
st.ason generally. The Board, however, in view of the testimony 
that January and February suffice to do the ordinary repair work to 
the canal, finds and determines that safe, adequate and proper 
service require the keeping of the canal open to transportation for 
the maximum period yearly consistent with proper inspection and 
repairs and, in consequence 

HEREBY ORDERS the Delaware and l<aritan Canal Company, and 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, ltssee, not to close the said 
canal, or any portion thereof, to Navigation between March first 
and December twentieth of any calendar year, unless on previous 
petition duly made to and granted by this Board. This would 
not cover such closing required by reason of unforeseen or accident
al occurrences rendering imperative an exceptional cessation of 
navigation. 

Said Order to become operative' beginning with December twen
tieth, nineteen hundred and twelve. 

Entered February 6th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Petition of Citi-1 
zens and Residents of Atlantic 
County, New Jersey Against the 
Atlantic and Suburban Railway I 
Company and the Atlantic City and 
Shore Railroad Company. J 

Chandler mid Robertson for Petitioners. 

Bourgeois and Coulomb for Defendants. 

ORDER DISMISS
ING PETITION. 

Certain citizens of Atlantic County, New Jersey, filed their peti
tion September I 5th, 191 I, praying- that the rate of fare from At
lantic City to Pleasantville, which is now ten cents, be reduced to 
five cents, as it was prior to July Ist, I910, and contendung that 
such rate of ten cents is unjust and unreasonable. Certain charges 
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were made in the petition that the increase of July 1st, 1910, was 
made by reason of the alleged merger of the interests of the Atlan
tic and Suburban Railway Company with the Atlantic City and 
Shore Railroad Company, and that immediately after such merger 
the rate of fare was increased from five cents, the rate of the for
mer company, to ten cents, the rat-~ of the latter; that such action 
was in contravention of the laws of this State, and that the purpose 
of such merger was to prevent competition and to create a monop
oly. None of these charges were attempted to be proved, and the 
hearing was ·confined to the justness and reasonableness of the rate 
of fare of ten cents from Atlantic City to Pleasantville, under Sub
division I I, Section 16 ( c) of the Act concerning public utilities, 
etc., approved April 21st, 1911. While great stress was laid upon 
the fact that this was an increase of rates, such increase took effect 
July 1st, 19ro, while the present .\ct took effect May 1st, 191 I. 

Subdivision I 1, section 17 (h) of said act applies when any public 
utility "shall increase any existing: indiYi<lual rates," etc., in which 

• case the burden of proof, to show that the said increase is just 
and reasonable, shall be upon the public utility making the same. 
In this case, the defendants have voluntarily taken upon themselves 
such burden of proof. 

The matter was heard November 28th, 1911, and later briefs and 
a stipulation as to facts were filedl by both parties. 

From the testimony and facts admitted, it appears that the oper
ation of the Atlantic and Suburban Rc:ilway Company is divided 
into four zones: 

The first zone extends from the l!.oardwalk, in Atlantic City, to 
the Shore Road, in Pleasantvillle, a distance of 5.31 1piles, with an 
ov,erlap extending westerly toward! Scmers Point to Park Avenue 
in Pleasantville, and easterly to Woodland Avenue in Pleasantville. 

The second zone extends from the intersection with the Shore 
Road, in Pleasantville, westerly to Poplar Avenue, in Linwood, a 
distance of 3.63 miles, with an overlap to Ocean Heights Avenue. 

The third zone extends from Poplar Avenue. in Linwood, wester
ly to Somers Point, a distance of 3.53 miles. 

The fourth zone extends from the intersection with the Shore 
Road. in Pleasantville, easterly to Absecon. a distance of 2.94 miles. 
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Within the limits of any of the above overlaps a person is car- · 
ried without extra charge, provided he has paid fare for passage 
over one of the above zones or a part thereof. 

Zone No. 1, which is the zone in question, passes over the 
meadows between Atlantic City and Pleasantville, and all pas
sengers in that zone are carried the entire length thereof, except
ing such persons as alight from the cars or enter the cars at one 
of the cross streets in Atlantic City or Pleasantville. 

In Atlantic City the cross streets are Pacific A venue, Atlantic 
A venue, Arctic A venue and Baltic A venue. In Pleasantville, Frank
{in Avenue. 

The average haul in this zone is from the Shore Road in Pleas.:. 
antville to Atlantic Avenue in Atlantic City. 

The distance from Atlantic Avenue to the Boardwalk is I,ooo 
feet. 

The fare charged in each of the zones is five cents, except in 
Zone No. 1 where the cash fare, when paid on the car, is ten cents, 
andl over which zone are issued two forms of tickets, one a strip · 
or package ticket sold at six for fifty cents or eight and one-third 
cents each; the other a monthly or commutation ticket containing 
sixtv rides. sold for $3.Qo or six and one-half cents pP:r trip. 

The rate over the Atlantic City aEd Shore Railroad Company's 
bne between Atlantic City and! Pleasantville is the same; the rate 
of fare on the \A/est Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company's line 
between the same points is twelve cents single fare, eighteen cents 
excursion; and the rate over the Atlantic City Railroad Company's 
line is thirteen cents single, twenty cents. excursion. A comparison 
of these rates does not show the rates of the Atlantic & Suburban 
Railway Company to he in anywise excessive or unjustly discrim-
inatory. ' 

Analysis of the figures submitted by the defendant company, 
(which have been checked and found to be substantially correct by 
the Board's Inspectors), shows that the net revenues have never 
been sufficient to warrant any reduction in the rates of fare charged. 
The floating debt of the original company amounted to $19,800 
ill 1904; in 1905 this was increased! to $33Ao6; in 1906 to $85,880; 
in 1907 to $150,000. During all these years the capital stock of 
$750,000 and bond issue of $750,000 remained the same, and no div
idends were paid by said company; in 1904 the company certified 
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to the State Board of Assessors that the cost of the road and equip
ment was $1,500,000. During the year 1908 said company, because 
of insolvency, went into the hands of a receiver, was reorganized. 
and the authorized capital stock reduced to $650,000, of which 
$150,000 was issued and paid for. ~\t the close of 1909, there were 
issued and outstanding bonds to the amount of $591,100, and a float
ing debt. of $2,924. At the close of the year r910, there were 
cutstanding bonds to the amount of $691,100; capital stock 
$150,000, floating debt, $14,685. On July 1st, 1910. the rate of fare 
in question was increased from five to ten cents. 

The revenue derived from the operation of sai<l road from July 
1st, 1910, to June 30th, 191 l, was as follows: 

Passenger Hevenue ............................... $!Ji'.11-IA2 

.Revenue from other sources, such as car advertis-
ittg, &.c. . ........................ "· . . . . . . . . . 1,046.40 

Making a total of ............................. $98,160,82 

The expenses during the same period are as fol-
lows: 

Direct opera ti 11 g expenses, ....................... . 

tl"axes ............ , . . . ....... ·: .............. · ·. · · · 
Intere•;t on temporary loans ...................... . 
Depreciation, ( estimaied), which should have been 

,->7,:H0.87 

(i.020.78 
~8.2ii 

charge1l into 01wrai inµ- expens<:>s.. . . . . . . . . . . . . :! .. -,oo.oo 
Total expe11H's . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $65,95ll.90 

hwonle npou i11\·Pst111l'ni ......................... . $32,200.92 

[n the opinion of the Board, the revenues of the Company have 
been too small to properly provide for the operation, maintenance 
and the setting aside of adequate depreciation reserve, and the de
fendants in assuming the burden of proof, ha Ye shown that the 
increase in question was just and reasonable, and the petitioners 
have failed to shovv that the rate of fare of ten cents, now existing, 
from Atlantic City to Pleasantville is unjust, unreasonable or ttn

justly discriminatory, and the petition 1s herehv D1:-;:-.1 rssET>. 

Dated Febmary 6th, 1912. 
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In Re George R. Abrams vs. Delaware II 
and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele-

1 
phone Company; and in Re A. W. l DISMISSAL OF 

Bostwick vs. Delaware and Atlan-i COMPLAINTS. 
tic Telegraph and Telephone Com-
pany. 

Both of these complaints are based upon identical grounds. The 
first was heard before this Board on November 14th, 19u, at the 
State House in the City of Trenton. The second was heard on 
January 2nd, 1912, before this Board at the State House in the 
City of Trenton. The complainants appeared in person, and! the 
respondent was represented by T. P. Sylvan. Assistant to Vice
President. Testimony was taken. Exhibits were introduced hy 
both parties. 

Both complainants aver that they have, ~,ach of them, a contract 
with the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Com
pany; that said contracts run for five years from the date on which 
they were madle; that prior to the stipulated expiry of the contracts 
the respondent unlawfully discontinued promised service. 

The facts established by the evidence are that the Delaware and 
Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company had a contract with 
an association, described in the contra,:t as the ''\"incentown Rural 
Company." Said contract was made on May 21st, 19o8. It desig
nates as the agent of the Vincentown Rural Company one Thomas 
W. Ross, who expressly accepted such appointment and agreed to 
rnake all payments due from the. subscribers under the contract. 
'i.-...he contract was to remain in force until May 21st, 1913, and was 
thereafter terminable upon thirty days' notice in writing by either 
l'arty. The contract also expressly provides that the Company, 
(meaning the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone 
Comp<my) ':may, upon the failure of the subscnners to pay any 
sum due within fifteen days after bill has been rendered. discon
tinue furnishing service to the entire line" (meaning all the Vin
centown Rural Company's subscribers connected with the Dela
ware and Atlantic's switchboard! at Mt. Holly) "until full payment 
shall have been made x x x." 

There can be no question but that, upon the face of the contract, 
the members of the Vincentown Rural accepted a joint and col-
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1ective responsibility for payment to the Delaware and Atlantic 
of the sums due to the latter. It is in evidence that on July 12th, 
rgu, the Vincentown Rural Company, or some of them, were in 
arrears and had long been in arrears, and had been notified that 
service to Mt. Holly woul<l be discontiEued unless said arrearages 
were paid by July 27th, 191 I. Failure on the part of the Vincen
tc1wn Rural Company to make payments of the collective arrearages 
warranted the Delaware and Atlantic in discontinuing service. 

It is probably true that certain merrbers of the Vincentown 
Rural Company (which was not incorporated, the name being 
s;mply descriptive of a number of persons connected with a local 
exchange), did not realize that they were jointly responsible, 
through their agent, for paying their collective indebtedness, for 
tolls, and instrument rentals, to the Delaware and Atlantic. The 
Vincentown association had been orii:~inally engineered by an 
agent for the Delaware and Atlantic, and the agent and exchange 
operator of the Vincentown Association was agent for the Dela
ware and Atlantic, so far as toll-service was concerned. But the 
original contract was fairly clear on this point of collective liability 
and individual subscribers to the Vincentown exchange, were re
quired each to sign a Supplemental Contract, agreeing to abide by 
the terms and conditions of the original contract. Thus a copy 
was exhibited of such a supplemental contract accepted on behalf 
<-f George R. Abrams by T. W. Ross, Agent. The Rev. A. W. Bost
wick testified, on the occasion of his taking service that he 

:'went to the pust otHee, a11d :Mr. Ross, who was the agent, pulled a 
document ( 1. remomber the occasion very well) he pulled a document out 
of a pigeon hole and he said, 'You are going to have your telephone, 
~ilr. Bostwick, sign here,' and I signed, relying upon the representations 
which had been made to me by Mr. Twan that I was to have a tele
phone for so mneh money and extending over that period of time, and 
thinking that ( reforring to document formerly signed by him) embod
ied those conditions. 1 did not read it at all. " 

This was, perhaps a very natural thing to do, but it cannot alter 
the contract actually entered into. When Ross, as agent for the 
Vincentown subscribers became t.ither lax or delinquent in pay
ment. the Delaware and Atlantic, perhaps unintentionally, strength
ened the mistaken belief that the subscribers in Vincentown were 
only liable individually to that company, by sending the Delaware 
and Atlantic agents to Vinccntown and by having them collect in-
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dividual bills as ascertained from Ross's accounts. But this was 
really a procedure on the part of the Delaware and Atlantic which 
they were not bound to assume, and' which in no wise destroyed 
the collective liability of the Vinccntown Company to the Delaware 
and Atlantic. It seems only reasonable that in similar circum
stances, in future, the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele
phone Company shall make unmistakable and explicit, to every sub
scriber of a rural line with long distance connections, that the re
sponsibility for payment to the Delaware and Atlantic is joint and 
collective, not merely an individuai liability: but in the present in
E-tance, the wording of the original and supplemental contracts make 
certain the collective character of the liability. vVe cannot find that 
the complaints of breaking a validi contract, by the respondent, are 
sustained, and, therefore, the petitions of the complainants, anrl 
hoth of them, are HEREBY DISM JSSED. 

_Dated February 13th, 1912. 

In th~ Matter of the Con:paint . of l DISMISSAL OF 
Reilly. and Manz vs. Pubhc Service ( COMPLAINT. . 
Electric Company. J 

li7. A. Meyers, for Reilly and Manz. 

L. D. H. Gilmour. for Public Service Electric Company. 

The Maintenance Company, L·)i1tracting Engineers, submitted 
on behalf of Reilly and Manz, one of their clients, a complaint that 
the Public Service Electric Companv had chang-ed its method of 
charging for power service so as tr) materially increase the cost 
thereof to the complainants. 

Answer was made to this complaint and hearing held thereon. 
It appears that prior to April ISt. r9I I, charges to Reilly and 

Manz were based on the maximum demand measured by the de
mand meter. This measurement, respondent claimed. showed the 
monthly use of three and one-half (30) to four and one-half 
(40) kilowatts, indicating a demand of about six (6) horse power. 
The installation of Reilly and Manz j s a fifteen (IS) horse power 
motor. 
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On or about April lst, 1911, the equipment of Reilly and Manz 
was put on the uniform retail power rate of the Public Service 
Electric Company. Under this rate the demand is assumed to be 
eighty ( 80) per cent of the installation amounting in the case 
of the complainant to an assumption of a demand of twelve ( 12) 

horse power. _ 
It was alleged by the complainant that his mechanical equipment 

would at no time require the use of twelve ( 12) horse power; that 
the demands of his business had beer: accurately gauged by the 
measurements prior to April 1st, 1911, and'. that an assumption of 
use in excess of his actual requirement should not be permitted. 

The installation of a fifteen horse power motor was nm denied. 
A charge based on the capacity cf this motor rather than on 

actual consumption per month is a minimum charge the principle 
of which has been upheld by this Board. 

Such a charge is reasonably based upon the horse power of the 
motor installed. The fact that a motor may be, in exceptional cases, 
i11 excess of the power that the customer requires would not justify 
an orcfer requiring departure from a general rule applicable to 
other customers having similar motors. 

Whether the customer uses the capacity of a motor or not, the 
company, when it connects to a motor, must be ready to supply serv
ice up to its capacity and for such readiness to serve is reasonably 
entitled to compensation. 

The Complaint is, therefore, D1sMISSED. 

Dated February 13th. 1912. 

In the Matter of th~ Comp~aint of M~x l DISMISSAL OF 
Marx vs. Public Service Electric r COMPL 
C . R M" . Ch j' AINT. ompany, m e m1mum arge. 

Ma,.i Marx, in person. 

L. D. H. Gilmour, for Public Service Electric Company. 

This is a complaint of a minimum charge of fifty ( 50) cents per 
horse power for electric power service. 
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The charge is admitted by the respondent. In a memorandum 
adopted January 16th, 1912, the Board declared that as a general 
proposition a minimum charge of fifty ( 50) cents per month per 
horse power for electric power service might be reasonably made. 

The case under consideration does not involve any condition 
rnaking advisable an exception to the conclusion expressed in the 
Board's memorandum. 

The Complaint is1 therefore, DISMISSED. 
Dated February 13, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Petition of the I 
Common Council of Gloucester City 
Concerning the Rate of Trolley MEMORANDUM 
Fare Charged by the Public Service 1· AND ORDER DIS
Railway Company Between Glou- MISSING PETITION 
cester City and the City of Wood-
bury. 

Cha,rles A. CoganJ for the Petitioner. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Respondent. 

The City of Gloucester filed a petition with this Board on June 
fifth, nineteen hundred and eleven, a~king that the Public Service 
I<ailway Company be ordered to charge but one fare of five cents 
between any point in Gloucester City and the City of Woodbury. 
/\n answer was filed by the Public Snvice Railway Company, and 
a further pleadfog by the City of Gloucester. On September 12th, 
r9II, a hearing ,was had at which both parties were represented. 

The following facts appear from the pleadings and from the testi
mony adduced at the hearing: 

The Public Service Railway Company operates a line of trolley 
cars between ·camden through Gloucester City to ·woodbury, the 
distance from Camden to· Woodbury being approximately eight 
miles, and the trolley fare between these tvvo points being ten cents. 
There is no complaint that this fare of ten cents for a ride of 
eight miles is excessive, and from a comparison of this situation 
wjth others of like character, it woulc~ seem that this charge is not 
umeasonable. That being so, the sol~ question in this case is the 
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proper location of a dividling line separating the two zones of which 
t:i;s distance is constituted. It appear:: that the line dividing Cam
den and Gloucester Counties, know11 as Timber Creek, which is 
also the southerly boundary of Gloucester- City, \Vas formerly fixed 
by the Company as the dividing line tet ween these zones. In July, 
Nineteen Hundred and Nine, Jersey Avenue, in Gloucester City, 
was made the dividing line, thereby extending the \Voodbury zone 
tc1 that point, Jersey A venue being one of the main thoroughfares 
and leading to the Ferry from Gloucester City to Philadelphia. 

It requires no argument to show that the extension of the Wood
bury zone from Timber Creek to Jersey A venue works an advan
tage to the inhabitants of Gloucester City, as previously the charge 
for a ride from any point in Gloucester City to vVoodbury was ten 
cents. The fixing of the southerlv boundary of Gloucester City 
as the zone boundary would require a ten cent fare to Woodbury, 
while the fixing of the northerly boundary of said City as the zone 
boundary would require a ten cent tare to Camden. 

In the case of South Englewood I rnproverncnt Association vs." the 
New Jersey and Hudson River Raihvay and Ferry Company this 
Board said: "VI e seriously question the justice or expediency of 
ordering any extension of one particular fare zone \vithout according 
consideration to the equal claims of the other localities served by 
the Company," ancl further in the same opjnion it is stated "so long 
as the zone system continues in effect it seemingly works a hard
ship to those just over the zone limit. But the proper remedy i~ 

not one that would savor of favoritism to one -particular locality 
now adversey affected hy the zone' system. hut a reconstitution of 
the entire system." 

It follmvs, therefore, that any extcusion of the vVoodbury zone 
toward the northerly limit of Gloucester City, enabling persons trav
eling from Woodbury to points no:th of Jersey Avenue, in Glou
_-ester City, to reach such points for the single fare, would work 
a hardship on those persons in the southerly portion of Gloucester 
L'ity who desired to travel to Camden, as it would oblige them to 
pay two fares for this ride. The Board is of the opinion that the 
present zone boundary between C<tmden and \iV oodbury at Jersey 
A venue is a proper division of the hrn zones and the petition, there
fore, is DISMISSED. 

Dated February 16th, I912. 
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In the Matter of the Petition of the l 
Township of Bordentown for 
Amendment of Board's Order of I 
J~nua? 9th1 19~2, Requiring the ORDER. 
Riverside Traction Company to r 
Provide Free Transportation for 
Members of the Township Commit- , 
tee and Township Clerk. J 

Hugh Lef anzbre for the Townshiu of Bordentown. 

H. C. Thonipson, Jr., for the Riverside> Traction Company. 

On January 9th, i912, an Order was ;adopted by the Board of 
Public Utility Commissioners, requiring the Riverside Traction 
Company to transport in its cars over or on its line ·with Borden
town Township, the members of the Bordentown Township Com
mittee and the Bordentown Township Clerk, while traveling for 
the purpose of discharging the duties of their offices respectively. 
The Township of Bordentown submitted a Petition praying that 
this Order be amended so as to require the Riverside Traction Com
pany to transport the members of th{; Township Committee and 
the Township Clerk in its cars while traveling for the purpose of 
discharging the duties of their office:; over or on said Company's 

• line of railway from one part of said Township to any other part of 
said Township of said Bordentown along its line of railway. 

A copy of this Petition was sent to the Riverside Traction Com
pany and a date fixed for hearing thereon. Said hearing was held 
on Tuesday, February 20th, 1912, a~ which the Township of Bor
dentown and the Riverside Traction Company were represented. 

· After such hearing the Board decid~s and HEREBY ORDERS that 
its Order of January 9th, 1912, be amrnded to read as follows: 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS the 
Riverside Traction Company to transport in its cars, over or on its 
lin~ from one part of Bordentown Township to any other part of 
said Township, without charge, the Members of the Bordentown 
Township Committee and the Bordentown Township Clerk while 
traveling for the purpose of discharging the duties of their offices re
spectively, and without exacting a fare for any portion of such trip 
as may fall within the corporate limits of the City of Bordentown, 
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or as may fall within the corporate lim~ts of the Borough of Fields
boro. 

This Order shall take effect March 14th, 1912. 

Dated February 20th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of Citi-1 
zens' Committee of Sussex County 
vs. New York, Susquehanna and· 
Western Railroad Company 

and . 1 DECISION 
In the Matter of the Com~amt of An- ( AND 

drew S. Taylor (For Himself), and l ORDER 
Representing Citizens of Newfound- 1 • 

land, New Jersey, vs. New Yorkj 
Susquehanna and Western Railroad 
Company. 

Hon. H. C. Hunt, for the Citizens' Committee of Sussex County. 

Andrew S. Taylor, Esq., for himself, and citizens of NewfoundJ
land. 

H. A. Taylor, Esq._. for the New York, Susquehanna and Western 
Railroad Company. 

The two complaints were consolidc. ted for the purpose of hear
ing. Both were against the same company; both emanated from 
citizens in the s.ame general region of the State. Certain alle
gations of grievance were common to both. 

The petition, signed by sixteen citizens of Newfoundland, was 
filed with this Commission on August twelfth, nineteen hundred 
and eleven; the petition of the Citizens' Committee of Sussex was 
filed with this Commission on At•gust twenty-eighth, nineteen 
hundred and eleven. The first conjoint hearing was held at J er
sty City November seventeenth, ninet·~~n hundred and eleven. An 
adjourned hearing was held at Jersey City on December eighth, 
nineteen hundred and eleven. At both hearings testimony was 
introduced and stenographically reported. Exhibits, numbered 
from one to thirty-four, were introduced by the respondent. On 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COM MISSIO~ERSJ REPOR1. 

January eighth, nineteen hundred and twelve, at a second adjourned 
hearing held in Newark, the Hon. FL C. Hunt and Mr. H. A. 
Taylor presented oral argument, in Lehalf of their respective in
terests, for the consideration of the board. 

The formal complaint of the Citizens' Committee of Sussex. 
N evv Jersey, embodied· the following specific petitions : 

(I) That trains No. 2 (now 902) and No. 4 (now 904), be 
scheduled to arrive at Beaver Lake at the same time, and that 
only one of them run express to New York ; and that return 
trains No. 5 (now 90 5) and No. 7 (now 907) he similarly sche
duled. 

( 2) That an equitable commutation rate for towns west of 
Beaver Lake he provided in place of the present requirement to 
buy tvm separate commutation tickets as between Sussex and N e\lv 
York. 

(3) That an equal rate, on ten-trip tickets. be granted citi
zens of Sussex, as at present to residents in towns east of Reaver 
Lake. 

( 4) That relief he afforded for the incunvenieucc now created 
by closing the toilet rooms on trains bl t\\·een Butler and Beaver 
Lake. 

( 5) That the company be required to remedy the unclean and 
nnsanitary conditions of cars and coaches. especially smoking; 
cars. 

(6) That adequate passenger accon:moclations he provided at 
stations along the road. 

( 7) That the Lehigh and New England H.ailniad be required 
tn connect with the Delaware, Lackawanna and \Yestcrn train leav
ing Augusta at 6 :s9 P. M. 

(8) That the respondent be required to refrain frnn1 blockinr< 
with its cars the public ltighway at Beaver Lake. 

The petition of the residents of N evvfoundlancl comprises the 
following points: 

( J) Co~iplaint is made against the train service west of But
ler, on the ground that it is inadequate and that insufficient trains 
are provided. 

( 2) Complaint is made against the delays on trains run west 
of Butler. 
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(3 and 4) Complaint is made against the burning of soft coal 
in the locomotives of the New York, Susquehanna and Western 
Railroad. 

(5) General complaint requesting the Board to remedy other 
matters not specified in the petitions. 

Upon the eight specific prayers in the ·petition of the Citizens' 
Committee of Sussex decision is reserved as to Numbers 2 and 
3, involving commutation rates. The question of the power of 
this Board to order the installation of such rates is now pend
ing before the Supreme Court of Judicature of this State. 

Upon prayer Number 7 no evidence was introduced at either hear
ing, and it is therefore dismissed. 

Upon prayer Number 4 no order vvill issue at this time, be
cause the Board desires first to reach an understanding with the 
State Board of Health. It may be said, obiter, that so far as 
this Commission is at present advised, tht'. carrier cannot eventually 
escape from affording. on the cars between Beaver Lake and But
ler, some sanitary arrangement of rh~ toilet rooms (as inexpen
sive as compatible with adequate service), which will allow ac
cess thereto over this stretch of the line. So long as the order 
of the Board of Health absolutely required the locking of the 
toilet rooms between Butler and Beaver Lake, such appliances, 
if installed, would afford no relief. An order on this point is with
held for the present. 

Upon matters complained of in prayer Number 5 there has 
been amendment by the carrier, as admitted by the counsel for 
the Sussex committee, ancl said improvement is declared by him 
to be satisfactory if continued. An Grder covering this point will 
frsue in case the company fails to maintain the present standard of 
equipment. 

On prayer Number 8 the Board will issue an order if the car
rier is shown to be further delinquent in the premises. 

On prayer Number 6 a definite ord:~r is made herein, as regards 
the Hamburg station. 

As to prayer Number I an order is entered, based on the 
grounds developed by the testimony and on co_nsideration of the 
exhibits. Said order, while not granting the specific prayer of 
prayer Number 1, is designed to secure the adequate service which 
is sought by the petitioners under their first specific prayer. 
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Of the five prayers of the residents of Newfoundland Number 
1 is not granted specifically, but incidental relief is afforded by 
the order herein contained, providing adequate service for Sussex 
and vicinity. 

Prayer I'\" umber 2 is dislJ1issed as not substantiated by adequate 
evidence. 

Judgment and order is withheld on prayers Numbers 3 and 4, be
cause the validity of municipal ordinances prohibiting excessive 
smoke from locomotives is now under consideration by the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and because its decision in this case may 
prove of essential service in reaching a <letermination as to these 
matters. 

Prayer Number 5 is incidentally <.~ffectecl by the orders herein 
nmtained, in reference to the Hamburg station and adequate pas
senger service for Sussex and vicinity. 

The two essential matters in the Sussex petition concern ade
quacy of serv1ce and the rates therefor. J ndgment on the entire 
matter of rates, including the restoration of certain types of com
mutation tickets, is deferred. The reason for this has, in part, 
heen indicated above. There is also some ground, as developed 
hy the evidence and Exhibit No. 33, for asking whether the ex
t· eme paucity of the sale of such tickets when they were previously 
afforded by the carrier, may not have warranted their withdrawal. 
If adequate service is afforded Sussex and vicinity, and if, as a 
consequence, an enlarged traffic can be shown to warrant the resto
ation of such commutation tickets, a subsequent petition for such 
restoration may be presented to this Board. 

As to the passenger service now afforded Sussex and vicinity 
we are obliged to record our deliberate judgment that this is not 
adequate. We are of opinion that Sussex, Hamburg, Franklin 
Furnace and Ogdensburgh are entitled to regular daily service, 
on each secular day of the week, so as to make connections at 
Beaver Lake with eastbound train No. 902, as now scheduled 
r on holidays with train No. 968), so as to reach Jersey City by 
9 :08 in the morning. And we are further of the opinion that Sus
sex and the other above-mentioned points are entitled to a retum-
1.nrr afternoon train dailv on each secular day of the week, con-o ~' 

necting, without delay, with westbound train as now scheduled 
No. 905, at Beaver Lake, and landing passe1:1-gers for Sussex and 
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the other aforementioned places, at their destinations as expedi
tiPusly as compatible with the proper running of the train. This 
service, to which passengers from or to these places are entitled, 
will, in our judgment, be adequate for the present, if afforded dur
ing what is generally known as the "summer season" when the 
needs and requirements of service to and from this region are 
more particularly urgent than during the remainder of the year. 

The reasons which impel us to declare that the passenger ser
,, ice now provided for Sussex and the other aforementioned 
places, between Sussex and Beaver Lake, is inadequate are as 
follows: At present Sussex has but one morning train eastbound. 
This train leaves Sussex at 7 :44 A. M. and arrives at Jersey City 
at IO :05 ;\. M. En route it reaches Paterson at 9 :29 A. M., 

and Hackensack at 9 :43 A. M. It is only too apparent that such 
accommodation renders it impossible for one to reside at Sussex or 
vicinity, even in summer, and engage jn ordinary business at or 
Dear the great industrial, commercial and manufacturing section 
of the State. The difference of an hour's time in arriving at 
Jersey City makes to the denizen of Sussex and vicinity all the 
cliff erence between being exiled in a comparatively inaccessible 
rural region and living in a suburban town. The morning train 
now provided is evidently designed primarily to suit the conven
ience of connections at Middletown, New York, a place eighty-nine 
miles from the eastern terminal of the New York, Susquehanna 
and Western Railroad, and having slight claim to commuting 
privileges, even in summer. But the train is an interstate train, 
and this opinion expressly refrains from passing any opinion as 
to whether its schedule should be altered. We insist solely that 
the connection it affords at Sussex does not provide Sussex and 
points between Sussex and Beaver Lake with the adequate service 
to which Sussex and aforesaid points ~re entitled. 

We are further confirmed in this judgment by the consideration 
that some years previously the New York, Susquehanna and West
ern Railroad Company afforded to Smsex earlier access to the 
company's eastern terminal. If such service was then nothing 
more than proper and adequate, its restoration now woul<l seem 
to be requisite. 

We are further confirmed in our judgment that the service 
at present afforded Sussex and vicinity is inadequate, for the rea-
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son that Blairstown, eighty-four miles distant from the eastern 
terminal of the ~ ew York, Susquehanna and Wes tern Railroad, 
and other neighboring towns on the division running to Strou<ls-
1::.urg, are now afforded daily service rn Jersey City allowing them 
to reach Jersey City by 9 :05 A. M. No sufficient consideration 
can be urged why, if such service is accorded Blairstown and 
neighboring towns, Sussex and places between Sussex and Beaver 
Lake should not be accorded similar early access to Jersey City. 
And in particular is this consideration of controlling force be
cause passenger receipts at Sussex are far greater than those at 
Blairstown, and because the passenger traffic between Sussex and 
Beaver Lake is greater in volume than the passenger traffic be
tween Blairstown and Beaver Lake. It is also worthy of con
sideration that various points on· the New York, Susquehanna 
and Western Railroad, east of Beaver Lake and west of Butler, 
are accorded not only access to Jersey City by 9 :05 A. M._. but 
are given two morning trains eastwa1·d, whereas Sussex is given 
hut the one already referred to. Thus Stockholm (fifty-two miles 
from the eastern terminal. and affording $2,029 annual passenger 
receipts) is given two trains eastward; Oak Ridge (forty-eight 
miles from the eastern terminal, and affording $2,558 annual pas
senger receipts) is given two morning trains eastward, and New
foundland (forty-six miles from the eastern terminal, and af
fording $7,675 annual passenger receipts) is given two morning 
trains eastward. By comparison with the three places above 
cited, Sussex is sixty-eight miles distant from the eastern terminal, 
and affords $ro,37r annual passenger receipts.· Franklin Furnace 
i~. sixty miles distant from the eastern terminal, and affords $8,713 
annual passenger receipts. 

In substan6ation of the relative earnings of the various places 
involved, the following list of passenger earnings, from certain 
stations west of Butler on the New York, Su~quehanna and West
ern Railroad, for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 19rr, is taken 
from the Company's Exhibit I I. Their relative distance from the 
eastern terminal is also indicated : 

Blairstown, 84 miles; Paflsenger receipts ...................... . 
Marksboro. 81 miles; Passenger receipts ...................... . 
Stillwater, 77 miles; Passenger receipts ........................ . 
Swartswood, 72 miles; Passenger receipts ..................... . 
Sparta, 61 miles; passenger receipts .......................... . 
Sussex, 68 miles; Passenger receipts .......................... . 

$7,094.72 
1,428.62 
1,309.02 

519.n 
3,225.22 

l0,371.00 
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Apparently, Sussex is the largest passt:nger revenue-producing 
point in this State on the road! west of Butler, and is accorded 
service inferior to points at a much greater distance from the 
eastern terminal, whose passenger receipts are only a fraction 
of those obtained at Sussex. And, while more distant than New
foundland and other points east of Beaver Lake and west of 
Butler, Sussex contributed far more in passenger receipts than 
Newfoundland or any adjacent point. 

If it were desired to use a comparative method to substantiate 
what is, in our judgment, independently established, to wit, the 
inadequacy of service afforded Sussex and neighboring points be
tween Sussex •and Beaver Lake, a comparison of the service af
forded by the Delaware, Lackawanna and Wes tern Railroad. on 
the Sussex Division, to points at relatively the same distance as 
Sussex from Jersey City might be cited. Branchville is accorded 
a regular commutation train daily, leaying at 6 :50 A. M., and ar
riving at Hoboken at 8 :57 A. M. Augusta is accorded a regular 
commutation train daily, leaving at 6 :54 A. M., and arriving at 
Hoboken at 8 :57 A. M. Both of these places are accorded a 
second train in the morning, reaching Hoboken at II :40 A. M. It 
may be noted in passing that the Delaware, Lackawanna and \i\Test
em Railroad sells regular commutation tickets the year round be
tween these points and Hoboken. The rate for the sixty-trip 
commutation ticket, between Hoboken and! Augusta, is sixteen 
dollars andl ninety cents. This stands in startling contrast to 
the New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad's practice of 
requiring the commuter to buy two commutation tickets; one be
tween Sussex and Beaver Lake, and the other between Beaver 
Lake and Jersey City, at an aggregate monthly cost, as testified 
(transcript of testimony, p. 57), of thirty-four dollars and sixty 
cents. It is here to be noted that the comparison of the rates 
and service accorded by the two companies to places approximately 
the same distance from their respective eastern terminals is made 
by use of the official time-table of the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western Railroad Company; and while said timetable (revised 
to December 28th, I9I I) was not formally in evidence, the Com
mission has taken judicial cognizance thereof, and has examined 
the same, not, as an independent gr01..md for reaching a conclusion 
ir~ this matter, but merely for comparative purposes. The deductions 
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therefrom are wholly cumulative in their bearing upon the pres
ent matter; and our judgment, relative thereto, would be adequately 
substantiated independent of any reference to the practice of the 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad, as regards accom
modation, rates or service. 

We find the arguments presented by the Company, as to the pas
senger traffic on the line running be_tween Middletown and Beaver 
Lake, unavailing to disprove the inadequacy of passenger service 
now afforded to Sussex and certain other points lying between 
Sussex and Beaver Lake. Even if it were, in every case, unreason
able to order a carrier to run a train whkh,_ per se, is not a, paying 
proposition, some exception might be taken to ·the deductions 
drawn by carrier's counsel from various exhibits filed in this case, 
especially Exhibits 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8. To figure a paying load of 
c. train we may fairly ask to know the load from start to fini'sh. 
It can hardly J::e denied that a train running from Jersey City to 
.Middletown will, normally, have the heavier load near the populous 
terminal. To show that when the train has gone fifty or sixty 
miles from said populous terminal the remaining passengers do 
not suffice to cover the cost of the remaining train mileage run, 
is far from demonstrating that the service supplied at the far end 
of the run is all that can reasonably be asked of the carrier. Even 
if putting on an extra train entails a net loss on jts operation, such 
loss must be incurred if the running of said extra train is neces
sary to afford the reasonable and adequate service required of the 
carrier. Since the decision in the case of Coast Line Railroad C oni
pmiy vs. Carolina Corporation Commission ( 206 U. S. r), this prin
ciple is undeniable. 

The syllabus. which is supported by the decision itself, rendered 
hy Mr. Justice ·white, now Chief Ju:;tice of the Supreme Coll'rt. 
states the propostion as follows: "\Nhile the enforcement by a 
State of a general scheme of maximum rates so unreasonably low 
as. to be unjust and unreasonable may be confiscation, and amount 
to taking property without due process of lavY, the State has power 
to compel the railroad company to perform a particular andt speci
fied duty necessary for the convenience of the public. even though 
it may entail some pecuniary loss." 

Nor are we unmindful of the observation contained in the afore
said decision, to the effect that "of course, the fact that the furnish-
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mg of a necessary facility ordered may occasion an incidental 
pecuniary loss is an important criteria (sic) to be taken into view 
in determining the reasonableness of the order, but it is not the 
only one." 

It is also to· be noted that it is in evidence (p. r 15) that a 
train making the connections to be required in the order follow
mg can be arranged without _disarra~1ging the present train sche
dules. 

The contention that the thin. passenger traffic on the line run
ning through Sussex and adjacent places to the south does not 
warrant additional service is partly. parried by the consideration 
that inadequate service often explains thin traffic. The two act 
and re-act redprocally upon each oth;~r. Places on the Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Railroad, equidistant with Sussex from 
Jersey City or Hoboken, seem to afford a paying traffic, or, at 
least, one which the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road willingly continues. The carrier's estimate of the cost of 
the additional service contemplated in our order is six hun
dred dollars per month. If the present passenger service is not 
now reasonable, even this estimated additional cost does not 
militate against its being required of the Company. ~Ioreover. 

v.1hen the present receipts are considered, when the possibility of 
increased summer residence in Sussex and locality is considered. 
as evidenced by results at lower points on the New York, Susque
hanna and Western Railroad and on the Delaware, Lackawanna 
and Western Railroad in this region, when some adequate con
sideration is given to such increase in freight earnings as may 
reasonably be presumed to follow increased summer residence in 
this section, and when the tentative chara~er and limited dnra
tion of the order is considered, providing as it does for only the 
seasonal or summer demands, the estimated cost of twenty-five 
hundred or three thousand dollars is not sufficient to estop the 
issuance of an order providing for adequate service. 

The testimonv as to the inadequacy of the station at Hambmg 
(pp. 43 sq. I, 61, 62) demonstrates the necessity for essential en
largement and improvement, and the order below relating thereto 
is warranted on the grounds that passengers, by reason of lack of 
room in the station building and the placing of baggage inside 
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the station, are at times compelled to remain outside the station 
building when waiting for trains. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, therefore, hereby 
ORDERS the New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad Com
pany to provide passenger train service on each. secular day of 
the week, affording such connections at Sussex, Hamburg, Frank
lin Furnace and Ogdensburg as will enable passengers from said 
vlaces to connect at Beaver Lake with Train No. 902 (No. 968 
on public holidays) as now scheduled; and ORDERS that similar 
service in the opposite direction shall be provided by said Com
pany, enabling passengers arriving by Train No. 905. at Beaver 
J ,ake to continue, without undue delay, northward as far as Sus
~ex, making stops at Ogdensburg, Franklin Furnace and Ham
burg. This service is to be accorded beginning April fifteenth 
next, and is to continue up to September fifteenth. unless suspended 
sooner with the assent of this Commission. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners also hereby 
ORDERS the New York. Susquehanna and Western Railroad 

Company to provide at Hamburg such reasonably enlarged sta
tion facilities as will accommodate the passengers using said sta
tion, such enlargement to be planned and hegun not later than 
May first, nineteen hundred and twelve. 

These orders become effective as ir..dicated in each order re
~pectively. 

Entered Febmary 2ith, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Co.mplaint of t~e1 DECISION 
Mayor of Jersey- City vs. Pubhc AND 
Service Railway Company in Re ORDER 
Fare Limits, on the Turnpike Lone. J · 

Thomas G. Haight, Esq., for the complainant!'. 

L. D. H. Gilmour, for the respondents. 

On December 22d, 1911, a hearing was had upon this matter at 
Chancery Chambers, J er~ey City, at which evidence was submitted 
by both sides. 
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The complainants ask in effect that the dividing line between 
the company's two fare zones, on the Turnpike Line, be moved 
westward from the eastern end of the Hackensack bridge, so to 
afford access by trolley between Jersey City and the Meadow 
.Shops for a single fare of five cents. 

It is in evidence that on the Turnpike Line the mileage traversed, 
from the company's Jersey City terminus to the Hackensack bridge, 
is approximately three miles and a quarter ( 3.272 mi.) ; and that 
the mileage traversed from said bridge to the center of Newark is 
:approximately five miles and two-thirds ( 5.65 mi.) It is also in 
evidence that on the Plank Road Line the mileage traversed from 
the Jersey City terminus to the Passaic River, the first zone, is ap
proximately four miles and four-fifths ( 4.81 mi.) ; a~d thence to 
the center of Newark, the second zone, is approximately three 
miles ( 3.0 mi.). 

The request of the complainant seems to be reasonable from 
the following considerations : Employees who live in Newark and 
who work at the Meadow Shops may now reach the shops, a dis
tance of approximately four and two-thirds miles, for a single 
fare. Employees who work at the same shops, but who live in 
Jersey City must now pay two fares to reach the shops. though 
the maximum distance they travel by trolley is but four miles 
and a quarter. The l\/Ieadow Shops, moreover, are nearer to J er
sey City than they are to Newark. If the present zone boundary 
were moved about a mile to the west, there would be a practically 
equal ride from both cities to the shops for a single fare. 

It is trne that other considerations besides mere distance may be 
fairly considered in determining the length of trolley zones. Among 
such considerations is the relative amount of patronage to be 
secured in traversing various sections of the line. But these con
siderations, in the present instances, would seem to reinforce the 
reasons for moving the division line a mile to the westward. From 
the Meadow Shops to Harrison, the adjacent territory is sparsely 
built up, and normally would originate but little trolley traffic. There 
seems, therefore, no sufficient reason for including so long a tract 
of such territory in the zone adjacent to Newark and so short a 
tract of .s11ch territory in the zone adjacent to Jersey City. 

It must, of course, be remembered that moving the zone dividing 
1ine to a point a mile west of the Hackensack bridge may augment 
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the cost of travel to those who live on the western outskirts of 
Jersey City and who work in Harrison or Newark. These per
sons may be presumed at present to walk to and from the Hacken
sack bridge from and to their homes in the western part of Jersey 
City. They thus ride to and from their work for a single fare each 
way. If the zone· dividing line is moved a mile westward, they 
must either walk approximately a mile further every time they go 
to or from their work, or must, on every such occasion, pay two 
fares instead of one. To test this matter, the Board stationed an 
inspector on the Hackensack bridge on February 2d, 1912, to enum
erate the passengers boarding and alighting from the cars at that 
point between 5 P. M. and 6 P. M. His report shows that between 
5 :05 P. M. and 5 :59 P. M. twenty-two persons alighted from the 
nine east-bound cars, and that between 5 :08 and 6 P. M. ninety 
persons boarded the nine westbound cars at this point. Another 
traffic census at the Hackensack bridge crossing of the Turnpike 
Line was taken on February 15th, 1912, by an inspector of this 
Board. The time covered was between 6 :00 A. M. and 8 :35 A. M. 
The total westbound traffic originating at the Hackensack bridge 
amounted to eighty-nine ; the total eastbound traffic terminating 
at the same bridge was nne hundred and thirty-five. If. these re
sults may be taken as typical of the traffic, it appears that no very 
great number of persons residing in the western part of Jersey City 
will be adversely affected by the suggested change in the dividing 
line between the two zones. As against the greater number bound 
westward in the morning and eastward at night, at the bridge, must 
be set the probable number of those employed in and near the 
Meadow Shops. who would be enable;l to reach their work places 
a1. the shops. or their homes in Jers ~y City, for a single fare if 
the dividing lines betw~en zones were changed. It seems to us 
rJrobable that the number who would benefit would exceed somewhat 
the number which '.vould be adversely affected. It is not at all cer
tc!in, moreover, that the company's receipts would he adversely af
fected. excei;t in so far as they nm"; include double fares between J er
sey City and the Meadow Shops. Of evtn greater force is the con
sideration that the region of the ::\IeaJow Shops is practically a part 
of Jersey City, even if outside the city limits proper; and that the 
Meadow Shop employees who live in Jersey City are subjected to 
a relative disadvantage and an unfair discrimination as compared 
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with fellow-employees, living at a greater distance, who obtain ac
cess both to their homes and their places of work at markedly low
er rates. 

Without attaching undue importance to the fact, it is to be noted 
that prior to May 1st, 1911, the Public Service Railway Company 
had in force, for the benefit of Pennsylvania Railroad employees 
in the Meadow Shops, rates between Jersey City and the shops 
for a single fare of five cents. The difficulties encountered with 
the methods employed to ·accord this rate of fare to the shop em
ployees do not concern us in the present case, as the relocation of 
the dividing line of the two zones will obviate the various difficul
ties which. it was testified, formerly attended the issue of special 
coupon tickets or identification cards. 

In viev.· of the premises and all the evidence adduced, this Board 
finds and determines that the present exaction of two fares on the 
Turnpike Line of the Public Service Railway Company, between 
Jersey City and the Meadow Shops results in existing rates that, 
as between various classes of passengers, and as between various • 
localities, to wit, Newark, Harrison and Jersey City, are unjust 
and unreasonable, and unjustly discriminatory and preferential. 
The Board of Public Utility Commis5ioners, therefore, 

ORDERS the Public Service Railway Company on the Turnpike 
Line to afford for a single fare of five cents a ride that will enable 
the passengers so desiring to ride from points in Jersey City out 
as far as the Lackawanna crossing near the Meadow Shops; and 
in the opposite direction, to afford, for a single fare of five cents, 
a ride that will carry a passenger from said Lackawanna crossing 
to any point in the City of Jersey City which may now be reached 
from the Hackensack bridge for a single fare of five cents. 

This order is to become effective March 25th. 1912. 
Entered February 27th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of I 
the Public Service Railway Com- l ORDER. 
pany for the Dismissal of Certain j 
Complaints. J 

Numerous complaints have been made against the Public Serv
ice Raihvay Company to which complaints answers have been 
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filed by the respondent company. In ali cases copies of such an
swers have been forwarded to the complainants, and where the 
parties appeared to be at issue the complainants have been asked to 
advise the Board if hearings were desired. Application is now 
made by the Public Service Railway Company for the dismissal of 
certain of the above mentioned complaints. It appearing that in 
the following named the parties are no longer at issue, or that the 
matter in dispute comes within the scope of a finding of the Board 
of general application, or that where i~~ue exists there is no pres
ent intention or desire on the part of the complainant or complain
ants to appear at a hearing, the following named complaints and 
each of them, are hereby ordered DISMISSED, without prejudice, viz. : 

George :M. Christian, 
Residents of Bayonne 
'VilJiam A. Mc:Crea, 
William S. Davidson, 
Frank JJ. 'VheeJer, 
Douglass ConJ,y, 
A .. J. Poole, 
Mayor and Council of Fort Lee, 
Porough of :EngJe"vood Cliffs, et al. 
W'arren Point ~oeial & Improvement Club. 
Charles Schrot. 

Dated March 1st, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of l 
the Pubic Service Electric Com- ORDER 
pany for the Dismissal of Certain · 
Complaints. J 

Numerous complaints have been made against the Public Service 
Electric Company to which complaints answers have been filed by 
the respondent company. In all cases copies of such answers have 
been forwarded to the complainants, and \Yhere the parties appeared 
to be at issue the complainants have been asked to advise the Board 
if hearings were desired. Application is now made by the Public 
Service Electric Company for the dismissal of certain of the above 
mentioned complaints. It appearing that in the following named 
the parties are no longer at issue, or that the matter in dispute 
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comes within the scope of a finding of the Board of genral appli
cation, or that where issue exists there is no present intention or 
desire on the part of the complainant or complainants to appear at 
a hearing, the following named complaints and each of them, are 
hereby ordered DISMISSED, without prejudice, viz. : 

South Orange VHlage, 
Daniel W. WH.tpenn, 
Bleyle Electric Company, 
L. Bamberger & Company, 
Fnion Box Cornria11y, 
Gus Na.dler, 
S. R l\L Rice Pnier Company, 
Henry Miedendorp, 
George Freygang, 
\Yillfam Clarl::sou, 
Board of Edueation of Jersey City, 
l\L Byrnes Building Company. 

Dated March 1st, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of l 
the Public Service Gas Company l ORDER. 
for the Dismissal of Certain Co.m- l 
plaints. J 

Numerous complaints have been made against the Public Service 
Gas Company to which complajnts answers have been filed by the 
respondent company. In all cases copies of such answers have been 
forwarded to the complainants, and where the parties appeared 
to be at issue the complaints have been asked to advise the Board 
if hearings were desired. Application is now made by the Public 
Service Gas Company for the dismissal of certain of the above 
mentioned complaints. It appearing that in the .. following named 
the parties ·are no longer at issue, or that the matter in dispute 
comes within the scope c;,f a finding of the Board of general appli
cation, or that where issue exists there is no present intention or de
sire on the part of the complainant or complainants to appear at a 
hearing, the following named complaints and each of them, are 
hereby ordered DISMISSED, without prejudice, viz. : 
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8. 1. Ke.ves, 
W'iJliant h:oester. 
Howard I.ee. 
E. J. ::.'\ewl1ouse. 
I'. O'Rourke. 

Dated March 1st, 1912. 

In the Matter of Abm. S. See & Depew I 

vs. Hackensack ~a~er Compa~y; ·~1 

DISMISSAL 
Ch_arges. f~r ~ervice. m Connect~on PETITION. 
With Sprmklmg Fire Protection J 
Apparatus. 

R. Henry Depew. for complainant. 
H eury L. DeForest. Esq .. for the respondent. 

OF 

This matter involves the charge demanded by the respondent 
company for water service through a six inch pipe to supply the 
sprinkling apparatus installed by the Alpha Embroidery Company 
in their factory in \Vest :-\ ew York. Messrs. Sec & Depew repre
senting the Underwriters' Association, appeared in behalf of their 
clients, the Alpha Embroidery Company. The first hearing was 
held on February 2nd, 1912, at Jersey City, when testimony was 
introduced by both parties. An adjourned hearing was held in 
Jersey City on February 16th, 1912, at which time certain admis· 
sions were agreed to, somewhat changing parts of the testimony 
previously submited. Both parties have submitted memoranda out
lining their respective positions. 

From the evidence it appears that the Alpha Embroidery Com
pany is now paying annually for service to the Hackensack Water 
Company between Fifty and Sixty Dollars per year. It appears also 
that the cost to the Alpha Embroidery Company of installing the 
sprinkler apparatus is about One T'ho11sand Dollars; that by reason 
of the installation the Alpha Embroidery Company's insurance 

-premiums will be reduced by over Three Hundred dollars per year; 
that the cost to the Hackensack Water Company of installing a de
tector meter will be somewhere between Three Hundred and Twen
ty-five and Three Hundred and Seventy-five Dollars. It is also in 
evidence that both the Water Company and the Underwriters are 
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agreed that the usual consumption of the Alpha Embroidery Com
pany may be metered by the detector meter ; and that the annual 
rate of One Hundred and Twenty-four Dollars per annum is the 
regular minimum schedule rate set by the Water Company for a six 
inch service pipe connection used along with the detector meter; 
and that said rate of $124 would suffice to cover and more than 
cover the present annual water consumption of the Embroidery 
Company. 

From these data it may be justly inferred that if the Alpha Em· 
troidery Company paid the charge c1c-n:anded, its annual saving 
would be calculated as follows: From the sum saved annually in 
insurance premiums calculated at either $320 or $360 must be de
ducted approximately $100 or ten per cent. allowance for interest 
and depreciation in the sprinkler apparatus. This would reduce 
the annual savings to $220 or $260 respectively. From this is to 
be deducted the difference between the $124 demanded by the Wa
ter Company and the amount of $54 (assumed to be the present 
cost of service). This would still leave on one calculation One 
Hundred and Fifty Dollars and on the other, One Hundred and 
Ninety Dollars, as the net annual savings to the Alpha Embroidery 
Company, an amount which would seem to be adequate to war
rant the installation of the sprinkler apparatus by this and other 
concerns, even though the charge asked by the \Vater Company 
were not changed. 

From the side of the Water Company the matter would seem to 
stand somewhat as follows: Instead of $54 (approximately) re
ceived at present, they will obtain $124, or an additional $70 per 
year. For this additional sum the Water Company is to assume 
readiness to serve the sprinkling apparatus through the six inch 
service pipe, and is to cover inspection charges, care of meter, and 
connecting apparatus, as well as the interest and depreciation there
on. If interest and depreciation be figured at ten per cent. or $32 
per annum (or at $37.50 as per the Company's estimate), there re
mains on the first basis $38, and on the second basis $32.50, to 
cover the remaining charges of inspection and reading of meter, 
maintenance thereof, accounting, billing, &c., as well as the in
creased liability, if any, for fire protection through the sprinkling 
apparatus. It is very plausibly argued by the complainant that 
there is no increased liability on this latter score; that there is even 
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less liability of fire and a correspondingly smaller requirement for 
pressure or for water to extinguish fire after the installation of the 
apparatus than before such installation. If this is the case, it 
would seem that no augmentation of plant or potentially necessary 
service is required by reason of affording this variety of fire pro
tection; and consequently it would seem to follow that no inde
pendent additional charge for plant held in readiness to serve 
should be allowed on this score. A few incidental liabilities may 
be incurred by undertaking the supply for this sprinkling service. 
\i\There a six inch service is installed, there is some slight risk of 
its being tapped by outside parties who may obtain water gratis. 
There is also some slight risk in case of a disastrous fire and the 
extensive wreckage resulting therefrom that such an additional 
service pipe may continue to discharge a very considerable volume 
of water, without the possibility of speediy stopping the waste. An 
alleged instance of such waste has been referred to in this case. 
But these risks are slight, and the $38 or the $32.50 allowance in 
the present case would seem rather to be warranted by the consid
eration of the savings obtained by the Alpha Embroidery Company. 
It seems not unfair that in view of this annual reduction in insur
ance, this company and others similarly circumstanced should fair
ly contribute something to the more perfect maintenance of the 
water company's plant and distribution system. And more especial
ly is this the case where, as in this instance, the ordinary consump
tion of \vater by the plant may increase until the full allowance un
der the minimum is taken, when the cnarge for this sprinkler serv
ice will constantly tend to diminish, until at the limit it disappears 
altogether. 

It appears from the record that the basis for charges of this 
kind for fire protection through spri:1kling· apparatus is not uni
form. In one case the area of the floor space of the factory pro
tected; in another the insured value of building and contents; in an
other the size of the service pipe r<::quired by the Board of 
Underwriters; in another a fiat water rate, seems to be the experi
mental basis in vogue. By dismissing the petition in the pending 
case, the Board goes on record only so far as to indicate that, so 
far as at present advised, we do not see that the charge demanded 
by the Hackensack Water Company, under the actual circum
stances, works an injustice to the Alpha Embroidery Company; nor 
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is the charge so great as to deter plants supplied under the same 
terms from installing the sprinkler fire protection apparatus; nor is 
the charge an unfair equivalent for the saving that it will put with
in reach cf the plaintiff. 

The Board, however, reserves the nght, if subsequently advised 
as to a more generally approved basis of setting charges for service 
of this particular variety, to amend this finding, so as to put such 
charge in effect; and under these qualifications, and \vithout pre
judice to reviving the matter, shonldi we be apprised of good' rea
sons therefore, the Petition is DISMISSED. 

Dated March 6th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of 
the Maxwell Improvement and Ed
ucational Association for Approval 
by the Board of the Construction of 
a New Crossing at Grade on the 
Medford Branch of the West J er
sey and Seashore Railroad Com
pany at Haddonfield. 

DISMISSAL OF 
PETITION. 

Application having been made by the Maxwell Improvement and 
Educational Association, by petition in writing, to the Board of 
Public Utility Commissioners, for its approval of the construction 
of a new crossing at grade on the Medford Branch of the \Vest 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company at Haddonfield. 

The Board, after hearing, examination of the site of the proposed 
crossing by its Inspector, and consideration of his report thereon, 
is of the opinion that the crossing desired by the petitioner is not 
recessary for the public convenience, and the application for the 
approval of the same is hereby DISMISSED. 

Dated March 12th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of the 
Borough of Garfield vs. the Erie ORDER. 
Railroad Company. 

Wend ell J. Wright, for the Borough of Garfield. 

H. A. Taylor) for the Erie Railroad Company. 

The Borough of Garfield complained that trains service fur
nished by the Erie Ifailroacl Company to and from its station at 
Garfield is inadequate. 

To this complaint. ans\yer \Yas made by the Eric Railroad Com
pany and on the issue joined hearing was held at the Court House, 
in the City of Newark, on Friday, January 26th, 1912. Notice of 
this hearing was given to the Borough of Garfield and the· Erie 
Railroad Company, both of which ·were represented thereat. 

Further hearing was held in the City of Newark on Friday, 
March 1st, of which notice was given to the Borough of Garfield 
and the Erie Railroad Company, both of which were again repre
sented. At this further hearing the Board took up for considera
tion a report of Charles D. McKelvey, the Chief Inspector of its 
Railroad Division. This report contained certain recommendations, 
which recommendations had been, previous to the hearing, submit
ted to the Erie Railroad Company. At this hearing Inspector Mc
Kelvey was sworn and examined. 

Following these hearings and a consideration of the testimony 
CJ.dduced thereat, the Board of Public l'tility Commissioners finds 
and determines that the Erie Railroad Company does not furnish 
safe, adequate and proper service to and from its station at Gar
field, and, 

HEREBY ORDERS the Erie Railroad Company, beginning with April 
Eighth, Nineteen Hundred and Twelve, to run from its station at 
Garfield, on said date and daily, except Sundays and holidays, there
after at 7 :SS o'clock in the morning the train now listed on the 
time schedule of the Erie Railroad Company as Number 124, the 
schedule of such train after leaving Garfield to remain as at pres
ent. The Board of Public Utility Commissioners 

FuRTHER ORDERS the Erie Railroad Company to stop each Satur
day, on and after April Eighth, Nineteen Hundred and Twelve, at 
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about 1 :20 o'clock in the afternoon, the train now run as a relief 
tr; the train listed on the time schednle of said company as train 
1': umber 91 ; ancl daily, except Saturdays, Sundays and holidays, at 
about 5 :48 o'clock in the afternoon, the train now listed on said 
schedule as train Number 59. 

A list.ing consistent with the terms of this Order of the trains 
mentioned herein on the timetables of the Erie Railroad Company 
as regularly starting from, or stopping at, its station at Garfield, 
and the issuance of an order or orders by the Erie Railroad Com
pany to its employees concerned in the operation of said trains to 
start from or stop at the station at Garfield as required by the Or
der of this Board will he regarded as a reasonable compliance with 
said Order. 

This Order shall take effect April 8th, 1912. 
Dated ~farch 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of l DECISION AND 
Margaretta M. Hartman vs. Wild- ~ ORDER. 
wood Water Works Company. J 

Ernest Watts ancl Gaskill and Gasl?iU, for the \Vildwood Water 
\Vorks Company. 

Complainant not personally represented. 

The complaint is based on the allegation of extortionate charges 
made by the respondent company for furnishing water to houses 
upon the premises of the complainant, in the Borough of Holly 
Beach, New Jersey. Aforesaid charges are alleged to include meter 
rentals for three meters, and two annual minimum charges of eight 
dollars each for two cottages, and six annual minimum charges of 
five dollars each for six separate apartments in a double apartment 
house. Complaint in writing was received on November 16th, 1911. 
Respondent's reply was filed on November 28th, 1911. Rejoinder 
by complainant was filed on December 18th, 1911. The hearing 
on the matter was set for March 5th, 1912, at the State House in 
Trenton, and complainant duly advised thereof. The Board was 
duly informed by complainant that it might be impossible for her 
to appear in person or by representative, and that she was satisfied 
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that her interests would be properly taken care of at said hearing. 
Accordingly the hearing was held <tnd testimony taken at the 
State House at Trenton, New Jersey, on March 5th, 1912. 

So far as the three separate meter rentals are concerned, the 
Board is of opinion that these particular charges are unlawful for 
the reasons set forth at length in the Decision and Order in the 
matter of the Complaint of Henry C. Chalmers against the Wild
wood Water Works Company) &c., entered October 10th, 1911. 
An Order to that effect is appended, although we understand that 
the company is not attempting to charge or exact said meter rent. 

The complainant alleges that so far as the five separate mini
mums are concerned, her case is wholly parallel to the case of 
Henry C. Chalmers cited above. This does not appear to the sat
isfaction of the Board. By reference to the decision in that case, 
it will be seen that the Board decided that under the ordinance 
and the agreement "only one minimum may be exacted for the 
supply of water by a single service to the buildings on given prem
ises." It is in evidence that three distinct services are employed in 
this case, one to supply the two cottages, and one to supply each 
side of the double apartment house. As regards the single service 
supplying the two cottages, there is a distinction between the 
Chalmers case and the present. In the first place the two cor
ner bungalows on the Chalmers' place were supplied from a tap 
in a common court-yard, whereas here we understand the two cot
tages have the service pipes introduced into the cottages themselves. 
It was further testified, ex parte it is true, but uncontradicted of 
record, that when 1 the company learned that said service pipe had 
been extended into the second cottage without their knowledge or 
assent and against their Rules, they informed complainant that 
they would not permit this, but would lay a separate service pipe 
from the main leading into the second cottage, complainant being 
required to pay the cost of this connection. Complainant, so it was 
testified, upon being informed of this, requested company to con
tinue to supply both cottages from the single service pipe, and 
agreed to pay an eight dollar minimum for each cottage, which 
she would have been required to pay together with the cost 
of connection if a separate service pipe had been introduced into 
the second cottage. Assuming this to be the case, we fail to see 
the equity in complainant's contention that it is unjust that a 
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rnmmmm of eight dollars is charged for each of the separate cot
tages. 

As regards the double apartment house, there are admittedly 
two service pipes, one supplying each Leilf. That this separate sup
ply is warranted on the ground that half of such a property may 
readily he sold, and that the location of responsibility for payment 
ought to be kept dear and unmistakable, is not an unfair contention. 
It is true that if we take each non-connecting half of this double 
apartment house as a "house'' in the sense in which the term 
"house" is used in the agreement between the company and the 
Borough of Holly Beach made on March 24th, 1897, the literal in
terpretation of the agreement would allow only one minimum of 
eight dollars for each non-connecting half, or a total of sixteen 
dollars as a minimum for the entire apartment house. If, on the 
other hand, we take the language. not of the agreement, but of the 
ordinance of JVIarch 24th. 1897 (Section 6). that the minimum rate 
charged each •· consunier" shall he eight dollars; and if consumer 
be construed to mean a separate household, the minimum for each 
half of the apartment house would be twenty-four dollars, or forty
eight dollars for the entire structure,, inasmuch as each of the 
three floors in each half of the house is a separate habitation, con
necting neither laterally nor yertically with the other apartments. 
The language of the two contracts is ambiguous, and they can be 
reconciled only with difficulty. The one thing certain is that the 
basis for setting· minimum cbarges was injudiciously chosen and 
inappropriately and equivocally designated. The fact as testified 
that a five dollar minimum was the uniform charge for similar 
separate apartments in Holly Beach, and the seeming acquiescence 
by consumers in the charge as a substantially fair compromise be
tween the two interpretations of the company's obligation in the 
matter, and the impending expiration of the contract on the twen
ty-fourth day of this month inclines us not to disturb the rate of 
five dollars per separate apartment. In this we are influenced by 
the idea of not prejudicing the equitable adjustment of a new 
agreement between the Borough and the Company. This part of 
the complaint is DISMISSED. 

It is ORDERED, however, that the Wildwood vVater \Vorks Company, 
during the continuance of the ordinance and the agreement of 
March 24th. 1897. do not charge or collect a separate meter rent 
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over and above the lawful minimum, from said complainant or any 
other consumer similarly situated. This is but the concrete appli
cation of the Order entered on October 10th, 1911. 

Dated March 15th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the SING PETITION 
. } ORDER DISMIS-

Boro~gh of. East ~ewark vs. the AND RECOM
Pubhc Service Railway Company. MENDATION. 

Application having been made to this Board by petition of the 
Borough of East Newark for an order directing the Public Serv
ice Railway Company to construct, maintain and operate street 
railway tracks across the Clay Street bridge over the Passaic Riv
er, and the matter coming on to be heard by this Board, in the 
presence of John Griffin, Esqr., Counsel for the Board of Chosen 
Freeholders of the County of Hudson, and Benjamin F. Jones, 
Esqr., Counsel for the Board of Chos~n Freeholders of the County 
of Essex, Davis and Hastings, Esqrs .. representing the Borough of 
East Newark, and a committee of the \Vest Hudson Board of Trade 
and Frank Bergen, Esqr., and L. D. H. Gilmour, Esqr., Counsel 
for the Public Service Railway Company. 

After consideration, the said petition is hereby DISMISSED. 
First, because there is no evidence that the Company has any 

franchise to operate over the river where spanned by said bridge; 
Second, because this Board's power under the statute to order 

extensions within territory in which no franchise to operate ex
ists, is dubious. 

The Board is of the opinion that the responsibility in this matter 
rests entrely with the Boards of Chosen Freeholders of the two 
counties; that no obstacle exists to the speedy granting of the neces
sary franchises by the two boards of Freeholders, inasmuch as 
the Public Service Railway Company before this Board has as
sented to the proposition that they will accept such franchises and 
operate under said franchises; provided the franchises stipulate that 
the Court of Chancery shall determine what compensation, if any, 
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be found by said Court to be equitably due, shall be paid by the 
Company for the privileges conferred by said franchises. 

The Board of Public Utility Commisioners HEREBY REcm11\IENDS 

that the two Boards of Freeholders and the Public Service Railway 
Company, as expeditiously as possible, make this adjustment of 
the matter; and stands ready to give any assistance in furthering 
the adjustment which the Board is legally competent to afford. 

Dated March 15th, 1912. 

In the Matter of Railroad Companies I DISMISSAL OF 
Affording Transportation to Min- ~ PETITION. 
isters of Religion at Reduced Rates. j 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, adopted August 
11th, 1911, a Memorandum dealing with the provision of free 
transportation and transportation at reel.need rates, by street rail
way companies and railroad companies, to numerous parties. In 
this l\Iemoran<lum the Board expressed its O!pinion that reduced 
rates of fare to ministers of religion for intrastate transportation 
were discriminatory and illegal under chapter 195, P. L. 1911, ex
cept in so far as said ministers were engaged in charitable or eleemo
synary work. 

Application vvas made to the Board for a re-opening· of this 
matter and for a hearing thereon. Said application was granted 
and hearing held. 

It has come to the knowledge of the Board that a supplement 
to an Act entitled "An Act Concerning Public Utilities; to create 
a Board of Public Utility Commissioners, and prescribe its duties 
ancl powers," has recently become a law .. Said supplement provides 
"that nothing contained in the Act to which this Act is a supple
ment shall be construed to prevent the transportation by any rail
road company of ministers of religion at special or reduced rates." 

This supplement to the Public Utilities Act permits railroad com
panies to afford transportation to ministers of religion at s.pecial 
or reduced rates without regard to the purpose of the journey. Such 
restrictions as may have been imposed by the Public Utilities Act 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



88 Puuuc UTILITY CoMMISSICJNERs' REPORT. 

in the matter of affording transportation to ministers of religion at 
reduced rates have been removed by the supplement to said Act, 
herein referred to. The Board of Public Utility_ Commissioners 
does not deem it necessary to make any further finding in this mat
ter. 

The application for a reconsideration of its finding of August 
11th, 1911, applying to the transportation at reduced rates to min
isters of religion is therefore DI~MISSED. 

Dated 2\:1arch 22nd, 1912. 

In the Matter of the ~omplaint of Citi-
zens Committee of Union Town- RECOMMEN
ship vs. Delaware, Lackawanna and DATION. 
Western Railroad Company. 

Borden JJ. H/hiting and Edivard 0. Sta11/cy. for complainants. 
JI. Jf. Stallman, for the Railroad Company. 
The Citizens Committee of Union Township complained that the 

Delaware, Lackawanna and \\/ estern Railroad Company fails to 
furnish adequate and proper service for the transportation of pass· 
engers on the Boonton Branch of said company. To this complaint 
answer was made, and hearing held. The Delaware, Lackawanna 
and \Vestern Railroad Company has submitted to the Board a pro
posed schedule for train service on the Boonton Branch, which 
shows a number of changes and has indicated to the Board that it 
is willing to make those changes providing the same are approved 
by the Board. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after due consider· 
ation of the facts and arguments advanced at the hearing, and of 
the proposed schedule snbmitted by the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western Railroad Company, finds that the existing schedule does 
not provide adequate service, and that the proposed changes in 
the schedule which has been filed with this Board and is by 
reference thereto. made part hereof, will, under existing condi
tions, provide such service, and RECOMMENDS the adoption of the 
same. 

Dated March 22nd. 1912. 
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The Township Committee 
Township of Eatontown, 
County of Monmouth, vs. 
Manor Water Company. 

of the 
in the 

Tintern 
DECISION AND 
ORDER 

(1.) In ordering extension~ of mains of a water compa11y a sufficient 
annual income should be g·uaranteed to insure a. reasonable return to 
said company when it if.; doubtful if the financial condition of the com
pany will warrant the original expenditure. 

(2.) A fair rule in such case is that a guarantee should be given that 
the annual income from c·ommmers along sueh mains should amount to 
\at least ten ('Pnts per lineal foot thereof in rach year for the period of 
five years. 

( 3.) The revenue received from all consumers along the line of such 
mains, whether supplied directly from such mains or over private right 
of ·wa,y by courtesy of other consumers, should be included in making 
up the total of such guarantee. 

( 4.) vVhen demand is made for extension of mains for fire protection 
by citizens of a community living along said proposed extensions such 
citizenR should do their share in raising such revenue by contracting for 
at least the minimum req11ired b~r the company, assuming that such 
minimum ifl just. and reasonable. 

William L. Ecfi,wards, Esq., for Petitioner. 

Willia111 H. Corbin. F,sq., for Resp(Jndcnt. 

The Township Committee of the township of Eatontown. in the 
county of Monmouth, filed its petition November 24th, 191 I, pray
ing that the Tintern Manor Water Company. by order of this Board 
in writing, under Section 17, subdivision (c), of Chapter 195 of 
Laws of 191 I. be required to establish, construct, maintain and oper
ate an extension of its wa:ter mains ;incl water supply and its existing 
facilities for the purpose of placing two fire hydrants in said town
ship, and of supplying certain citizens thereof with water, contend
ing that such extensions are reasonable and practicable, and will 
furnish sufficient business to said company to justify the constms:tion 
and maintenance of the same, and that the financial condition of said 
company reasonably warrants the original expenditure required in 
making and operating such extension. 

The respondent filed its answer Dtcember 6th, 191 I, contend
ing that it should not be compelled to make such extensions, as it 
~would require 2A6o feet of six-inch mains for the purpose, and the 
cost would be out of all proportion to the revenue to be derived 
from those who were willing to take water: that proper notice had 
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not been given it of st~ch clemancl. :ind no agTcement as to terms ha<l 
been offerecl or entered into ; that it is not in a financial position to 
rnake such extensions in advance of demand; that it has not yet suc
ceeded in earning the interest on its bonds, and its operating ex
penses and taxes, and has not capital or surplus available for the 
construction of such extensions ; that it is not reasonable or practical 
to require such extensions, nor will such extensions afford sufficient 
business to justify the construction anJ maintenance of the same: 
nor does the financial condition of the company reasonably '-"arrant 
the original expenditure \\·hirh \Votllcl be required in making and 
operating such extensions. 

Hearings were held January 12th and .20th. T<)T2. and briefs \\·ere 
submitted by both parties. 

It appears from the testimony that the Tintern ::\Ianor \\-ater Com
pany, under its franchise, which expires ::\ ovember I st. i924. has 
the right to lay mains and operate in the.: streets in question. and 
\vhere mains are laid hydrants shall be r:.:acecl as demanded, upon ~1 

price not exceeding $25 per year each. at intervals not exceeding
I ,ooo feet; that at a meeting of the Township Committee of Eaton
town, held N overnbcr kth, 191 I, the following resolution was 
adopted: 

"Jlorcd au<l secomle(l that 'Yilliam 'L. Edwards, ~\ttorney for the Town
ship of Eatontown, notify the Tintern Manor Water Company that the 
Township Committee re<p1fres it to· extend its ''vater mains so as ro place 
two fire h~·rlra1I1s in the said Township, one on the corner of Corlies AYe
nue and Franklin Street, and another on the corner of Clinton Street 
and Maple AYenue, in the said Township; and also, and at the same time, 
notify the ,;ai<l Tintern ::\fanor 'Vater Company to extend its water mains 
and senice or facilities in said Township so that the citizens of the said 
Township ·:esiding on Corlies AYenue, Franklin Street. Clinton Street and 
::\laple AYenue be supplied with potable water by said Company; and that in 
the ewnt of the said Compau~- refusing or neglecting to place said fire hy
ffrants at the places aforesaid or furnish the citizens of Eatontown Township, 
in the loC'alit~· aforernid. with potable water, then for said Attorney to take 
sneh steps. in the name of the said Township, as he may think necessary, to 
the end of 0ompelling the said Tintern Manor 'Vater Company to place said 
hydrants at the places aforesaid, and compel said Company to furnish the· 
eitizens of sffid Township in the localities aforesaid with potable ·water.'' 

The respondent claims that it never r(ceived proper notice of the 
passage of such resolution: that no price is mentioned therein. and 
in the ordinance under which it operates it is provided that where 
mains have been placed hydrants shall he placed as demanded. upon 
a price not exceeding $25 each. 
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On November 17th, 1911, Mr. Edwards sent the following letter 
to the company (Exhibit E) : 

"November 17th, 1911. 
"The Tin tern .Manor vVater Co., Long Branch, N. J.: 

·'Gentlemen-The Township Committee of the Township of Eatontown 
has .passed a resolution requesting your company to place two fire hy
drants in the said township, one on the corner of Corlies Avenue and 
Franklin St., and the other on the corner of Clinton St. and Maple Ave
nue, and also to supply the citizens and property owners along South St. 
to Corlies Ave., up Corlies .Ave. to Frauklin t3t., up Franklin t3t. to Maple 
Ave., and also along Clinton St. to South St., with pure potable water. 

"The Township Committee was impelled to pass this resolution-
"First, Because in the neighborhood to \vhich I have just referred there 

are n bout twenty-five houses absolutely without fire protection and un
able to have fire protection of any effect because the fire hydrants now in 
the Tovvnship ~ire, as ;you know, too remote from this neighborhood, and 
the re:;:idents bm·e no way of being :;;upplied by vvater for the protection 
of t.hejr homPs from fire except that supplied by your company through 
tire hvclrant:=:. 

"Se~ondly: Because there are a number of citizens -and property own·· 
ers ,a long these streets and avenues who are desirous that your c0impany 
serY(' them with water. I have communicated this fact to your Mr. 
Ia :Mont, and he informs 1ne that after a thorough canvass of the neigh
borhood there were only five citizens in that neighborhood who would 
agre€ to take water, and stated that your company would therefore be 
compelled to refuse to place the hydrants at the points mentioned or to 
supply these citizens with water. h~cause it would not be a paying in
vestment for your company. 

"T have been instructed by the Township Committee to notify you of 
this resolution, and to demand your company to place the two fire hy
dmnts at the places I have mentioned, and to demand that you serve the 
citizens who have requested you to serve them with pure potable water. 
This I accordingly do. 

"Hoping that you will give this your immediate attention, and comply 
with this resolntion, l nm, 

"Yours truly, 
" (Signed) WILLIAM I,. EDWARDS." 

This appears sufficient to acquaint the company \Vith the demands 
of the petitioner. L' pon failure of negotiations, in which consider
able friction between the parties is evident, this action was brought. 

To comply with the terms of the petition, the company would hav ~ 

to lay 6-inch mains as follmvs: 200 feet on South Street to Codie~ 
Avenue; 415 feet on Corlies Avenue from South Street to Fi:anklin 
Avenue; 730 feet on Franklin Avenue from Corlies Avenue to Clin
ton Avenue; 250 feet on Maple Avenue from Franklin Avenue to 
Clinton Avenue; 865 feet on Clinton Avenue from I\Iaple Avenue 
to South Street, a total of 2,460 feet. 

It is also contended that it may be necessary to lay a pipe on South 
Street from Clinton Avenue to Corlies Avenue, 350 feet, but the 
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testimony is not clear as to this point. Fire hydrants are requested 
at the corner of Corlies Avenue and Franklin Avenue, and at the 
corner of Clinton Street and Maple A venue. 

The testimony shows that there are about twenty-five houses in 
the neighborhood needing fire protection. The Chief of Police and 
other citizens testify to this, and it appeared that at a recent fire the 
building was burned to the _ground while the neighbors looked on 
helpless. Nothwithstanding this, on a canvass of the owners of 
these twenty-five houses by the company, only five agreed to enter 
into a contract to take water, the total of such contracts being $56. 
In addition to these, Charles Corlies tcstified1 that he was willing 
to take water at $8, and had been refused, and William Carlisle tes
tified that he was willing to take water at $6 more, making a total 
of $70. Adding to this $so for two hydrants would make $120. 
Four additional consumers taking respectively $14, $37· $17.50 anc: 
$16, a total of $84.50, are supplied through the courtesy of one of 
them in permitting them to run their private lines over his lands, a 
permission which could be terminated at any time. These four 
consumers would be directly on the mains if extended as desired; 
and the amount of these contracts should be also added, making d 

grand total of $204.50 of revenue which could be derived from the 
proposed extension of mains from those who could (lirectly con
nect therewith, and from the two hydrants. 

The Board must, however, take into account the financial con
dition of the company, it appearing from the evidence in this case, 
and in other cases before the Board, that it has not yet succeeded 
in earning the interest on its bonds and its operating expenses and 
taxes, and an order in this case should not be made, under the cir
cumstances, unless sufficient income should be received from such 
extensions to justify the construction and maintenance thereof. 

The testimony shows that the cost of laying such mains would be 
about $1,722, at 7oc. per foot. The testimony of officials of dif
ferent water companies was that it is customary, in making such 
extensions as these, that a guarantee should be given that the annual 
income of the company from consumers residing along the line 
thereof should amount to at least IOC. per lineal foot thereof in each 
year, for the period of five years. This seems to be a proper pro
vision in this case. Already $204.50 is in sight from consumers not 
taking-. or ready to take along the proposed extensions. This leaves 
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only $4I.50 to make up the $246 required at rnc. per lineal foot of 
the proposed extensions, an amount which could be made up by 
about five of the twenty who have refused to take water but ar'e 
clamoring for fire protection. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners therefore finds, sub
ject to the qualifications hereinafter set forth, that the conditions 
required by Section 17, subdivision ( c), of Chapter I95 of Laws of 
I9II, have been established, and therdore 

ORDERS the Tintern Manor Water Company to extend its mains 
from their present termination on South Street to Corlies Avenue, 
about 200 feet; thence along Corlies Avenue about 4I5 feet to 
Franklin Avenue; thence along Franklin Avenue: about 730 feet to 
Maple Avenue; thence along Maple Avenue about 250 feet to Clin
ton A venue, and thence along Clinto11 Avenue about 865 feet to 
South Street, a total of 2,460 feet, and to place and connect with said 
main a hydrant at the corner of Corlies Avenue and Franklin Ave
nue, and one at the corner of Clinton Street and Maple A venue, 
within three months after it has been satisfactorily proven to this 
Board that contracts amounting to at least $246 per year for five 
years (including the two hydrants at $25 per year each, and private 
consumers along said line at the present schedule of rates, such pri
vate consumers to include those now on said proposed extensions, 
but taking .water furnished ove·r private right-of-way) are ready to 
be entered into with said company. 

Entered March 26th, I9I2. 

In the Matter of the Compaint of the 
New Jers,ey State Village for Epi
leptics Alleging Dangerous V ehicu
lar Travel at Highway Bridge at 
Skillman on the Line of the Phila
delphia and Reading Railway Com
pany. 

MEMORANDUM 
AND DISMISSAL 
OF COMPLAINT. 

Dr. David F. Weeks, for the New Jersey State Village for 
Epileptics. 
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W. L. Kinter, for the Philadelphia and Reading Railway 
Company. 

By letter dated August Ist, I9I I, the complainant alleged the exist
ence of a dangerous condition at overhead bridge at Skillman on the 
Philadelphia and Reading Railway, in that a water column located 
near said bridge necessitated the standing of trains for a consider
able length of time directly under said bridge, and that smoke fr9m 
the engines and the noise of whistles r::nderecl the situation danger
ous to vehicles traveling over said bridge. 

The Board through its inspectors mddc an investigation and finds 
that the highway bridge which is of truss design, covers three tracks, 
viz.: eastbound, westbound and another track between the two. A 
\Yater column is located between the \\·estbound and middle track at a 
point one hundred and forty feet ( qo) \vest of the bridge, opposite 
which engines attached to trains stand waiting for water before 
proceeding from middle to main track. The Board's inspectors, 
finding that the smoke from the engines and the sounding of whistles 
were elements of danger at this point, recommend that the water 
column be relocated at a point east of the bridge. where trains might 
stand in a sufficient distance to preve•1t the danger complained of. 

The Railway Company filed an answer to the inspector's report, 
and a hearing was held, at which all jnterested parties were repres
ented. It appears from testimony adduced at the hearing that the 
removal of the water column would require the changing of cross
overs and switches, the relocating of the interlocking tower, and 
the shortening of the middle track to such an extent that it would be 
insufficient for the space required for freight trains. The Railway 
Company alleged further that the cost of these changes would 
amount to $4,7I5.oo. The Railway Company, through its repres
entatives, stated that plans were under contemplation for a ne\v 
track layout in this section, at which time the location of the water 
column might be changed and crossovers \vest of the bridge elimin
ated, and offered on their part to equip the bridge with wooden 
shields on both sides until the contemplated change in track layout 
could be accomplished. The representatives of the Village for Epi
leptics refused the offer of the Railway Ccmpany to equip the bridge 
with wooden shields, believing that it would be unsightly and would 
not alleviate the clanger complained of. 
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The Board is of the opinion that the expenditure of the sum of 
$4,715.00 for a temporary adjustment of conditions at this point is 
not warranted, ancl therefore will not order the Philadelphia and 
Reading Railway Company to make such change, but will holcl the 
matter in abeyance a reasonable length of time for the completion of 
tbe ne\\. track layout promised by its representatives. In view of the 
objections made by the complainants to the proffered wooden shields 
on said bridge. the Doard \Yill take no action concerning the same. 

The complaint is, therefore. clismisSL'cl ·without prejudice with the 
understanding· that after the lapse of a reasonable length of time the 
Board will determine what action has h.·cn taken by the Raihvay 
Company looking to the elimination of the dangerous conclitions 
complained of. 

Dated April 2nd. 1912. 

Board of Trad~ of the City of Paterson l 
vs. Erie Railroad Company, Dela
ware Lackawanna and Western 
Railroad Company. J 

Tf'a.1·nc Dumont, for the Board of Trade. 

MEMORANDUM. 

I-1 .• 1. Taylor, for the Erie Railroad Company. 

JI. JI. Stal/111an. for the Dela,vare, Lackawanna and vVestern 
Railroad Company. 

Ajudication in this proceeding originally instituted before the 
I:oarcl of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Nevv Jersey has 
been dela~·ecl because of (I) changes in the personnel of the Board; 
( 2) changes in the construction, j uri~diction and powers of the 
Board; ( 3) questions raised which involve the drawing of a line 
of demarkation between interstate and intrastate commerce; ( 4) 
questions raised as to the use of evidence directed to interstate com
merce in determining matters of intrastate commerce, and ( 5) other 
grave constitutional questions, and principally because in various 
proceedings before our Federal Courts analogous questions have 
been pending. Notwithstanding that in such proceedings these 
questions have not as yet been finally set at rest, the Board, at the 
request of the parties, files this Memorandum. 
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After a review of the testimony and the adjudica~ions, the con
clusion has been reached that the petition must be dismissed, but 
without prejudice. 

The proceeding sought an order to compel the establishment of 
a physical connection between the railroads of two companies, the 
Erie Railroad Company and the Delaware, Lackawanna and West
ern Railroad Company, within the City of Paterson, and the general 
interchange of carload shipments of freight at that point. 

Aside from all legal questions it is clear from the testimony ad
duced that the manufacturers of Patenon have not been without just 
r;rounds of complaint in the ·past against the Erie Railroad Com
pany on the score of the improper and inadequate transportation 
facilities provided over an extended period of years. 

Unfortunately, however, the testimony adduced to establish the 
existence of such improper and inadequate transportation facilities 
ha." rP1~tPrL in the main, to interstate as distinguished from intra
state shipments. This must, of necessity, be the case in view of the 
important position of Paterson in the industrial and commercial 
world. To meet its necessities requires not merely that the re
sources of the State shall be drawn upon, but that the resources 
of the nation and of the world shall be availed of. 

The constitution of the United States having given to the Con
gTess of the United States sole jurisdiction over andl power to reg
ulate interstate and foreign commerce, and Congress having created 
a tribunal to regulate the same, the State has no power of regulation 
thereover. 

In this connection, so far as the present case is concerned the 
cases of Central Stock yards Co., vs. Louisville & Nashville Ry. Co., 
( u8 Fed. Rep. I 13 andl 192 U. S. 568) and. McN eill vs. Southern 
Ry. Co. (202 U. S. 543) seem to be determinative: 

The testimony adduced! as to the needs of local or intrastate com
merce wholly fails to suffice to bring the case within the doctrine 
enunciated in Central Stock Yards Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville 
Ry. Co. (u8 Fed. Rep. u3) and Wisconsin R.R. Co. vs. Jacobson, 
(179 U.S. 287). 

The testimony adduced wholly fails to establish the necessity for 
the suggested connection to serve the needs exclusively of State 
commerce when considered alone. 
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To grant the relief that is prayed for in this proceeding would, 
undter the circumstances, result in compelling the Erie Railroad 
Company to permit the use of its terminal facilities, and to do the 
necessary switching upon payment merely for the service of car
riage, and to compel the acceptance hy it, at an arbitrary point, of 
cars offered to it by a competing company for the purpose of reach
ing, and of using its terminal facilities. 

(See L. & N. RR. Co., vs. Stock Yards Co. 2I2 U.S. I44). 
This would involve, in violation of the Constitution, a taking of 

the property of one company for the benefit of another, and the 
taking of such property without due process of law. 

The conclusion is, therefore, reached that under the testimony pre
sented the Board is without p~ower. 

The Board will, however, irrespective of individual complaints, 
direct its Chief Inspector of the Railroad! Division to keep in touch 
with the situation which led to this complaint, and report to it from 
time to time, and on such reports will, if necessity therefor exists, 
direct its counsel to lay complaint before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, to the end that so far as may be by action of the Fed
eral Commission proper and adequate transportation facilities may 
be afforded and continue to be afforded to the merchants and manu
facturers represented in this complaint. 

Dated April 9, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of I 
Accident at Stockholm, on the New 

1

1 
York, Susquehanna and Western 
Railroad, on December Twenty-I 
Sixth, Nineteen Hundred and 
Eleven. 

On December 26th, I9I I second: class freight train No. 962, while 
passing Stockholm, on the New York, Susquehanna and Western 
Railroad, collided, head-on, with light engine No. I Ir. Foreman 
J. H. Price was killed, Engineers Melvin and Plattenberg, Fireman 
Hammill and Brakeman Cranmer were injured. Both engines were 
wrecked and the track blocked for fourteen hours. 
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An investigation of this dcciclent \Yas held at Jersey City on 
l 1'riclay, February second, nineteen hundred and twelve. Superin
tendent Johns, Train Dispatcher Duffey and a number of employees 
of the N" ew York, Susquehanna an cl \r estern Railroad Company 
were examined. 

It appeared from testimony taken :1t the hearing that Engineer 
Melvin had made but few trips over the road and had never run an 
engine over this part of the road without a conductor. It also ap
peared that Fireman Hammill had made but eight trips, had not had 
experience on any other road, and did not carry a watch, as called 
for by the rules of the Company. 

It is the opinion of the Board, after consideration of the testimony 
adduced at the hearing that the New York, Susquehanna and West
ern Railroad Company should not have run a light engine over the 
road in charge of the engineer only, and particularly so in view of 
the fact that an inexperienced fireman accompanied the engineer. 
The Board is of the further opinion tha1- Engineer Melvin did not 
exercise proper care in that he failed to take siding at Oak Ridge 
to wait for train No. 962. 

Upon January 13th, 1912. •the Chief Inspector of the Railroad 
Division of the Board of Public Utility Commissioners recommended 
that when light engines are operated by the New York, Susquehanna 
and Western Railroad Company, on single track, in movement sim
ilar to that of Engine No. 1I1, a flagman should be provided in each 
case, in addition to the engineer and fireman. The Board is advised 
that this recommendation has been accepted by the New York, Sus
quehanna and Western Railroad Company and is now being com
plied with. 

Dated April 9th. 1912. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of l 
an Accident at or Near Flagtown, t FINDING. 
on the Lehigh Valley Railroad. J 

On February 5th, 1912, the boiler Df locomotive No. 1641, of the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, drawing a train of loaded coal 
cars, explodled at or near Flagtown. 
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The explosion resulted in the deaths of Frank Stamp, fireman, and 
H. E. Sheckler, brakeman. The engineer, George Akorn, was se
riously injured. 

An examination was made of the wrecked locomotive by the 
Board's Inspector of Boilers, and report made thereon. 

The accident was formally investigated at a meeting of the Board, 
held in .Newark on March 15th, 1912. ~ 

At this meeting the following named witnesses, employees of the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, were examined: 

,\rnoH Turner, Master Mechanic, 
(;eorge Akorn, Engineer, 
Arthur G. "Whitman, Conductor. 

It appe<l;rs that the boiler of the locomotive was equipped with 
three gauge cocks, a water glass and two injectors of the latest type. 
At South Plainfield' the train was stopped and tank and boiler filled 
with water. Before reaching Flagtown the engineer shut off injectors 
to get more pressure, and the boiler exploded near Flagtown. 

From a consideration of the report of the Board's Inspector, and 
c1f the testimony taken at the investigation, the Board concludes that 
the explosion was due to low water in the boiler, and that responsi
bility for this rests with the engineer, George Akorn, who, in the 
cpinion of the Board, did not put the injectors to work before the 
·water in the boiler got below the danger line. 

Dated April 9th, 1912. 

In the Matter of Investigation as to l 
Justice and Reasonablen~ss of RECOMMEN
Rates of Freehold Gas Light Com- DATIONS. 
pany For Gas. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners on the fourth day of 
August 191 I, on its own motion, called a hearing on the question of 
the justice and reasonableness of the existing schedule of rates of the 
Freehold Gas Light Company for gas, and fixed the twenty-second 
day of August 1911, as the date of said hearing. 
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Notice was given to the Freehold Gas Light Company of the time 
and place of the hearing and the said company was represented 
thereat. 

Following such hearing, a consideration of the statements sub
mitted by the company, and of the report of the Board's engineers, 
the Board is of the opinion that the Freehold Gas Light Company 
should transfer from its surplus account to depreciation reserve 
account the sum of ten thousand ($10,000.) dollars and HEREBY 
RECOMMENDS that said transfer be made. 

The Board is of the further opinion that the following charges 
and method of charging by the Freehold Gas Light Company will 
be just and reasonable and HEREBY RECOMMENDS the adop
tion and maintenance of the same, subject to change by the order 
of or with the approval of this Board : 

For Household Purposes: 
For all gas consumed up to 5000 cu. ft. in the month $1 .60 per 

M. cu. ft. 
For all gas consumed in excess of 5000 cu. ft., in the month $1.20 

per M. cu. ft. 
For Industrial Purposes, including gas engines and laundries 

$1 .20 per M. cu. ft. 
All meters should be read and bills rendered monthly. All gross 

bills computed as above to be subject to a discount of ten (IO) per 
cent. for payment within fifteen days. 

Dated April 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Investigation of l 
Discrimination in Rates . of the r MEMORANDUM. 
Freehold Gas Light Company. j 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioner on the fourth day of 
August, one thousand nine hundred and eleven, on its own motion, 
called a hearing on the question whether the Freehold Gas Light 
Company in supplying gas ·at other than its regular scheduled rates 
has granted undue or unjust preference~, or made undue or unjust 
discriminations. 
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Notice was given to the Freehold Gas Light Company of the time 
and place of the hearing and the said company was represented 
thereat. 

Following such hearing, a consideration of the sch~d!ule of rates 
charged by said company, and of the report of the Board's Engineers 
and accountant, the Board is of the opinion that the Freehold Gas 
Light Company should adopt a uniform system of charges for gas 
furnished. The Board, on this day, has adopted a recommendation 
in the matter of the investigation as to justice and reasonableness 
of rates of the Freehold Gas Company for gas. The adoption of 
this recommendation by the Company and the making of charges in 
accordance. therewith will make unnecessary the further investiga
tion of discrimination in rates. Said investigation will be discon
tinued upon the receipt of satisfactory assurance, from the Freehold 
Gas Light Company, that it has established and will hereafter main
tain, unless changed with the approval of this Board, the schedule 
of rates recommended for its adoption. 

Dated April 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Petition of the ) 

Farmers' Telepho~e Company for l DECISION AND 
Approval of Certain Proposed In- r ORDER 
creased Rates for Telephone Ser- _JI · 

vice. 

The Farmers' Telephone Company, by M. W. Hargrove, sec
retary, petitionedl this Board for its approval of certain proposed 
advances in rates for felephone service. After receipt of this peti
tion, the Board informed the Company that on March 19th, I912, a 
hearing would be held upon the petition, at the State House, in the 
City of Trenton. The Board also instructed the Company to notify 
every subscriber, whose rate would be affected by said increase in 
rates, of the time and place, as well as of the subject-matter, of the 
hearing. An affidavit made by Lawrence N. Schoenly, an employee 
of the Company, certifies that on February 29th, 1912, he mailed a 
copy of such notice to the ninety-three subscribers, whose rates it 
was propose<l to advance. On March 19th, 1912, the hearing was 
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duly held: at the State House, in the city of Trenton; 1\I. W. Har
grove, Esq., appearing for the Company, and two subscribers, 
Messrs. W. E. Cox and W. I. Tantum, also appearing. 

The 'record of the case, and further investigation by the Board, 
show that the Company was originally 01 ganized in 1900 as a private 
enterprise and upon a mutual basis. As the concern wa.s at first 
purely a local line, on which the subscribers were mostly farmers, 
no differentiation in rates of charges was made as between residence 
and! business service. In 1909, hO\vever, the Company took over, 
from the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company, 
the territory of Bordentown and vicin'ty. This territory, since that 
time, has been served by the Farmers' Company in conj1inction with 
the district previously served by the Farmers' Telephone Company. 
In Bordentown and vicinity there had been in force a differentiation 
between rates for business and residence service respectively. From 
that time the Farmers' Telephone Company has· maintained a double 
system of rates, differentiating only in Bordentown and vicinity as 
between business and residence service. To remove this anomaly, 
and any unjust discrimination resulting therefrom, and also to obtain 
an increase in gross revenue, which the Company contends it is en
titled to, the above petition was filed. 

At the hearing opportunity was given to subscribers to present 
any objectior '· ·--: -·1

-• h-:ive tn the f'l oposed increase. Beyond 
inquiring what constituted the differenc'{: between an office 'phone 
and a residence 'phone, the subscribers present offered no objection 
to the proposed increase. 

The Public Utility Act, Chapter 195, Laws of 191 l, II, 17 (h), 
provides that "when any public utility as herein defined shall in
crease any existing individual rates, joint rates, tolls, charges 
or sch~dules thereof" * * * "the burden of proof to show 
that the said increase, change or alteration is just and reason
able shall be on the public utility making the same." The s~me 
section also provides that "It shall be the duty of the said Board 
to approve any such increase, change or alteration upon being 
satisfied that the same is just and reasonable." 

In the present case it would appear that a difference in charge 
for different kinds of service is justifiable. It is true that the 
Bordentown exchange area embraces a greater number of local 
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subscribers than do any of the remaining four exchanges. But the 
disparity is not very great, the number of instruments connected 
at Bordentown being 294, as against I94 at New Egypt. It is true, 
also, that the Bordentown exchange is open all night, and at all 
hours on Sunday, while the service is discontinued at I I :oo P. M. 

in some of the other exchanges, and is available only for certain 
hours on Sunday. On the other hand, the more compact area 
served in Bordentown requires less wire and pole-line per station, 
and consequently a smaller investme.1t per station, and a smaller 
annual maintenance charge per station than in the rural region 
served by the outlying exchanges. In the opinion of the Board's 
Engineer, this difference in conditio~1s renders the same schedule 
of rates throughout the entire district, a fairly equitable arrange
ment. 

It remains only to consider whether the Company stands really 
in need of increased gross revenue in order to obtain a fair return 
upon its investment. The Company for a number of years past 
has paid dividends at the rate of six per cent. Its capital stiock 
outstanding December 31st, 191I, amounted to $80,550 par. Its 
assets on the same elate appeared as $89,528-49· The apparent sur
plus is something over $9,500. An examination of the Company's 
books, made by the Board's Accountant, for the last five years, 
shows that no allowance is made for depreciation. Repairs, it is 
true, probably cover some small part of what is really new con
struction: but it appears probable that if there were now made • 
an adequate allowance for accrued depreciation, the nominal excess 
of assets over the par value of the capital stock would wholly dis
appear. It . is, therefore, highly probable that the Company has 
not earned more than six per cent. upon the actual investment. It 
is worthy of note, however, that the greater part of the construc
tion expense has been incurred within the last three years, so that 
the actual present value of the property, including over one hun
dred miles of line, nine hundred stations, central office, equipment, 
real estate. bills receivable, cash and miscellaneous assets, is con
siderable, and may not be very greatly less than the par vaJue 
of the securities. On such an enterprise six per cent. return cannot 
be deemed an unduly high rate. If it is to be earned, and, in addi
tion thereto, an adequate amount is to be set aside for depreciation, 
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the Company would seem entitled to obtain an additional amount 
of gross revenue. 

In view of the foregoing considerations, the Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners hereby APPROVES of the following change 
in rates by the Farmers' Telephone Company: 

Where an annual rate of twenty dollars a year is now charged, 
alike for party-line business or party-line residence service, it shall 
be allowable for said Farmers' Telephone Company to charge 
hereafter for the party-line business servi~e twenty-four dollars 
per annum, ancl twenty dollars per annum for party-line residence 
service, as heretofore, so long as this Order stands unmodified or 
unrevoked. 

In order, however, to obtain a rea:onable basis for the perman
ent fixation of rates for telephone service within 1he area served 
by the Farmers' Telephone Company, the Board of Public Gtility 
Commissioners 

HEREBY ORDERS said Farmers' Telephone Company, within six 
months from this date, to submit to this Commission, for its ap
proval. a schedule or schedules of rates for telephone service, 
based on such relevant considerations as the character of service, 
time of service, number of subscribers reached within the various 
districts of the Company, number of originating messages or other 
material and proper considerations such as distance of the sub
scriber from the exchange, as shall enable the Board to establish, 
or to approve a system of rates that shall, so far as possible, con
form as closely as may be to the different classes of considerations 
and circumstances to be found within the area served hv the 
Company. To such schedule or schedules the Company is ORDERED 
to attach a map of the districts served, indicating the number of 
miles of line and the character thereof in each district. with the ap
proximate date of construction. wherever possible, and also a de
tailed inventory and appraisal of all items of the Company's prop
erty with the cost of each item therof, so far as the same can now 
be. ascertained. 

Pending the formulation and approval of a standard form of 
telephone accounts, the Farmers' Telephone Company is ORDERED 
in future to deduct from its account called "CosT OF PLANT AND 
EQUIPMENT" the cost in place of any item of property hereafter 
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abandoned or replaced, less the salvage, if any, obtained or ob
tainable from property so abandoned or replaced; and also to over
haul the item "NOTES AND ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE"' and to write 
off promptly all dubious debts or debts of long standing, making 
an equal deduction from either the "SURPLUS}} or "PROFIT AND 
Loss" account. 

The Farmers' Telephone Company is also ORDERED} until the 
promulgation of a standard form of telephone accounts, to charge 
to "REPAIRS}} only such outlay as is requisite to keep in order and 
fair running condition extant plant or appliances. Outlay for 
the installation of substantially new plant, appliances and appar
atus, is to be charged to a separate and distinct account. 

This Order becomes effective on May fifth, nine hundred and 
twelve. 

Entered April ISth, I9I2. 

In the Matter of Conference With Re-1 
presentatives of Railroad Compan- RECOMMEN
ies Respe~ting Adoption of a Stand- DATIONS. 
ard Crossing Sign. J 

After conference upon notice, the Board of Public Utility Com
missioners HEREBY RECOMMENDS to each of the several railroad 
companies operating within the State of New Jersey, that: 

( I) In replacing existing crossing warning signs or erecting 
new signs, they use a sign conforming substantialfy to that shown 
upon the blueprint attached hereto. both as to the construction 
thereof and the notice thereon ; 

( 2) That such signs be located at such points as will admit of 
the best view thereof by persons approaching the railroad crossing; 

( 3) That when such signs are so located that the same cannot 
be seen by persons upon-the highway at a distance of at least one 
hundred and fifty feet from the crossing, an additional sign be 
erected at a distance of at least one hundred and fifty feet from 
such crossing, which sign shall give notice of the danger and of 
the distance to the crossing ; and 

( 4) That where two independent railroads run in a direction sub-
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stantially parallel, and within four hundred feet of each other, the 
tower blade marked "Two Crossings" shall be added as per blue
print attached. 

Dated April 15, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of l 
W_es~ern Sl~pe Impr?veme~t Ass~- MEMORANDUM. 

ciat1on Agamst Pubhc Service Rail-
way Company. 

This was a complaint presented by a number of· the citizens 
living in Jersey City in the territory west of Summit Avenue, alleg
ing that there was no line of street railwa) in operation which could 
furnish service to the inhabitants of the territory west of Summit 
Avenue. Complainants alleged that the Public Service Railway 
Company was in possession of the necessary franchise, and request
<.!d the Board to take such steps with regard to this matter as would 
result in the construction of the line IJy the Public Service Railway 
Company. 

The matter was heard at a meeting in the Chancery Chambers 
in Jersey City, on September 27th, 191 I. The testimony submitted 
by the Company developed the fact that the franchise referred to 
had been originally granted to the Jersey City and Bergen Railroad 
Company, but had later been attacked in the courts in connection 
_with a similar franchise, for a line 0f railway in the Old Bergen 
Road, and the validity of the franchise had not yet been determined 
by the courts. It appears further from the testimony that the fran
chise referred to did not cover all of the route over which the 
complainants desire to have a line of railway constructed, and the 
Board is, therefore, without power to require the construction of 
such a road. 

Some examination of the territory rtferred to shows the desir
ability at some time in the near future of the construction of such 
a line. The entire matter of additional rapid transit facilities for 
Jersey City is under consideration by the Transit Commission of 
Jersey City. 
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CONCLUSIO:\. 

In view of the fact that the Public Service Railway Company is 
not now in possession of the franchise necessary to enable it to 
construct the line of railway asked for by the Western Slope Im
provement Association, the Board, therefore, dismisses the com
plaint without prejudice, with, however, the general recommenda
tion to the Company that further consideration be given to the ne
cessities of that portion of the territrJry in which this association 
of citizens is especially interested, namely, the territory north of 
Montgomery Street and west of Summit Avenue and Bergen Ave
nue. 

Dated April 22d, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Recommendation 
Made to the Public Service Rail-
way Company that the Small Coal MEMORANDUM. 
Stoves Now Located in the Body 
of the Cars be Removed. 

Because of an accident which occurred on the Public Service 
Railway in Newark, N. J., in which one of the small coal stoves 
located in the middle of the car was overturned and a passenger 
seriously burned, a recommendation was made by the Board's In
spector that the Company adopt a policy with regard to the heating 
apparatus in the cars that would result in the removal of the small 
coal stoves from the body of the· car. This recommendation was 
taken up for consideration by the Board at a hearing held in the 
Court ffouse, Newark, on March 29th, 1912. At the hearing, the 
Company presented testimony tending to show that a number of 
fires had been caused through the use of electric heaters. Further 
testimony, however, brought out the fact that the heaters referred 
to were of older types which has been superseded by others of more 
improved types. Some testimony was submitted to the effect that 
fires had also been caused by coal stoves, and that so far as the 
danger from fire was concerned, neither type of heater appeared 
to have any very great advantages o~t. $llA'fEcltjlml\ffYpe. 

P.O. DCjX ~;f'Q 
rncr;1c;'i, !~J 02s2s-0520 
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It further appeared that car heating is still in an experimental 
stage and not yet fully developed; that experiments are being made 
with regard to improved methods in the use of electrical heaters 
involving thermostatic regulation, and that experiments afe also 
being made with new types of coal heati:rs combined with ventilation 
systems, each of the systems having sufficient ~erit to warrant con
sideration. 

In view of the fact that methods of car heating are being inves
tigated generally by street railway companies, which will undoubt
edly lead to improved methods, the Board, therefore, disapproves 
the recommendation of the Inspectors but adopts a recommendation 
directed to the Company that further study be given to ascertain 
the best methods of heating and ventilating cars, with a view to 
utilizing such methods as will result =n the most efficient and satis
factory service to the traveling public, hc:.ving at the same time clue 
regard to the safety as well as the comfort of the passengers. 

Dated April 22d, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Compaint of John l 
J. Stanton vs. New York, Susque- L ORDER AND 
hanna and Western Railroad Com- r DECISION. 
pany, Alleging Inadequate Service. J 

Complaint was submitted to this Board, at its meeting on 
April 12th, 1912, at Jersey City, New Jersey, by John J. Stanton, 
Esq. Said complaint alleged the passenger train arrangements 
of the N e-vv York, Susquehanna and Wes tern Railroad '.Com
pany, effective on and after April 15th, 1912, were inadequate 
in various respects. The complaint vrns accepted by the Board, 
and forwarded to the company, and on Wednesday, April 17th, 
1912, H. A. Taylor, Esq., and M. E. Johns, Esq., appeared be
fore the Board at its meeting at the State House, in Trenton, N. J., 
in response to notice served upon the company in this matter. 

The issue in this case is very clear. It goes back to the Order 
of this Board dated February 27th, 1912. This Order was the 
outcome of protracted hearings and argument upon various com
plaints made by citizens of Sussex anc~ other places against the 
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company. The findings in the case were unmistakable. They 
found pointedly inadequate service being furnished by the re
spondent to the people of Sussex and vicinity, and ordered amend
ment in the direction of adequate and proper service. The ac
companying order required the carrier to furnish train service 
daily on each secular day of the week, such that citizens of 
Sussex and of the other towns between Sussex and Beaver Lake 
could reach Jersey City at approxim<:!tely nine o'clock A. M. 

The Order also provided for j:he timely return of passengers in 
the afternoon, requiring prompt connections northward at Beaver 
Lake with train 905. 

The company has made a literal compliance with this Order, 
but by schedule effective April 15th, 1912, has removed the 7 :44 
A. M. train ·eastward from Sussex. This compliance with the 
letter of the Order coupled with a withdrawal of the only other 
morning train out of Sussex was a very remarkable action, so 
remarkable that this Board on being apprised thereof summoned 
the company to appear and explain. 

The reply made for the company against the complaints em
bodied in J. J. Stanton's letter fails wholly to break the force 
of the contention that the Order of February 27th, 1912, was 
based upon the justifiable presumption that the service required 
by said Order was to be in addition to the passenger service then 
provided. That such an assumption was entertained is attribut
able to the explicit and reiterated representations on the part of 
the company in the hearings in . the earlier case that the morn
ing train then scheduled to leave Sussex at 7 :44 was a fixture; 
that the only way that the additional service could be given was 
by running a train at night from Beaver Lake to Sussex, keep
ing it there over night, and running it back in the morning. 
P. 205 of the Minutes of the testimony in that case contains this 
explicit statement from Mr. Johns, superintendent of the road, 
upon this point: "I said that that was the only arrangement 
that could be madle." Similarly it was testified by Mr. Johns 
(Minutes of Evidence, p. n5),· when the possibility was sug
gested of putting on an earlier train to connect Sussex passen
gers with No. 2 at Beaver Lake: "That is the only way the re
sult which you desire could be accomplished, by putting on 
another train." Similar in purport \vas the evidence of. Mr. R. 
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H. vVallace, general passenger agent of the carrier. The pro
posal that the morning train south from Middletown should start 
earlier so as to afford to Sussex people earlier arrival at Jersey 
City elicited the comment from Mr. Wallace: "\Ve should also 
run away with important connections at Middletown if we were 
to make No. 4 earlier to connect with No. 2 at Beaver Lake.'' 
(Minutes of Testimony, p. 181, sq.) Argument of the coun
sel for the company was predicated upon the alleged impossi
bility of changing the then existing treiin leaving Sussex at 7 :44 
,\. M., and was addressed to the cost of extra train service which, 
it was contended, was necessarily jnvolved if earlier arrival at 
Jersey City was to be provided by additional train service in the 
morning. 

The Board accepted the representatons of the carrier as made 
in good faith; and feeling confident that the carrier would recog
uize the justice of the Board's assumption that the existing 
morning train from Sussex was a fixture which might be sup
plemented, but which could not be taken away, afforded the com
pany an opportunity to restore voluntarily the 7 :44 A. M. train 
service from Sussex. This the comp::i.ny has refused to do. The 
Board regrets that it is forced to put upon record its deliberate 
judgment that -by this action of the New York, Susquehanna and 
\Vestern Railroad Company, that company has notoriously offended 
against the ordinary dictates of fairness and straightforward dealing 
with a duly constituted branch of the government of the State. 
The company set up as a part of its case an allegation which its 
own subsequent action directly contra·licts, and when its attention 
if called to what might have occurred through haste or oversight, 
it has persisted in a course from which equity and a good conscience 
should have made it eager to recede. 

Of equal importance, however, is the finding of this Board 
upon the complaint submitted, and tile matters examined in con
nection therewith, including the argument and explanation o:f 
the company's representatives that the New York, Susquehanna 
and Western Railroad Company does not at present furnish due 
and adequate passenger service to the inhabitants of Sussex and 
vicinity. Sussex, Hamburg and Franklin Furnace furnish pas
senger receipts amounting annually to over $25,000. Sussex, the 
most distant of the three points, is sixty-eight miles from J er-
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sey City. At present these three places are afforded two trains 
daily for Jersey City, the first leaving Sussex at 6 :29 A. M., 

the second leaving Sussex at 5 :IO P. M. Judged by the test of 
the company's own past performance, by the test of other com
l>anies serving the same general section of the State, or by the 
bare test of adequate service alone, as is duly set forth in the 
previous Orel er of February 27th, 1912, to the reasoning whereof 
reference is hereby made, the present passenger service is ad
j uclged to be neither adequate nor proper, but on the contrary to 
be inadequate and improper, and is required to be amended as 
by the Order following: 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners therefore ORDERS 

the New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad Company, in 
2.cldition to passenger service now scheduled and furnished to 
Sussex and vicinity, to afford daily passenger service eastward 
on each secular clay of the \Veek, such that a passenger train at 
7 :44 "\. M. shall leave Sussex, shall stop at Martins and Frank
lin Junction, on flag, and regularly at Hamburg, Franklin Fur
nace and Ogdensburg, and shall connect at Beaver Lake with 
train 904 as now scheduled; and that on each secular day of the 
week, daily passenger service shall be afforded westward such 
that connections shall be made with train No. 907 as now sche
duled, and such that passengers for Sussex and the places above 
named shall be forwarded without delay from Beaver Lake, the 
arriving time of train at Sussex to be not later than 7 :06 P· M. 

This Order is to be effective May 25th, 1912. 
Dated April 23d. 1912. 
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In the Matter o_f Requiring the Mill-1 
ville Traction Company to Keep : 
and Maintain its Property andJ' AMENDMENT 
Equipment in Condition to Enable OF ORDER. 
it to Furnish Safe, ~dequate and 
Proper Service. 

On February 5th, 1912, the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners adopted an order requiring the Millville Traction Company 
to install, keep and maintain derails in its tracks at certain cross
ings named in said order, and to issue certain instructions to its con
ductors and motormen as to the operation of cars in connection 
with said derails. Such order, in accordance with the statute, spe
cified April 5th, 1912, as a date when the same should become ef
fective. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners now, for good cause 
shown, postpones the date on which the order shall take effect from 
April 5th, 1912, to June 5th, 1912, and the said order is hereby 
accordingly amended, in this respect and continued in full force 
and effect in all other particulars. 

Adopted April 23d, 1912. 

In t~e Matter of Protection at Interse~-1 
tion of Tracks of Pennsylvania I RECOMMEN
Railroad and Central Railroad of r DATIONS 
New Jersey at Woodbridge J unc- ! · 
ti on. J 

The Chief Inspector of the Railroad Division of the Board of 
Public Utility Commissioners submittd a report to the Board, in 
reference to the intersection of the tracks of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad and Central Railroad of New Jersey at Woodbridge 
Junction. This report contained a recommendation that for the 
better protection of trains at this point, derails be placed in the 
southbound tracks of both roads, interlocked with signals, not less 
than five hundred feet from fouling point. Copies of this report 
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were sent to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and to the Central 
Railroad of New Jersey, and said companies were notified of the 
intention of the Board to take up for consideration the recommenda
tion contained therein at a meeting of the Board to be held on 
March 26th, 1912. 

After consideration, the Board of Public Utility Commission
ers is of the opinion that the conditions are such as to make advis
able the installation of derails at Woodbridge Junction, and 

HEREBY RECOMMENDS that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
place at Woodbridge Junction a derail in its southbound track, 500 
feet from the point where trains would foul if they approached 
the intersecting point at the same time, said derail to be interlocked 
with signals. 

It is FURTHER RECOMMENDED that guard rails be placed by the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company on the ties of the derail track, a 
proper distance from the rail for the entire length as a safeguard 
in case of derailment. The Board also 

RECOMMENDS that the Central Railroad Company of New Jersey 
place at Woodbridge Junction a derail in its southbound track, in
terlocked with signals not less than 500 feet from the point where 
trains would foul if they approached the intersecting point at the
same time. 

It is FURTHER RECOMMENDED that the Central Railroad Company 
of New Jersey fill its track embankment, on west side commencing 
at derail, for the entire length to a width of six feet, even with the
tops of the ties, and that guard rails be placed on the ties of the 
derail track the entire length of the derail, as a safe guard in case 
of derailment. 

Dated April 23d, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the l 
Board of Commissioners of Raritan ·rINTERLOCUTORY 
Township Against Public Service RECOMMEN
Electric Company Regarding Rates 

1 

DATION. 
For Street Lighting. _, 

John F. Reger, for the Township of Raritan. 

L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Public Service Electric Company. 
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By petition filed with this Board on December 16th, 1911, by 
John F. Reger, Esq., Attorney for the complainant, it is alleged 
that the rates quoted by Public Service Electric Company for ren
dering incandescent street lighting service in Raritan Township 
after September first, Nineteen hundred and eleven, are excessive; 
and higher than rates afforded to an adjoining municipality for 
similar service. The complainant also avers that certain terms of 
the contract offered for lighting service by Public Service Electric 
Company are unfair, unjust and inequitable, and do not properly 
protect the rights of the petitioner. 

Respondent's answer to said complaint was filed with this Board 
on January 10th, 1912, by J. J. Burleigh, Esq., Vice President of 
Public Service Electric Company. Said ans\ver maintains that rates 
accorded for said lighting service to Raritan Township prior to 
September 1st, 1911. were special rates, and lower than the regular 
rates for such class of service; and that the respondent stood and 
stands ready to afford said service at its standard rates for service 
of this kind. Said answer also denies tnat rates offered the Town 
of Raritan are excessive or higher than rates allowed to other mu
nicipalities for the same type of service. 

A hearing on the matter was held at tht: State House in Trenton, 
N. J ., on January 30th, 1912; at which hearing the complainant 
was represented by John F. Reger, Esq., and the respondent by 
L. D. H. Gilmour, Esq., and E. ]. Allegaert. At said hearing the 
respondent cited certain standard schedules for street lighting, 
which respondent claimed are its regular rates for such service, and 
filed a copy of the form of th~ contract regularly submitted to a 
municipality upon the occasion of a renewal of a contract for such 
street lighting service. 

At the hearing aforesaid, the complainant also objected to the 
sixth and seventh sections of said form of contract. It would ap
pear to the Commission that if the lamps employed, either arc or in
candescent, are of the designated commercial rating named in the 
contract, and of standard make and efficiency, and if it is expressly 
stipulated that such lamps shall not be discarded until they afford 
less than eighty per cent. of their rated capacity of candle power, 
such clauses are not improper to be incorporated in a standard 
contract. But it appears doubtful to the commission whether the 
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burden should further devolve upon the municipality of ascertain
ing how far in any month the electrical energy supplied by the 
Company falls below, the full amount of electrical energy required· 
to afford the requisite service contracted for. To ascertain what 
deduction from the full price the Mu11.icipality is entitled to make 
in case the energy is less than the full required amount to operate 
said lamps at their full rated capacity, or not less than eighty per 
cent. thereof would seem to be a task for which the Municipality 
is not ordinarily equipped. Such metering of current supplied 
would seem properly to devolve upon the Company. Upon this 
kntative conclusion, the Boarcl is desirous of bearing further evi
dence and argument. 

The rates now offered by Public Service Electric Company of 
the Town of Raritan exceed the rates that have previously been 
paid by said town for said service. This Board however is un
able without further proof to accept the contention of the defend
ant that the price Raritan Township has previously paid for in
candescent street lighting was "a special price and lower than the 
Company's regular price for such class of service," if this conten
tion implies that the respondent has a regular uniform schedule of 
rates for street lighting, or if it has such a schedule that such sched
ule has any claim to be considered in any sense as authoritative or 
controlling as defining a legally just and equitable rate. Public 
Service Electric Company has filed with this Board a statement 
of the rates it actually charges for municipal street lighting. This 
statement gives the number of lamps in service on November 30th, 
1910, but apparently does not include rates for some municipal 
lighting undertaken recently. Public Service Electric Company 
has also filed with this Board a statement of a plan for the eventual 
standardization of rates for municipal street lighting, wherein some 
five different classes of rates are quoted, the price varying with 
the candle power and number of lamps supplied. It is not alto
gether evident from this latter statement whether the standards 
there indicated are intended to be state-wide, or to govern only in 
some of the five divisions into which the State is divided by the 
Company. 

If the plan is one intended for state-wide use, it appears that it 
wiU affect the different divisions in different ways, lowering rates 
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for the most part in the Bergen and Southern Divisions, and ad
vancing them in the Essex, Passaic and Central Divisions. This 
schedule is applied progressively in the Central Division, upon the 
expiration of existing contracts for municipal lighting, would re
sult apparently in a decrease in rates in one municipality; an in
crease in thirteen municipalities and no change in eleven munici-
. palities; leaving three cases doubtful by reason of special condi
tions in existing contracts. 

As at present advised, the Board is of opinion that the plan in
dicated in the statement filed with the Board would result in an 
increase on the average in rates for street lighting in the State as 
a whole. It would so operate in the Central Division, and in Rari
tan Township. The question therefore arises whether this pro
posed schedule, as indicated by the statement filed with the Board, 
does not clearly require the Company, in conformity with Chapter 
195, Laws of 1911, 11, 17 (h), to undertake "the burden of proof 
to show that the said increase, change o~.· alteration is just and rea
sonable." The expiration of other municipal lighting contracts in 
the not distant future makes a determination in this matter one of 
special importance. The Town of Raritan, we understand, is as
sured of the continuance of lighting service, pending a decision in 
this present matter, so that a final determination as regards that 
town may be deferred until fuller information is at hand. The 
Board understands that the Company is prepf.ring a further defi
nitive schedule for street lighting to submit for the Board's approv
al. In order clearly to define the status of the case, the Board 
of Public Utility Commissioners RECOMMENDS Public ~ervice Elec
tric Company to present to the Board, as soon as may be, such pro
posed new schedule of rates for stre.~t lighting, with the bases on 
which said schedules are to be made; and also that Public Service 
Electric Company \Nill indicate whether it considers that any regu
lar price schedule for municipal lighting service is now in force, and 
when it went into effect; what that schedule is, and in what divi
sion or divisions it is now operative; whether Public Service Elec
tric Company claims that such schedule has any controlling or au
thoritative force, as defining legally just and reasonable rates, and 
if so, since what date, and for what reasons. Public Service Elec
tric Company is also requested, when filing a new standard sched-
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ule or schedules for municipal street lighting, to indicate how rates 
contained therein compare with rates now actually in force; and 
how rates contained in such new standard schedule or schedules 
compare with the Company's present regular or standard rates for 
such class of service. Pending the presentation of such informa
tion, the Board of Public Utility Commissioners reserves decision 
in the specific issue as to rates involved in the present case. 

Dated April 23d, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Recommendations l 
Following Investigation of Acci
dent at Carlstadt, When a Car of I 1 

the Public Service Railway Com-!
1 

DECISION. 
pany was Struck by a Locomotive 
of the New Jersey and New York 
Railroad. 

Hearing was called in the above matter and testimony was taken 
on December 19th, 1911. 

H. A. Taylor, Esq., appeared for the Railroad Company. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, Esq., for the Public Service Railway, and 
Edward J. Luce, Esq., for the Borough of East Rutherford. 

It appears from the testimony that car No. 1917 of the Public 
Service Railway Company, operated by electricity, en route to Ho
boken, while crossing the tracks at the Paterson Avenue cxossing 
of the New Jersey and New York Railroad at the east end of the 
Carlstadt Station, was struck by a locomotive, No. 508, . of train 
No. 601, at 12.23 A. M., December 1st, 1911. The trolley car was 
in charge of Conductor Grace and Motorman Baun. The cross
ing is protected by gates operated by man in tower from 7 A. M. 
until midnight; there is the further protection of a derail in the 
trolley track about seventy-five feet from eastbound track, and 
the derail lever is eight feet from nearest rail of westbound track, 
allowing trains to be seen in both directions. Electric cars run 
every fifteen minutes. 
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The gateman had left twenty-three-minutes before the accident. 
The conductor passed over the crossing, evidently not looking in 
either direction, and turned derail, giving the motorman the right 
to proceed. Train No. 601 was· at this time not more than 1,000 
feet from the crossing, and not more than 1500 feet when conductor 
crossed to turn derail. The car had eighty-five feet to run after 
derail was turned before reaching the track. The conductor showed 
gross carelessness. 

There is no reason also why the motorman, with the exercise 
of ordinary care, should not have se~n the train, and stopped be
fore reaching the westbound track, the train at that time being about 
200 feet from the crossing and running slow in order to make the 
station stop. The rear end of the car was struck and turned partly 
around, but not turned over. Ten passengers were injured, two 
seriously, the others slightly. The following rernmmendations 
were made by the Inspector: 

( 1 ) "That signals be placed on steam road not less than two 
hundred and fifty feet, also on electric line not less than seventy
five feet, from crossing, all interlocked, constructed so that a safety 
signal cannot be given to steam trains when derail is in position for 
traffic or to electric trains when derails are for ground. The 
normal position of derail must he for ground. Derails and sig
nals to be operated by steam railroad." 

(2) "This crossing should be protected both by day and night." 

In this case, the conductor, as too often happens, evidently failed 
to look both ways to see if a train was approaching; he may have 
been relying on the fact that the gates were not down, not realizing 
that it was after midnight and the gateman had departed. The 
motorman was evidently relying on the conductor. There can be 
no doubt that had the gates been in operation the accident would 
not have happened. 

If the crossing should be protected both day and night, it would 
require the gross carelessness of the conductor and the gateman 
combined to cause an accident. Proper attendance to duty by 
either one would avert an accident, and there would be the safety 
of having two human factors to rely upon instead of only one, 
which would be the case if the first recommendation of the in
spector should be approved by the Board; there is grave doubt as 
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to the wisdom of such a recommendation in the present case, if 
the gates are operated both day and night. There is, however, no 
doubt that the Board under Section 22, of Chapter 195 of the Laws 
of 1911, has not the power at the crossing of a railroad by a street 
railway, at grade, to require the installing of a d,erailing device in 
the tracks of the street railway company to be operated by the 
railroad company. While the case of New York and Long Branch 
Railroad Company vs. Atlantic Highlands Railway Company 55 
N. J. Equity, 522, is not squarely in point, it would seem to indi~ 
cate that the language of the statute does not warrant imposing 
upon a railroad company the duty of operating the street railway 
in any particular. 

The Board, therefore, is forced to DISAPPROVE of the first recom
mendation above. 

As regards the second recommendation of the inspector that 
"This crossing should be protected both day and night" the Board 
is of the opinion that such action, under the existing conditions, and 
in view of the disapproval of the first recommendation, is neces
sary for the protection of the traveling public at such grade cross
ing. The records offered in evidence by the Railroad Company 
show that during the unprotected period from 12 P. M. to 7 A. M., 
five passenger trains pass, and that 23 pedestrians, 10 automobiles, 
28 vehicles and 19 trolley cars crossed the tracks in one day. 

An agreement was offered in evidence (exhibit C) which pro
vides that the expense of erecting gates at said crossing should be 
borne equally by the railroad company and the trolley company, 
and in the event it should become necessary ''to employ a man dnr
ing the clay and night, or at all tiJnes, for the purpose of operating 
such gates, his salary shall be paid three-fourths by the party of 
the first part" -The Railroad Company-" and one-fourth by the 
party of the second part"-the Trolley Company. There can be no 
doubt that this accident would not have happened if such protection 
had been afforded, and until the grade crossing in question shall be 
abolished, there seems to be slight chance of accident with the dou
ble protection of the gates and derail. 

The Board, therefore, finds that conditions at said Paterson Ave
nue grade crossing of the New Jersey and New York Railroad 
make it necessary for the protection of the traveling public at such 
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grade crossing, that the gates now operated at said crossing, and 
which are now operated from 7 A. M. to 12 P. M., be further op
erated from 12 P. M. to 7 A. M., and the Board hereby APPROVES 

-0£ the second recommendation of the inspector, that "This cross
ing should be protected both day and night," and the gates should 
also be operated during the unprotected period daily from 12 P M. 
to 7 A. M. 

Dated May 3, 1912. 

In Re Investigation as to Justice and l 
Reasonableness of Rates of Stand- ~ 
ard Gas Company, For Gas. J 

MovEn: That, in the above entitled proceeding, the Standard 
Gas Company be, and it is hereby required, on or before the Fourth 
day of June, Nineteen Hundred and Twelve, to file with the Board: 

( 1) An inventory of its property used and useful in the produc
tion of gas, and an estimate of the value of the various items mak
ing up such inventory; which value shall be the cost to reproduce. 

In such inventory the property shall be classified in accordance 
with the following headings : 

Land devoted to gas operations, 
Organization. 
Fran<•.hises, 
Patent Hig-hts, 
Other int:rngible gas capital, 
General structures, 
General equipment, 
\Vorks and station structures, 
Holders-capacity of each, 
Furnace,;, boilers and accessories, 
Steam engines, 
Gas e11gines. 
:Miscellaneous vower plant equipment, 
llenches and Hetorts, 
Water gas sets and accessories, 
Purification apparatus, 
Accessory Equipment at Works, 
Trunk Liues nrni l\fains-MiJeage of each size, 
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Gas services-number, 
Oas meters--num ber of each size, 
Gas meter installation, 
Municipal street lighting fixtures, number and type, 
Gas engines anfl appliances, 
Gas tools and implements, 
Gas laboratory equipment, 
Other tangible gas capital, 
Engineering and superintendence, 
La;w expenditures during construction, 
Injuries during construction, 
Taxes during construction, 
Miscellaneous construction expenditures, 
lnterest during construction, 
Land in other departments, 
Pranc·hh;es in other departments, 
Pa tent rights in other departmenfa, 
Other intangible capital in other departments, 
Tangible capital in other departments. 

(2) An itemized statement of gross receipts from the operation 
of the business of the company showing, 

(a) receipts from sale of gas to private consumers, 
(b) receipts from sale of gas to municipalities for 

street and other public lighting, 
( c) receipts from sale of appliances and receipts 

from sale of residuals. 

( 3) A statement of interest charges, insurance, taxes and other 
items of expense. 

( 4) An itemized statement of operating expenses. 

( 5) A statement of dividends declared or paid. 

(6) A statement of the amount, if any, which has been set 
aside for depreciation fund. 

The information required by items two (2) to six (6), both in
clusive, shall be complete for each year for the five years, last past. 

(7) A balance sheet for the year 1911. 

(8) A statement showing year by year for the five years, last 
past; 

(a) The number of cubic feet of gas generated. 
(b) The number of cubic feet of gas sold. 

Dated May 7th, 1912. 
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In Re Investigation as to Justice and / 
Reasonableness of Rates of Atlantic ~ 

Highlands Gas Company, For Gas. J 

MOVED: That, in the above entitled proceeding, the Atlantic 
Highlands Gas Company be, and it is hereby required, on or be
fore the Fourth day of June, Nineteen Hundred and Twelve, to 
file with the Board: 

( 1) An inventory of its property used and useful in the pro
duction of gas, and an estimate of the value of the various items 
making up such inventory; which value shall be the cost to re
produce. 

In such inventory the property shall be classified in accordance 
with the following headings : 

Land de\ oted 10 gas operations. 
Organi~ation, 

Pra nchises. 
Patent Rights, 
Other tangible gas capital, 
Geuernl stru(•tlires, 
Generaf equipment, 
'Vorks ancl Station structures, 
Uolclers-capaeity of each, 
Fnr11aces, boiler!~ and ac>eessories. 
~Heam engines. 
Ga.s engines, 
Miscellaneous power pJ,ant equipment, 
Benches and rt-torts, 
\Vater gas sets and a~essories, 
Purification apparatus, 
Accessory e(~Uiprnent at works, 
Trunk Lines ancl ~Iains-.:\Hleage of eaeh size. 
Gas services-number, 
Gas meters-number of each size, 
Gas meter installation, 
.Municipal street lighting fixtures. number and type, 
Gas engines and appliances. 
Gas tools and implements, 
Gas laooratory equipment, 
Other tangible gas capital, 
Engineering and superintendence, 
Law expenditures during construction, 
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Injuries during construction, 
Taxes during construction, 
MiscellaneouR Construction Expenditures, 
Interest duriug construction, 
Land in other Departmerits, 
Franchies in other Departments, 
Patent Hight::; in other Departments, 
Other intangible capital in other Depa.rtments, 
Tangible capita] in other Departments. 

(2) An itemized statement of gross receipts from the opera
tion of the business of the company, showing, 

(a) receipts from sale of gas to private consum
ers. 

(b) receipts from sale of gas to municipalities 
for street and other public lighting. 

( c) receipts from sale of appliances and receipts 
from sale of residuals. 

( 3) A statement of interest charges, insurance, taxes and other 
items of expense. 

( 4) An itemized statement of operating expenses. 
( 5) A statement of dividends declared or paid. 
(6) A statement of the amount, if any, which has been set 

aside for depreciation fund. 
The information required by items two (2) to six (6), both 

inclusive, shall be complete for each year for the five years, last 
past. 

(7) 
(8) 

past. 

A balance sheet for the year 1911. 
A statement showing year by year for the five years, last 

(a) The number of cubic feet of gas generated. 
(b) The number of cubic feet of gas sold. 

Dated May 7th, 1912. 

In Re Investigation as to Justice and l 
Reasonableness of Rates of Stand- ~ 
ard Gas Company, For Gas. J 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, hereby, on this 
seventh day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Twelve, on its own 
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motion, calls a hearing on the question of the justice and reason
ableness of the existing schedule of rates of the Standard Gas Com
pany for gas, and fixes the fourth day of June, Nineteen Hundred 
and Twelve, at eleven o'clock in the forenoon, as the time, and its 
rooms in the State House, in the City of Trenton, as the place 
of such hearing, and hereby directs its Secretary forthwith to 
serve, or cause to be served, in accordance with the statute, a duly 
certified copy hereof in writing, upon the said Standard Gas Com
pany, which copy shall constitute the notice of the hearing hereby 
called. 

Dated May 7th, 1912. 

In Re Investigation as to Justice and l 
Reasonableness of Rates of Atlan-
tic Highlands Gas Company, For 
Gas. 

The Board of Pablic Utility Commissioners hereby on this sev
enth day of May, Nineteen Hundred cind Twelve, on its own mo
tion, calls a hearing on the question of the justice and reasonable
ness of the existing schedule of rates of the Atlantic Highlands 
Gas Company for gas, and fixes the fourth day of June, Nineteen 
Hundred and Twelve, at eleven o'clock in the forenoon, as the 
time, and its rooms in the State House, in the City of Trenton, as 
the place of such hearing, and hereby directs its Secretary forth
with to serve, or cause to be served, in accordance with the statute, 
a duly certified copy hereof in writing, upon the said Atlantic 
Highlands Gas Company, which copy shall constitute the notice of 
the hearing hereby called. 

Dated May 7, 1912. 
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In Re Complaint, Edward J. Dusel, et.} MEMORANDUM 
als., vs. New York Telephone ·com- DISMISSING 
pany. 

1 

COMPLAINT. 

This matter is a complaint brought by Edward ] . Dusel, and oth~ 
ers against the New York Telephone Company, alleging that the 
Company would not furnish telephone service in the Borough of 
Dunellen, notwithstanding the fact that a large number of persons 
had made application for such service. 

Answering this complaint, the Company alleged that the exist
ing facilities were insufficient to enable it to furnish telephone serv
ice to the complainants, and the matter went to a hearing, which 
was held on January 2nd, 1912. At the hearng testimony was giv
en to the effect that the Company was without the franchise rights 
to enable it to make proper extensions in the Borough of Dunellen, 
and was at the time negotiating for a franchise which would justify 
1t in installing a system comprehensive enough to take care of not 
only the complainants, but all possible subscribers, for a period of 
years. 

An inspection of the territory was made by the Chief Inspector 
of the Utilities Division on Wednesday, April 24, 1912. This in
spection showed that the Company's contention was correct, in that 
the facilities in existence are insufficient to enable the Company to 
furnish the service. Additional facilities can not be installed until 
the Company obtains the proper franchise right to enable them to 
do so. 

It has been shown to the satisfaction of the Board, that the 
Company has made every reasonable effort to obtain the necessary 
rights, and it is understood that such rights will be obtained in the 
near future. 

The complaint is therefore DISMISSED without prejudice, how
ever, to a re-opening of the case in 1 he event that after obtaining 
the proper franchise rights, the Company does not make all reason
able efforts to. furnish service to all persons desiring same. 

Dated May 10th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of Man- l 
tua Township vs. West Jersey and ~ ORDER. 
Seashore Railroad Company. J 

Oscar D. RedrowJ for Mantua Township. 

Alex. P. Gest, for the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Com
pany. 

A complaint was submitted to the Board by the Township 
Committee of Mantua Township, alleging insufficient protection at 
the grade crossing of the road to Barnsboro, and the tracks of the 
Cape May Division of the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company at Sewell Station. 

A copy of this complaint was served on the \Vest Jersey and 
Seashore Railroad Company, which made answer thereto. 

On the issue thus joined, hearing was held. Notices of this 
hearing were given to the complainant and respondent, both of 
whom were represented. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after such hearing 
and a consideration of the testimony adduced thereat, is of the 
opinion that conditions at the crossing at Sewell Station of the 
tracks of the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad, and the public 
highway leading to Barnsboro, make it necessary for the protec
tion of the traveling public at said crossing, that a flagman be sta
tioned thereat, and an electric alarm be operated by track circuit, 
and the Board hereby 

ORDERS the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company to 
place a flagman at the above named crossing, and to keep said 
flagman stationed at said crossing daily between the hours of six 
A. M. and seven P. M. 

The Board FURTHER ORDERS the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Rail
road Company to place and maintain at the said crossing at Sewell 
Station an electric alarm bell, of such construction and so con
nected that it will, by operation of track circuit, give warning of the 
approach of trains. 

This Order shall take effect June tenth, Nineteen Hundred 
and Twelve. 

Dated May 10th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Conference Held-l 

With .Railroad Companies in Re t MEMORANDUM. 
Dropping of Crown Sheets and Ex-
plosions of Boilers of Locomotives. 

127 

The following resolution was passed by the Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners at its meeting held at Trenton, on Tuesday, 
April 23d, 1912: 

"RESOLVED) That a conference be held by the Board with repre
sentatives of railroad companies operating in New Jersey, for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether any regulations or mechanical de
vices, or both, in addition to those now in effect or employed may 
be adopted by any or all of said railroads, to prevent the dropping 
of crown sheets and explosions of boilers of locomotives. 

"RESOLVED) That the conference hereby called be held at the 
State House, in the City of Trenton, on Tuesday, May 7th, 1912, 
at eleven A. M., and that the Secretary of the Board be, and he 
is hereby directed to send to each railroad company operating in 
New Jersey, a copy of this resolution .. " 

A copy of this resolution was mailed to each railroad company 
operating in this State. 

Pursuant to said resolution, a conf~rence was held on Tuesday, 
May 7th, 1912, at which the companies named below were repre
sented as noted : 

Pennsylvmii:i Hnllroad Company, represented uy \V. F. Keisel, J. B. 
Diven, T. C. Mallan; 

Delaware, Lackawanna and vVestern Railroad Company, represented by 
'l'. F. Barton; 

Central Railroad Company of New Jersey, represented by Jackson E. 
Reynolds, C. E. Cl1ambers, G. vV. Rink and J .. T. Mansfield; 

Philadelphia & Heading Hailway Company, representation~ same as 
that for Central Hailroad Company of New .Jersey; 

New York and Long Branch Railroad, representations same as that for 
Central Railroad Company of New Jersey; 

Lehigh Va}ley Railroad Company, represented by B. l!'. LaHue; 

Erie Railroad and Kew York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad, rep
resented by A. G. Trumbull; 

Baltimore and New York Railroad, represented by J. H. Clark; 

New York Central & Hudson River Railroad, represented by R. B. Ken
dig and .J. H. Sehnefel; 
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The representatives present were unanimously of the opm1on 
that there was no mechanical device that would prevent the drop
ping of crown sheets in locomotive boilers thereby preventing ex
plosions. Inquiry was made as to the use of fusible plugs in loco
motives, and it was learned that a very small proportion of the 
locomotives on the various railroads represented were equipped 
with fusible plugs. It was also the opinion of those present that 
fusible plugs were not a means of additional safety. 

The following rule has been adopted by the Interstate Com~ 
merce Commission: "If boilers are equipped with fusible plugs, 
they shall be removed and cleaned of scale at least once every 
month. Their removal must be noted on the report of inspec-

tion." .· ,;~~ 
The above rule has, under the inspe :ti on of the Board, been comJ 

plied with by the railroad companies of this State. 
Dated May 14th, 1912. 

In Re Fernando W. Meyer vs. Public 
Service Electric Company, and in 
Re Joseph McBride vs. Public Ser
vice Electric Company, Regarding 
the Grounding of Transformer Sec
ondaries. 

REPORT. 

Under date of November 25th, 1911, Joseph McBride, of 1038 
Park Avenue, Hoboken, N. J., complained to this Board against 
the Public Service Electric Company. The complaint was based on 
the failm=e of a would-be user of electric current, the Marrone 
Realty Company, 601-605 Madison street, Hoboken, N. ]., to ob
tain connection with the Public Service Company's distribution 
system. McBride had been engaged as the contractor to wire the 
above-designated premises. He contended that as the wiring in
stallation had passed the underwriters' inspection, this client should 
be connected up. He alleged that the Public Service Electric Com
pany's rule requiring ground wires installed within the premises of 
the consumer was unwarrantable. This contention he rested on 
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several grounds; that the Underwriters' Rules call for, or at least 
permit, the ground wires for the secondaries to be installed outside 
of the individual consumer's premises; that the requirement im
posed by the company that in new wiring installations inside ground 
wires be provided was wholly useless, inasmuch as in Hoboken 
permission to attach such wires to the water piping system could 
not be obtained; that the Public Service Electric Company was 
required to bear the expense of an outside grounding system for 
transformer secondaries, but by imposing this rule for inside 
grounding, the expense was being improperly cast upon the indi
vidual subscribers. This complainant also insisted upon the dan
ger of a system of ungrounded secondaries. 

A hearing was given upon this complaint at Chancery Cham
bers, Jersey City, on December 22d, 1911, the complainant appear
ing in person, and L. D. H. Gilmour, Esq., appearing for the 
Public Service Electric Company. As the complaint involved cer
tain disputed technical matters, it was referred to the Board's 
Chief Inspector of Utilities for investigation. 

While the matter was sub judice, a letter of complaint, dated 
February 21st, 1912, from Fernando W. Meyer, of 78-80 Cortlandt 
street, New York City, was forwarded to this Board. This letter 
stated that on January 8th, 1912, the writer had protested to the 
Public Service Electric Company against its rule which required 
him to install a ground wire inside the premises at 245 Barrow 
street, Jersey City. This second complainant in his letter insisted 
upon the necessity of grounding secondaries from transformers. 
Like the first complainant, Meyer contended that the Underwrit
ers' Rules approved the outside grounding of secondaries. 

The letter of Fernando W. Meyer was accepted by the BoaFd as 
a complaint, and was forwarded to the Public Service Electric Com
pany. On March 6th, 1912, the Board received from the Public 
Service Electric Company an answer setting forth that the com
pany insisted upon the grounding of secondaries within the prem
ises of its customers; also admitting that if the proper ground was 
obtainable the grounding of transformers was to some extent a 
protection, but not as good, sufficient or ample as the inside ground
ing of customers' wires. Said reply also explained that negotia
tions were then pending to secure the right to attach ground wires 
to the water piping systems in Jersey City and Hoboken. On March 
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12th, 1912, the Board was advised by letter that Mr. Meyer would 
like to make rejoinder to the company's answer. Approval of this 
request was given by the Board on the same day, but up to this 
date such rejoinder has not been received. 

As it had become apparent that the ·complaints raised a technical 
issue upon which there had been some difference of judgment 
among practical electricians, the Board engaged Professor Mal
colm MacLaren, of the School of Electrical Engineering of Prince
ton l:niversity. tu make an inquiry and to report upon the matter of 
the grounding of transformer secondaries. Professor MacLaren 
made the investigation required, and reported under date of March 
30th, r9r2. The report printed in foll is appended to this Order, 
and forms a part thereof. 

By reference to the report it will be seen-
( 1) That the weight of expert opm10n in the electrical world, 

both here and broad, is strongly ~n favor of the grounding of 
transformer secondaries ; 

(2) That until comparatively recently, expert opinion upon this 
matter has been divided; 

( 3) That of the different methods of grounding, either a con
tinuous ground wire carried on the poles of the distributing system, 
or the plan of grounding to water pipes is to be recommended, but 
that one of the two is necessary for the proper protection of life 
and property ; 

( 4) That the practice of the Public Service Electric Company in 
this regard, at least where no obstacle exists to inside grounding to 
water pipes, is proper, and also that the method of grounding speci
fied i.n the company's printed rules "should be entirely satisfactory 
and could not well be improved on." 

( 5) That where several customers arc supplied from the same 
transformer, the requirement of separate inside grounding within 
the premises of each consumer tends toward additional security 
and is warranted on that score; 

( 6) That the practice of inside grounding to water pipes, besides 
obviating street excavation, is "much preferable to grounding the 
transformer to water mains at the pole which does not protect the 
customer as completely in case a high voltage wire should fall on 
the low voltage circuit"; and 
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(7) That the cost cast upon the individual consumer by the com
pany's rule that his wiring shall include the inside ground wires 
would not exceed. two dollars per customer, "and would be fully 
justified by the additional protection thereby secured." 

From the foregoing summary, it appears that if permission is 
obtained for inside grounding to water pipes, such a system should 
carry the Hoard's approval. 

The contention urged by the complaints that outside grounding 
of secondaries is called for by the Underwriters' Rules appears to 
neglect the fact that this outside grounding is one of two alterna
tive systems of grounding approved by the aforesaid rules, the 
other being the inside grounding system. The latest authoritative 
deliverance upon grounding of transformer secondaries is worth 
careful attention. The Electrical Committee of the National Fire 
Protection ~\ssociation at their recent meeting in Boston, Mass., on 
.'.\Tarch 27th, H)I2, reported the results of a conference in reference to 
the "Grounding of Low Potential Circuits.'' The conference in ques
tion was held between committees from the American Institute of 
Electrical Engineers, the Association of Edison Illuminating Com
panies, the National Inspectors' Association, and the National Elec
tric Light Association. It was voted to recommend the following 
regulations, inter alia, for the purpose of having them included in 
the 1913 Code-"Grounding of Low Potential Systems." 

((ALTERNATING CURRENT SECONDARY SYSTEMS.), 

b. Transformer secondaries of distributing systems must be 
grounded provided the maximum difference of potential between 
the grounded point and any other point in the circuit does not ex
ceed 150 volts, and the following rules must be complied with: 

( 1 and 2 omitted here.) 

3. The ground connection must be at the transformers 
or on the individual services as provided in sections c to g, 

etc." * * * 
(Appended under 4 is the following:) 

"Companies and departments in charge of water works 
are urged to allow the attaching of ground wires to their 
piping systems, in the full confidence that the integrity of 
such piping systems will be in no way affected, whatever 
may be the normal voltage." 
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From these excerpts cited above, it clearly appears that inside 
grounding to water pipes meets with the approval of the expert 
committee •drafting 1913 code. 

Upon inquiry it developed that in Hoboken and Jersey City the 
attachment of inside ground wires to water pipes had been denied 
to the Public Service Electric Company by both the Hackensack 
Water Company and the Street andJ Water Commissioners. Ac
cordingly a hearing was called for April 26th, 1912, at Chancery 
Chambers, Jersey City, to which the original complainants, the re
spondent company, the Hackensack Water Company and the 
Board of Street and \i\T ater Commissioners of Jersey City were 
invited. Said hearing was afterwards adjourned until May 10th, 
1912, at which time assurances were given on the part of the Street 
and Water Commissioners and on the part of the Hackensack Wa
ter Company that inside grounding of secondaries to water pipes 
would not be interfered· with. Confirming the grant of such per
mission, L. D. H. Gilmour, Esq., under date of April 12th, 1912, 
forwarded to the Board correspondence showing that the Board 
of Street and Water Commissioners of Jersey City had assented 
thereto; also that the Water Commissioners of Hoboken had 
waived all objection thereto. 

At said hearing the Public Service Electric Company, represented 
by Messrs. L. D. H. Gilmour and Dudley Farrand, agreed that 
the company at its own cost should and would connect ground 
wires to water pipes in the old wiring installations ; and would 
complete such connections in the Jersey City-Hoboken district not 
later than two years from that date (May 10th, 1912); and it 
was also understood that in all new installation the cost of inside 
ground wires and their connection to the water pipes was to be 
borne by the private consumer. 

As the outcome of these hearings and the investigations made in 
connection therewith, both by the Board's Chief Inspector of Utili
tis and by Professor MacLaren, the Board's special expert in this 
matter, it is evident that t~ specific complaints of Joseph McBride 
and Fernando W. Meye'r should be DISMISSED. If the situation had 
not been altered by the company's obtaining permission to attach 
interior ground wires to the water pipes, the complaints, or some 
of them, might have been sustained on account of the undoubted 
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danger of a wholly ungrounded system of transformer secondaries. 
But with this permission accorded, with the approval of the in
side grounding system by the highest expert authority, with its at
tested superiority over an outside grounding system at the poles, 
with the explicit justification by Professor MacLaren for includ
ing the inside ground wire as part of the interior wiring to be paid 
for by the individual consumer benefited, there can Be no reason 
for sustaining the specific complaints. They are therefore hereby 
DISMISSED. 

It has clearly developed as the result of this hearing and inquiry 
that the grounding of transformer secondaries is necessary for the 
proper and adequate protection of life and property, and necessary 
therefore for the rendition of due, proper and adequate service. 
Both the Board's Chief Inspector of Utilities and Professor Mac
Laren agree that transformer secondaries of public supply compan
ies should be grounded in all cases where the potential does not 
exceed 250 volts; that ground connections to water mains be made 
wherever practicable; and that in all other cases continuous ground 
wires (such as described in Professor J\facLaren's appended re
port) be used, and that these be adequately groun<led at rrequent 
intervals. 

An order will be so entered. 
Entered ~May 17th, 1912. 

Report Upon the Grounding of Trans
formers, With Special Reference to 
the Practice of the Public Service 
Corporation of New Jersey. 

MADE TO THE BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS MARCH 

30TH, I9I2, BY l\!L\LCOL:\[ M.\CL\REN. 

In the following report consideration is given first to the gen
eral question of the advisability of grounding the secondaries of the 
transformers of a public electric supply system; secondly, to the 
proper method of making ground connections, and third, to the 
position which the Public Service Corporation of New Jersey takes 
regarding these two questions. 
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Before entering upon this discussion it might be well to define 
what is meant by grounding the secondary of a transformer. A 
transformer is an electrical device for changing from one voltage 
to another, and when used in a lighting company's distributing 
system it is generally employed for changing from a high voltage 
which is efficient for distribution, to a low voltage which is safe and 
convenient for lighting. The high voltage side of the transformer 
under such conditions is called the primary and the low voltage 
side the secondary. To ground the secondary some one point of 
the secondary winding of the transformer must be in metallic con
nection with the earth, and in order that this should be effective 
a considerable surface should be in contact with damp earth, for 
this insures a low electrical resistance between the different earth 
connections of the system. 

ADVISABILITY OF GROUNDING SECONDARIES. 

OBJECT OF GROUNDING.-The object of grounding is primarily 
to afford protection to the consumer against dangerous shock in 
case of failure in the insulation in any of the electric circuits. Such 
failure may be caused by a lightning discharge following along the 
high voltage distributing lines into the transformer which, by punc
turing the insulation between primary and secondary, may reach the 
customer's premises causing fire or loss of life. \Vith the sec
ondary properly grounded, the lightning would discharge directly 
into the earth instead of going to the lighting circuits. A some
what similar condition may be produced by any failure of insula
tion between primary and secondary or through any high voltage 
wire falling upon the low voltage circuit, when a dangerously high 
voltage would reach the customer's wiring unless the ground con
nection were provided. The ground connection also serves to de
tect failures in the insulation of the lighting circuits, and while such 
failures only expose the user to a voltage equal to that of the 
lights, which is not usually dangerous, deaths from such voltage 
have been recorded where the victims had weak hearts, and this 
voltage is frequently fatal to horses. In all these cases, the ground 
connection acts as a sort of a safety valve, for when the breakdown 
occurs in the insulation there is a rush of current from the trans
former to ground, which blows the transformer fuses and in-
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stantly cuts it out of circuit. The customer is thus warned of the 
defect through the failure of his lights and the supply company 
can readily locate the point of trouble. 

OBJECTIONS TO GRUUNDI:\G.-ln spite of the protection which 
may be thus afforded to the public by grounding the lighting cir
cuit, the advisability of following such practice has long been under 
discussion among engineers and unanimity of opinion upon the sub
ject has not yet been reached. The opponents to the scheme urge 
that with properly arranged lightning arresters there should he no 
tendency for lightning to injure transformers, and that with mod
ern oil-insulated transformers a permanent breakdown of insula
tion between primary and secondary is almost unheard of ; also that 
the probability of a dangerous voltage entering a house by the fall 
cf a high voltage wire upon a low voltage lightning circuit is very 
slight and that by placing a deliberate ground in the house wiring, 
the insulation is thereby weakened, making a breakdown more prob
able, for failure in insulation at one point will then cause leakage of 
current, while two such failures must occur on an underground 
circuit before any leakage can take place. The real test of the ef
ficiency of the protection afforded by the two systems should of 
course be determined from service records, bnt here the conclusions 
are not obvious, for many installations operating without ground 
connections have been remarkably free from fatalities and acci
dents have occurred on systems using the grounded circuits. The 
writer believes. however, that in practically- all cases under the 
latter conditions the trouble could be traced to improper construc
tion of the ground connection. 

AccrnENTS ON SYSTEMS HAVING GROUNDED SECONDARIES.-The 

following cases are given as typical of the accidents which may oc
cur under such conditions : Mr. Farrand, of the Public Service 
Corporation, recently cited the case of a horse which was killed 
by a shock directly traceable to leakage of current between two 
faultily connected ground wires, which were connected to pipes driv
en a few feet from the ground. This could not have occurred if 
the grounds had been properly made. Another well-known case 
is the accident to two men in the Fulhan:. Public Baths in London, 
who, in 1902, received fatal shocks by touching the metal sheathing 
which surrounded the lighting circuits. In this case, the trans-
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former secondary which supplied the lights was properly ground
ed to the water pipes, but the section of sheathing which the men 
touched had not been connected to ground. It might be noted in 
passing that the voltage these men received was double that usually 
employed in lighting circuits in this country, and that the shocks 
would probably not have proved fatal had the lower voltage been 
used. 

ARGU.'.\1ENTS IN FA\'OR OF GrwuNDI~G.-The above case is espe
cially notr.:1.rnrthy from the fact that '.t appears to h: the last fatal 
accident to the British public from electrical shock from lighting 
circuits, at least an investigation of reports of electrical accidents 
which are so fully given in the English technical journal fails to 
disclose any others. This is the more remarkable in view of the 
relatively high voltage used at the lamps, and it constitutes a strong 
argument in favor of grounding, for- at the time of this accident 
the majority of lighting systems in England used direct current 
where grounclinp: was universal and the grounding of the trans
former secondaries used in the alternating current systems was usu
al, as in the case cited, although it was not made mandatory by the 
government regulations until 1904. 

A still stronger argument in favor of grounding is the fact that 
the engineering bodies, both here and abroad, which have given 
the greatest attention to this matter, are unanimously in favor of 
grounding. As early as 1895, the Verbund Deutscher Electro-tech
niker advocated this practice for three-wire direct current systems 
( sc. Elektrotechnische Zeitschrift, March 14th, 1895). This prac
tice soon became general for direct current; but the importance of 
obtaining the same protection with alternating current by ground
ing the transformer secondaries was not so generally understood. 
The British Board of Trade, which is a government board having 
direct suFervision over all English public carriers and supply com
panies. in the revision of their rules in 18(:fJ left the question of 
grounding optional. They endeavored to obtain the neecssary pro~ 
tectio~ through the following regulations with reference to trans~ 
formers: 

"Some suitable and quick-acting means must l::e provided to 
protect the customers' wires from any accidental contact with, or 
leakage from the high potential system, either within or without the 
transformer." 
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This caused British manufacturers to place a grounded metal 
sheet between the primary and secondary windings, which effec
tively met the regulations, but was a clumsy and rather expensive 
method of protection. 

In the revision of the Board of Trade rules in 1904, the above 
clause was retained and the following was added: 

"Where the pressure of a supply between the adjacent conduc
tors of a three-wire system of mains exceeds 125 volts, the inter
r.1edia te conductor must be connected with earth, with the concur
rence of the Postmaster-General and in accordance with the fol
lowing conditions: 

"The connection with earth of the intermediate conductor must 
be made at on~ point only on each distinct circuit-namely, at the 
genrating station, substation or transformer, and the insulation of 
the circuit must be efficiently maintained at all other parts. 

"The current from the intermediate conductor to earth must 
be continuously recorded, and if it at any time exceed one-thousandth 
part of the maximum supply current, steps must be taken to im
prove the insulation of the system." 

The \;\Tiring Rules of the British Institution of Electrical Engi
neers for 1911 call for the grounding of secondaries and confirm 
the above regulations in the more essential details. In the case of 
the ""Stannos" system, where one of the conductors completely 
surrounds the other, these rules specify that the outer conductor 
should be earthed at the switchboard. 

In 1909, the American Electric Light Association, after a most 
thorough study of the conditions existing in this country, recom
mended the grounding of secondaries, and advised that where it 
was possible the ground connection should be made to the water 
mains. 

In view of the above decisions, the writer would strongly recom
mend that all transformer secondaries of public supply companies 
he g-rounded where the potential does uot exceed 250 volts. 

METHODS OF GROUNDING. 

INDEPENDENT GROUND CoNNECTIONs.-Such grounds are usually 
obtained by driving a metal pipe a few feet into the earth or by 
burying metal plates in the ground. If these connections go to a 
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sufficient depth to be unaffected by frost or summer drought, and 
if the surrounding soil has low electrical resistance, grounding by 
this method may prove satisfactory. It is, however, difficult to 
determine whether these conditions have been fulfilled and if the re
sistance of the ground connection exceeds four or five ohms it 
may not allow sufficient current to pass, in case of insulation fail~ 
ure, to blow the transformer fuse, and it then becomes a real men
ace to life and property. The irregularities which may occur in 
the resistance of such connection are well illustrated by measure
ment between the water mains and a pipe buried in the soil two 
feet away as given in Electrical \V orld of December 1, 1910 
These show a variation in resistance from about 15 ohms to 1,950 
ohms, depending upon the condition of the intervening soil. These 
figures are confirmed and the subject treated more in detail in ]. 
S. and R. S. Cunliffe 's paper of -:\larch 23. t <)OCJ. on the subject of 
Electric Traction Vagabond Currents in Journal of the Institution 
of Electrical Engineers of England. 

On account of this irregularity in such connections and the dif
ficulty of obtaining 10\\' resistance. gTmmding hy snch means is not 
recommended. 

CoNTINuous GROUND \ 1VIRE.-This method consists of running 
a continuous ground wire on the pole line carrying the transmis
sion circuits, or in an adjoining duct if these circuits are under
ground. All the transformer secondaries are connected to this 
ground wire, which is itself connected to suitable ground con
nections at frequent intervals. This method is used in Chicago 
by the Edison Co., and elsewhere, and should give satisfactory re
sults if properly installed. It introduces a possible source of danger 
to linemen as the ground wire will be at a different potential from 
all other wires of the system, but it should not be difficult to run 
this in a position where there should be little danger from it. 

GROUNDING To \\TATER MArns.-This method is much more fre
quently used than either of the above ancl is entirely satisfactory. 
There have been cases, as in Jersey "City, where the \i\Tater Com
pany has refused to allow these connections to be made, but the 
practice has been followed in so many places without any case of 
injury to the water pipes being detected, that objections of this sort 
can easily be shown to be unreasonable. 
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PRACTICE OF THE PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATION OF NEW JERSEY. 

A conference with officials of the Public Service Corporation 
convinced the writer that they are thoroughly in favor of ground
ing their transformer secondaries. As explained above, the im
portance of grounding was not very generally understood a few 
years ago, and it was only recently that this corporation voluntarily 
started this practice. They are now appropriating $10,000 a year 
to carry on the work. They have been delayed in undertaking the 
work in Jersey City by the refusal of the \Nater Company to per
mit grounding to their water pipes. Mr. Farrand, of the Public 
Service Corporation, stated that this matter is now being adjusted 
and that they should soon be able to start grounding this system. 
If this negotiation should fail, the writer would recommend that 
they use a continuous ground wire in the manner described above. 

The method of grounding specified in the printed rules of the 
corporation and shown to the writer in Trenton should be entirely 
satisfactory and could not well be improved upon. It consists in 
running a No. 4 wire from a point just outside the service switch 
to the water pipe, preferably outside the meter, hut if this means a 
long ground wire the connection may be made nearer the service 
switch and then a wire must be shunted around the meter and 
clamped and soldered to the pipe so that the grounded circuit will 
not be broken if the meter should be removed. When current is 
furnished to a customer on the three-wire system, the middle wire 
is grounded, and when only two wires are run one of these must be 
grounded. As several customers may be supplied from one trans
former, and as a ground must be made at every service switch in 
accordance with these rules, there may be a great many ground con
nections on one transformer. Some of these might seem to be su
perfluous, but it is well to make the rule general and it tends to
wards additional security, as one or more ground connections may 
then become defective without seriously endangering any of the 
consumers. This practice is much preferable to grounding the 
transformer to the water mains at the pole, which does not protect 
the customer as completely in case a high voltage wire should 
fall on the low vo1tage circuit, and it also means excavating the 
street and sometimes across the roadway in order to reach the wa
ter pipes. 
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With all new customers, the Public Service Corporation requires 
the ground connection to be supplied as part of the house wiring. 
This places a slight additional burden upon the customer, but this 
in general would not amount to more than two dollars and would 
be fully justified by the additional protection thereby secured. 

CONCLUSIONS-Summarizing the above report the writer \vould 
recommend that the transformer secondaries of public supply com
panies be grounded in all cases where the potential does not exceed 
250 volts. 

Also that the ground connections be made to the water mains, 
whenever these are available, and that in all other cases continuous 
ground wires be used, and that these be grounded at frequent in
tervals. 

Finally that the method of grounding practiced by the Public 
Service Corporation 1s satisfactory. 

Respectfully submitted, 
MALCOLM MACLAREN. 

ORDER. 

This case being at issue upon complaints and answers on file, 
and having been duly heard, and full investigation of the matters 
and things involved having been had, and the Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners having, on the date hereof, made and filed 
a report containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof; 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS the 
Public Service Electric Company in all cases to ground its trans
former secondaries where the potential does not exceed 250 volts. 
Such grounding may be effected by connecting to water mains or 
pipes wherever practicable; and in all other cases is to be effected 
by means of continuous ground wires. (Second method described 
under "Methods of Grounding'', in Report.) The Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS the Public Service Electric 
Company in the Hoboken-} ersey City district to proceed with all 
practicable diligence to ground transformer secondaries in existing 
installations so as fully to complete such grounding not later than 
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June 1st, 1914. The Board of Public Utility Commissioners also 
hereby orders the Public Service Electric Company to report to 
this Board within three months upon the extent to which, and the 
districts within which transformer secondaries are not grounded, 
and the probable time required and expense involved to complete
ly effect the grounding of such transformer secondaries in accord
ance with this order. This order becomes effective June 25th, 1912. 

Entered May 17th, 1912. 

In the Matter of Complaints Against 
the Philadelphia and Reading Rail~ 
way Company in Respect to Train 
Service. 

l 
L MEMORANDUM 
l AND DECISI<?N. 
i 
J 

George E. Pace and M. L. Hartshorne, for the complainants. 
Frank S. Katzenbach, Jr., for the respondent. 

On February 25th, 1912, the Philadelphia and Reading Railway 
Company put into effect, upon its New York Branch, a new sched
ule of passenger train service. This new schedule diminished in 
some degree the amount of train service previously furnished towns 
between the Delaware River and Bound Brook. The new time
table, effective February 25th, 1912, a1so changed in certain in
stances the scheduled time of arrival and departure of trains upon 
which tl\e towns in this section had come to depend. Complaints 
began to pour in upon the Commission. Said complaints embraced 
not only the diminution in train service for this section, and the 
disturbance of the usual times of arrival and departure of certain 
trains, but extended in certain cases into a general complaint against 
the character of the service afforded this section as compared with 
the fast express service between Philadelphia and New York. 
Among the more important specific complaints lodged with the 
Board, the following may be enumerated. 

First, on behalf of the New Jersey State Village for Epileptics, 
at Skillman, by the superintendent, Dr. David F. Weeks, and oth
ers. By these complainants it was urged that former train No. 
550 had been withdrawn. This withdrawal belated the morning ar
rival at Skillman of certain workmen and certain employees at 
Skillman, so as gravely to inconvenience both the administration 
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of the Village and the building work there in progress. Com
plaints were also made of the inadequacy of train service afforded 
visitors and others between Skillman and New York, and Skill
man and Philadelphia. 

Second, on behalf of school children by the Hopewell Board of 
Education and other residents along this section of the Company's 
line. The Hopewell Board of Education recited that timely access 
to the Hopewell school in the morning was precluded by the time
table effective February 25th, 1912; that as a consequence said 
school had lost pupils. A similar complaint was lodged by resi
dents of Skillman and other places whose children attenqed school 
in Trenton. The schedule complained of, it \Vas averred, required 
of school children bound for Trenton an unreasonable waste of 
time in Trenton before the commencement of the reg·ular morning 
school session. A third similar complaint was lodged on behalf of 
school children who attended school at Bound Brook. These children 
vvere afforded no reasonably prompt means of returning westward 
in the afternoon to their homes, but were subjected to unreasonable 
detention at Bound Brook. 

Third, on behalf of business men previously accustomed to ar
rive in Trenton shortly before 9 A. M. Said complainants showed 
that the timetable complained of imposed on them a much earlier 
start in the morning, and subjected them to a period of enforced in
activity upon their arrival in Trenton long before the previ2us time 
of arrival. 

Fourth, on behalf. of business men desiring access to New York. 
Here the complaints vary somewhat in character. One complaint 
was made that a single morning train from this section to New 
York available for business men was not sufficient. Another com
plaint was of the slow speed at which the morning train for busi
ness men going to New York ran. Another complaint was over the 
continuous reduction of train service afforded this community. This 
was supported by a comparison of the present train service with 
that afforded five years ago. 

Fifth, miscellaneous complaints of a wide range. These com
plaints _covered the absence of train service between particular 
hours, as for instance the absence of train service at Hopewell for 
New York between 2 :09 P. ::vr. and 5 :28 P. M. There were sug
gestions of additional train service requisite for Belle Meade and 
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Dther places, and requests that certain trains be scheduled to stop 
on flag. A considerable number of complaints were avowedly based 
on the desirability of developing real estate business in various lo
calities. 

The complaints were forwarded to the Company, and under date 
of March 7th, 1912, a reply was made by Theodore Voorhees, Esq., 
Vice-President of the Philadelphia and Reading Railway Company. 
The parties being at issue, a date was set for a public hearing. 

Two public hearings were held upon these complaints, both at the 
State House, in the City of Trenton. At the first, held on April 
2d, 1912, the complainants were represented by George E. Pace, 
Esq., for the towns of Pennington, Hopewell, Skillman and Belle 
Mead; M. L. Hartshorne, Esq., for the town of Weston, and David 
F. Weeks, M. D., for the New Jersey State Village for Epileptics 
at Skillman. The Company was represented by Theodore V oor
hees, Esq., and Frank S. Katzenbach, Jr., Esq. vVitnesses were 
heard, and ·further consideration was adjourned to April 16th, 
1912. 

On April 16th, 1912, a second hearing was held, Messrs. Pace and 
Hartshorne appearing for the same towns as before, and certain 
of the individual complainants appearing in person. The Company 
was represented by Frank S. Katzenbach, Jr., Esq., who made cer
tain proposals on the part of the Company intended to meet the 
requests of the petitioners as regards the needful accommodation 
of school children and business men engaged in business in Tren
ton. The hearing closed with the understanding that the complain· 
ants were to have the privilege of submitting in writing a list of 
all the changes in train service for which tFiey contended. On 
April 23d, 1912, there was filed with the Board, by George E. Pace~ 
Esq., a list of changes desired, and suggestions as to their possible 
effectuation. On April 29th, 1912, a similar communication was 
received from Dr. David F. Weeks; C. Herbert Fetter, an indi
vidual complainant, under date of April 22nd, 1912, requested the 
restoration of the timetable in effect prior to the timetable of Feb
ruary 25th, 1912. 

Careful consideration of the matters involved seems to disclose 
the following: First, that a railway company under its obligation 
to furnish "safe, adequate and proper service" is bound to afford 
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the immediate vicinity it serves with reasonably, timely and fre
quent access to and from neighboring places. If anything, this 
obligation would seem to be fully abreast of, if it does not take 
precedence of, the obligation to afford equally available service to 
and from larger places at considerable distances. To the conten
tion frequently made that this local service is not a paying service, 
it may be replied that it is not an invariable test that every indi
vidual service that can be legitimately required of a carrier shall 
be productive of additional net revenue. So long as the operations 
of the carrier as a whole result in producing net revenue of rea
sonable amount, the failure of a special service (which may rea
sonably. be exacted of the carrier) to issue in a net gain need not 
deter the requiring of the service in question. The complaints, 
therefore, as they affect the school attendance at Trenton, Hope
well and Bound Brook seem to be well founded, and require reme
dy. The new timetable submitted by the Company appears to meet 
this requirement. 

The complaint made in this case that local service is being sub
ordinated to the through express service between New York and 
Philadelphia deserves some careful consideration. As is well 
known, the Reading is competing with the Pennsylvania for this 
traffic, seeking by the frequency and fast running time of its express 
trains to counterbalance the New York terminal facilities of the 
Pennsylvania. If the fast express service on the Reading's line 
were to be seriously reduced by requiring numerous stops at the in
termediate stations, it would seem only an equitable off set, if the 
demand were made by intermediate stations on the Pennsylvania's 
line, to require similar local stops to be made on the New York 
Branch of the Pennsylvania. This might put the two competitors 
on a level, but at the cost of impairing the fast express service of 
both. It must be remembered that this fast express service fre
quently enures to the great benefit of citizens of New Jersey. The 
Board, as at present advised, is very loath to cripple this service, 
so long as it can be shown that reasonable and adequate service is 
furnished to the intermediate localities on each line. On the other 
hand, it seems plain that, if this policy is to hold, the carriers must 
carefully live up to their obligations tc the smaller intermediate 
points. 

So far as the inhabitants of Hopewell, Pennington and other 
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towns who regularly engage in business in Trenton are concerned, 
the new timetable submitted by the Company appears to meet the 
reasonable expectations of those concerned. 

So far as morning train service for New York is concerned, the 
timetable effective February 25th, 1912, and continued by the new 
timetable, affords a train leaving Pennington ( 53.3 miles distant from 
New York) at 7 :08, and Hopewell ( 48.6 miles distant from New 
York) at 7 :17. This train is due at Jersey City a.t 8 :37 A. M., and 
at Liberty Street, New York City, at 8:50 A. M. All things con
sidered, such as the distances involved, the number of passengers 
carried daily to New York, and the service afforded by other roads 
under similar circumstances and conditions, such morning service 
for business men going to New York would appear to be at least 
respectably fair service, save only for those whose work requires 
earlier than the ordinary arrival at way stations or in the city. 

In order, however, to remedy the alleged meagreness of this 
service, and as well to provide for the employees and the opera
tives at Skillman, the Company, at the. suggestion of the Commis
sion, has agreed that it will (at least for an experimental period of 
two months) start a train (No. 550) from Trenton Junction daily 
except Sunday at 6 :00 A. M., reaching Skillman at 6 :25 A. M., and 
proceeding eastward, due to arrive at Bound Brook at 6.49 A. M~ 
Here connections may be made with No. ro6 on the Central Rail~ 
road of New Jersey, due to arrive in New York at 8:17 A. M. 

This will provide two early morning trains for New York, and 
will afford adequate service in that respect. It ought, frankly, to 
be stated that the continuance of this train service will be regarded 
by the Commission as in a sense experimental. Train No. 550, 
whose discontinuance inconvenienced operatives and Village em
ployees working at Skillman was what is called a "dead head train," 
operated chiefly to furnish a locomotive and crew for a return 
freight movement from Bound Brook. It is a matter of legitimate 
question whether the permanent continuance of such a train, if the 
passenger revenue thereof proves negligible, can reasonably b€ re
quired. The Company has stipulated that if forty cents per pass
enger train mile run is obtained from the operation of this re
stored t~ain (No. 550, running from Trenton Junction to Bound 
Brook), the Company will not urge its removal. And to the Board 
it appears that if forty cents per pasenger train mile run of this 
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train does not accrue, and no other countervailing considerations 
appear, the Company will be entitled in fairness to ask that said 
train, after the experiment, be discontinued. 

The new timetable of the Philadelphia and Reading Railway 
Company, for the New York Branch, taking effect at 12 :01 A. M. 
Sunday, May 26th, 1912, provides also for flag stops of train No. 
629 at Pennington, and No. 623 at Belle Mead. This timetable ap
pears to the Board reasonably to remove the well-grounded gr~ev
ances over which complaints have been made. Some of the de
mands made upon the Company appear to this Board plainly un
reasonable. The development of real estate in any section is a per
fectly legitimate undertaking in itself, but for real estate interests 
to demand that more frequent service shall be accorded certain rela· 
tively sparsely settled sections in order to build up real estate values 
does not appear to us to have controlling force or moment. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, therefore, upon the 
evidence adduced before it in these proceedings, determines that 
the proffer of extended facilities and accommodations offered by 
the Philadelphia and Reading Railway Company, as incorporated 
in their timetable effective May 26th, 1912, fairly meets the legiti
mate expectations and requirements of the complainants in this 
matter, and so determines and decides. 

Entered May 24, 1912. 

In the Matter of Discontinuance of l 
Agency at Liberty Park Station ~f j' MEMORANDUM. 
West Jersey and Seashore Rail-
road at Camden. 

The West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company notified the 
Board on April 1 Ith, 19I2, of a proposed transfer of 'the operator, 
also acting as passenger· agent, from Liberty Park, Camden. In 
its communication to the Board, the 1 ailroad company stated that 
the discontinuance of the agency "would not affect the train service 
or the number of stops for the accom':llodation of passengers, etc." 

The City of Camden filed by its attorney a protest against the 
proposed act of the railroad company. In this protest it was alleged 
that, 
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"the public would be greatly inconvenienced by a discontinuance of this 
ageul'y, 

In the second place serious objection is made to anything that will af
fect the train ~rvice, and the number of stops, and if the agency is 
abandoned an<l the station closed up, the next move will be to stop all 
train service at this point and abandon this station as a regular stop. A 
number of in·operty lwlders have bought property in the neighborhood 
depending o:;: this acc(Jrnmodation. It is a thickly populated portion of 
the City. It is the on1y stop on this division in this part of the City. 

'Lastly, the number of tickets sold at this station and the particular re
ceipts for the station do not actually represent the number of people Uf:ting 
the station, since a large number of tickets are purchased at other sta
t.ions or at the Camden Terminal. In other words the number of passeng
ers using the ftation is largely in excess of the number of tickets sold 
at this particular station." 

A petition numerously signed was also submitted, and numerous 
ether communications were received by the Board. The tenor of 
these was similar to the representation of· the City, that the closing 
of the station would inconvenience a large number of patrons of 
the road. 

A hearing, of which due notice was given to the remonstrants, 
\vas held at Trenton on April 30th. At this hearing no one ap
peared in opposition to the discontinuance of the agency. The 
railroad company was represented. The hearing was adjourned 
until May 14th, and the Board's Inspector was directed to inves
tigate the matter and report at the adjourned hearing, of which 
notice was given to the parties in interest. 

At the adjourned hearing the Board's Inspector submitted a com
munication from Mr. F. L. Sheppard, General Superintendent of 
the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, which stated 
the following : 

"l. Provh;ion will be made to keep the station clean. 
2. It will be properly heated in 'Winter time. 
3. Passengers therefrom will be accorded the same privileges as those 

from any non-agency station, one-way and excursion tickets being issued 
by the conductor, without any excess charge; and 

4. No reduction is contemplated in the train service at the station." 

It appearing that the sale of tick~ts at the station is not large 
enough to reasonably require the maintenance of an agent thereat; 
that the objections filed with the Board are almost entirely based 
en an assumed discontinuance of the station as a stop for trains, 
that such discontinuance is not in contemplation and bears no rela
tion to the transfer of the agent, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY GIVES ITS 
PERMISSION to the West Jersey and Seasho.re Railroad Company to 
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cease to maintain an agent at its station at Liberty Park, Camden. 
This permission is subject to the condition that the West Jersey 
c:nd Seashore Railroad Company shall furnish adequate and proper 
rassenger train service at the station, keep the station clean, and 
properly heated in Winter, and that the privileges accorded to pas
sengers from the station to buy one-w;:y and excursion tickets from 
conductors of trains without any excess charge shall be at all times 
accorded. 

Dated May 24th, I9I2· 

In Re Petition of the Borough of Fort J 
Lee vs. The Hackensack Water 1 
Company, Alleging Unlawful Dis- REPORT. 
crimination in Charges. 

I 

Cornelius Doremus, Borough Counsel for the petitioner. 
DeForest Brothers, for the respondent. 
This case was heard before the Commission at Newark, N. J., 

at the Court House on November 24, I9I I. Briefs of Counsel 
were not filed with the Commission until May 2, I9I2. There is no 
dispute as to the facts. Consumers in the northern portion of the 
Borough of Fort Lee are charged a minimum of twenty dollars 
per year; and hydrant rentals in the section are thirty-five dollars 
per year. Water conveyed from the same source to consumers in 
the southern part of said Borough is paid for at an annual mini
mum of ten dollars, and hydrant re:1tals in the southern section 
are fifteen dollars per year. 

This difference is alleged by the complainant, to constitute t,tn

la wful discrimination. 
The history of water supply in the two sections of the Borough 

will serve to elucidate the situation. 
What is now the northern section of the Borough of For.t Lee 

and certain adjacent territory in Englewood stand upon high 
ground. In order to afford water at <ln adequate pressure a special 
Englewood High Service system was built about I899. This in
volved pumping water up into a sta:1dpipe located about 400 feet 
above the source of supply, and also required the laying of large 
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sections of main in rock, through a sparsely inhahited region. The 
a.uthorities of Englewood, and certaia of its citizens in this sec
tion, agreed to the rates then and now charged for water supplied 
by this method. On the application of the public officials bf the 
then Township of Ridgefield and ninety-three inhabitants of what 
is now the northern part of the Borough of Fort Lee, the com
pany extended the Englewood High Service System to supply 
northern Fort Lee with water. This application included the 
assent of the applicants to the rates then and now charged for 
·water supplied by the High Service System. The southern section 
of the Borough of Fort Lee lying on lower ground was supplied 
rrior to I9IO, by the same company from Weehawken, as a part of 
the Weehawken System. The Weehawken reservoirs were at a 
lower lev-el than the Englewood standpipe and required less cost fat 
pumping. Gradually the mains of the two systems in Eort Lee 
approached each other. The northward extension of building in 
the southern part of Fort Lee crept up upon higher and higher 
ground until the pressure available from the Weehawken system 
was in certain places on high ground hardly adequate. Finally the 
company laid a main connecting the Engle\rnod High Seryice 
System in the north with the Weehawken system in the south; 
and at present, from the former, supplies both sections of Fort Lee. 
No increase in water rates was made, despite the increased pres
sure in southern Fort Lee, and the minimum house •ates and hy
drant rates have been and are uniform throughout the entire Wee
hawken system in Bergen County. 

There is no allegation that if the two supply systems had been 
kept physically separated, the rates charged in either section would 
be excessive; nor is it alleged that the consumers, public and priv
ate, had not given assurances that they would pay the rates in 
force. The whole contention of the petitioner rests on the fact 
that at present, when from one and the same supply the water is 
charged for differently in the northern and southern sections of 
the Borough, unlawful discrimination exists as against the north
ern section. 

We believe this contention is unfounded, for the following 
reasons: 

First: The plant and pumping service indispensably necessary 
tu a:ff ord the requisite pressure in the northern. part of the bor-
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ough, involved greater cost than the plant and service requisite 
tu afford the water supply in the southern part of said borough. 
Minimum water charges and hydrant rentals are essentially guar
antees necessary to assure a water company of a return on plant 
built and held in readiness to serve. Where the necessary outlay 
fa greater, the guaranteed return may fairly be greater than where 
the necessary outlay is less. Pumping to a higher level and laying 
mains through rock are necessary in the northern section of the 
Borough. A difference in charge is therefore justified by the dif
ference in the necessary investment required to supply the two 
stctions respectively. 

Second : The lower rates afforded the southern section cannot 
be said to affect the consumers in the northern section prejudically. 
The southern section gets, it is true, something more in the matter 
of pre~sure than it originally bargained for. But to deprive it of 
such high pressure by severing the main connecting the Englewood 
High Service System with the Weehawken system, while it might 
in some degree unfavorably affect the southern section, would only 
emphasize the necessity for the higher charge upon the consumers 
in the northern section. It is well settled that discrimination to be 
unlawful must operate to the prejudice or disadvantage of parties 
injured as to result of the discrimination. Here no such prejudice 
or disadvantage appears. 

Third: '.fo assimilate the higher rates in the northern section 
to the lower rates in the southern section of the Borough, would 
operate in future to deter this and other companies similarly situ
ated from extending mains for the supply of water or from afford
ing more adequate water pressure, in sections where lower water 
rates are in force. 

Fourth: To level all charges to the level of the charges in the 
southern part of the borough would compel the company to dis
criminate between patrons in Englewood and in northern Fort Lee, 
where the circumstances and conditions of service are identical. 
Essentially, the water supply system in northern Fort Lee and in 
Englewood constitute a distinct branch of the company's business. 

The two sections of the Borough arc removed something like 
fuur-fifths of a mile. The two sections differ in the respective 
facility their soil affords for excavation and laying of pipes. The 
conditions under_ which water is nec:;!ssarily supplied are not sub-
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stantially sim·iiar but substantially different. The policy of the 
company in linking up both sections to a common source of supply, 
while it benefits the southern section, does not injure the northern. 
Throughout the borough, there is no difference in house rates for 
consumption, but only in minimum charges and hydrant rentals. 
Each section pays what is originally stipulated. No assault is made 
upon the intrinsic reasonableness of either charge per se. The north
ern section is not injured by paying more than the southern section 
for water from the same source, and consumers generally benefit 
by a policy of extensions which would be penalized if in this and 
similar cases indentity of charges w!:re ordered, despite essential 
dissimilarity in circumstances and conditions under which service 
is rendered. For these reasons, the petition will be dismissed. 

An order will be so entered. 
Dated May 28th, I9I2. 

In Re Petition of the Borough of Fort l 
Lee vs. The Hackensack Water J 
Company, Alleging Unlawful Dis- ORDER. 
crimination in Charges. 

Cornelius Doremus, Borough Counsel for the petitioner. 
DeForest Brothers, for the respond~nt. 
This case being at issue upon complaint and answers on file, and 

having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in
vestigation of the matter and things involved having been had, and 
the Board having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report, con
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said 
report is hereby ref erred to and made a part hereof: 

It is Ordered, that the complaint in this proceeding be, and it 
is hereby, DISMISSED. 

Dated May 28th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of Discontinuance of } . 
Sale of Passenger Tickets and 
Ceasing to Maintain an Agent at APPROVAL. 
Claremont Station, Jersey City, 
Central Railroad of New Jersey. 

Application was made to the Board by the Central Railroad Com
pany of New Jersey for its approval of the proposed discontinuance 
of the sale of passenger tickets by said company at its station at 
Claremont, Jersey City, and the removal of its agent from said sta
tion. 

Hearing on this application was he!d in the Chancery Chambers, 
Jersey City, and notice of said hearing was given to the Mayor of 
Jersey City. No one appearing at the hearing in opposition to the 
proposed change at the station, and no objection thereto having 
been filed, the Board hereby approves of the discontinuance of the 
sale of passenger tickets at, and removal of the agent from the 
station at Claremont, Jersey City, by the Central Railroad Com
pany of New Jersey. This approval is subject to the condition that 
the company shall continue as heretofore to stop passenger trains 
at said station to receive and discharge passengers, and that any 
complaint that may be received of increased rates because of in
ability to purchase tickets at the station shall be made the subject 
of later adjudication by the Board. 

Dated June 7th, 1912· 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the 
Borough of Bradley Beach vs. New 
York and Long Branch Railroad ORDER. 
Company, the Central Railroad 
Company of New Jersey and the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

The Borough of Bradley Beach filed a complaint stating that 
said Borough is located on the line of the New York and Long 
Branch Railroad; that trains are operated over the road bed of 
said Railroad by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and by the 
Central Railroad Company of New J e1sey; that trains are scheduled 
to make on weekdays the same class of stops at Bradley Beach as 
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are made at the following stations, to wit: Como, Avon-by-the-Sea 
and Deal Beach, all of which places it was alleged have a lesser 
population than the Borough of Bradley Beach; th~t on Sundays, 
trains of the railroads aforesaid, though scheduled to stop at the 
stations of Como, Avon-by-the-Sea ;:in.j Deal Beach are not sche
duled to stop at the Bradley Beach Station. 

It was also alleged that the schedules of the operating companies 
aforesaid, provide for the stopping of trains on Sundays at all 
stations on the New York and Long Branch Railroad, except at 
the Bradley Beach Station, between the limits of Long Branch on 
the North and Sea Girt on the South, which limit includes the 
Shore district. The Board was asked to order the Central Rail
road Company of New Jersey, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
and the New York and Long Branch Railroad Company to stop 
trains passing through Bradley Deach on Sundays at the Bradley 
Beach Station. 

To this complaint answers were fild by the Companies in inter
est, and the matter was heard by the Board. 

After such hearing the Board decides that the stopping of trains 
at the station at Bradley Beach on Sundays is necessary to provide 
proper and adequate service. The Board also decides that the 
Borough of Bradley Beach has been discriminated against in that _ 
the defendant railroad companies cause their trains to be stopped 
at other stations on the line on Sund:iys, for the purpose of taking 
on and letting off passengers, although some of these stations are 
located in places of lesser importance than the Borough of Bradley 
Beach. 

The Board, therefore ORDERS that the said defendants, the New 
York and Long Branch Railroad Company, the Central Railroad 
Company of New Jersey a·nd the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
hereafter stop their passenger trains (•n Sundays at the station at 
Bradley Beach for the purpose of taking on and letting off pas
sengers in the same manner as at oth~r stations of similar import
ance on the line of said railroads, and that no discrimination be 
shown hereafter as to the number of trains which are to be stopped 
for that purpose; and that all trains which now stop at Como, Avon
by-the-Sea and Deal Beach for the purpose of taking on and letting 
off passengers be also stopped hereafter at the station at Bradley 
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Beach, and that this Rule be observed hereafter in making up the 
schedule of trains to stop at said station. 

This order shall take effect July first, nineteen hundred and 
twelve. 

Dated June 7th, 1912. 

In th~ Matter of Re-Hearing of C~m-} MODIFICATION 
plamt of H. C. Chalmers vs. Wild- OF ORDER. 
wood Water Works Company. 

Gaskill and Gaskill and Ernest Watts, for the Wildwood Water 
Company. 

H. C. Chalmers, in person. 
Application was made to the Board by the Wildwood Water 

\Vorks Company for a re-hearing of the complaint of H. C. Chal
-mers vs. said Company and for a modification of the Board's order 
dated October 10th, 1911. 

The application for re-hearing was granted and notice of the 
time and place of the same given to Mr. Chalmers. After such 
re-hearing the Board is of the opinion that when the contract and 
ordinance were originally concluded the situation was, that a single 
cottage ordinarily was upon each lot. A fair interpretation of the 
ordinance and contract, under the circumstances, was that the eight 
dollar minimum was for supplying the household in the one cot~ 
tage ordinarily standing upon one lot. The building of bungalows 
in the rear of the main house created a wholly new condition not 
originally contemplated; and we see no evidence, upon reflection, 
to show that a five dollar minimum for each bungalow may not, on 
the ·whole, be warranted. To this extent the former opinion in 
the Chalmers case is reversed, and the order of the Board to the 
\Vildwood Water Works Company to withdraw and cancel the two 
separate and extra minimum charges of five dollars each for the 
small cottages at the rear of the main dwelling house of the com
plainant is set aside. In all other respects the order of the Board 
is to remain in full force and effect. 

Dated June 7th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of } 
Charles F. Thompson vs .. New DISMISSAL OF 
Jersey and .New : o:k Railroad COMPLAINT. 
Company-Time Limit on Pas-
senger Tickets. 

John W. Zisgen, for Charles F. Thompson. 

155 

H. A. Ta)•lor, for the New Jersey and New York Railroad Com
pany. 

Complainant alleged that the New Jersey and New Yark Rail
road Company limits the time during ·which it will accept one way 
tickets for transportation. This was admitted by the company, 
which contended that the limitation of time within which tickets of 
the kind in question can be used is contemplated and possibly re
quired by Section 38 of Chapter 257 of the Laws of I903. It was 
furthtr contended that the tickets are redeemable if wholly unused, 
for the full amounts pai<l for them, and that a close time limit 
upon the use of the tickets "is felt to be necessary to protect the 
revenues of the company and to avoid so far as possible the trans
portation of passengers without proper payment of fare." 

On issue joined by filing the petition and answer thereto hearing 
was held. 

After such hearing and consideration of the matters and things 
ir.volved, the Board of Public Utility Commissioners is of the 
opinion that in limiting the time during which it will accept tickets 
for passage over its road the New Jersey and New York Railroad 
Company does not fail to furnish safe, adequate and proper service; 
that such limitation is not unreasonable, and the complaint in this 
proceeding is hereby DISMISSED. 

Dated June 7th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of i 
the Delaware, Lackawanna and 

Western Railroad Company for MEMORANDUM 
Approval of A?andonment o~ t~e GRANTING 
Passenger Statlo~ at Fox 1:111 m APPROVAL. 
Hanover Township on the Lme of J 
the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western Railroad Company. 

The petition of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Company for approval of the abandonment of the passenger 
station at Fox Hill, which is located in Hanover Township on the 
Boonton Branch, was filed with this Board and notice sent to the 
Township Committee of said Township and various other interested 
parties. A hearing was had upon said application, at which the 
officers of the Township of Hanover failed to appear. Certain 
residents of the Tow~ship were present and were represented by 
coun~el. The Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Com
rany was represented by Mr. M. M. Stallman. The Board also 
ca.used an inspection of the station and vicinity to be made by its 
Inspector, who reported as follows: 

"In connection with the petition from Mountain Lakes, Inc., and seventy
five others asking that the Dela ware, Lackawanna and \Vestern Railroad 
Company be allowed to build a modern station one mile east of and to be 
used in lieu of the Fox Hill Station, would say in looking over the ground, 
I find there are sixteen houses located on the main road within one mile 
of the Fox Hill station. I can readily see the necessity for the 8tation 
asked for, and respectfully recommend that the petition be grantPcl upon 
the condition that a convenient way be made for the persons using Fox Hill 
to get to the proposed new station." 

After full consideration of the facts produced at the hearing, and 
consideration of the Inspector's report, the Board 

HEREBY APPROVES of the abandonment of the Fox Hill station 
on the following conditions : 

(I) That the present freight 'facilities at or near said station 
be maintained as they now exist. 

(2) That a roadway be constructed leading from Newark Tum
p~ke, in the vicinity of said station, to the site of the propcsed 
station at Mountain Lakes, said roadway to be built in as direct a 
line as the contour of the land will permit, and, as nearly as prac
ticable, to parallel the track of the Delaware, Lackawanna and \Vest-
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em Railroad. If a new roadway is constructedi at a point about 
eight hundred feet east of· said ·Station then the roadway, above 
referred to, need only connect with said proposed road. 

(3) That a roadway be constructed to the proposed new sta
tion from the present highway leading from Parsippany to Boon
ton. 

(4) That the passenger station at Fox Hill be maintained as 
it now exists until the conditions above stated are fuly complied 
with. 

Dated June l Ith, 1912. 

In the Matter of Inspectors Recom-} 
mendation Regarding Accident at 
Chatham, on the Line of the Dela- MEMORANDUM. 
ware, Lackawanna and Western 
Railroad, January rgth, rgr2. 

The recommendation of the Inspector of the Board in this mat
ter was "that an inter-track fence be built as far east and west 
of crossings as conditions may demand." Later this recommenda
tion was amended to include an inter-track fence between the 
highways, and that a shelter shed be built opposite the station. 

The Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, 
through its Counsel, Mr. M. M. Stallman, in a letter to the Board, 
dated May qth, 1912, states that "Plans for the elevation of our 
tracks through Chatham, the elimination of grade crossings and 
the construction of a new station west of Fairmount Avenue are 
under way. Plans will be ready to submit to the Borough of Chat
ham in a few days. In view of this work we are reluctant to spend 
any money on the existing situation at the present time." In a 
letter, dated June 7th, 1912, Mr. Stallman states "we had a con
ference today vvith a committee of the Borough Council of Chat
ham and discussed plans for track elevation, which we have pre
pared, and the Council will have the matter before it tonight £or 
further consideration. The improvements contemplate the elimina
t10n of all grade crossings from the Passaic River to the Madison 
Borough line." 
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In view of the position of the Railroad Company, as stated above, 
the Board is of the opinion that the Company should not be asked 
at this time to carry out the recommer:dation of its Inspector, as 
the plan proposed by the Railroad Company will eliminate the grade 
crossings on either side of Chatham Station, and would, therefore, 
make the work provided for in the In~pector's report unnecessary. 

The Board will, therefore, have the matter ref erred to the In
spector to report, within a reasonable time, as to the progress of 
the work proposed by the railroad company. 

Dated June 1 Ith, I9I2. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of} DISMISSAL OF 
Daisy Maurer, et al., vs. Laurel COMPLAINT. 
Springs Water Supply Company. 

This case being at issue upon comphint, and answer on file, and 
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in
vestigation of the matter and things invo!ved having been had, 

The Board is of the opinion that sufficient annual income has 
net been guaranteed to insure the reasonable rate called for upon 
the original expenditures as testified to, and the complaint is, there
fore, dismissed. The Board wculd recommend to the company 
that, when it receives a proposition from one, two or three con-. 
sumers to pay Seventy-five dollars per year for service on Union 
A venue, between Whitehorse Turnpike and Kirkwood A venue in 
Stratford, it enter into an agreement with these consumers to sup
ply such service. 

Dated June I Ith, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of} 
John J. Stanton vs. the New Yor~, AMENDMENT OF 
Susquehanna and Western Rail- ORDER 
road Company, Alleging Inade- · 
quate Service. 

The order entered April 23rd, 1912, in the matter of the com
plaint of John J. Stanton against the New York, Susquehanna and 
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\Vestern Railroad Company, alleging inadequate service was sup
plemental to an order entered February 27th, 1912. The last men
tioned order was designed to secure additional railway service for 
the summer season, and by its terms ran from April 15th, 1912, to 
September I 5th, 1912, unless suspended sooner with the assent of 
the Commission. 

The Order entered April 23rd, 1912, became operative May 25th, 
1912, but contained no reference to the end of the period for which 
extra summer service was deemed requisite. Before the Doard 
this day appeared Mr. H. A. Taylor, representing the New York, 
Susquehanna and Western Raiiroad Company, and the Board, 
upon presentation of the matter, agreed that an entry should be 
made terminating the requirement of extra summer service on Sep
tember 15th, 1912, as set forth in the first of the two orders above 
referred to. _The Order of April 23rd, 1912, stands, therefore, 
amended, so that the extra summer train service is not ordered 
after September 15th, 1912. 

Dated June 21st, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Protection of 
the Grade Crossing at Paterson 
Avenue, East Rutherford, Where 
the Tracks of the New Jersey and ORDER. 
New York Railroad Company and 
Public Service Railway Company 
Cross at the Same Level. 

E. ]. Luce, for the Borough of East Rutherford. 
L. A. Campbell, for the Borough of Carlstadt. 
H. A. Taylor, for the New Jersey and New York Railroad 

Company. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Public Service Railway Company. 
On June eleventh, nineteen hundred and twelve, the Board adopt

ed the following motion : 

"It appearing to the Board that a public highway known as Paterson 
Avenue, located in the Borough of East Rutherford, cro~ses the tracks of 
the Kew Jersey and New York Railroad at grade and that the tra('ks of 
said railroad and of the Public Service Railway Company cross one anot.he: 
at the same level, the Board 
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"Hereby, on its own motion, calls a hearing to be held at the State House, 
Trenton, New Jersey, on Tuesday, June eighteenth, nineteen hundred and 
twelve, at eleven A M., to determine whether conditions at such grade cross
ing make it necessary, for the prot€ction of the traveling public at such 
grade cTossing, that gates be erected, or that some other reasonable provi
sion for the protection of the traveling public at such grade crossing, should 
be adopted, and whether the Board should order and direct the New Jersey 
and New York Railroad Company, or the Public Service Railway Company, 
or either or both of them, to install such protective device or devices, or 
adopt other reasonable provision for the protection of the traveling public 
at such crossing." · 

Copies of this motion were served on the New Jersey and New 
York Railroad Company, the Public Service Railway Company and 
the Borough of East Rutherford and hearing was held as provided 
by said motion. 

It appears that prior to June first, nineteen hundred and twelve, 
gates were used to protect the crossing under consideration, and 
that on or about June first, nineteen hundred and twelve, these 
gates were removed. 

It was not shown at the hearing that there has been any decrease 
in the number of trains operated over this crossing or in the use 
cf the same by the public. It was contended by the Railroad Com
pany that coincident with the removal of the gates, orders were 
issued that no train be operated over the crossing at a greater 
speed than ten miles per hour. 

It is the opinion of the Board, and the Board finds, that this or
der of the Railroad Company is not a sufficient provision for the 
protection of the traveling public at the crossing, and it is the 
further opinion of the Board, and the Board finds, that for such pro
tection gates should be erected at said crcssing. 

The Board, therefore, ORDERS the New Jersey and New York 
Railroad Company to erect at the crossing of its tracks at Pater
son Avenue, in the Borough of East Rutherford, gates similar in 
construction to those recently maintained and operated at said 
crossing, or of a type to be approved by this Board, and that the 
New Jersey and New York Railroad Company maintain at the 
crossing, at all hours of the day and night, each day and night in 
the week, a competent man to lower said gates on the approach 
of any and all cars, engines or trains on the New Jersey and New 
York Railroad, and to keep the same lowered while said cars, 
engines or trains are passing over the crossing. 

This Order shall take effect July twenty-fifth, nineteen hundred 
and twelve. 

Dated July 2, I9I2. 
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GENERAL PRINCIPLES REGULATING ACTION BY THE BOARD OF PUBLIC 

UTILITY COMMISSIONERS UPON PETITIONS ASKING APPROVAL 

OF PROPOSED ISSUES OF SECURITIES. 

The law at present casts upon this Board the responsibility of 
determining what security issues may be made by public utilities 
in the State of New Jersey. (Chapter 195, 111, 18(e), Laws of 
1911.) The Board after due hearing is required to approve pro
posed security issues, provided the Board be satisfied that proposed 
issues are in accordance with law, and provided the Board approve 
the purpose of said proposed issues. 

Conspicuous among the legal requirements to be met by proposed 
issues are those embodied in Chapter 331 of the Laws of 1906. 
This Act, inter alia, forbids the issue, sale or delivery of bonds, 
notes, or obligations of any character by. public utilities, except 
for cash or property of an actual cash value of at least eighty per 
centum of the face value of the securities. The Act also forbids 
the issue, sale or delivery by public utilities of capital stock except 
for cash or property of actual cash value at least equal to the par 
value of the stock. 

So far as the Board's approval of the purpose of a proposed 
security issue is concerned, the Board is already on record to the 
following effect : 

"The term 'purpose,' in the opinion of the Board, cannot and ought not 
narrowly to be confined merely to the corporation's intention to procure or 
pay for property, materials and services with the proceeds of the securi
ties intended to be issued. The powers and responsibilities of the Board in 
this respect are no less ample than may fairly be inferred from the spacious 
term 'purpose' advisedly incorporated in the statute." (Memorandum dated 
July 7th, 1911. In the matter of the Application of the_Riverside Traction 
Company for Leave to Issue, Sell and Deiiver Bond.s, etc.) 

Various cases involving the approval of proposed security issues 
have been acted upon by the Board under the law. An analysis 
of many of these cases discloses certain general principles upon 
which these applications should be determined. These general prin
ciples will control unless and until good reason can· be shown for 
departing therefrom. For the information of public utilities peti-
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tioning or intending to petition for the approval of security issues, 
certain of these general principles are set forth as follows: 

FrnsT.-The two conditions first named above must, in all cases, 
Le met. These are that a proposed issue must be in accordance with 
the law, and that the purpose of a proposed issue must be approved 

by the Board. 
SECOND.-The purpose of a proposed issue is not commendable, 

and will not carry the Board's approval where the issue, if ap
proved, would result in an evasion of mandatory statutory provi
sions governing the issue, sale and delivery of securities. Thus 
where bonds have been used by the issuing public utility as col
la.teral security for loans to an amount of less than eighty per 
cent. of the face value of the bonds, and where such a condition 
still holds, the Board has decided adversely to subsequent security 
issues prayed for by such public utilities. Such refusal is based on 
the ground that such subsequent approval would be to connive at 
an attempt to circumvent the provision and intent of Chapter 331 
of the Laws of 1906. (See Memorandum dated July 7, 1911. 
Jn the matter of the application of the Riverside Traction Company 
for Leave to Issue, Sell and Deliver Bonds, etc.) 

The "purpose" of an intended security issue is held to be vitiated, 
if a result of said issue, if approved, would enable the company 
to evade mandatory legal provisions. Thus, in the case of the Riv
erside Traction Company, cited immediately supra:, the purpose of 
a proposed bond issue was held vitiated by the fact that said bond 
issue, if approved, would def er for a time or indefinitely postpone 
an assessment for an unpaid percentage of the face value of the 
stock issued and outstanding. 

THIRD.-Where approval of security issu~s is asked, and state· 
ment is made of the use to which proposed securities are to be put, 
the Board endeavors through its Inspectors to determine that the 
proceeds of the securities whose issue is asked shall be reasonably 
commensurate with the property or services to be purchased there
with. \Vhere the property whose acquisition is sought can be in
ventoried and appraised, such a course is followed with as much 
care and in such detail as under all the circumstances is possible. 
Where the property or services to be acquired cannot be physically 
inventoried, because not yet existent, such estimate is made on the 
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basis of unit prices and otherwise, with such care and in such de
tail as is possible under all circumstances. 

The Board has already called public attention to what is implied 
by its approval of proposed security issues. This it did by a state
ment dated May 26, 1911, entitled "In the matter of certain pub
lished Statements Made in Connection with the Offering for Sale 
of Public Utility Securities Issued under the Laws of This State.'1 

In this statement it is said: "Nor does such approval by this Board 
of such proposed issue of securities carry or imply any confirma
tion of the business or financial standing of the issuing corporation 
as a whole." It must be recognized that no care exercised in the 
way of approval by the Board at the time securities are issued can 
preclude the subsequent chance of poor management, dishonesty, or 
ill-fortune, by which the assets of a public utility may be lessened or 
impaired. The intent of the statute and the Board's action there
under seek to preclude reckless and irresponsible promotion or sub
sequent inflated issues. No statute and no administrative process, 
however, can relieve the investor of the obligations of prudence 
and vigilance. At best they can but aid him in furnishing some 
grounds for the exercise of intelligent judgment. 

FouRTH-\i\Therc petition is made for the approval of the issue 
·of bonds or notes, where said bonds or notes are to be sold at 
a discount, the Board has adopted the general policy of approving 
such issues only upon the companies' undertaking to amortize the 
bond discount in accordance with certain stipulations inserted in the 
Board's certificate of approval. Where, for example, a five per 
cent. bond is sold at eighty per cent. of its face value, the result of 
the sale of a thousand dollar bond is as follows: First, an increase 
of the company's liabilities to the amount of $I ,ooo; second, 
an increase of the company's assets to the amount of cash realized 
of $800. The difference is commonly entered as an asset of $200 
termed bond discount. This asset is practically a dummy asset. 
If the company is to make its real assets equal to its added liabili
ties, it must add to its property an amount equal to $200. The 
most effectual way would seem to be to lay aside from earnings a 
small amount annually. The setting aside of this amount annually 
must be done before the company is entitled to declare or· make 
any dividend. It is true that the process implies that the consumer 
must contribute in rates more than he would be required to pay 
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if no amount were needed annually for this amortization. On the 
other hand, if the bond had been sold at par, a higher rate than the 
assumed five per cent. would have been exacted by the lender to 
the company, and this higher rate of interest would have been in
cluded in the annual fixed charges. The higher fixed charges would 
have imposed a greater annual payment upon consumers. Practi
cally, therefore, the burden which amortization imposes on the con
sumer is simply the necessary outcome of the process of issuing 
bonds at less than par. It would not disappear but only change 
its form, if the bonds were sold at par, and the real rate of interest 
theron were not disguised. 

It has been progressively acknowledged that bond discount is not 
properly chargeable to capital account, but should be amortized 
within the life of the obligation. In certain authorizations of bond 
issues by this Board, request has been made by the issuing corpo
ration that a specific sum shall be named by the Board, to be set 
aside annually for this purpose. It may be kl.ken, therefore, as the 
rule that the Board's approval of bond issues will be contingent 
upon the petitioner's acceptance of a proper amortization provision 
where necessary. But the provision may vary in different cases, ac
cording to the life of the bond, the desire of the company to ex
pedite the process, and the varying capacity of different utilities to 
provide expeditiously for proper amortization. 

FIFTH-Where a petition for the Board's approval of a bond 
issue contains a clause providing for calling the bonds at a prem
ium before maturity, tne Board has commonly insisted that such 
clause be eliminated. This has been insisted upon to avoid the pos
sibility_ of an indirect evasion of Chapter 331 of the Laws of 1906. 
If, for example, a bond has been issued at eighty per cent. of its 
face value, and thereafter a petition is, made to authorize a new is
sue of bonds (also at eighty) to refund the first issued bonds, dol
lar for dollar, the following might result. For the original bond 
issue of the face value of $100,000 the company secured real as
sets worth $80,000. If the bonds are redeemable at 110 before ma
turity, and a new issue is made also at 80, $137,500 in bonds of the 
refunding issue would be required to take up the earlier issue. But 
as against the issue of $137,500 there would be real assets of only 
$80,000 as against $110,000 in real assets required, if $137,500 of 
bonds were originally issued. 
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On the other hand it is realized that in certain instances, re
funding of bonds at a premium before maturity might effect such a 
reduction of fixed charges as to be advantageous both to the com
pany and the consumers. Accordingly the Board in approving bond 
i~sues will not sanction bond redemption before maturity at a 
premium at the company's sole option; should the issuing company 
however reserve such right of redemption at a fixed premium be
fore maturity subject to future approval by this Board after due 
hearing, the Board will consider in any case the inclusion of such 
provision in its formal certificate of approval. 

SrxTH.-In acting upon petitions for the approval of proposed 
issues of bonds or notes, the Board will insist on adequate evidence 
of the probability that the fixed charges can be regularly met, and 
that the principal sum can be repaid at maturity. Where such 
securities are to be issued by a public utility now operating, the 
past and current earnings of the public utility will be a relevant 
consideration. Also worthy of consideration will be such probable 
changes in earnings as properly may be expected to result from the 
property to be acquired by the proposed issue. 

Where the company is newly projected, and where past ex
perience is not available to indicate the probable return in revenue 
to the company, bond issues or note issues, if they are to be ap
proved, must carry a reasonable probability that, with average good 
management, fixed charges may be regularly met, and ultimate 
payment of the principal sum may be provided. 

Where approval of proposed stock issues is requested, the Board 
will endeavor to be assured that the stock issues will secure for the 
public utility additional property commensurate with the par value 
of the stock issue proposed. The investo1 in stock knowingly takes 
a chance of return however which the investor in bonds commutes 
for a specified return of fixed amount. For this reason the Board 
does not feel obliged to be assured of the probability of returns 
upon stock as it does in the case of proposed bond issues. 

SEVENTH.-Certain special cases of proposed security issues may 
arise under certain circumstances some of which are set forth 
iereafter. In these special cases the general principles outlint .... 

above will be applied so far as seems equitable, and exceptions 
made only where the general principles enunciated supra would 
work inequitably. Among the special cases may be mentioned the 
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following: First, where a bond issne has previously been sanc
tioned, under a mortgage or deed of trust providing that all bonds 
issued thereunder shall be identical in tenor, and where some part of 
the authorized bonds has not yet been actually issued, in such cases 
the Board does not feel that it can impose, as a condition of au
thorizing a remaining and unissued part of the total issue author
ized, requirements against redemption at a premium prior to ma
turity. 

Second, where petitions are made for authority to make security 
issues for refunding outstanding securities, the new securities to 
issue must conform to such requirements as would be imposed, if 
the refunding securities were an original issue. The refunding 
bonds and stock must be backed respectively by such proportionate 
amounts of cash or property of actual cash value as is required 
under Chapter 331 of the Laws of 1906. The refunding bonds 
must afford the same likelihood of meeting their fixed charges and 
payment of the principal sum at maturity as is indicated in the 
sixth paragraph supra. Nor will agreements or contracts providing 
for refunding of security issues where such agreements or con
tracts were made prior to the enactment of Chapter 195 of the· 
Laws of 1911, be regarded by this Board as invalidating or over
riding the authority over security issues vested in this Board by 
said Act. The power conferred upon this Board to disapprove pro
posed security issues not in accordance with law or whose purpose 
is not approved by the Board is expressly conferred by the Act of 
April 21, 1911, (Chapter 195, Laws of 1911) and this power is 
not restricted by any other provision of the law governing public 
utilities, or corporations generally. All such agreements or con
tracts, however binding upon the individual parties thereto they 
might have been, in default of the Legislature's subsequently vest
ing power over proposed security issues in this Board, are not 
controlling so as to delimit the Board's action upon proposed se
curity issues. For such outstanding securities as may legally have 
come into existence prior to the passage of the act of April 21, 
1911, this Board has no responsibility. But its authority is not de
limited by expectations that may have been created by reason of 
agreements or contracts between private parties made prior to the 
enactment of the statute in question. Where the provisions of such 
agreements can be carried out conformably to the general princi-
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ples regulating the approval of proposed security issues by this 
Board, no obstacle will be interposed by the Board to such au
thorization. But the carrying out of such provisions of agree
ments or contracts as involve issue of new securities must be sub
mitted to this Board. 

ElGHTH.-The declaration of stock dividends by public utilities 
is permissible only in such cases as this Board after hearing may 
authorize. To declare such a stock dividend without first obtaining 
the approval of the Board is a misdemeanor, and all such securi
ties issued without the Board's approval are illegal. 

In general, the Board will approve of the issue of stock divi
dends by public utilities only after hearing and investigation and 
after being satisfied that as the outcome of such issues the net as
sets and property of the company over and above other liabilities 
resting thereon shall be equal to the par value of the total stock 
outstanding after such stock dividends have meen made. Ade
quate depreciation reserves and surplus must also be provided by a 
public utility petitioning to issue a stock dividend, and a careful 
inquiry will be made by the Board into the methods by which were 
accumulated assets or property against which the additional stock 
dividend is to be justified. Full publicity of approval of all peti
tions for stock dividends will be deemed essential. 

NINTH.-For the information of all public utilities intending to 
petition this Board for the approval of proposed security issues, 
reference should be made to Conference Order ~umber Seven and 
Conference Ruling Number Thirteen oi the Board. The require
ments of this order and ruling as to the form and content of peti
tions should be carefully observed. Petitions should be filed suffi
ciently in advance of the time at which approval of securities is 
desired, to insure the Board reasonable time to make the inquiries 
relevant. The larger the proposed issue, and the more complex 
the conditions surrounding it, the earlier should the application be 
filed with the Secretary of the Board. The petitions will be acted 
upon hereafter in the order of their filing as indicated by the dat
ing stamp of the Secretary's office. Applications essentially de
fective in form or content will not be listed for consideration until 
properly amended. \i\There such applications involve the necessity 
of inventorying property or checking accounts, the public utility 
applying for such authorization is requested to give such assistance 
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as is within its power by putting its engineers, managers, and ac
countants in touch with the Board's inspectors. 

Where the annual reports required of public utilities have not 
been promptly filed as required by the rules of this Board, or 
where such accounts, when filed, disclose failure upon the part of 
the public utility to comply with the requirements of law or with 
the terms upon which previous security issue of said utilities has 
been approved by the Board, any .subsequent petition for the 
approval of securities by a public utility shown to be in de
fault may be postponed until the requisite and legal compliance 
with the law and the lawful Rules of this Board has been made by 
said public utility. 

Adopted July 8th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of l 
Interstate Telephone and Tele-

graph Company of New Jers,ey to i· DISMISSAL OF 
Issue Its Five Per Cent. Thirty PETITION. 
Year First and Refunding Mort-
gage Gold Bonds. 

! ohn Griff ill, Esq._. for the Interst:ne Telephone and Telegraph 
Company. 

Robert H. JV! cCarter, Esq., representing sundry owners of cer
tain general mortgage bonds. 

The pending petition for the issue of One Million, five hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars of five per cent. thirty year first 
and refunding mortgage gold bonds is denied and dismissed for 
the following reasons : 

First, upon all the evidence adduced before the Board it appears 
to the satisfaction of the Board that there is no reasonable warrant 
for the expectation that the company from its earnings can pay 
the annual interest which the aforesaid issue of bonds would re
quire to be paid. The earning capacity of the company was dis
cussed in a finding <lated January 26th, Ig12. What is said therein 
ad hoc we here reaffirm. Nor js our opinion thereon changed or 
materially altered by the evidence or exhibits subsequently ad
duced in the hearings upon the pending petition. 
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The new contentions advanced in a.dvocacy of the pending peti
tion do not appear to us to require a reversal of the Board's action 
upon the company's earlier petition. 

Nor do we accede to the proposition that a virtual contract sub· 
s1sted between the petitioner and its bondholders antecedent to 
the passage of the Public Utility Act, whereby an indefeasible 
right has created and existed permitting the issue of the bonds 
whose issue is prayed for, and which contractual right is im
i:-aired by our denial of the pending petition. Even if an implied 
contract to make such issue could be ingeniously tortured out of 
the various acts and agreements set forth in the record, it is more 
than questionable whether the consummation of such bond issue 
as would result in a virtual gift of the Interstate's stock to the 
representative of the original purch:-~ser would not invalidate or 
destroy the binding force of the alleged contract.· In this specific 
connection we reiterate what was said in this connection 1n our 
finding (pp. 7, 8) of January 26, I9I2. 

Nor do we assent to the contention that the grounds of the deci
sion of the New York Court of Appeals in the case of People, in 
rel Third Avenue Railroad Compmiy, et al, vs· Public Service Com
tnission. 203 N. Y. 299-96 N. E. IOII control in the case at 
bar. The statutes of that state .apparently provide that in the re
organization of railroad companies, the successor corporation may 
issue securities as contemplated and provided in a reorganization 
agreement up to the limit of the securities (and new money, if 
any.) of the company to whose property and franchises the new 
company succeeds. The court heldl that up to the limit (specified) 
''the new corporation has the right to issue securities," and that 
"the determination of the commission to the contrary (based on the 
securities being in excess of the value of the reorganized com
pany's property) was erroneous." This is not a case of corporate 
reorganization. Nor are the powers of the public service com
missioners of New York State in every respect identical with those 
of the Public Utility Commission of this State. 

The Public Utility Act of this state is explicit to the effect that 
"it shall be the duty of the Board, after hearing, ~o approve of 
any proposed issue maturing in more than one year from the date 
thereof, when satisfied that the same is to be made in accordance 
with law and the purpose of such issue be approved by said Board." 
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It is not in point to say that the purpose of this issue is to reduce 
corporate indebtedness. The purpose of the bond issue must be 
construed to be as broad as its necessary or certain effects. One 
11ecessary effect is to create an obligatbn, stamped with this Board's 
approval, on which default is violently probable. If the sole effect 
of the issue were to squeeze the water out of the companies' se
curities, the purpose would be laudable. But this proposed issue, 
aside from other defects, would create new securities in which 
too much "water" still persists to ren<ler probable the payment of 
ir .. terest thereon. 

Upon the foregoing considerations and others, some of which are 
stated more at large in the Board's finding dated January 26th, Ig12, 
the Board determines that with respect te the proposed issue by the 
Interstate Telephone and Telegraph Company of five per cent. thirty 
year first and refunding mortgage gold bonds, in the sum of $1,525,-
000, it is not satisfied that the proposed issue is to be made in ac
cordance with law, nor is it satisfied that the purpose of such pro
posed issue is in accordance with law; nor, in its judgment, on the 
matters adduced before it, can it appnve either such proposed issue 
or the purpose thereof. 

Dated July 9th, 1912. 

In Re Complaint of Borough of La-) 
vallette vs. P.ennsylvania Railroad DISMISSAL OF 
Company Alleging Inadequate COMPLAINT. 
Stational Facilities. 

Charles J. Smith, for the Borough of Lavallette. 
E. C. Gallagher. for Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

The Borough of Lavallette complained that for several years the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company maintained a ticket office in a 
room in a cottage at Lavallette, which room was too small for the 
purpose. It was further alleged that the freight house had been 
"so inadequate that frequently it was entirely filled and surplus 
freight piled in the passenger shed." 

The cottage containing the ticket office burned, and the com
plainant alleged that the railroad cornpan>· "proposes to use part 
of the freight house (already too small for freight purposes) for 
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a ticket office." Complaint was also made of the fact that an agent 
is stationed at Lavallette during three months of the year only,. 
and it was claimed that Lavallette should be provided with a proper 
station at which an agent should be kept during the entire year. 

In answer to this complaint, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
stated "following the burning of the iittle station at Lavallette, our 
i;eople supplied a box car for temporary freight station purposes~ 
and used the freight station as a temporary passenger station, pend
ing an opportunity to reconstruct a suitable station, plans for 
which are now being prepared. We expect to undertake the work 
of erection very shortly." On the complaint and answer as filed,. 
hearing was held. At tlie hearinft" the Pennsylvania Railroad Com
pany, by its attorney, submitted plans for a new station. These 
plans met with the approval of the petitioner, so far as the size 
and proposed construction are concerned. It was contended, how
ever, that the reasonable requiremenfs of the community would be 
better served by locating the new station at the junction of Phila
delphia Avenue and the railroad tracks, a distance approximately 
fourteen hundred feet south of the ~ite of the old, and proposed 
location of the new, station. 

The Board. is of the opinion that while the changed location asked 
for would be more convenient for part of the population of Laval
lette, the convenience of the greater number of those using the 
railroad in this vicinity will be better served by building the sta
tion on the old site. Lavallette is situated between Chadwick on 
the north and Ortley on the south, the distance from Chadwick to 
Or.tley being approximately two miles. The old station site at 
Lavallette is about equi-distant from the stations at Chadwick and 
Ortley, and the Board is of the opi~ion that it would be undesir
able to change this by shortening materially the distance between 
the Lavallette and Ortley stations and increasing correspondingly 
the distance between Chadwick and Ortley. 

The Board is of the further opimon that with existing traffic 
conditions the Pennsylvania Railroad Company will furnish reason
ably adequate and proper stational facilities at Lavallette when its 
station is completed, and an agent is maintained thereat during the 
three summer months. Lavallette is a summer resort with a popu
lation during the summer season large enough to justify the re
.quirement of a station and agent. Its population according to the 
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last census, and this would indicate those living there when the sum
mer population has departed, was but forty-two. 

It was not shown to the satisfaction of the Board that the number 
of those who use the station at other than the summer season is 
large enough to require the services of an agent, and it further 
appears that at times when the agency is closed the community 
i::, afforded reasonably adequate service at stations near to and easy 
cf access from Lavallette. 

The Petition is, therefore, DISMISSED. 
Dated July 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the} 
Borough of Elmer Against . the RECOMMEND
West Jersey and Seashore Rail- ATIONS. 
road Company. 

The Borough of Elmer filed a petition alleging that crossings 
2.t grade of the tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company at Main Street and Broad Street, in said Borough, are 
dangerous, and asking that the railroad company be required to 
erect gates or station flagmen at the crossings. 

To this complaint answer was made, denying that protection 
other than that by bells, now in place, was required. 

On the issue thus joined hearing was held. 
As a result of such hearing and of a consideration of the report 

cf the Board's Chief Inspector of its Railroad Division, who exam
ined conditions at the crossings in question, the Board is of the 
opinion that these conditions do not make it necessary for the pro
t<-ction of the traveling public that gai:es be erected or that flagmen 
Le stationed at the crossings. 

The Board is, however, of the opinion that certain changes 
should be. made at the crossings to protect the traveling public, 
and hereby RECOMMENDS: 

(I) That the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company 
change the team track directly in frnnt of the station building to 
~l location west of said building, or extend the team track south 
of the crossing so that cars may not stand on the siding tracks be-
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tween Broad Street and Main Street; that until such changes are 
made no car shall be allowed to stand closer than seventy-five feet 
from the highway line on Broad Street and Main Street, on the 
siding between said streets. 

(2) That the frame building at stock pen be located at some 
other point. 

(3) That the alarm bells at the crossings at Main Street and 
Broad Street be operated by track circuit. 

( 4) That no car, engine or train be operated over the cross
h~gs at a greater rate of speed than ten miles per hour. 

Dated July 30th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of} 
Hon. Harry Headley, Mayor of 
Ocean City, Versus City Gas 
Light Company, in Re Minimum 
Charge. . 

Harry Headley, in person. 
Andrew P. Maloney and Joseph Mayer, for the company· 

This complaint was filed with the Board May 2nd, 1912. A 
hearing thereon was held at the State House, in the City of Tren
ton, June 18th, 1912, at which complainant and respondent appeared, 
and at which testimony was taken. 

Complainants aver that the ordinance of Ocean City under which 
the company operates does not permit the company to set or exact 
a minimum charge of one dollar per month. 

The pertinent section of the ordinance (No. 5) reads as follows : 
"Be It Ordained, that the said company shall not charge to private 
consumers of its gas in the said City of Ocean City more than 
one dollar and fifty cents per one thousand cubic feet." 

This ordinance under which the company operates is to be con
strued as a contract, a contract moreover which existed before 
Chapter 195 of the Laws of 1911, conferred upon this Board the 
right, after hearing, upon notice in writing, to fix just and reason
able individual rates, joint rates, tolls, charges, or schedules thereof. 

A contract fixing a price, where said contract was valid when 
concluded and where it antedated the grant to the Board of power 
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to fix rates, is apparently beyond the power of the Board to alter. 
To do so would impair the validity of a contract. This impairing 
the validity of contracts can be done neither by the State legisla
ture, nor by an administrative body created thereby. The Board, 
therefore, is wit~out power in this case to change the price stipula
tion in the ordinance. 

The Board is empowered however "after hearing upon notice in 
writing, to require every public utility" * * * "to comply 
with the laws of this State and any municipal ordinance relating 
thereto, and to conform to the duties imposed upon it thereby." 
(Laws of I9II, Chapter I95, II, I7, (a) ). 

The language of the section of the ordinance quoted above does 
not appear to fix any period within which a private consumer must 
consume any particular quantity of gas in order to obtain gas at 
a price of not more than one dollar and fifty cents per one thousand 
cubic feet. This qualification as to timE: seems to have been im
posed by the company without any warrant therefor in the ordin
ance. If a consumer uses 500 cubic feet in one month and an 
equal amount the month following, ·and if a minimum charge is 
exacted of one dollar for each month, as by the company's present 
rule, said consumer will have paid two dollars for one thousand 
cubic feet. This seems to be in contravention of the plain pro
vision of the ordinance that "the said company shall not charge 
to private consumers of its gas in the said city of Ocean City, more 
than one dollar and fifty cents per one thousand cubic feet of gas." 

The delimitation of the period within which a given amount 
must be consumed in order to entitle the consumer to gas at the 
rate fixed by the ordinance appears to have been introduced only 
recently by the company so far a~ pre-payment meters are con
cerned. 

The respondent apparently seeks to justify the minimum charge 
(called a "service charge" on the company's application blanks), 
on the ground that it is a fair and reasonable charge to make, in
asmuch as many consumers use so little gas outside the summer 
months that they do not afford to the company a fair and reason
able return upon that portion of the company's plant which is 
kept in readiness to serve them throughout all the months of the 
year. If there existed no binding contract, controlling the charge 
the company is entitled to collect, the company's contention might 
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be well founded. But such a contr ict does exist. Because the 
company has made a poor bargain, so far as certain consumers 
are concerned, it has no legal right to charge at a higher rate than 
the ordinance permits. In this matter the Board follows the deci
sion of the case of Montgomery Light and Power Company, Appt. 
vs. H. K. Watts, reported in Lawyers' Reports Annotated, 26 New 
Series, Igrn, p. I I IO sq. 

An order will therefore be entered, requiring the company to 
refrain from setting or collecting a minimum charge, the effect 
of which is to raise the price of gas to private consumers above 
one dollar and fifty cents per thousaad cubic feet consumed; and 
requiring the company to furnish gas tc, private consumers, at not 
more than one dollar and fifty cents per thousand cubic ~eet, ir-

. respective of the amount consumed by any private consumer within 
any given period of time. The order will be of even date with this 
report. 

At the same time the Board would strongly recommend both 
complainant and respondent to get together, and to replace the 
existing ordinance by a new agreement fair to both alike. While 
literal compliance with the terms of the ordinance may at this 
present time favor certain consumers as regards their bills, it is 
apparent from an inspection of the ccmpany's accounts that the 
total revenue obtained by the minimum is small in the aggregate, 
probably less than $150.00 per year. It is also true that if the 
company charged even a moderate fee for turning gas off and on, 
a~.: in some cases they are required to do three times in four days, 
the aggregate fees for this special service might easily exceed what 
the company now realizes from the minimum. Moreover, it may 
easily happen that the time may come when the growth of the 
city would warrant, in the absence of a contract, a lower price 
than one dollar and fifty cents per thousand cubic feet. If the 
company under such circumstances stands upon the price named 
in the ordinance, it will be doing only what the complainants are 
doing in the present case, namely, insisting upon the letter of its 
legal rights under the ordinance. Moreover, the City is interested 
in having extensions of service made when and as needed. If by 
denying the company revenue which the company would be en
titled to receive, if a new agreement as to price were made, the 
city suffers from tardy extensions, the reason may well be cited 
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by the company, that literal compliance with the ordinance pre
vents their making as rapid extensions as might otherwise be pro
vided. 

It is pretty generally agreed today that a properly constructed 
schedule of gas rates will combine two different kinds of charges, 
a minimum charge and a charge graduated by consumption. A gas 
company has two different kinds of expense. The first consists 
of the charges arising from having built and having to maintain 
a plant and delivery system. This charge is largely independent 
of the quantity of gas consumed. It would exist, if no gas at all 
were consumed for a time. The other kind of charges, for fuel, 
labor, etc., will vary largely with the total product manufactured 
and ddivered. A fair minimum guarantees a return on plant 
built, maintained and held in readiness to serve. A fair charge for · 
the amount of gas consumed affords a return for the second class 
of expenses. A proper schedule w!Il combine both a minimum 
charge and a metered consumption charge, and is fairer and more 
advantageous in the long run to both consumer and producer than 
the ordinance provision now operative in Ocean City. 

Dated July 19th, 1912. 

ORDER. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer on file and 
having been duly heard and submitted b~ the parties and full inves
tigation of the matters and things invo1ved having been had and 
th~ Board having, on the date thereof, made and filed a report 
containing its findings of fact and conclusions, thereon, which said 
report is hereby referred to and made part hereof. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, hereby on this nine
teenth day of July, nineteen hundred and twelve, orders the City 
Gas Light Company of Ocean City to refrain from setting or col
lecting a minimum charge. 

The Board of Public Utility Com~issioners further orders the 
City Gas Light Company of Ocean City to furnish gas to private 
consumers at a rate of not more than $1.50 per thousand cubic feet 
irrespective of the amount consumed by any private consumer 
within any given period of time. 

This Order shall take effect August 9, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of} 
the Stone Harbor Water Company MEMORANDUM 
for Approval of a Proposed Issue 
of $25,000 of Its Bonds. 

Careful consideration of the facts involved in this applicatioL 
leads to the allowance of the applicatiou to the extent of $12,oor 
and its disallowance to the extent of $13~000. 

The use of the proceeds of the approved i~sue of bonds in $12,oor 
'ivhich, in accordance with the provisioas of the statute, may be dis
posed of at not less than 80, will be limited solely to the payment oi 
indebtedness incurred in the construction and equipment of tht
present plant in the amount representing the difference between tht 
actual cost of the present plant and the proceeds of bonds heretofort 
issued by the applicant to cover such construction and the paymen'. 
for new equipment for further extensbns of plant and system. 

With the use of the proceeds of the approved issue of bonds s<.· 
limited the issue will be in accordance with law and the issue wit 
represent items of expenditure which may properly be capitalized 

The expenditure of the proceeds of tht bonds so limited will rep
resent items necessary to enable the applicant to perform the serv 
ice for which it was formed and to meet the rapidly increasin~ 

needs of the community which it has undertaken to serve. 
In the purpose of the approved issue so limited, there is nothing 

tu condemn, on the contrary the purpose calls for approval. 
The ability of the applicant to meet the principal and interes1 

of the approved issue is as clearly established as is possible in thr 
case of a company that has conducted its operations over a period 
of only four years. 

The applicant was formed in 19o8. Its authorized capital stock 
was $so,ooo, which was issued to the Stone Harbor Realty Com, 
pany in payment for certain lands~ am.I for an exclusive and per~ 
pctual easement to lay its mains, etc., through the lands of tht 
Realty Company. 

This issue was made before the creation of this Boardl. 

In it the provision of Chapter 331 of the laws of 1906 as to tht 
tiling of a certificate was complied with. 
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The lands and rights in lands for which the capital stock was 
issued were property, and no reason appears to question now the 
judgment of the Board of Directors and officers of the applicant 
as to the value thereof. 

In fact, it now appears that the lands have an increasing value 
and could in ordinary course of sale be disposed of from some 
$20,000 as hav~ other similarly situated lands. 

The right to allowance for and capitalization of easements, upon 
~ reasonable basis, has heretofore been recognized by this Board. 

The capital to construct the physi~al plant and system of the 
company was raised by the issue of $25,000 of its bonds, bearing 
iuterest at 6% and secured by mortgage. 

The approved issue will be like bonds secured by this mortgage. 

The cost to reproduce new the phy3icaI property of the company 
exclusive of lands and rights in lands c;.pproximates $22,000. In the 
appraisal made by the Boardr, the valuation of $27,000 includes 
$5,000 for real estate but no allowance for water rights or rights 
of way. 

The difference between the proceeds of the $25,000 issue of 
bonds which were disposed of at less than 85 has been met through 
advances on temporary security. 

The territory served by the applicant is new. It is developing 
rapidly. Everything points to a steady increase in the develop
ment. 

It appears that during the first six months of 1912 the applicant 
met its operating expenses, fixed charges, interest and taxes and de
preciation at the rate of two per cent. on the value of its property, 
and gained a small net amount. A summary of the expenditures of 
the South Jersey Realty Company on account of the Stone Harbor 
Water Company, as of June 1st, 1912, shows the following: 
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*Organization ...••..........••....•••.....•..••.•....•..... 
Power Plant ............................................... . 
Pump House ..........•...••....•••••.••••.••.•..•........ 
Well and Stand Pipe ..................•..••.•.•.•..••.••.. 
Meters .................................................... . 
Pipe .....................•.......•...............••...••• 

Pipe Laying ...........................•................... 
Tools and Equipment ..........•...........•••..•••.•••••.. 

*Operating .......••..••...••..••.......................••.... 
*Plant Repairs .•......•............•..•...•.......••....... 
*Pipe Line Repairs ....................................•.... 
*Bond Interest ......................•••.•.............•.... 
•Administration and Office Expense •....••.......•.. , •.•••.... 

I79 

$ 377.97 
2,105.95 
1,052.56 
7,299.10 

589.78 
8,736.14 
3,125.63 

150.97 
2,039.44 

183.14 
275.75 

3,036.00 
911.29 

Total . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . • • . . . . • • . • . . • • • • • • . • • . . • . . . . . . . • $29~883. 72 
Payments made by Water Co. to South Jersey Realty Co...... 21,045.71 

Balance due to S J. Realty Co. . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . $8,838.01 

The total of all items marked above with an asterisk is $6,823.59, 
-it being the opinion of the Board that these items ought not fo 
be retained in the permanent capitalization of the company. Some 
items ought not to be capitalized at all, and the first and last items 
if capitalized should be represented by stock. In any case, at 
least $s,500 should not be obtained by issue of capital stock or 
bcmds. 

Of the expenditures made by the South Jersey Realty Company, 
the Water Company has paid all but $8,838. Of this $5,535 should 
be c.harged to operation; $377·97 andJ $gu,29, a total of $I,289.26 
should be considered as having been already paid for by stock 
already issued; and the balance, $2,01442, may be paid with pro
ceeds from the present issue now approved, looving approximately 
$10,000 to apply in payment for new work. 

Gross Revenues for 1911 .................................... . 
Gross Revenues for 6 Months, 1912 .........•......•....•..•... 
Probable Gross Revenues for 1912 ••.......•............•.... 
Probable Gross Revenues for 1913 ........................•.•• 
Gross Revenues, 6 Months, 1912 ............................ . 
Operating Expenses ........................................ . 

Interes-t for 6 Months ........................................ . 

Net Income for 6 Months ................................... . 
Allowance for bond discount (pro rated) •...................... 

$2,236.78 
2.174.52 
4,300.00 
6,000.00 
2,174.52 
1.029.00 

1,145.52 
150.00 

395.52 
124.00 

$271.52 

Depreciation reserve should be at least 2% on $24,700, (the 
amount expended in physical plant exclusive of land) $494.00 or 
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$247 for the first six months. Even with this allowance, there is 
~ net balance in the treasury of the company. 

The new construction and extensions are all in connection with 
new customers and increased demand, and the net income will in
crease in a very much faster ratio than the gross revenues. 

This showing is satisfactory for a company in the fourth year 
of its existence and just emerging from the development period 
operating in a territory wholly new and in conrse of development 

The application as to $13,000 is denied partly because of the• 
inclusion of items not properly capitaliz2ble, and partly because of 
the doubt as to the ability of the company to meet interest pay, 
men ts. 

While this Board has no jurisdiction over the South Jersej 
Realty Company, that company has nevertheless agreed to remit 
the charges against the Water Company to the extent of $5,535 
referred to above. If they will also remit the charge to the further 
extent of $1 ,289.26 referred to above, the capitalization wil1 ~e in 
accordance with the view of the Board. 

On the whole, it therefore appears that an issue of bonds in 
$12,000 limited! in use of proceeds as stated may be made in ac
cordance with law and the purpose thereof may be approved" 

Dated September I 1th, 1912. 
(Signed) ROBERT WILLIAMS, 
(Signed) THOMAS J. HILLERY. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of S. }·DISMISSAL OF 
Fischer Miller Against Bay Head PETITION. 
Water Company. 

S. Fischer Miller, in person. 
James C. Egbert, for the company. 

The complainant by letter of July I6th, 1912, addressed to the 
Board, complained of the charge for water exacted by the com~ 
pany for water supplied to two bungalows on a lot I 5o' x 4o'. Com~ 

plainant finding the company refused an abatement in said rates 
2~ked that a meter be placed in his house. This also the company 
refused. Complainant stated in his letter that for the water esti= 
mated to be consumed in each bungalow the charge was at a rate 
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of $2.00 per l,ooo gallons, or over 50 cents per thousand gallons 
if the houses were occupied twelve months in the year. It appears 
that when M:r. Miller signed his contract he was assured by the 
plumber that the small size of his house would induce the company 
to forbear the strict application of its rates, per fixture. The as
surance, however, came from a plumber not in the employ of the 
company or authorized to speak for it. In substantiation of his 
contention Mr. Miller cited the water rates in South Orange, where 
the charge is estimated at 21 cents per M. 

On August 27th, 1912, at the State House, Trenton, a hearing 
was held upon the matters involved. 

It developed that the water supply in Bay Head is peculiar in 
several ways· The community served is small. The plant, how
ever, has to be large enough to serve the large summer population 
at this seaside resort. The water supply was originally a private 
venture instituted by members of the summer colony. As they 
desired a supply of exceptional quality an artesian well, 800 feet 
in depth, was driven. \Vithout the gratuitous service of interested 
parties the plant could not have been ~ucceessfnlly run. Testimony 
was given by citizens that they regarded the priCL' as fair, consider
ing the exceptional quality of the \vakr and the local conditions. 

The complainant admitted that he was not discriminated against; 
that, so far as he knew, any house having equipment like his own 
was charged vu the same basis. .It rt'mains only to inquire (I) 
whether the rates exacted alike of :i.ll consumers arc exorbitant; 
1 2) whether the charge, according ti.. con;::tm1er's equipment as 
r:1easurcd by fixtures, ought to lw chan~_y,J h:· t11e Board ordering 
the installation of meters. 

As to the issue whether the rate::: per sc were exorbitant, in 
that they result in an undue profit to the cumpany, the complainant 
admitted frankly that he did not make that ayerment. Independent 
ir!vestigation the Board, in connectio1; with the company's peti
tion for the approval of securities. :-eems to substantiate the fact 
that the rates have not resulte~ in undue profits. The enhanced 
value of the plant over the value of its securities was explained 
1argely by reason of expert and unpaid service remlerecl for a se
iies of years by residents of the sumnwr colony. and because of in
vestment in plant of earnings in excess of operating expenses and 
interest charges. It appears therefore that the rates are not ex
crbitant in the sense that they have resulted in an unfair profit. 
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In connection with its recent approval of security issues by the 
company the Board pointed out that the eventual installation of 
meters and metered service must be expected by the company. On 
the other hand, the fact that such installation would enhance cur
rent rates especially to the permanent population which numeri
cally is small and not in receipt of large average in~omes, deters 
the Board from ordering the company at this time to install meters ; 
and likewise deters the Board from ordering that the basis of 
charges be changed from the equipment basis to a metered basis. 
The case cited by the complainant of a meter installed in a garage 
stems exceptional, in that the meter was installed rather to keep 
tab on water consumption in the garage than to give it a prefer
ence in the basis of charging rates. 

The hearing developed differences of opinion as to the daily 
per capita consumption in American cities; and the Board acknowl
edges with thanks data thereon supplied to it by the complainant. 
As no discrimination is shown, andl as the rates per se do not ap
pear exorbitant the petition is DISMISSF.D. 

Dated September 17th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of } 
Thomas J. Murphy vs. Coast Gas MEMORANDUM. 
Company. 

Thomas J. Murphy, in person. 
Joseph Mayer, for the company. 

This case was heard before the Commission on September 17th, 
1912, at the State House, in Trenton. The complainant averred 
that his supply of gas was peremptorily cut off on August I 5th, 
1912; and that the defendant's reason for this action was the 
complainant's failure to pay a bill rendered by the respondent 
for gas consumed in 19rn. 

The Board when first informed of Mr. Murphy's complaint ad
vised the company under date of Angust 20th, 1912, to the fol
k.wing effect : 
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"Without prejuding the matter, the statement of the letter ( i. e., letter of 
complaint to the Board, under date of August 16th, 1912), would indicate 
that there is a bona fide difference between the complainant and your com
pany. Under such circumstances, the judgment of the Board is, independ
ent of the merits of the controversy, that resort to the drastic measure of 
discontinuing service is not justified. It is the opinion of the Board that 
pending determination of the matter at issue between the complainant and 
your company in a proper tribunal, your company should continue to supply 
aervice to Mr. Murphy." 

This letter dlid not constitute a formal order of the Board. It 
was at first, however, apparently so understood by the company. 
'the company claimed that the discontinuance of service was neces
sary in order to effect a settlement for money long overdue for gas, 
as well as for current bills. They also recited difficulty experienced 
in attempting to remove a meter from the premises of the com
plainant. 

Upon hearing, it appears to the Board that a bill long overdue, 
(as in this case for a period of two years), which was originally 
protested, and, which has long been subject to dispute cannot be 
properly urged as a good reason for discontinuing service, at this 
late date. Especially is this the case when the company has sup
plied service, subsequent ta the dispute over the bill, and has failed 
to bring legal action to enforce whatever may be its just right~ 
ir. the premises. 

The decision in re Albert L. Hatch vs. Consumers Compa.ny, Ltd. 
( 17 Idaho Reports, p. 207), seems applicable in this case. The 
court there said : 

"A regulation that in case a consumer is m default his supply will be 
cut off is reasonable and may be enforced. But .such a regulation cannot 
be made the instrument by which the water company can become the judge 
in its own case, or shut off water to enforce payment of a disputed bill; 
nor by its means can payment be enforced which it is not the duty of the 
customer to make." Referring to a certain line of authorities which hold 
that, in gas cases, "ga•s companies may refuse to supply gas when the con
sumer is· in 1arrears for gas furnished," the court remarks that "these au
thorities all seem to be based upon a statute giving the gas: company the. 
right to refuse to furnish gas while any rates remain unpaid. But it i•s held 
that even where there is a statute on the subject, that the right does not 
exist when there is an. honest dispute as to the amount due." 

In September, I9IO, when the disputed bill was rendered, the 
complainant, if refused further service, might have paid under 
protest, and sued to recover the overcharge. But the company con
tinued service, and did not shut off supply. Nor has the com
pany in the two years since elapsed sued to secure payment. This 
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failure on the part of the company to take action estops them from 
shutting off service at this late day, on the ground that such dis
wntinuance is necessary to force payment. of a bill long in ar
rears and as long in dispute. The company still has a remedy in 
the courts. 

The Board upon hearing was assured by the complainant that 
he was ready and willing to pay all bills against him for gas ex
cept the item of $17.95 charged in r9rn. The company was in
formed that upon the tender of payment of all gas bills against 
the complainant except the $17.95 itt:m, the Board would feel 
justified in ordering the company w resume service. The re
:..:pondent thereupon agreed to resume service upon payment as 
zdoresaid, and this renders a formal: order in this case unnecessary. 
The company may then prosecute its suit as it sees fit for the re
covery of money claimed to be due for gas furnished in 1910. 

The question emerges whether unr:i,?r the principle herein cnun
\.,iated gas companies are not left exposed to any unscrupulous cus
tomer who may trump up a dispute to evade immediate payment 
if bills due, and then decamp to other jurisdictions before the clis

'.1utc can be determined. The respondent alleged that this danger 
·:..: a real danger in seaside resorts with thtir large non-resident sum
ncr population. To this query the ans\\·er sccn1s sufficient, that d 

:·easonable deposit, in advance (with interest th(;reon allowed the 
iepositor) seems to furnish good gu3.rantee ag·ai11st losses such as 

·night result in the circumstances indicated. \Vhere gas companies 
:o not require a depmit. the reasonably prornpt payment of admit

:.edly due bills for gas may be enforced by a prompt cessation to 
iurnish service. But the payment of back bills b01w fide in dis
~'Ute, where the company by subsequent furnishing of service has 
admitted the legitimacy of a difference of opinion as to the bill 
'll question, cannot be enforced by shutting- off service. 

Dated September 20th. I912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of ) 
Leslie E. Molineux, Treasurer of DISMISSAL OF 
St. Lukes C_hurch, Metuchen, New PETITION. 
Jersey, Agamst the Metuchen Gas 
Light Company. 

For the Vestry of St. Luke's Church, Leslie E. M olineu.x. 
For the company, Francis Engel, Treasurer. 
This case was heard on September 20th, 1912, at the Court House, 

in Newark. 
At the hearing it appeared that the Board of Directors of this 

company in the summer of this year instituted a minimum monthly 
charge of fifty cents on meters not consuming that amount per 
month. 

The company failed to give due notice, to this Board, of this in
crease in the price of service. It appears also that its customers, 
including the Vestry of St. Luke's church, were first apprised of 
the inauguration of this minimum charge when bills were rendered 
at the beginning of August last. This failure to give previous no
tice not unnaturally caused irritation to consumers, some of whom 
had taken service by reason of printed advertisements of the com
pany made in rqo8. expressly stating- that no minimum charge 
·,-vould be exacted. The company requires each consumer to sign 
;m ;ipplication which reserves to the company "the right from time 
to tirne to alter and amend these rules and make such further and 
1 lther rules and regulations under \vhich gas may be furnished or 
continued to private consumers as experience may subject (sug
gest?) and ~is the said company deem necessary or convenient in the 
nse or consumption of the gas." Rule 9. 

T t appears that formerly the price ,)f gas was $r.75 per M. with 
20 per cent discount if paid \vi thin ten clays. 

The price has been reduced to $1 AO per l\I. gross, or $r .20 per 
:M. net, if prompt payment is made. 

The whole question reduced itself to justifying the advance in 
the charge of the company. The law (Ch. 195, La\vs of 191 I) casts 
upon the company the burden of proof that the advance is just 
and reasonable. It was disclosed at the hearing that this c01npany 
buys all of its gas from another company at 65c. per M., and sells 
the same at $1 .20 per .M. net. The company has only a distribution 
~ystem anrl appurtenances. The cost 'Jf this distribution system was 
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investigated, and the construction account, charged at $46,898.34 
was found to be reasonable, when unit prices per foot of 4'~ and 6" 
main were applied. Its capital stock is $50,000. There are no 
bonds. The gross operating revenues and total revenue deductions 
for I9II were $5,947.30 and $4,689-47 respectively, making a net 
operating revenue of $I,257.83. This is less than three per cent on 
the cost of the company's property. No dividend was paid in I9I I. 
The company has something like thirteen miles of main, supplies a 
Borough of about 4,000 population, and has only 254 customers. 
The consumer who desires may have his meter disconnected and 
reconnected free of charge. Under the circumstances, the increase 
is clearly not unreasonable, and the petition is accordingly DIS

MISSED. 

Dated September 23rd, 1912. 

In Re Complaint of S. W. Roberts vs.} DISMISSAL OF 
the Coast Gas Company. - COMPLAINT. 

Complainant alleged excessive charg~s by the Coast Gas Company 
for service at his residence, Number 45 Norwood Avenue, Avon. 

Hearing was called on this complaint, and the Board also caused 
an examination to be made by its Inspector. As a result of the 
hearing, and consideration of the te:;timony given by the Board's 
Inspector, it does not appear that the complainant has been im
properly charged for service. 

It is the opinion of the Board that the bill of the Coast Gas Com
pany as rendered should he paid by complainant. and the complaint 
is HEREBY DISMISSED. " . Dated September 24th, I9I2. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of ) 
William S. Roe, et al., vs. the Penn- ~ ORDER. 
sylvania Railroad Company. ~ 

Complaint was made by William S. Roe, on behalf of himself 
ci.nd Scales Brothers, against the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
because of the refusal of said company to furnish a siding for the 
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use of th~ complainants. It was represented that the said William 
S. Roe and! Scales Brothers occupy, between them, one hundred and 
fifty feet all along the railroad on Jelift Avenue, in the City of 
Newark. 

To this complaint answer was made, and on the issue joined 
hearing wa~ held· After said hearing, and consideration of the 
tt: stimony adduced thereat, the Board i~ of the opinion, and hereby 
finds, that the Pennsylvania Railroad_ Company should construct, 
maintain and operate, upon reasonable terms, a switch connection 
with a private sidle track to be constr .icted by the complainants on 
the property mentioned above, it being the judgment of the Board 
that such connection is reasonable and practicable, and can be put 
in with safety, and will furnish sufficient business to justify the con
struction and maintenance of the same. 

The Board has given consideration to the representation of the 
respondent, that there is a probability that, as a result of pending 
litigation with the City of Newark, the West Newark branch of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad will have to be reconstructed, and that 
the part of the City through which this branch operates is building 
up residentially. The Board finds that, notwithstanding the repres
entation of the respondent, it cannot reasonably refuse to provide 
the switch connection asked for. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS and 
directs the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to construct, maintain 
and operate, upon reasonable terms, a switch connection with its 
West Newark branch, and a private .side track, to be constructed 
by William S. Roe and Scales BrothP-rs, or either of them, on the 
property of said William S. Roe or Scales Brothers, and private 
sjde track and switch connection to be used for the shipment of 
merchandise to and from the business establishments of William 
S. Roe and Scales Brothers, the intent of this Order being that 
one siding track and switch connection shall be constructed for 
the combined use of the above William S. Roe and Scales Brothers. 

Dated September 24, 1912. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PGBLIC CTILITY CO:\! :\l ISSIONERS' REPORT. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of} 
Residents of Rocky Hill and Kings- RECOMMEN
ton vs. the Pennsylvania Railroad DATION. 
Company. 

Conformably to the report dated October 4th, I912, in the niat
:er of the cotnplaint of residents of Rocky Hill and Kingston vs. 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, which report by reference 
thereto herein is made part hereof, the Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners hereby RECOMMENDS to the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company: (I) that until the summer schedule of trains is again 
put into effect, the leaving time of the morning train from H.ocky 
f I ill be set back to 7.55 ,\. M., and that said train connect at Mon
:uouth Junction with trains :\' o. 29r and ;\ o. 954. as now scheduled; 
:md that upon the re-establishment of 1 he regular summer schedule, 
the leaving time of the morning train from Rocky Hill he fixed 
:it 7 :q A. M.; and that its connections at >.Ionmoutli Junction be 
:1rranged substantially as they existed in:mediatel~· a ft er June 2 bt. 
If) I 2. 

The Board of ! 'ulilic 1-tility Commissioners alsu HE(:or.i-

.\~ E:\'"DS the Penn:-;ylvania Railroad C,1111pany tl1 provide ::--erv1ce m 
·.!Jc afternoon \\·hereby passengers from Trent(Jn may be fun\·arJed 
:r:> Rocky Hill and other points on this lmrnch \\·ith1Jut unnecessary 
,\ aiting- or delay at ~Ionmouth Jnncti J11. 

The Board oi Public l 'tility Commissioner:-; al<.;o herelff RECu~i
.' ! El\DS the Pennsylvania Railroad Company tc) affonl additional 
! assenger service from Hocky Frill and other point<.; (in the Rocky 
H il1 hranch to .:VI on mouth Junction. e1nbling- passengers ·without 
·.tmlue delay in transit or undue \\-aifr1g· at l\fonmouth J uncti(m to 
,:onnect with trains Ko. 287 and No. 470. This RECO:\'TMEND.i\TrnN 

1..'1mtemplates the continuance nf >: o. 120 and No. 035 a.;; n1)\V srbe-
1uled. 

The first recommendation is made. because the company ha=-> sug
L:ested the arrangement, which the co111plainants have accepted and 
which arrangement the Board understands the company is willing 

t.) put irito effect. 

Dated October 4th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of 1 

Residents of Rocky Hill and Kings-JREPORT 
ton vs. the Pennsylvania Railroad · 

. Company. · 

John F. Reger, for the complainants· 
Alex. 1 > Gest, for the respondent 

On May 14th, 1912, the complaint ir. this case was filed witb 
the Board It alleged inadequate passenger service on the Rock:. 
Hill branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad. It complained that thl 
number of train::: daily was uot snfficicnt to meet the reasonable 
requirements of travel to and from Rocky I-Till and Kingston. 
It also complained of the absence of proper connections at Mon· 
mouth Junction between trains on the main line and trains on tht: 
Rocky Hill branch. 

Upon answer in writing made by the company, a hearing wa!' 
held on June I rth, 1912, and a second hearing on June 18th, 1912, 

roth at the State House, in the City of Trenton. Evidence wa~ 
taken, and records of earnings and expenses on this branch linv 
were presented at said hearings. 

The connections at Monmouth Junction and at Trenton for pas.-
sengers leaving Rocky Hill, west hound, in the morning, involved 
such unreasonable waiting at both places, namely, one hour am~ 
riineteen minutes at Monmouth Junction, and forty-seven minute;;. 
at Trenton, that Chief Inspector: .lV[c Kelvey \Vas asked to take tht: 
matter up with the General Superintendent of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company. As a result of a conference, Chief Inspector 
McKelvey reported to the Board on June 11th, 1912, that, com
mencing June 21st, 1912, prompt connections at I\Ionmouth June· 
tion would be made for west hound trc1ins in the morning. Thi~ 

arrangement was effectedi as the Board understands, to the genera'! 
satisfaction of Rocky Hill and Kingston \vest bound morning passen~ 

. gers. Chief Inspector l\1cKelvey at the s~me time (June I rth, 1912 :· 

reported to the Board that he had asked the Pennsylvania manage 
ment to consider changing the time of departure of the 12 :12 P, M. 

train- from Rocky Hill to 2 :45 P. M. This c-hange, together with 
the bettered connections in the morning, the Chief Inspector was 
inclined to think, would be all that could be asked legitimately on 
account of the light traffic on the. hranch line. 
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After the second hearing held on Jnne 18th, 1912, the counsel 
for the complainants, by letter to this Board dated June 19th, 1912, 
questioned the advisability of scheduling a train to leave Rocky 
Hill at 2 :45 P. M. He suggested a different schedule, affording 
three trains daily, and suggested what he considered appropriate 
times for their departure from, and arrival at Rocky Hill· 

On June 20th, 1912, a letter from Mr. William H. Powell to 
this Board, represented, inter alia, that a train leaving Rocky Hill 
at 2 :45 P. M., instead of at 12 :12 P. M. would not be benficial to 
the traveling public. 

During the summer schedule the bettered situation continued. 
Not only were there maintained good connections at Monmouth 
Junction, but speedier service was also furnished from Philadelphia 
and Trenton to Rocky Hill. In this i::osture of affairs, the Board 
made no determination in the matter, in the hope that a re-schedul
ing of the afternoon train from Rocky Hill might prove an accept
able solution to all parties concerned. The issuance of the regular 
fall schedule by the company marked the regular annual with
drawal of train No. 289; with its withdrawal the difficulties attach
ing to train connections at Monmouth Junction for passengers on 
the Rocky Hill branch have again become acute. 

In determining a question of this sort) not very much assistance 
is to be had from an inspection of the revenues and expenses of 
the branch line. The whole matter of the allocation of expenses 
as between through and local traffic, and as between freight and 
passenger traffic, is largely arbitrary at best. This remark applies 
t0 transportation accounting generally, and not to this particular 
case only. The equipment used on this branch is used also for 
through trips to Jersey City. It is very probably good operation 
as the company contends not to use wooden equipment on the elec
tric zone adjacent to Jersey City. But this practice, admirable as 
it is, results in placing upon the Rocky Hill branch heavier and 
more expensive equipment than would have to be employed for. 
the branch traffic alone· The accounting result is that heavier 
maintenance expense is debited against the branch than the branch 
traffic, pure and simple, would warrant. The error may be one 
inseparable from any scheme of allocating joint expense. It points 
strongly to the fact that much of the expense of any public utility 
is in reality a joint or common expense incurred for the service 
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as a whole, and that the allocations of the joint expense to a par
ticular line or a particular class of traffic is, of necessity, arbitrary, 
and, therefore, an uncertain index of actual expense incurred for 
specific service. 

The tabulation of expenses for the Rocky Hill branch from 1907 
through l9II purports to show variations from $22,311.60 in 1909, 
to $14,629.II in 191 I. The gross revenues for the same period 
range from $23,015.6o in 1907 to $14,277.39 in l9II. The most 
s.:gnificant feature of the two tables is the unmistakable decline in 
gross revenues from freight on the Rocky Hill branch. While pas
senger revenues have fluctuated in this period from a minimum of 
$1,972 to a maximum of $2,18I, there has been a heavy drop in 
freight receipts. 

The following table will indicate this : 

TOTAL FREIGHT EARNINGS} ROCKY HILL BRANCH. 

190.?. 

$19,752·47 
I909· 

$I8,478.23 
19IO. 

$15,575.b8 
19II. 
$11,015.81 

Even granting that the branch road's expenses could be abso
lutely segregated from any admixture of expense properly charge
able to any other part of the company's system, the comparatively 
heavy fall in freight receipts within a short period would argue 
that unless the branch line business had previously been unusually 
profitable, it can not be very profitable today, and that it is not im
probable, that it is not profitable at all. The company's accounting 
makes it appear that a net deficit has resulted from its operation 
four years out of the last five, if the fixed charges (including 6 per 
cent on $18,700 of the old companys' stock) are added to operating 
expenses. For seven years past on this branch the average income 
from passengers per mile was $751.75, the average income from 
freight per mile was $5,869.82, the average income from both per 
mile was $6,621.57 while the average expenditure per mile was 
$6,455.58. Clearly, if additional passenger service were to be predi
cated solely on the profitableness of the operation of the Rocky Hill 
branch, not very much could be urc-ed on behalf of additional 
service. 

But as this Board has indicated, in the matter of the complaint 
of Citizens} Committee of Sussex County against N. Y. S. & W. 
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Railroad. C ompan}'J p. 14, the questio11 of profitv bleness is not al 
ways conclusive when additional. facilities are asked of a railroad 
company. In that case the Board declared that "even if putting 
on an extra train entails a net loss on it:, operation, such loss must 
be incurred if the running of said tnin is necessary to afford the 
rt:asonable and adequate service required of the carrier. Since the 
decision in the case of Coast Line R.iilrcad Conipany vs. Carolina 
Corporation Conimission (206 U. s. i) this principle is undeni
able." 

In the present case, it is undeniable that the present connection 
<·t Monmouth Junction for Rocky Hill branch passengers in the 
morning, west bound for Trenton or Philadelphia, subjects them 
to an unreasonable delay of fifty-five minutes. The company itself, 
at the suggestion of the Board's Chief Inspector of Railroads, in 
June last, realized this, and in commendable fashion remedied it, 
beginning June 21st, 1912. But after the promulgation of a: recent 
schedule, the evils complained of were revived. 

The company has suggested that the situation in the morning can 
be remedied by scheduling the morning train from Rocky Hill 
t0 leave at 7 :ss A. M., connecting at ".\Ionmouth Junction with No. 
954, eastward, and with No. 291 west·.vard. To this the petitioners 
by letter from their counsel, 1-.fr. Reger, dated September 30th, 1912, 

have agreed. When the summer schedule is again in force, the 
company will be expected to afford the same connections at Mone 
mouth Junction as afforded immediately after June 21st, 1912. This 
will ffecessitate a resumption of-the earlier leaving time from Rocky 
Hill. 

Passengers in the afternoon for points on the Rocky Hill branch 
should be enabled, without a wait of over half an hour at Monmouth 
Junction, to be forwarded to their destination on the branch line, 
This was remedied by the arrangem~~nt of the company made in 
the summer, whereby passengers left Philadelphia at 4 :07 P. M. 

and reached Rocky Hill at 6 :20 P· M. Substantially similar intra· 
state service to this last mentioned! should be provided for Rocky 
Hill passengers the year round; and the Board will so recommend, 

With respect to requiring the compa11y to operate special light 
equipment on the Rocky Hill branch, such as a motor car operated 
by storage batteries, this Board is not disposed to impose such an 
order upon the company at this time. The company contends that 
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its experience with such equipment has been very unsatisfactory. 
Our Chief Inspector of Railroads also advises us against imposing 
its use at present. 

We cannot avoid the conclusion, however, that the complaint 
if:. well grounded that no passenger train whatever leaves Rocky 
Hill later than 12 :12 P. M., until the following morning. No matter 
from what angle viewed, this cannot he helcli to constitute adequate 
service. The question of revenue here is not controlling. Train 
No. 470 leaves Monmouth Junction at 5 :27 P. M. Train No. 287 
leaves Monmouth Junction at 5 :07 P. M. An extra run from Rocky 
Hill which should deposit passengers c..t Monmouth Junction prior 
to 5 :07 P. M. would afford connections east and west. In view of 
this extra service to be provided, the wait of twenty minutes or 
thereabouts for No. 470 would be allowable. The Board will recom
mend that such an extra afternoon trair. be run from Rocky Hill 
to Monmouth Junction, the time of arrival at Monmouth Junction 
tv be such that prompt connection can be made with No. 287. 

Dated October 4th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Cox:iplaint of the } DECISION AND 
Town of Kearny Against the Pub- ORDER 
lie Service Railway Company. · 

Edward Kenny, for the Town of Kearny. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, for the Public Service Railway Company. 

Hearings were held upon this matter at Chancery Chambers, J er-
st:y City, on June 7th andJ July 12th, 1912. On the latter date evi
dence was submitted by both parties. 

The complaint grows out of the relocation of a trolley zone divid
ing line upon the Turnpike Line. The Hackensack River bridge 
was formerly the dividing line. In accordance with an Order 
entered by this Board February 27th, 1912, in the matter of the 
complaint of the Mayor of Jersey City vs. Public Service Railway 
Company, in re fare limits on the Turnpike Line, the company re
located the dividing line, and placed it at the junction of Belle
ville andJ Jersey City Turnpike, a short distance from the Dela-' 
\Vare, Lackawanna and Western crossing. 
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The grounds for the Board's Order of February 27th, 1912, are 
set forth in the decision above referred to. Substantially the reason 
for the Board's Order was that the Meadow Shops are nearer to 
Jersey City than to Newark. Prior to the Board's order, Meadow 
Shop operatives could travel for a single fare between the shops 
and the center of Newark. But for a sh·orter ride between the 
shops and the interior district of Jersey City the shop operatives 
were required to pay two fares. 

This was felt to be an unjust discrimination against the shop 
<.>peratives living in Jersey City. By the present arrangement these 
conditions are equalized as between the shop operatives living in 
Loth cities. 

The Board realized, when the original order was made, that a 
relocation of the trolley zone division line would affect, adversely, 
certain residents living on the western outskirts of Jersey City 
who traveled daily between their homes in that section of Jersey 
City and their places of work in Harrison or Newark. A census of 
traffic at the Hackensack River bridge, at the hours when opera
tives leave- home for work or leave their workshops for home, 
seemed to indicate that the number likely to be adversely affected 
would not be very great, and would be less than the Jersey City 
operatives at the Meadow Shops who would benefit by the ex
tension of the distance they might travel for a single fare. That 
this expectation was realized may be deduced perhaps from the 
absence of any subsequent complaint OE the part of residents in 
the section of Jersey City adjacent to the' Hackensack River bridge. 
\Vhat the Board did not forsee, at that time, was the way in which 
a relocation of the zone dividing line might affect trolley passengers 
in the Town of Kearny. These passengers had been able to ride 
for a single fare between Kearny and the Hackensack River bridge, 
the western boundary of Jersey City. The reconstitution of the 
fare zone renders this longer impossible. From Krnrny to the 
Lackawanna crossing one fare must be paid, and a second fare 
to enable the Kearny passenger to continue the journey to the Hack
ensack River bridge. This double fare between the bridge and 
Kearny is also collected when the journey is taken in the opposite 
direction. 

The location of the Meadow Shops makes the travel between 
the shops and either Newark or Jersey City unique. The shops are 
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virtually the only considerable originators of passenger traffic in 
that locality. A single fare between the shops and either city 
seems warranted both by reason of the respective distances from the 
shops to the center of the two cities, and by reason of the very 
considerable traffic originating or terminating at the shops. The 
company admits that at one time as "a voluntary courtesy by the 
street railway company to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company" 
such a single fare between the shops o.nd either city was in vogue. 
What was granted as "a voluntary courtesy" might properly have 
been continued on more substantial grounds of the distance trav
ersed and the traffic carried. 

If this be the case we see no sufficient reason why the zones or 
the fares for passengers not bound to or from the meadow shops 
should be disturbed. The shop traffic is a peculiar and unique 
traffic. It may fairly be treated as rt thing apart, without neces
sitating a dislodgment of fare zones foz- passengers whose journeys 
are taken with no reference to the shops. 

The company's objections to such an arrangement seem to be 
two in number, that it would create difficulties in operation by pro
viding an overlap between the Lackawanna crossing and the Hack
ensack bridge; and that it might diminish the company's revenues. 

As to the first, the sufficient answer seems to be that overlaps 
exist, as by the company's admission, on certain lines it now oper
ates. If the company can administer overlaps on one part of its 
lines it can do so on another. Moreover, with a standard nickel 
fare, some employment of overlaps seems necessary to temper 
what otherwise would be an unjustifiable disparity in the relative 
length of rides accorded for a nickel. 

As to the second, the company's contention that whether the 
1eduction itself in revenue is "material or immaterial" seems to 
indicate that the arrangement would not largely reduce its revenues. 
It may not do so at all. The greater. travel between the shops and 
Jersey City now that the whole distance can be traveled for five 
cents instead of for ten, may not improbably make up the possible 
less suggested. If a serious actual loss in revenue should result, 
(which we doubt), and should be demonstrated there would be 
occasion for asking a revamping of fares and fare-zones on the 
Turnpike Line. 

By reference to the Order entered February 27th, 1912, it will 
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be seen that no modification thereof is necessary, inasmuch as it 
refers only and affects only rides and fares between the Meadow 
Shops (Lackawanna crossing) and "any point in the city of Jer
sey City which may now ( i. e. February 27th, I9I2) be reached 
from the Hackensack bridge for a single fare of five cents." · 

There being no sufficient cause shown for the disturbance of 
zones or fares on the Turnpike Line, ~ave and except the Meadow 
Shop travel above referred to and covered by the Order of Febru
ary 27th, I9I2, the Public Service Railway Company is hereby 

ORDERED to restore such fare zones and fares on the Turnpike 
Line as existed prior to said Order except only as the same were 
altered or disturbed by the Order of February 27th, I9I2, afore
said. 

This Order is to become effective October 30th, I9I2. 
Dated October 4th, I9I2. 

In the Matter of the Application of} 
the New York Telephone Company MEMORANDUM 
for Approval of an Ordinance of WITHHOLDING 
the Borough of Dunellen Passed APPROVAL. 
May 6th, 1912. 

After careful consideration approv:.il of this ordinance is with
held. 

Approval will be granted if the ordinance is amended in the 
following particulars : 

I. The provision reserving the power of this Board should 
be broadened so as to apply to any commission that may succeed 
to its powers and duties and so as to include both overhead and 
underground systems. 

2. The ordinance should be made applicable in its terms to 
all existing and future local rights of the company. . 

3. Provision should be made for the giving of notice by the 
company to Dunellen before the beginning of any work. 

4. If it is desired to retain the section as to the re-adjustment 
of the terms of the grant it should be reframed so as to make it 
clear that it is not the intent in re-adjustment to confine the munici
pality to the amount of free service now provided for. 
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To facilitate the disposition of this matter the Board will, if it is 
the desire of the municipality and the company, direct its counsel 
to co-operate with their representatives in framing· amendments to 
the ordinance conforming to these conclusions. 

Dated October 15th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of} 
the Riverside Traction Company MEMORANDUM. 
for Approval of the Issue of $49,000 
Bonds. 

By petition to this Board dated July 15th, 1912, the Riverside 
Traction Company, Public Service Railway Company, lessee, asked 
for the authorization 0£ additional bonds to the amount of $49,000. 
These bonds were to cover certain expenses for construction and 
rehabilitation work, and to cover certJ.in expenses incurred in the 
purchase of power plants. The Board, after a hearing, upon this 
matter held at the State House, in Trenton, New Jersey, on Sep
tember 17th, 1912, declined the desired authorization. This Memor
andum is designed to summarize the Board's reasons for its action 
in the premises. 

The predecessor of the Riverside Traction Company was the 
Camden and Trenton Railway Company. The physical apparatus 
of the last named company was not sufficiently substantial to afford 
adequate service with modern equipment. When the Riverside 
Traction Company in 1910 took over from the Receiver the prop
erty of its predecessor rehabilitation work was set on foot. In 
this process renewals were often more than mere replacements of 
the original plant. Heavier rails replaced the older and lighter 
rails. Heavier equipment was provided, and certain additions to 
the old plant were installed. In general, the expen_diture on re
habilitation proper amounted to about $265,000. 

Chief Inspector Betts in his report to the Board remarks that 
"at the time the reconstruction work was done, it was impracticable 
to detennine just what proportion of the cost of the work was 
properly chargeable to capital account, and what proportion to the 
operating expenses under the head of Repairs and Depreciation." 
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Subsequent investigation and conferences held with the company's 
engineers in charge of the rehabilitation work, convinced the 
Board's Chief Inspector of Utilities that various items of this ex
pense had been charged to capital account whereas they more 
properly belonged under current expenses. Of the $265,088.94, the 
total expenditures for rehabilitation, the amount estimated by the 
Board's Chief Inspector as properly chargeable to capital account 
was only $I7I,246.51. There has thus been capitalized something 
Eke $94,000 which more properly should have come out of income. 
An example is afforded in the item of $I3,770,26, "Construction and 
Rehabilitation Work in Progress." Of this sum about $4,900.00 
should be properly charged to Repairs. Similarly, of the total cost 
of rehabilitation amounting to $265,088.94, some $93,842.43 should 
have been similarly charged to Repairs This is the estimate of the 
Board's Chief Inspector. 

The Chief Inspector concluded that "an ample amount of securi
ties had already been issued to cover all charges properly charge
cible to Capital Account." The Board adopted this view of the 
matter, and in consequence declined to authorize the bond issue 
of $49,000 prayed for. 

Dated October 22nd, 19I2. 

In the Matter of the Application of} 
the Stone Harbor Water Company 
for the Approval of Bonds,. Non- MEMORANDUM. 
Concurrence by Commissioner 
Daniels. 

In the approval given September nth, I9I2, by the Board to 
the issue of bonds by the Stone Harbor Water Company in the 
amount of Twelve thousand dnllars, I am unable to concur. 

My reasons for non-currence are: That the ability of the com
pany to meet the interest and principle of said bonds appears to 
depend upon the continuance of a fairly rapid growth of a real 
estate development; and that an industrial venture of this kind 
should be financed by a stock issue rather than by a bond issue, in
asmuch as the interest together with the bond discount which must 
be earned yearly makes the prospect of success less than ought to 
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be the case where bond issues are officially approved by this Board. 

The company in question was organized in 1908 with a capital 
stock of Fifty thousand dollars. This entire amount of stock was 
delivered to the Stone Harbor Realty Company in exchange for 
certain rights and privileges, Of these the most important were a 
pupetual and exclusive easement to locate pipes under land owned 
by the Realty Company, and a right to locate structures on a part 
of said land. In order to obtain capital to build the physical plant 
and distribution system, the water company issued six per cent. 
mortgage bonds in the amount of Twenty-five thousand dollars. 
The mortgage under which these bonds were issued allows the pro
ceeds of the bonds to be used, where the company's receipts are 
otherwise insufficient, to pay ordinary running expenses and de
ficits. With the proceeds of these bonds which were sold at less 
than 85, and by means of various advances on temporary security ... 
the water company is in possession of a plant estimated at between ~ 
$27,000 and $30,000 to reproduce new. The water company has 
been in operation four years· Last yrat it had not more than a 
hundred regular water takers. In the first six months of the cur
rent year it secured about thirty additional water takers. Accord
ing to statements submitted by the company it appears in the first 
six months of this year (1912) to have met operating expenses, 
fixed charges including interest and taxes, depreciation at the rate 
of two per cent. per annum on the value of its property, and to 
have gained in addition a small net amount, not in excess of one 
hundred dollars. Prior to this time the company was in the de
velopmental stage and not making expern~es. 

Originally the company petitioned in this proceeding for the 
approval of an additional bond issue of Twenty-five thousand dol
lars. Said bonds vvere to be issued under the same mortgage as 
the first block of bonds ; were to bear six per cent interest; were 
to be sold at eighty, and were to mature in 1924. Investigation 
disclosed that it was proposed inter alia by this bond issue of 
twenty-five thousand dollars to capitalize certain items such as 
past operating deficits. The Board's Chief Inspecto;· of Utilities 
pointed out that such items to an amount of about $s,500 together 
with the bond discount ought not permanently to be capitalized, 
but ought to be amortized. He also pointed out that certain of 
the outstanding bonds had been issued, sold and delivered to the 
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Stone Harbor Realty Company in liquidation of the water ~om
pany's debts, such as accrued interest on its bonds; and ques
tioned whether this was not in contravention of Chapter 331 of the 
Laws of l 9o6. 

Partly in consequence of these representations, the water com
pany reduced its request, petitioning for the approval of $12,000 

of bonds, stipulating that their proceeds should be employed only 
for items properly to be charged to capital account, and agreeing 
that the Stone Harbor Realty Company would make restitution to 
whatever amount it could be shown to have obtained bonds in 
contravention of law. The attaching- of these conditions to the 
Board's approval of the bond issue appears to me to be eminently 
proper, if the bonds are to be approved at all. . The bonds, even 
when issued in conformity to the aforesaid conditions, will have 
for their immediate purpose the securing of property properly 
chargeable to capital account. But i:hey will also have the effect 
of furthering this plan of financing a public utility, whose capital 
is largely water, practically by the issue of bonds alone. These 
bonds nominally bear six per cent. interest; but being sold at 
eighty really carry seven and one-half per cent. interest. To this 
must be added the amortization of "'..11e bond <liscount of twenty 
per cent. in twelve years time, at the end of which period the 
bonds mature. The earning of the heavy fixed charges depends 
on the continued growth and rapid development of Stone Harbor. 
This appears to be probable so far as the Board can learn. It is 
perfectly proper that investors should assume such risks, if they 
so desire; but the investment should take the form of stock, not 
bonds. This is impossible in the present instance because of the 
heavy over-capitalization of the company. That the present case 
is a perplexing one, by reason of the company's having been orig
inally financed by processes then legal, but now not permitted so 
far as security issues are concerned, is admitted. And the restric
tions imposed by the Board in approving said issue in the amount 
of $12,000 are wholly commendable. For reasons indicated above. 
however, I am unable to concur in the approval given. 

Dated November 4th, 1912. 

(Signed) W. M. DANIELS. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of C. } 
Herbert Fetter vs. Philadelphia DECISION. 
and Reading Railway Company. 

C. Herbert Fetter) in person. 
Charles A. Beach) Superintendent, for the respondent. 

201 

A hearing was held on this matter at the State House, in Tren
ton, New Jersey, on October 29th, 19I2. The complainant ap
pared in person and testified. The company was represented by 
Charles A. Beach, Esq., Superintendent. 

The complaint is based upon the frequent failure of train No. 
653 to meet its regular scheduled connections at Trenton J uhc
tion with No. 554, and the resulting delay imposed upon passengers 
in reaching Trenton in the morning. 

The frequent delay of No. 653 to arrive at Trenton Junction on 
schedule time is virtually admitted by the company. This delay 
they ascribe to the failure of the Central Railroad Company of 
New Jersey to deliver No. 653 at Bound Brook Junction on time. 
The Jersey Central Railroad Company is said to ascribe this tardy 
a.!"rival of No. 653 to the delayed start CC!,used by fogs on the river. 
The extent to which arrival in Trenton has been delayed during 
October, 1912, is indicated by the following excerpt from a table 
presented by the complainant. Its ~ubstantial accuracy was not 
questioned by the company at the hearing. 

October 
" 
" 
" 

" 
" 
" 
" 

" 

" 
" 
" 
" 

1st .............................................. . 
2d ............................................... . 
3d ............................................... . 
4th .............................................. . 
7th ............................................... . 
8th .............................................. . 
9th .............................................. . 

10th .............................................. . 
11th ......................................... ' ... . 
14th .............................................. . 
15th .............................................. . 
16th .............................................. . 
17th .............................................. . 
18th ............................................. . 
21st .............................................. . 
22d .............................................. . 
23d .............................................. . 
24th .............................................. . 
25th .............................................. . 
28th .............................................. . 
29th .............................................. . 

13 Minute• 
6 " 

11 rr 

9 " 
2 " 

20 
11 " 
13 " 
16 " 
27 " 
8 " 
4 " 
5 " 
3 
5 " 

12 " 
7 

,, 
11 " 
4 " 
7 " 
6 " 
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The regular scheduled connection for No. 653 implies arrival in 
Trenton at 8 :49 A. M. This allows nothing more than a scant 
margin for business men or school children to report promptly at 
9 :oo A. M., the usual opening time for schools and many offic_es. 
When such passengers fail to arrive in Trenton on scheduled time 
( 8.49 A. M.) it necessarily prevents them from promptly beginning 
the day's work and interferes with its orderly transaction. More
over, it must be noted that if the delays in question are attributable 
ultimately to fog on the Hudson River at the Jersey City terminal 
of the· Central Railroad of New Jersey, such delays are likely to 
become even more frequent and aggravated during the approaching 
winter months. 

The small passenger traffic, cited by the company as carried by 
the train complained of, is at least in part, to be attributed to the 
frequent failure of the train to make its scheduled connection at 
Trenton Junction. 

In the earlier proceeding brought against this respondent, in 
March of the present year, this Board went on record to the effect 
"that a railway company under its obligation to furnish 'safe, ade
quate and proper service' is bound to afford the immediate vicinity 
it serves with reasonably, timely and frequent access to and from 
11eighboring places. If anything, this obligation would seem to be 
fully abreast of, if it does not take precedence of, the obligation to 
afford equally available service to and from larger places at con
siderable distances. To the contention frequently made that this 
local service is not a paying service, it may be replied that it is 
not an invariable test that every individual service that can be legit
imately required of a carrier shall be productive of additional net 
revenue. So long as the operations of the carrier as a whole result 
iu producing net revenue of reasonable amount, the failure of a 
special service (which may reasonably be exacted of the carrier) 
to issue in a net gain need not deter the requiring of the service in 
question." 

The time table and schedule submitted as the outcome of said 
hearings of April 2nd, 1912, and April 16th, I9I2, elicited the fol
lowing comment embodied in this Board's Memorandum and De
cision of May 24th, r9I2. 

"So far as the inhabitants of Houewelf, ·Pennington .and other 
towns, who regularly engage in business in Trenton. are concerned 
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the new time table submitted by the company appears to meet the 
reasonable expectations of those conc~rned." 

It must be said, as the outcome of experience, that these expecta
tions are not now being reasonably met, and that in the approach
ing winter months the prospect grows appreciably less that the 
reasonable expectations of these business men will be met. It is, 
therefore, in our judgment, incumbent upon the company to ar
range to deposit in Trenton by reasonable interval prior to 9 :oo 
A. M. the business men and school children from Pennington and 
vicinity who daily require to arrive in Trenton in season for their 
daily engagements. 

At the hearing before the Board on October 29th, 19I2, the 
company's Superintendent declared that to ensure such prompt 
arrival at Trenton as is desired by the complainant required either 
that No. 653 disregard connections :tt Bound Brook Junction, or 
that a new train and crew be provided to afford the prompt arrival 
at Trenton. It is not in our judgment proper that considerable 
numbers of through passengers from New York via Bound' Brook 
Junction, southbound, should be so incommoded. It would seem 
not impo~sible that ·some arrangement might be concluded by the 
respondent with the Central Railroad Company of New Jersey 
whereby an earlier start of the connecting New York train might 
obviate the difficulty complained of. ThE: respondent company will, 
therefore, be given ten days from the date hereof to suggest means 
whereby timely arrival in Trenton prior to 9:00 .\. M., may be regu
l1trly provided. In default thereof, and as the outcome of the state 
cf affairs disclosed in said hearing of October 29th, I912, and 
to the intent that adequate and proper service may be rendered 
a~ required by statute, an order will issue requiring the. running 
of an extra train daily, so scheduled as to obviate the inadequate 
service. now complained of. 

Dated November 4th, l9I2. 

NJ. S1 p.,\E l\BRt\R'f 
P.O. BO~ 52~ O wunoN, N1 oss2s-os2 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of ) 
George R. U ehlein vs. Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Railroad REPORT. 
Company and United States Ex-
press Company. 

For the complainant, Oscar Jeffery, Esq. 
For the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, 

John L. Seager, Esq. 
For the United States Express Company, Frank H. Platt, Esq. 

The complainant's petition was filed with the Board on Jup.e 
4th, I9I2. The Delaware, Lackawanna and ·western Railroad 
Company filed its answer on June 15th, 1912; and the United States 
Exp:ress Company on the same date. The parties being at issue, 
a hearing was had at the Court House at N e\vark on July 19th, 
i912; and a subsequent hearing at the State House at Trenton 
en September 3rd, 1912. Testimony was taken at both hearings. 
The complainant by counsel filed a brief, the railroad company 
waiving its privilege in this respect. 

At the first hearing it transpired that the service accorded by the 
express company was dependent on the trains run between Hamp
ton and Washington by the railroad company. The express com
pany was thereupon released from further active participation in 
the case. 

The situation disclosed by the evidence was virtually q.s follows: 
The road between Hampton or Hampton Junction and Washing
ton has become practically a "dead end.'' It served once to for
ward coal from the Lackawanna to the Central of New Jersey. 
Since the Lackawanna began shipping coal eastward from \Vash
ington over its own lines, the traffic over this branch has fallen 
oft heavily. At present the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 
Railroad makes two runs each secular day over the branch. The 
time tables in effect at the time of the hearings showed that the 
Delaware,. Lackawanna and Western Rc.ilroad train left \Vashing
ton for Hampton at 9 :20 A. :c-.r., and at 2 :30 P. M. The run is about 
five miles, and the running time is twenty minutes. T'he Dela
ware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad trains leave Hampton 
for ·washington at 9 :50 A. M. and at 3 :20 P. M. 
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Hampton is oh one of the main ~ines of the Central Railroad 
of New Jersey, and is served by that c2rrier with six trains daily 
in each direction on each secular day, and by three trains Sunday 
in each direction. The time table of the Delaware, Lackawanna 
<md Western Railroad (revised to June 27th, Ig12) shows that 
that carrier makes practically no provision for connecting service 
between Hampton and Hoboken via \Vashington. As such service 
i~ provided on the Central Railroad, and involves no necessary 
change of cars, the absence of similar service on the Delaware, 
Lackawanna and ·western Railroad probably is not a matter of 
great importance. 

The Delaware, Lackawanna and Wes~ern Railroad trains on the 
Hampton branch are not arranged, however, to afford reasonably 
adequate connections eastward, with the Central's trains stopping 
at Hampton, nor, except in the afternoon does the Delaware, Lacka
wanna and Western Railroad train ,1ff ord at Hampton reasonable 
connection westward with the Central's train moving westward. 
Thus in the morning when the Central's train westward reaches 
Hampton and stops there at 9 :34 the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western train is not scheduled to arrive at Hampton until 9 :40 A. M. 

In the afternoon the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western train is 
scheduled to reach Hampton at 2 :50, thus affording reasonable 
connection with the Central's west bound train stopping at Hamp
ton at 3 :IO P. M. There is no eastbound Central train connecting 
at Hampton until 5 :25 P. M. 

By reason of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad 
Company's failure to afford any adeq:iate connection eastward at 
Hampton with the trains of the Central Railroad of New Jersey, 
certain shippers at Washington appear to be injured as regards 
their business. The complainant is one of these. - He is a whole
s£ .. le manufacturer of ice cream and bakery products. His daily 
output reaches a maximum of 500 gallons a day, largely expressed 
to points at a distance. It appears from the evidence that at cer
tain points on the Central Railroad, notably Elizabeth, complainant 
has difficulty in holding or extending his market. This difficulty 
comes from the roundabout routing of his product over the Dela
ware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad ; from Washington to 
Phillipsburg, and thence, via the Central Railroad to points east 
on the line of the Central Railroad. This difficulty of roundabout 
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routing and injury to a perishable product in transitu could be ob
viated, if the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad train 
connected in the morning at Hampton with the eastbound Central 
train stopping at Hampton at 9 :I5 A. M. Similar loss results to 
Alonzo Bryan, florist, whose business is located at Washington. 
His shipments are mostly by express. Floral pieces and wreaths 
are perjshable, and cannot be sold by Mr. Bryan at certain places 
on the Central Railroad, by reason of the circuitous routing and 
delay in transitu. 

Among the defences interposed by the Delaware, Lackawanna 
and Western Railroad Company, to mitigate the alleged inadequacy 
of service, are the following: 

(I) The desired avoidance of circuitous routing could be made 
as well by a change in the schedule of the Central Railroad of New 
Jersey as by a change in the DelawarP, Lackawanna and Western 
Railroad Company's time table. 

( 2) The Dela ware, Lackawanna and Wes tern Railroad train 
now leaving this branch cannot alter its daily schedule without in
conveniencing a great number of operatives now carried to or 
from. New Village. 

( 3) Additional train service on the Hampton branch is unwar
ranted by reason of the meagre traffic on said branch. 

We do not find any or all of these reasons sufficient to excuse 
the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad from affording 
connection eastward with the 9 :15 A. M. train at Hampton over 
the Central Railroad of New Jersey. 

Hampton is on one of the main line:.i of the Central Railroad. 
The Central Railroad trains must be scheduled with reference to 
the entire traffic over the line. Hampton, on the contrary, is the 
terminus of a short "dead end line" of the Delaware, Lackawanna 
and Western Railroad. It is, therefo :e, reasonable that the Dela
ware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company's train should 
confom1 to the advertised connections at Hampton with the trains 
of the Central Railroad of New Jersey. 

The train now employed by the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
W estem Railroad Company in its morning run over the Hampton 
branch starts out of Easton at 6 :30 A. M., and carries workmen 
to New Village. Going on to Washington, it carries workmen 
from Washington to New Village, arriving there at 7 :25 A. M. It 
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proceeds back to Phillipsburg and Easton, bringing back freight 
and workmen, arriving a second time at Washington at 8 :40 A. M. 

It does not leave vVashington for Hampton until 9 :20 A. M. 

We are not convinced that the return trip to Phillipsburg can
not be shortened, or that the departure from Washington for Hamp· 
ton cannot be made without the forty minute wait at Washington. 

Even admitting, what appears unlikely, im,probable and unneces
sary, that extra equipment and an extra crew would have to be 
employed to 'Connect at Hampton with the 9 :15 A. M. eastbound 
train on the Central Railroad, we think such connection is requisite 
and proper to afford adequate service for Washington passengers 
and shippers who desire reasonably timely access, in the morning, 
to points on the Central Raifroad east nf Hampton. 

It is not to be overlooked that such connection would afford to 
the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad a smaller pro
portion of the joint rate on shipments between Washington and 
certain points on the Central Railroad of New Jersey· But persist
ence in circuitous routing and failure to make reasonable connec
tions eastward! cannot be allowed to afford the Delaware, Lacka
wanna and Western Railroad Company a greater percentage of a 
joint rate, where requirements of adequate service necessitate the 
surrender of some part of the joint rate to another carrier. 

The other matters mentioned in complainant's petition, especially 
the allegation of undue or excessive rates based on circutous rout
ing, appear either uncertain or to requirt> further substantiation by 
evidence before this Board can properly intervene therein. 

An ORDER will, however, be entered, requiring the railroad com
pany, without discommoding the passenger traffic now served, to 
run a train from Washington to Hampton to connect at Hampton 
with the 9 :15 A. M. eastbound train on the Central Railroad of 
New Jersey, and to afford! prompt interchange of traffic, freight, 
express and passenger therewith. 

Dated November 4th, 1912. 
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REPORT. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of I 
George R. U ehlein, Complainant, I 
vs. Delaware, Lackawanna & JORDER 
Western Railroad Company, and · 
United States Express Company, 
Defendants. 

This case being at tssue upon complaint and answer on file, and 
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in
vestigation of the matters and! things involved having been had, 
and the Board having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report, 
containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said 
report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof; 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS the 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company to run 
daily, except Sunday, without discommoding the passenger traffic 
now served, a train from Washington, New Jersey, to Hampton, 
New Jersey, to connect at Hampton with t~e 9 :I5 A. M. eastbound 
train on the Central Railroad of New Josey, and to afford prompt 
interchange of traffic, freight, express and passengers therewith. 

This order to take effect December 2nd, 19I2. 
Dated November 4th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of H. } 
E. Moyer, Against the Pennsylva- REPORT. 
nia Railroad Company. 

Complainant did not appear. 
H. W. Bikle, for the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Complaint was filed June 24th, l9I2, and answer was filed by 
the respondent company July 2nd, 1912. The matter was heard 
before the Board September 17th, 1912. Although the complainant 
did not appear, the facts alleged in his complaint were practically 
admitted to be true, and are as follows: 

On June 10th, 1912, complainant purchased at Riverton, New 
Jersey, a ten-day excursion ticket fr~m Riverton to Philadelphia 
or Camden, of which the following is a copy. 
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8 7 10 6 

PENNSYLVANIA 
RAILROAD COMP ANY 
(New Jersey Division). 

5 

TEN DAY EXCURSION RETURN COUPON 
Non-transferable 

In consideration of the reduced fare at which 
this ticket is sold it is good for passage only 
within TEN DAYS, including the date of is
sue, as stamped on back as the first day, and 
is not good to stop Qff. Liability for baggage 
limited to $100 
PHILAD'A (Market St. Wharf) or CAMDEN 

to 

4 

RIVERTON. 
I. R. Wood, 

Passenger Traffic Manager. 
737 2724 

3 9 2 1 

s 7 10 6 5 

PENNSYLVANIA 
"RAILROAD COMP ANY 

(New Jersey Division) 

Ten Day Excursion 

Riverton 
to 

PHILAD'A (Market St. 
Wharf) 

or 
CAMDEN. 

Subject to conditions of 
Contract. 

Void if detached. 

737 2724 

4 3 9 2 I 

The excursion fare is 35 cents, the one-way 23 cent;:;. The com
plainant alleged that, after purchasing the ticket, he missed the 
train, went by trolley to Camden and crossedl by ferry to Philadel
phia; that on the same day he tendered the excursion ticket intact 
for his transportation from Philadelphia to Riverton; that the con
ductor accepted the return or contract coupon of the ticket and re
turned the going coupon to complainant; that on June I 3th, the 
complainant tendered said coupon for transportation from Riverton 
to Philadelphia, which the company refused to accept. This re
fusal to accept the going coupon detached is complained of as 
unjust. 

It will be noted that the ticket in question is good to or from 
Philadelphia or Camden, so the jurisdiction of the Board cannot 
be questioned. 

The complainant also contends that the conductor should not 
have taken the return coupon, if by so doing the right to use the 
other portion for transportation would be denied and that he would 
lose financially by the transaction, evidently overlooking the fact 
that he would otherwise have had to pay to the conductor the full 
fare of 23 cents and the redeemable value of the going coupon was 
12 cents, making together 35 cents. the original outlay for the 
ticket, (the redeemable value being fixed by allowing the cost of 
the one-way ticket and giving the balance between that and what is 
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expended for the ticket). He also contends that the ticket was 
voided by the act of an employee of the company, in detaching 
the coupon, and not by the act of the passenger, but, in the ab
sence of testimony by the compliinant, and from the statement in 
his complaint that he tendered tbe return coupon for transporta
tion, there can be no doubt that he ac<piesced in such action. 

The defendant contends that the :::onductor might have "lifted'' 
the entire ticket coming from Philadelphia to Riverton, but, as the 
going portion had a redemption value, it was handed back to com
plainant for that purpose. The complainant need not have suf
fered! any financial loss as he could have redeemed the entire ticket 
ir. Philadelphia and received the full amount paid, or he could have 
retained the ticket and used it at any time within ten days from 
<late of issue. 

As regards the redemption of the going coupon, the testimony 
shows that the going portion of an excursion ticket is never re
deemed without question. If the return portion is offered, it is 
seldom questioned, unless there are suspicious circumstances. If 
the going portion is tendered, as in this case, the question is usually 
asked: "How did you make the trip from the place you purchased 
the ticket to the destination of the ticket?" and .if a satisfactory 
explanation is not given the ticket will not be redeemed. In this 
case the complainant explains that he came by trolley from River
ton to Philadelphia, and this would not be questioned by the com
pany, 

When complainant presented the detached going coupon for 
transportation from Riverton to Phihdelphia, which coupon is an 
exhibit in this case, it had plainly printed upon it "void if detached." 
The complainant is evidently an intellgent man, from the chirogra
phy and wording of his complaint, and could read and understand 
this condition. The question is, whether such a condition is a rea
sonable rule and regulation on the part of the carrier. 

The regulation of the defendant company as published on a ticket, 
whereby a coupon becomes void if detached from the major por
tion of the ticket, has long been in force and is a practice that is 
general on all railroads. It is applied almost universally to all 
classes of coupon tickets that are sold at less than the regular one
way fares, or less than the combinati0n of local fares; it is found 
in the case of through tickets, and all kinds of tickets reading over 
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more than one railroad. There are also a great many excursion 
tickets, such as winter and summer excursion tickets for winter 
and summer resorts, sold only to the resorts, also for special occa
sions, such as Trenton State Fair, or political conventions, tickets 
being sold only to the place of Fair or conventions. 

Whenever a ticket is sold at less than one-way fare, it is sold 
subject to certain limitations or restrictions or conditions, which 
have been embodied in the contract, such as a time limit, no stop
over privileges, and similar restrictions; if it reads over other rail
road lines, it is necessary to state the contract and conditions of the 
i5suing company. All such conditions, limitations and privileges 
are stated in the contract, which is printed on the portion of the 
ticket to be last used. In the case of commutation tickets, it is 
printed on the back of the ticket; in mileage tickets on contract 
page inside the cover; in one-way coupon tickets on the last coupon, 
and in excursion tickets on the portion that reads back to the start
ing point. 

If the provision "Void if detached", should not be placed on the 
coupon, it would necessitate the printing of the contract complete 
on each coupon, which would involve a large expense, it being esti
mated that in the case of a simple excursion ticket it would increase 
the cost one-third ; in the case of a ticket with more than one coupon, 
double it, aHd in a very long ticket treble the cost. There can be 
no doubt that such a regulation prevents a great many opportunities 
for fraud against the company by passengers who evade the pay
ment of fares and retain their tickets by different means, and also 
the "scalping" of tickets. 

The right of a carrier to make reasonable rules and regulations 
for the conduct of its affairs is recognized by all of the authorities. 

Wyman in his treatise on Public Service Corporations says: (Sec. 
86I) "The regulating power that is possessed by those who con
duct a public employment is part of that right of management of 
their business which the law concedes to remain in them," and (Sec. 
863) "The fundamental principles governing regulations are simple. 
Regulations which are in promotion of public service are valid. 
Regulations which are inconsistent with public duty are void." 

In American and English Ency. of Law (2nd Ed.) Vol. 28, p. 
173, the proposition is stated as follows: "A carrier of 'passengers 
has full power to make and enforce all rules and regulations neces-
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sary for the conduct of its business. * * *. All regulations will 
be deemed reasonable which are suitable to enable the company to 
perform the duties it undertakes and to secure its own just rights 
in such employment." 

The rules and regu_lations adopted by the carrier and printed 
upon the ticket constitute a part of the contract of carriage. 

In State vs. Campbell, 32 N. J. L. 309 at 3I2, the Chief Justice 
said: "A passenger takes his ticket subject to the reasonable regula
tions of the company; it is an implied condition in his contract, that 
he will submit to such regulations; and if he wilfully refuses to be 
bound by them, by so doing he repudiates his contract, and after 
such repudiation cannot claim any right under it." 

That a provision which limits the use of a ticket to the direction 
printed thereon is a reasonable rule ci.nd regulation is well settled. 

The proposition has been stated as follows : "A ticket calling for 
passage in one direction is not good for a reverse trip." 

American and English Ency. Law (2nd Ed.) Vol. 28 pg. 184. 

Keeley vs. Boston, etc., R. C., 67 1v1e 163. 

Under the authorities a provision voiding a part of a ticket or 
coupon if detached is likewise a reasonable rule and regulation. 

"A stipulation in a commutation ticket in coupon form that the 
coupons shall be void unless detached by the conductor is reason
able and valid." 

American and English Ency. of Law (2nd Ed.) Vol. 28, pg. 203. 

Hutchinson on Carriers, Vol. 2, Sec. rn55, and cases there cited. 

The Board is of the opinion that in a case like the present one, 
the conductor before detaching the going coupon when the return 
coupon is presented first, should explain to the passenger that such 
act would void the coupon for trant:portation, and that it had a 
redemption value of the difference between the one-way fare and 
the price paid for the entire ticket. Such cases, as appears from 
the testimony, very seldom arise. The provision, voiding part of a 
ticket or coupon for transportation, if detached, is, in the opinion 
of the Board, a reasonable rule and regulation, and the complaint 
will be dismissed. 

An Order will be so entered. 

Dated November 4th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of H. } ORDER DISMISS
E. Moyer, Against the Pennsylva- ING COMPLAINT. 
nia Railroad Company. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer on file, and 
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and1 full in
vestigation of the matters and things involved having been had, 
and the Board having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report, 
containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said 
report is hereby referred to and made n part hereof, 

It is ordered, that the complaint in this proceeding be, and it is 
hereby, DISMISSED. 

Dated November 4th, I9I2. 

In the Matter of the Application of the 
Trenton Chamber of Commerce 
for Suspension of Certain Advance 
Rates of the Delaware and Atlan
tic Telegraph and Telephone Com. 
pany. 

RULING. 

The ordinary application made to this Board for the suspension 
of increased rates comes to this Board without any specific knowl
edge on the Board's part of the particular circumstances under 
which the increase is made. An increase of rates also, in the or
dinary case, has the effect of increasing rates uniformly to all con
sumers or subscribers in the same class. The increase of rates in 
this particular case offers a contrast in both particulars above men
tioned. In the case of Gately & Hurley, et al, vs. the Delaware 
and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company, this Board has 
in the past year heard much evidence as to the financial position, 
the revenues and the expenses of the Company. From the evidence 
as presented, the Board feels debarred from ordering the suspension 
of rates prayed for in the present instance. The knowledge the 
Board has gained from this evidence is sufficient in its judgment 
to rebut the ordinary presumption in favor of an established rate. 

Moreover, the proposed advance in the particular instance will 
put rates in this community on a parity with rates in the other 
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two cities, namely-Camden and Atlantic City, which are listed 
in the same class with Trenton in the territory served by the Dela
ware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company. 

The application of the proposed advanced rates to the Trenton 
District will have the effect of aligning Trenton rates with those 
of Atlantic City and Camden. The increase, therefore, is, prima 
facie, in the nature of eliminating discriminatory and preferential 
rates for the Trenton area. 

For reasons indicated, the Motion is denied. A hearing will be 
held at an early date on the justice and reasonableness of the new 
schedule, and the other matters about which complaint is brought. 

Dated November 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of Proposed Discontinu- } REPORT AND 
ance of Passenger Service on the RECOMMEN-
Barnegat Railroad. DATION. 

James G. Francis, for the petitioners. 
F. L. Sheppard and John C. Price, for the Philadelphia and 

Beach Haven Railroad Company, Barnegat City Railroad Company 
and the Tuckerton Railroad Company. 

Under date of September 23rd, 1912, notice was given the Board 
"that decreasing patronage of the Barnegat Railroad, especially 
during Winter months, when it is almost nothing at all, renders the 
deficit in the operation of· that road a very considerable sum. We 
have, therefore, arranged, effective November lst, 1912, to with
draw all passenger train service between Barnegat City Junction 
and Barnegat City, until the Spring change of sched!lle for 1913, 
during this period the only service to be operated to be a freight 
tl'.'ain each way between the above mentioned points on Tuesdays 
and Fridays. Arrangements have be~n made for the filing of such 
notice, tariffs, etc., as may be necessary." 

A petition, numerously signed by property owners and residents 
adjacent to the line of the Barnegat Railroad, was filed with the 
Board protesting against the proposed discontinuance of passenger 
service. 

A hearing was held at which representatives of the petitioners, 
the Barnegat Railroad Company, the Tuckerton Railroad Company 
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and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Agent of the Philadelphia 
and Beach Haven Railroad Company, appeared. 

The Barnegat Railroad is 8. l 5 miles long and extends from Barne
gat City along a narrow strip of land between Barnegat Bay and 
the Ocean. There is an inlet from the ocean to the bay at Barnegat 
City which would prevent an extension of the railroad beyond 
that point. The largest settlements along the line of the railroad 
are Barnegat City, Surf City and Harvey Cedars. The populations 
of these settlements were reported by the census of 1910 as follows: 

Barnegat City . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 
Surf City . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4() 
Harvey Cedars . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 

The populations given above comprise the great bulk of those 
who live throughout the year along the line of the railroad. In 
Summer the number of residents is considerably larger. 

In the year 1908 the Barnegat Railroad was operated under a 
lease by the Manahawken and Long Beach Transportation Com
pany, the lessee being responsible fort the maintenance of the prop
erty. An inspection of the track, roadbed and bridges of this road, 
made by Inspectors of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, dis
closed conditions which rendered it imperative in the interest of 
safety of operation, that numerous repairs should be made. The 
Manahawken and Long Beach Transportation Company, when noti
fied of the necessity of making these repairs, claimed that it was 
financially unable to spend the amounts required: and cancelled its 
lease. During the Winter of 19o8-'09, and until the Summer of 
1909, no trains were operated on the Barnegat Railroad. An agree
ment was made on the nineteenth day of July, 1909, between the· 
Barnegat Railroad Company, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
agent for the Philadelphia and Beach Haven Railroad Company, 
and the Tuckerton Railroad Company, which provided for placing 
the railroad in suitable condition and for the operation of trains 
over the same. The agreement took effect as of the twenty-fifth 
day of June, 1909, and provided that the same should remain in 
force and effect, for one year from that date and thereafter, subject 
to the right of either party thereto to terminate the same at the 
end of a year, or at any time thereafter, upbn three months written 
notice to the other. 
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The Board of Public Utility Commissioners after due considera
tion of the representations made by the petitioners, is of the opinion 
that it cannot reasonably reqµire that daily train service shall be 
maintained on the Barnegat Railroad during the entire year. It 
is true that the increased population in Summer, brings a larger 
revenue to the road. If the total revenue were sufficient to enable 
the company to meet a reasonable demand for daily service at other 
seasons than the Summer and to obtain a fair return on its invest
ment the Board would not hesitate to require the company to fur
nish such service even though its provision might be unprofitable 
during certain months. It has not been shown to the satisfaction 
of the Board that the revenues from the increased Summer popula
tion are sufficient to make the ope!:"ation of this road profitable. 
The Board cannot consider the Barnegat Railroad as an unprofitable 

. part of a railroad system which operated as a whole is profitable, 
and because of such profitable operation require the company to 
give daily service on an unprofitable branch. The Barnegat Rail
road is allied by lease with other and more prosperous roads, and 
this for some time has made possible the operation of the Barnegat 
road, though an unprofitable unit. There is, however, no obligation 
resting on the companies to continue this lease nor is there any 
power in this Board to require its continuance. 

The Manahawken and Long Beach Transportation Company, 
could not, from the revenues of the road, maintain the same in such 
condition as to be safe for traffic, and ir: preference to making the 
financial outlay necessary for this first essential of railroad opera
tion, stopped entirely the running of trains, and passed out of exist
ence as a railroad company. There is nc: legal obligation requiring 
the daily operation of trains on the road as the law expressly ex
empts from such obligation railroads at seaside resorts built prin
cipally for the transportation of summer travellers. The Board is 
of the opinion that a requirement of daily passenger service, during 
the year, may lead to a termination of the existing arrangement 
between the companies. This arrangement contemplates the opera
tion of passenger trains, during part of the year and by it the public 
fr given a service it did not have after the old lease was cancelled 
and before the present arrangement was made. 

The Board is, however, of the opinion that inasmuch as a freight 
train is to be operated each way between Barnegat City Junction 
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and Barnegat City and return, on Tuesdays and Fridays, provision 
can be made to afford passenger service in connection with the 
operation of this freight train, and 

HEREBY RECOMMENDS that this be done, the movement of the 
freight train to be made on each Tuesday and Friday, as nearly 
uniform as is practicable. 

Dated November 19th, 1912. 

City of Newark vs~ Public Service l 
Electric Company. 

City of Newark vs. Public Service ORDE RDISMISS-
Gas Company. ) ING PETITIONS. 

City of Newark vs~ Public Service 
Corporation of New Jersey. 

Charles M. i1vlyers, Assistant City Attorney, for the City of 
Newark. 

L. D. H. Gihnour for Public Service Electric Company, Public 
Service Gas Company, and Public Service Corporation of New 
Jersey. 

The City of Newark on June nth, 1912, filed its petition against 
both of said corporations, and also included the Public Service 
Corporation of New Jersey. 

The Public Service Corporation of New Jersey filed its answer 
June 19th, 1912, claiming that it is not a public utility corporation; 
that it is not engaged in the manufacture or distribution of electri
cal energy or gas and is not exercising any franchise or authority 
granted to it by the State or any' municipality thereof. These alle
gations being admitted, it appears that the Public Service Corpora
tion of New Jersey is not a proper party to this proceeding. The 
Public Service Electric Company and Public Service Gas Company 
filed their respective answers July 13th, 1912, raising issues on the 
merits. 

The cases were set down for hearing September rnth, 1912, but 
by request of counsel were adjourned until October 25th, 1912, 
when testimony was taken and counsel heard. 
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It appears from the testimony, and the admissions in the plead.. 
ings, that the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Newark 
is a municipal corporation of the State of New Jersey and as such 
has charge and control of most of the public buildings in said city 
of Newark except such as are under the charge and control of the 
Board of Education of Newark ; that such public buildings are fur
nished with gas by the Public Service Gas Company, and with elec
tricity by the Public Service Electric Company (except the City 
Hall and Public Library, which are large consumers) ; that the use 
of said electrical energy and gas. so furnished is charged for as 
if each public building were a separate customer; that said buildings 
are located in different parts of the City of Newark some at great 
distances apart; that the Public Service Electric Company and the 
Public Service Gas Company have established a rate of discountsr 
the discount increasing with the consumption, and that if consump
tion at the several public buildings at different points of distribu
tion were combined the rate of discount would be larger than the 
several discounts now allowed at the several installations. 

The contention that the consumption of gas and electricity in all 
public buildings in the City of Newark should be treated as if fur
nished at one separate installation, thus enabling the city to get the 
benefit of larger discounts is, in the opinion of the Board, unrea
sonable, and if granted would be in fact a discrimination in its 
favor unless the same rule applied to all owners of more than one 
piece of segregated property. The contention of the petition that 
it is discriminated against is not sustained. 

The petitions in all these cases. will. therefore, be DISMISSED. 
Dated November 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Recommendation 
of This Board to the Acquacka
nonk Water Company to Establish 
a Minimum Rate in Acquackanonk 
Townhip for the Supply of Water 
by Meter. 

REPORT. 

William B. Gourley, for the Township of Acquackanonk. 

Michael Du,nn, for the Acquackanonk Water Company. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 219 

On January 12th, 1912, this Board, after hearing in re F. B. 
Tynan, et al, vs. Acquackanonk Water Company, decided that the 
allegations of exorbitant charges and of undue and unjust discrim
ination were not proved. The flat rates charged the complainants 
were identical with the flat rates prevalent in the adjacent city of 
Passaic. The discrimination alleged! was based on furnishing me .. 
tered service to certain consumers and denying metered service to 
other consumers in said township. The co~pany's explanation of 
the discontinuance of metered service to now consumers in the town
ship was that when the residential development of the township 
first appeared certain, the extension of service was made less costly 
by the non-installation of meters. Private consumers having been 
given metered service at the outset at the same rates as in Paterson 
and Passaic were left, however, in the enjoyment of metered ser
vice. Accordingly the township was piped at a minimum cost, and 
thereafter metered service to new applicants was uniformly de
nied. When meters were set, the purpose was to check consump
tion under special conditions, and the private consumer was 
charged uniform flat rates. The Board pointed out, however, that 
the policy of the Company, while justifiable as to the past, denied 
the consumer in the township the option of flat rates or metered 
rates; and recommended that the Company quote a rate to the 
consumers in the township for metered service. 

In response to this recommendation the company proposes a mini
mum rate for metered service at sixteen dollars per annum or four 
dollars per quarter. A hearing upon this proposal was held on 
September 27th, 1912, at the Court House, in the City of Newark. 
Testimony was taken, and briefs submitted by counsel. As approxi
mately two hundred consumers in the township are now furnished 
water at a minimum rate for metered service at twelve dollars per 
annum, or three dollars per quarter, the new rate proposed by the 
company i~ an increase. By statute the burden of proof to justify 
said increase is, therefore, upon the company. We do not find that 
the company has met or sustained the burden of proof cast upon 
them under the statute. To do so, it would, in our judgment, be 
necessary for the company to show by evidence that the present 
rate for metered serivce in the township, if extended to all consumers 
in the township desiring metered service, would fail to give the com
pany a just, fair or compensatory return on a fair valuation of the 
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property used and useful in affording service in said township. This 
the company has not done. The proposed increase is, therefore, dis
allowed. The company's allegation that in the said township the 
receipts per mile of pipe are about one third of what the correspond
ing receipts are in Passaic, while the operating expenses per mile of 
pipe are about the same in both localities, is inconclusive. It is in
conclusive because much of the main laid in the township was pri
marily for the supply of Passaic, and because no persuasive evidence 
exists to show how much of the plant in the township may fairly 
be considered as installed for the specific supply of the township's 
consumers. 

It is alleged by the company that Passaic has sewers, whereas 
the township has not; that in consequence, the anticipated consump
tion· per service in the township would be less than in Passaic; and 
that an identical charge for metered service would yield less revenue 
than is yielded in the city. If the consumption per service is mark
edly less in the township, it seems anomalous that the same flat 
rates have been maintained by the company in Passaic as in the 
Township. Moreover, the outlying pcrtions of Passaic are not 
served completely, and the parts of the township adjacent to Passaic 
are identical in character to the unsewered suburbs of Passaic. The 
township is installing the trunk sewer tr.oreover, and the disparity 
i11 use, if important is bound to diminish when Clifton and other 
thickly settled parts of the township ~!re sewered. 

The extension of pjpe lines to outlying and uninhabited portions 
of the township, it is believed, are paid for, in the first instance in 
certain cases, by real estate improvement companies. 

We are disposed to disregard the rates cited for various places 
in distance localities. \\There rates are particularly subject to the 
actual conditions of supply, and these vary so widely that except 
for contiguous territory, comparisons .ire of little value. 

The essential point in the case seems to be that Passaic and the 
closely-built sections of Acquackanonk Township are essentially 
homogenous, and are growing more dJsely together into a compact, 
thickly settled whole. The long continued identity of the flat rates 
i11 Passaic and Acquackanonk Township established and maintained 
by the Company which proposes their continuance induces us to 
believe that the metered rates in the two municipalities should also 
be identical. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 221 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners therefore finds and 
determines : 

( r) That the Board is not satisfied that the proposed new mini
mum rate for metered service, which involves an increased rate, 
is just and reasonable. 

( 2) That in the continued absence of identity of metered rates 
the Acquackanonk Water Company will make and give an unreason
able preference or advantage to one locality and subject another to 
prejudice and disadvantage. 

(3) That in the continued absence of identity of metered rates 
the Acquackanonk Water Company will impose an unjust and un
reasonable classification in the making or as the basis of rates for 
the service rendered by it. 

An order bearing even date hereof \Yill be entered. 
Dated November 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Recommendation 
of This Board to the Acquacka
nonk Water Company to Establish 
a Minimum Rate in Acquackanonk 
Township for the Supply of W a
ter by Meters. 

ORDER. 

This case having been duly heard and submitted by the parties 
and full investigation of the matters and things involved having been 
had, and the Board having, on_ the date hereof made and filed a 
report, containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made part hereof, the 
Board of Public Utility Commissioners, 

HEREBY ORDERS the Acquackanonk Water Company to establish 
and maintain a minimum rate for metered service, at each residence 
in Acquackanonk Township where such metered service is re
quested by a consumer, of twelve dollars per annum, or three dollars 
per quarter for each quarter or part thereof where such service is 
rendered for less than one year, the said amount to be charged 
quarterly against those afforded metered residence service by said 
company, and to be subject to the rules and regulations· of said 
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company now in force except in so far as said rules and regulations 
may conflict with this order. 

This Order shall take effect January 1st, 1913. 
Dated November 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the 
Township Committee of the Town
ship of Washington vs. Central 
Railroad Company of New Jersey, 
in Re Protection of German Valley 
Crossing. 

James Fisher, for the petitioners. 
Jackson E. Reynolds, for the company. 

REPORT AND 
ORDER. 

On October 25th, 1912, at the Court House, in Newark, a hear
ing was held on a petition requesting a installation of gates and 
a flagman at the crossing in question. Evidence was introduced 
by both parties. 

As a result of the testimony adduced, the Board is of opinion 
that in addition to such protection as was recommended by .this 
Board in August, 1911, and furnished by the respondent, an auto
matic alarm bell connected by circuit to the central or running track 
only should be installed, and that no movement over the siding 
tracks at said station should be made while a train is standing at 
or across the aforesaid crossing on the main or running track, un
less such movement is protected by a fl~gman upon the ground. 

The Board is of opinion that the approaching completion of the 
new state highway from Clinton to Washington will very markedly 
diminish the vehicular traffic across this crossing, and correspond
ingly diminish the hazard at this point. Such was the testimony 
of the State Engineer of Highways before this Board. 

The menace feared by property owners near the crossing that 
an alarm bell would ring so long and frequently as to be intolerable 
seems to be based on the idea that the afarm bell would ring so long 
as trains were on the siding tracks in the neighborhood of the 
crossing. This appears unfounded, if an automatic alarm bell is 
operated by track circuit connected only with the main or running 
tr.a ck. 
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The Board, therefore, ORDERS the Central Railroad Company of 
New Jersey to proceed forthwith to install an automatic alarm bell 
at German Valley crossing, said bell to be connected by circuit 
with the central or running track only; and 

FURTHER ORDERS that no train movement across such crossing 
be permitted so long as any train stand~ on the main or running 
track at the crossing unless such movement is protected by a flag
man upon the ground ; and that the protection hereby required be 
afforded in addition to the protection at this crossing now furnished, 
Summer or Winter, by the company. 

Dated November 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of S. 
S. Flitcraft vs. New Jersey Gas 
Company, in Re Minimum Rate. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the ORDER. 
Borough of Elmer vs. New Jersey 
Gas Company, in Re Minimum 
Rate. 

These cases having been duly heard and submitted by the parties 
and full investigation of the matters and things involved having 
been had, and the Board having on the date hereof made and filed 
· report containing its findings of fact and, conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made part hereof, th~ 
Board of Public Utility .Commissioners 

HEREBY ORDERS the New Jersey Gas Company to furnish S. S. 
Flitcraft in the Borough of v\Toodstown and all other consumers, 
similarly circumstanced, in said Bonugh with gas at a charge 
therefor of not more than one dollar and fifty cents per thousand 
feet for gas consumed, irrespective of their consumption within 
any stated period of time, and to allow the said: S. S. Flitcraft and 
others similarly circumstanced supplied with gas by the New J er
sey Gas Company a discount of eight per cent for each payme~t 
tt>ndered within fifteen days after presentation of a bill for gas 
consumed. 
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The Board of Public Utility Commissioners further ORDERS the 
New Jersey Gas Company to furnish gas to residents of the Bor
ough of Elmer at a charge therefor of not more than one dollar 
and fifty cents per thousand feet for gas consumed irrespective of 
their consumption within any stated period of time, and to allow the 
said residents of the Borough of Elmer supplied with gas by the 
New Jersey Gas Company a discount of eight per cent. for each 
payment tendered within fifteen days after presentation of a bill 
for gas consumed. 

This Order shall take effect December roth, 1912. 
Dated November 19th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of S. 
S. Flitcraft vs. New Jersey Gas 
Company, in Re Minimum Rate. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of the 
Borough of Elmer vs. New Jersey 
Gas Company, in Re Minimum 
Rate. 

REPORT. 

S. S. Flitcraft, petitioner, appeared iG person. 
Theodore J. Grayson, for the company. 
Charles H. Nichols and C. L. Stratton, for the Borough of Elmer. 
C. W. Nay, for the company. 

The first of these cases was heard by the Board at the State 
House, in the City of Trenton, on July 30th, 1912. Testimony was 
taken at said hearing, and a brief was subsequently submitted by the 
company's counsel. 

The second case was heard by the Board at the State House, in 
the City of Trenton, on November 12th, 1912. Evidence was intro
duced at said hearing. 

As both complaints involve the identical issue they are treated 
jointly in this Report. 
~It appears that S. S. Flitcraft installed a pre-payment meter, sign

ing a contract to pay one dollar and fifty cents per thousand cubic 
feet. Some time in the Fall of 1911 he lessened his monthly con
sumption. Bills there after were rendered to him involving ~ 
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n·onthly minimum charge of fifty cents. Complainant refused pay
ment on the ground that it was in excess of the rate stipulated in 
the contract. Thereupon the company locked the meter, and re
fused thereafter to reopen the same for delivery of gas unless and 
until alleged arrearage was paid. Complainant denies the alleged 
arrearage on the ground that the meter ib a pre-payment meter in
stalled on a contract containing no reservation of the right to im
pose a minimum monthly charge. 

The facts recited by complainant are not denied. The company 
relies on the inherent reasonableness of a minimum monthly charge; 
contends that said charge is not a charge for gas 9-t all, but is a 
charge imposed for being in readiness to supply gas to consumers, 
end consequently is not covered by th~ ordinance of the Borough 
of Woodstown under which the company acts in the territory m 
which complainant lives. 

The relevant clause in the ordinance reads as follows : 

"Be it orda,ined, that the said Elmer Gas Company shall not charge to pri
V•ate consumers of its gas in the said Borough limits more than one dollar 
and fifty cents ( $1.50) per one ,thousand icubic feet of gas and that a discoun~ 
of eight (8). per cent shall be allowed on all bills paisJ. within fifteen ( 15) 
days after presentation." 

The New Jersey Gas Company has succeeded to the rights and 
duties of the Elmer Gas Company. 

The Ordinance of the Borough of Woodstown, Salem County, 
New Jersey, referred to above was passed, on April 12th, I909. 

The Borough of Elmer makes complaint on similar grounds. Its 
ordinance No. 36 provides that the company shall not charge to 
private consumers of its gas in the said Borough, more than one 
dollar and fifty cents ($i.50) per thousand feet of gas. The com
pany has rendered bills, against the Borough, offered by complainant 
in evidence, where a monthly charge of fifty cents was made al
though the metered consumption in the Fireman's room in the 
Borough Hall ranged from 100 to 200 fret per month. 

Reference is here made by this Board to its Ord-er) and Report 
in the matter of the complaint of Hon. Harry Headley, Mayor of 
Ocean City against the City Gas Light Company, in re minimum 
charge, pp. 4, 5. The reasoning there is strictly relevant to the 
cases here at issue. The Board.I therein avows its opinion that a 
minimum charge, if reasonable, is a proper constituent of the price 
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to be charged for gas, pro'i.!ided always, that the company has not 
contracted itself out of the right to include such a minimum charge 
in the price it sets for gas. 

In both of the cases under consideration the company has con
tracted away its right to include such a minimum charge in the 
price asked for gas. The ordinances which the company in the 
cases at bar have accepted and under which it operates are silent 
as to any charge other than the charge of one dollar and fifty cents 
per thousand feet of gas consumed. The imposition by the com
pany of a minimum charge per month arbitrarily delimits the period 
within which gas must be consumed in order that the consumers 
may obtain it at the rate stipulated in the ordinance. 

The company's contention that the minimum monthly charge of 
fifty cents is not for gas furnished, but is a charge for being in 
readiness to supply gas cannot avail under the terms of the contract 
contained in the ordinance. In effect, the minimum charge imposed 
by the company nullified the ordinance provision as to price unless 
the consumer per month takes an amount of gas arbitrarily fixed 
by the company (363 cubic feet.) If the company may thus im
pose a monthly minimum for small users, it may similarly exact 
cJ them an additional monthly charge for reading and inspecting 
their meters, for sending out bills, and for posting the consumers' 
ledger. All of these charges might plausibly be alleged to be charges, 
1lOt for gas, but for services connected with furnishing gas. Such 
construction makes of the ordinance a nose of wax. 

Orders will therefore be entered, requiring the New Jersey Gas 
Company to furnish S. S. Flitcraft and all other consumers, similarly 
circumstanced, with gas at not more than one dollar and fifty cents 
per thousand, irrespective of their consumption within any stated 
period of time. Said complainant and others similarly circumstanced 
are entitled to the eight per cent. discount, if they tender payment 
for the quantity consumed within fifteen days after presentation of 
a bill therefor. An order will similarly issue, requiring the company 
to furnish residents of the Borough of Elmer with gas at the rate 
named in the ordinance, irrespective of the quantity consumed within 
any period of time. The same requirement as to discounts will be 
imposed a;S in the case of S. S. Flitcraft, supra. 

Dated November 19th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Petition of the) 
Phillipsburg Horsei Car Railroad 
Company to Re-Construct Its REPORT. 
Lines with Track of Standard 
Gauge. 

W. H. Walters and H. J. Steele) for the Company. 

J. I. Blair Reiley) for the inhabitants of the Town of Phillipsburg. 

The petition of the company asks that this Board grant permission 
to rebuild the tracks of the company so as to conform the same, as 
nearly as possible, to standard gauge. This involves a change in 
gauge from five feet, two and one-half inches to a gauge of four 
feet eight and one-half inches. 

The petition of the company is founded on the power granted this 
Board "to permit any street railway to change its existing gauge 
to standard steam railway gauge upon such terms and conditions 
as said Board shall prescribe" P. L. I9I I, p. 378, Sec. I6, (I). 

The first hearing in this case was held at the State House at 
Trenton, New Jersey, on October 22, 1912. By agreements, the 
parties consented to enter into written stipulations as to the facts 
involved rather than to establish the facts by oral testimony. The 
stipulations were submitted at the second! hearing before the Board, 
at its offices in the City of Newark, on October 28th, 1912, and form 
part of the record. Argument was made and briefs were submitted 
by both parties at this second hearing. 

The inhabitants of the Town of Phi1lipsburg object to the grant~ 
ing by this Board of the desired permit. The objections urged may 
be summarized as follows : 

( l) That such a permit would impair the obligation of con
tracts existing between town and the petitioner. 

The constructural obligations that would be impaired it is con
tended! are embodied in the company's charter and in various ordin
ances of the town accepted by the company. The charter and or
dinances describe the gauge as of the width of five feet, two and 
one-half inches. 

(2) That this Board has no power to enforce any permit it may 
·grant to re-construct the road at standard gauge. 
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(3) That the Town Council is entitled by contractual right to 
stipulate the terms on which the company may replace its track by 
one of standard gauge. 

• It should be noted that the sixth article of the stipulation entered 
into recites that "the tracks of the lines of street railway of the 
Phillipsburg Horse Car Railroad Company in the Town of Phillips
burg, New Jersey, should be rebuilt at the present time throughout 
their entire length." 

It should also be noted that the Chief Inspector of Utilities of 
this Board, in a Report dated April 30th, I9I2, recommended "that 
the tracks of the Phillipsburg Horse Car Railroad Company be re
built to conform as nearly as possible to the standard construction 
used on their lines in Easton, and further that the present gauge, 
namely, five feet, two and one-half inches, be changed to the Stand
ard gauge, or four feet, eight and -one-half inches." 

Considering the objections urged, it is the opinion of the Board, 
after conference with its counsel, that it is within its power to 
grant the permission sought by the petitioner. 

The specific provision of the statute which is invoked by the 
petitioner is unqualified in the language in which it confers power 
upon the Board. 

It leaves to the Board the protection of the interest of the munici
pality, in that it vests in the Board in the exercise of the power 
conferred, the right to prescribe terms and conditions. The case 
in hand well illustrates the reason for lodging such a power in the 
Board. 

The operations of the petitioner are not confined to a single mu
nicipality, but extend over several municipalities. The obligation 
of safe, adequate and proper service is not owed by it to a single 
municipality but to each of the munic~palities it serves. 

Assuming that the rendering of safe, adequate and proper serv
ice to each of these municipalities requires that the desired change 
in gauge be made the upholding of the contention of the town 
would come to this, that any one of the municipalities traversed by 
withholding its permission for such change could deprive the others 
of safe, adequate and proper service. 

A construction of the statute which leaves the way open to such 
a result cannot meet with the favor of the Board in view of the 
power and consequent duty imposed upon the Board by the statute 
to require every public utility to "furnish safe, adequate and proper 
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service." 

To accede to the contention of the town would be to hamper 
the Board in the exercise of this power and the fulfillment of this 
duty. 

The conclusion reached by the BoarJ is not only based upon the 
unqualified language of the specific section of the statute invoked, 
and upon the section of the statute which gives it power to, and so 
makes it its duty to require safe, adequate and proper service, but 
also upon the "general jurisdiction clause" of the statute which is 
as follows: "The Board shall have general supervision and regu
lation of, jurisdiction and control over, all public utilities, and also 
over their property, property rights, equipment, facilities and fran
chises, so far as may be necessary for the purposes of carrying 
out the provisions" of the statute. 

It is true that the acts of the Legislature creating the petitioner 
(P. L. I867 pg. I86I; 1868 pg. I62), and granting to the petitioner 
the power to construct a railroad through Main Street in the Town 
of Phillispburg, refer to the gauge of the road as of five feet, two 
and one-half inches. . 

It is likewise true that these acts of the Legislature provide for 
the obtaining of the consent of the Common Council of Phillips
burg, and that the several ordinances subsequently passed by the 
governing body of said town referred to the gauge of the road 
as of five feet, two and one-half inches. 

The references in these statutes and ordinances to the gauge 
of the road are, however, essentially descriptive in character. 

If the proposed change of gauge widened the strip of the streets 
to be occupied by the tracks of the petitioner, there might possibly 
be some shadow of claim that the enlarged property right that 
would! be obtained would involve an enlarged franchise. 

Narrowing the gauge, however, has the opposite effect. It re
duces the extent of the streets occupied by the petitioner. 

The primary franchise to exist as a corporation continues un
affected. The secondary franchise to use the streets continues un
affected except as the space occupied in use is narrowed. 

This, in the judgment of the Board, scarcely justifies the de
claration that the effect of its grant of the desired permission will 
be to "enlarge the franchise" of the petitioner. 
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Assuming the acts of the legislature, before referred to, to con
stitute contracts between the State and the petitioner, the Board's 
action in granting the desired permission cannot be said to be an 
impairment of the obligation of such contract because it is the 
action of the State, one party to the contract, through the Board 
as its administrative agency, acting upon the application of the 
petitioner, the other party to the contract. 

Beyond this, however, the Board conceives it to be within the 
"police-power" of the State notwithstanding the provisions of the 
statutes relating to gauge to require an alteration of gauge when
ever safe, adequate and proper service requires such change. It 
conceives every contract to be subject to this power. 

Taking the ordinances enacted by the Town and accepted by 
the petitioner as constituting contracts between the Town and the 
petitioner yet it does not follow that the action of the Board will 
constitute an impairment of the obligation of such contracts. 

First: The petiioner is not in a position to complain. The ac
tion is taken upon its application. 

Second: If the view of the Board is correct, the Town is not 
in a position to complain because the action of the Board is based 
upon a power conferred upon it by tht State. The town is an 
agency of the State. Whatever powers and rights it has are derived 
from the State. These powers and nghts are within the control 
of the State subject only to· the constitutional inhibition against 
special legislation. 

The contention of the town that the power conferred on the 
Board by the specific provision of the statute, refers only to change 
in gauge where the original gauge was established subsequent to 
the passage of the Act seems to be discredited by the well-known 
fact that it is highly improbable that tracks built at present will 
be other than of standard gauge. 

The "terms and conditions" whi-:h the Board shall prescribe in 
granting such permission seem to us to be "terms and conditions" 
germane to the re-tracking of the road, and not wholly miscellane
ous in character. The company having undertaken to pave a cer
t< in width of street ought not to be allowed to reduce the strip 
for whose proper maintenance it is now responsible. 

The permit to issue will, therefore, be based upon the company's 
prior written acknowledgement and acceptance of its continued 
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legal responsibility for paving, and for otherwise caring for no 
ltss a ·width of the public streets and highways than it is now under 
legal obligation to pave or otherwise care for, and said Permit will 
expressly stipulate that the company sh:ill file written prior acknowl
edgement that the permission to rebuild its track at standard gauge 
shall not in anywise be construed to et:large otherwise its present 
rights, or narrow its present legal obligations in any respect what
soever. 

Dated November 19th, 1912. 

Township Committee of Franklin }REPORT AND 
Township vs. West Jersey and RECOMMEN-
Seashore Railroad Comnapy. DATIONS. 

Harvey F. Carr, for the complain;int. 
James Buckelew and A. P. Gest, for the Railroad Company. 

A certified! copy of a resolution of the Township Committee of 
Franklin Township adopted September 20th, 1912, recited that 
the crossing of the tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore Rail
road and the Glassboro and Malaga Turnpike at grade with the 
tracks of the said company north of Malaga station is a highly dan
gerous one, unprotected by watchmen, gates, signals or other pro
tective device; that the crossing is part of a heavily travelled high
way, that five persons had been kill~d, and a number of others 
injured there. The Board was asked to require the company to 
turnish adequate protection at the crossing and to remove the 
same. 

The resolution also complained of the crossings at grade of the 
tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company at 
Franklinville, Malaga, Iona and Newfield, which crossings were 
alleged to be without protection. The, Board was requested to di
rect the company to place watchmen at these crossings. 

This resolution was accepted, as a complaint and a copy thereof 
served on the West Jersey and! Sea~hore Railroad Company., The 
company in its answer stated that the request to immediately fur
nish adequate protection at the crossing north of Malaga station, 
'\Vould be complied with by the establishment of a watchman and 
probable addition of gates later on. 
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With respect to the removal of the crossing the company stated 
this "would naturally be considered in the light of the territory 
between Newfield and Franklinville, a distance of about six miles, 
in which there are some thirteen crossir.gs, six of them protected 
by bells. We would like the co-operation of the Township Com
mittee in consolidating as many of tbese crossings as might be 
possible with a view to affording a more positive character of pro
tection to the remainder including those comprised in their further 
resolution on the subject." 

The Board has no power to require the removal of grade cross
ings, and hereby dismisses that part of the complaint which re
quests the Board to order the respondent to remove the crossing 
north of Malaga station. The Board recommends in this connec
tion that the Township Committe~ adopt the suggestion of the re
spondent and co-operate in consolidating as many of the crossings 
in the territory as possible. On the: question of the protection of 
the crossings complained of, a hearing was held on November 12th, 
at which complainant and respondent were represented and· wit
nesses examined as to views of, travel over, and other conditions 
at the crossings. 

Among the witneesses was Charles D. McKelvey, the Chief In
spector of the Railroad Division of the Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners. 

Based on his inspections of conditions at the crossings, Mr. l\fr
Kelvey made the following recommen·fations: 

Franklinville-That this crossing he protected by an automatic 
bell and illuminated signs. 

Iona-That no cars be allowed to stand on, the siding south of 
the freight house ; that a double alarm bell be placed at southeast 
corner of crossing to be worked automat~cally; that a new standard 
c:rossing sign be erected and illuminated signs placed each side of 
the crossing. 

Malaga Station-That an automatic bell be installed and illum
inated! signs placed both sides of the crossing. 

Newfield-That double bell be placeC. on southwesterly corner 
between the two roads south of the station; also that all trains re
duce speed to ten miles per hour while passing over these crossings. 

Testimony at the hearing showed that the crossing north of 
Malaga is now protected by bells and illuminated signs, with a man 
on the ground night and day. 
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After consideration of all the fa.::ts and issues involved, the 
Board is of the opinion, and! finds that the protection of the cross
iLg north of Malaga Station, as stated above, affords reasonable 
provision for the protection of the traveling public at such cross
ing, and should be continued. 

The Board is of the further opinion, and also finds, that for 
the crossings at Franklinville, Iona, ?vialaga Station and Newfield 
the protection recommended by its Inspector, as heretofore referred 
to, will afford reasonable provision for the protection of the travel
ing public at such crossings. 

The Board HEREBY endorses the said recommendations of its 
Inspector, and adopts the same as the recommendations of. the 
Board. 

Dated November 22nd, I9I2. 

In the Matter of Investigation of Ac-1 OF IN 
.d h E . R ·1 d REPORT -c1 ent on t e ne a1 roa at N 

• • I VESTIGATIO • 
Bridge Over the Wanaque River. J 

On August 14th, I9I2, while girders were being erected on false
work preliminary to rebuilding the Erie Railroad Bridge over the 
Wanaque River, east of Ringwood Junction, a trestle under the 
steam derrick collapsed. The derrick with a girder and one car 
dropped to the east of the trestle. Another girder which had been 
set on the falsework fell to the west of the trestle. The accident 
resulted in the death of one man and injuries to eight others. Traf
fic was interrupted for some fifty-two hours. 

This accident was investigated at a meeting of the Board held in 
Newark on September 30th, I9I2. At this meeting the Board ex-. 
amined the Engineer of Bridges and Buildings, the Division Engi
neer, the Master Carpenter and other employees of the railroad 
company. A report has been made to the Board by its Engineer of 
Bridges who inspected the site of the accident and was present at 
the investigation. 

It appears from the testimony taken at the investigation and from 
the report of the Board's Engineer of Bridges, that the trestle 
which collapsed was a frame structure about thirty feet high. The 
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stringers and track were supported on superimposed bents in two 
stories. The lower bents rested on piles which were small and re
quired reinforcing. 

The bents were set in the trestle at an angle of 58 degrees, 45 
minutes with the axis of the bridge which was on tangent. 

There was no longitudinal diagonal bracing in a vertical plane, 
the integrity of the structure depending entirely on the continuity 
of the lines of intermediate sills and their firm connection to the ma
sonry walls at the ends of the timber bridge. There was a lateral 
system of bracing in a horizontal plane underneath the stringers 

During the work of replacing the trestle with steeel plate girder 
spans, an old stone pier was removed, piling driven and a new con
crete pier built during the construction of which the longitudinal 
stringers were cut off to give clearance for forms used in building 
the pier. No bracing was added to compensate for the longitudinal 
stiffiness thus destroyed. 

A severe concentration of load under the weight of the derrick 
car and the girder it was carrying caused a movement in the cen
tral part of the trestle which resulted in its collapse. This movement 
was due to the absence of longitudinal bracing-, the importance oi: 
which was apparently not realized when the sills were cut to make 
room for the construction of the new pier. 

Dated November 22nd, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Complaint of l 
Philip B. Adams vs. The New ~ 
York Telephone Company. J 

P. B. Adams, in person. 
Robert V. Mary•e) for the New York Telephone Company. 

The complainant in this matter alleges that he has a permanent 
residence at Allendale, Bergen County, that he requested the New 
York Telephone Company to install a telephone in this residence, 
and that his request was refused by said company. It is claimed that 
the New York Telephone Company furnishes telephone service to 
a Mr. Parigot, whose property immediately adjoins that of 
the complainant's residence on one side, and that telephone service 
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is also provided a Mrs. Georgianna Fenney at her residence im
mediately adjoining complainant's property on the other side. 

The Board was asked to make an order compelling the New York 
Telephone Company to install a telephone and to afford ·service in 
complainant's residence. The respondent stated in reply that the 
Borough of Allendale is included in the Allendale central office area, 
which includes the Boroughs of Saddle River, Upper Saddle River, 
Allendale and a portion of the Township of Orvil; that the Allen
dale central office district is now connected to the Ridgewood 
switchboard; but that on account of the distance from Ridgewood, 
plans had been made for the establishment of an Allendale central 
office; and that in order to secure municipal rights for new construc
tion three applications had been made in the last two years to the 
Borough of Allendale for an ordinance. 

It was claimed that while the ordinance negotiations have been 
under way, the open wires extending from Ridgewood' to Allendale 
have all come into use, and that it is impossible to supply additional 
service in the Borough of Allendale without running additional 
open wire from Ridgewood. 

It was further stated that other parties than the complainant had 
applied for service in Allendale; that such had been refused; and 
it was claimed that additional construction to supply this service 
before the permanent construction is provided would be expensive; 
would injuriously affect the service, and would ultimately have to 
be removed when permanent construction is provided. A copy of 
respondent's answer was sent to the complainant and a date was 
fixed for hearing. The complainan·t notified the Board that on the 
hearing of his complaint he would "by reason of said answer failing 
to set forth any valid defense or any denial of the material allega
tions of the petitioner's complaint" claim that an order for service 
should be made to the petitioner "on the face of the petition and 
the admissions and insufficiencies of the answer alone." At the 
hearing a motion to this effect was made by the complainant. It was 
contended in support of this motion that because service is supplied 
by the respondent to other residents of Allendale, some of whom 
reside in close proximity to the residence of the complainant, and 
similar service is denied complainant, there is effected a discrimina
tion in violation of the statute; and that said discrimination should 
be prohibited immediately by this Board. It was urged that testi
mony as to the cost of supplying service to the complainant or as 
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to changes in construction contemplated by the company would be 
irrelevant and should not be heard. The law provides that no pub
lic utility "shall adopt, maintain or enforce any regulation, practice 
or measurement which shall be unjust, unreasonable, unduly prefer
ential or otherwise in violation of law * * * nor shall any pub
lic utility as herein defined provide or maintain any service that is 
unsafe, improper, or inadequate, or withhold or refuse any service 
which can reasonably be demanded and furnished when ordered by 
said board." The law provides further that no public utility shall 
subject 'any particular person or corporation or locality or any 
particular descripti.on of traffic to any prejudice or disadvantage 
in any respect whatsoever.' Upon the provisions of the law quoted 
above the complainant claims that the refusal of service being es
tablished there is a violation of the law, and that nothing remains 
but for this Board to issue an order directing the respondent to 
cease such violation and to supply the service desired. 

The motion for an order on this ground, without hearing testi
mony as to the facts and circumstances involved, was denied by the 
Board. The mere fact that a practice appears prima facie, discrim-. 
inatory does not necessarily make such practice a violation of the 
statute. The practice to be illegal must be arbit,rarily or unjustly 
discriminatory; and, with pri11ia facie discrimination admitted, the 
Board is of the opinion that a utility has a right to show if it can 
that the discrimination is not arbitrary, undue or unjust. Neither 
is the mere withholding or refusal of service ipso facto a violation 
of the law. The service withhelg or refused must be service which 
"can reasonably be demanded and furnished"; and a utility should 
be given an opportunity to show if it can that a demand for service 
'vithheld or refused is an unreasonable demand or that such service 
cannot be reasonably furnished. Nor can an order be made with
out consideration of facts and circumstances, on a claim that a per
son refused service is subjected to a prejudice or disadvantage in 
violation of the law. The Board is of the opinion that it should 
consider this part of the statute in connection with that preceding, 
which defines the service as one that can reasonably be demanded 
and furnished. Injury or damage to a person by a public utility 
in willful disregard of such person's rights does unquestionably con
stitute a prejudice prohibited by the statute. But the exigencies of 
the operation of public utilities are such that persons may be at 
times temporarily unable to obtain service, without a necessary vio-
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btion of their rights or without suffering eventually any real dis
advantage. If the New York Telephone Company were now 
changing its plant in Allendale and contiguous territory, and if the 
Board were convinced that the result of such change would be to 
add materially to the value of the service to subscribers generally 
in the Allendale district, it might not order the company to provide 
temporary construction, to furnish additional individual service, 
temporarily withheld, if the effect of such order would be to serr: 
ously interfere with or postpone the completion of the construction 
which would be beneficial to all. A deman·d that the company 
cease withholding or refusing such service would not be a reason
able demand, and a few subscribers ordered served under such cir
cumstances, while temporarily benefited, might impede the progress 
of an improvement which ultimately would be advantageous to them 
as ·well as others. 

In the case at bar, however, there is no such contingency properly 
to be considered. The New York Telephone Company _is now sup
plying service to numerous subscribers in the Borough of Allen
dale. It refuses service to the complainant, not because it is actually 
reconstructing its plant with the view of improving its service, but 
because it projects such reconstruction after successfully negotiat
ing with the Borough to obtain additional privileges, which if ob
tained will affect the construction of its plant and equipment in the 
Allendale district. These negotiations have already extended over 
a period of two years, and there is no certainty of their speedy ad~ 
justment. They db not provide a sufficient reason for withholding 
service from the complainant. It is possible that the privileges 
sought by the company would enable it to improve its plant and 
service; but if the municipal authorities .persist in declining to give 
a franchise which contemplates the substitution of megneto instru
ments for the common battery type, this Board cannot avoid order
ing service to be afforded, because the Board may think the pro
jected reconstruction of the plant would be advantageous to all sub
scribers in Allendale. 

It appears from testimony taken at the hearing that two more 
subscribers can be afforded service with present facilities, and that 
by providing an additional circuit from Ridgewood eight subscrib
ers in addition to these two can be added to the company's lines. 
It does not appear that to provide this service would necessitate any 
greater expense than is involved in running the existing circuits. 
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Even if the municipal privilege should eventually be accorded, the 
expense of running the additional circuit will not be excessive. The 
Board is, therefore, of the opinion and finds that the New York 
Telephone Company in refusing telephone service to Philip B. 
Adams at his residence at Allendale is withholding and refusing 
service which can reasonably be demanded and furnished; that the 
said New York Telephone Company should cease withholding or 
refusing such service, and should supply the same. An order will 
be so entered. 

Dated December 23rd, 1912. 

In the Matter of Complaint of Philip } 
B. Adams vs. the New York Tele- ORDER. 

phone Company. : 

This case having been duly heard and submitted by the parties 
and full investigation of the matters and things involved having 
been had, and the Board having on the date hereof made and filed 
a report containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made part hereof, the 
Board of Public Utility Commissioners 

HEREBY ORDERS the New York Telephone Company to supply 
to Philip B. Adams, on demand by him, telephone service at his 
rtsidence at Allendale, New Jersey, upon the same terms that other 
subscribers of said New York Telephone Company are supplied 
with service at their residePlces in said Borough. 

This order shall become effective January 14th, 1913. 
Dated December 23rd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of the } 
Board of Health of Merchantville REPORT 

Against the Pennsylvania Rail- · 
road Company. 

J. E. VanKirk, Esq., and Dr. Lawrence, for the complainants. 
A. P. Gest) for the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

The Board of Health of the Borough of Merchantville com
plained to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners that there are 
three crossings of the track of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
in the Borough of Merchantville, said crossings being those of 
principal highways, which are unprotected. The Board was asked 
to order the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to employ gatemen 
by night, as well as day, at each of these crossings. 

To this complaint answer was made by the Pennsylvania Rail
road Company, which answer claimed that all the street crossings 
at Merchantville are protected by electric bells at night, but that 
at the two main crossings, namely, Center Street and Park Avenue, 
day watchmen are on duty. It was claimed that trains passing 
after the watchman go off duty are infrequent and that the protec
tion now given is as reasonable as should be expected. On the issue 
joined hearing was held at which the Borough of Merchantville and 
the Railroad Company were represented. 

After such hearing and consideration of the testimony adduced 
thereat, the Board is of the opinion and finds: 

1.-That the protection of the traveling public at the crossing at 
grade of Park Avenue and the tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company, in the Borough of Merchantville, requires that said cross
ing should be protected by gates twenty-four hours daily. 

2.-That the protection of the traveling public at the crossing at 
grade of Cove Road and the tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company, in the Borough of Merchantville, requires that said cross
ing should be protected by flagman daily from 6 A. M. to 8 P. M. 

The Board is also of the opinion, and finds that reasonable pro
tection for the protection of the traveling public at the crossing at 
grade of Center Street and the tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company, in the Borough of Merchantville, requires that all trains 
reduce speed to ten miles per hour, while running over said cross
ing when gates are not operated. 

An Order will be so entered. 
Dated December 23rd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Complaint of the} 
Board of Health of Merchantville ORDER. 
Against the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company. 

This case having been duly heard and submitted by the parties 
and full investigation of the matter and things involved having 
been had, and the Board having on the date hereof, made and filed 
a .report containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made part hereof, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners HEREBY ORDERS the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company: 

r. To extend the time during which the crossing at Park Ave
nue and the tracks of said Pennsylvania Railroad Company in the 
Borough of Merchantville, is protected by gates, so that such pro
t~ction will be effective for twenty-four hours each day. 

2. To protect crossing at Cove Road and the tracks of said 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in the Borough of Merchantville, 
by a flagman from 6 A. M. to 8.oo P. M. each day. 

3. To reduce speeed of trains to ten miles per hour while run
ning over the crossing of Center Street and the tracks of said Penn
sylvania Railroad Company, in the Borough of Merchantville, dur
ing the hours said crossing is not protected by gates. 

This Order shall become effective January 14th, 1913. 
Dated December 23rd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Inves.tigation by 
the Board of Public Utility Com
missioners as to Whether the Erie 
Railroad Company, The Northern 
Railroad Company of New Jersey, 
The New Jersey and New York 
Railroad Company, The New York, 
Susquehanna and Western Rail-
road Company, The Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Wes tern Rail
road Company, The Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company and The West 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company Fail to Provide Adequate 
and Proper Service in Operating 
Passenger Cars in this State 
Which are not Provided with 
Drinking Water. 

ORDER. 

Full investigation of the matters and things involved in this case 
having been had, and the Board having, on the date hereof, made 
and filed a report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon, which said report is hereby referred to and made part 
hereof, the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing, 
upon notice, 

HEREBY ORDERS the Erie Railroad Company, the Northern Rail
road Company of New Jersey, the New Jersey and New York Rail
road Company, the New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad 
Company, the Delaware Lackawanna and Western Railroad Com
pany, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the West Jersey 
and Seashore Railroad Company, and each of said companies, to 
furnish drinking water of proper quality on each car used for 
carrying passengers on each train operated by each of said com
panies, the schedule of which shows that one-half hour or more is 
required to run from the starting point of such trains within the 
State, to the last stop in the State, and to equip such cars that 
drinking water may be kept in proper condition and of sufficient 
quantity for passengers thereon. 

Dated December 24th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Investigation by 
the Board of Public Utility Com
missioners as to Whether The Erie 
Railroad Company, the Northern 
Railroad Company of New Jersey, 
The New Jersey and New York 
Railroad Company, The New York 
Susquehanna and Western Rail
road Company, The Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Company, The Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company and The· West 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Com
pany Fail to Provide Adequate and 
Proper Service in Operating Pas
senger Cars in This State Which 
are not· Provided with Drinking 
Water. 

REPORT. 

Theodore H. Burgess) for the Erie Railroad Company, Northern 
Railroad Company of New Jersey, New Jersey and New York Rail
road Company and New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad 
Company. 

J. L. Seager) for the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Company. 

F. L. Sheppard) for the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the 
West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners on the sixteenth day 
of July, nineteen hundred and twelve, upon its own motion, called 
a hearing upon the question whether the Erie Railroad Company, 
the Northern Railroad Company of New Jersey, the New Jersey 
and New York Railroad Company, the New York, Susquehanna 
and Western Railroad Company, the Delaware Lackawanna and 
\;Vestern Railroad Company, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
and the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, or any of 
said companies, fail to furnish safe, adequate and proper service, 
in operating passenger cars not provided with drinking water, in 
the State of New Jersey. 
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The Board fixed Monday, July twenty-second, nineteen hundred 
and twelve, at the Court House, Newark, New Jersey, at eleven 
A. M ., as the time and place of said hearing. 

The above named companies were served with notice in writing, 
of the hearing, and were represented thereat. 

It appears from testimony taken at the hearing, that.,.covering a 
long period of years, prior to the month of July, nineteen hundred 
and eleven, the practice of providing drinking water upon steam 
passenger trains operated in this State was generally in force. A 
change in this respect has been made by certain of the railroad com
panies,' and this change is attributed by them to the enactment of 
Chapter 171, P. L. 1911, which prohibits the use of common drink
ing cups in public places in this State. This is not regarded by the 
Board as a valid reason why drinking water should not be pro
vided. It is a matter of common knowledge that many passengers 
carry cups to use for drinking wafer on trains and this Board has 
ordered the railroad companies operating passenger trains in this 
State "to provide and keep on all passenger trains operated by them 
respectively, within the State of New Jersey, on which water is fur
nished for drinking purposes, inexpensive individual drinking cups, 
or glasses in sanitary condition, that may be had by any passenger, 
without cost to such passenger, solely for the purpose of drinking 
water on such trains,. on request made to the conductor or brake
man of a train, or to the porter of any car thereof." 

It has been urged by the railroad companies in interest that in 
any order made by this Board, requiring such companies to supply 
drinking water on passenger trains, a zone limit should he fixed, 
upon a distance basis from the Hudson River terminals. It appears 
that such zone limits have been established by the railroad com
panies. For trains of what is commonly termed the "Erie System" 
operating in this State, zone limits have been established averaging 
from thirty to thirty-three miles from Jersey City, within which 
limits no water is furnished. Trains running beyond these zone 
limits are furnished with drinking water. It further appears that 
the time occupied by some trains to cover the distances within the 
zone limits, ranges from one hour to one and one-half hours. It 
further appears that the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Company furnishes no water upon trains running on its 
branches between Hoboken and Dover, forty miles distant from Ho
boken. The maximum time required for slow trains in this zone 
is one hour and thirty-seven minutes. 
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It does not appear that there are any zones without provision of 
drinking water on the Pennsylvania Railroad Company or the West 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company where the time required 
to cover the distance is as great as that noted above. 

It is contended by the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Comp<l;ny that Dover being the junction point for the :.Horris 
and Essex and Boonton Branch lines, that place should be the dis-, 
tance limit from the terminal within \Yhich IL) \Yater need by fur-
nishecl. The time required by certain trains to travel from Hoboken 
to Dover is, as stated above. more than one hour and one-half. 

It is urged that trains need not be supplied with drinking watd 
within the zones where drinking water is not furnished because 
stations along the route are all so supplied. This is not, in the 
opinion of the Board, a good reason why the railroad , company 
should not supply water upon the trains. 

The Board, after consideration of this matter, is of the opinion 
that an adequate supply of water of proper quality for drinking 
should be provided on passenger trains, where the schedule is s·~,_cr, 

as to require passengers traveling between two points in this State, 
to remain on the trains for any considerable period of time. 

The Board is also of the opinion that the time schedule of pa~· 
senger trains and not the distance between points, should be the 
controlling factor in determining whether drinking water should be 
supplied. 

It is not regarded as reasonable for a railroad company to re
fuse to supply drinking water in its cars because the run of the 
train is for a comparatively short distance if the time required to 
make the run is such that the lack of water may, very probably, 
be a hardship to passengers. On the other hand, it is not regarded 
as reasonable to require railroad companies to supply drinking 
water on trains which run in suburban service with few stops and 
where the time consumed by the entire journey between the ter
minal takes but a few minutes. 

In the opniion of the Board it is a reasonable requirement of 
safe, adequate and proper service that all passenger trains, where 
the time scheduled to make the journey between points in this 
State is one-half hour or more, should be equipped with water of 
proper quality for drinking. 

The BOARD HEREBY FINDS AND DETERMINES after hearing that the 
Erie Railroad Company, Northern Railroad Company of New 
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Jersey, New Jersey and New York Railroad Company, New York, 
Susquehanna and· \Vestern Railroad Company, Delaware, Lacka
wanna and Western Railroad Company, Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company and \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, do not 
furnish safe, adequate and proper service, in that such companies 
do not in all appropriate cases supply water of proper quality for 
drinking purposes on passenger trains, the schedules of which show 
that one-half hour or more is required to run between stations in 
the State of New Jersey. 

An order will, therefore, issue requiring the companies named 
above to furnish drinking water of proper quality on each car used 
for carrying passengers on each train operated by said companies, 
the schedule of which shows that one-half hour or more is required 
to run from the starting point of such trains within the State to the 
last stop in this State, and to so equip such cars that drinking water 
may be kept in proper condition and of sufficient quantity for pas
sengers thereon. 

It does not appear that companies other than those mentioned 
above fail to provide the safe, adequate and proper service which 
failure this order will be intended to correct. In the event of its 
appearing hereafter that any other railroad company fails to pro
vide the service which will be ordered, the Board will fix a date 
for a hearing at which such company will be heard on the question 
of whether an order similar to that to be entered should not apply 
to said company. 

Dated December 24th. lf)12. 
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In the Matter of Hearing as to Wheth- i 
er the Existing Schedule of Rates EPORT 
of the Public Service Gas, Company, R · 
for Gas, Is Just and Reasonable. J 

ABSTRACT OF THI<~ REPORT. 

The board determines the existing rate of $1.10 per thousand cubic feet of 
gas with a discount of 10 cents per thousand cubic feet for prompt payment 
to be unjust and unreasonable. 

It fixes in place of the rate of $1.10 per thousand cubic feet, with a dis
count of 10 cents per thousand cubic feet for prompt payment, a charge of 
90 cents per thousand cubic feet to be just. and reasonable and requires the 
company to put such charge into effect in the "Passaic Division" on and 
after February 1st, 1913. 

The municipalities included in the "Passaic Division" and .affected by the 
order of the board are the cities of Paterson and Passaic, Acquackanonk 
Townshp, HawthornP Borough, Saddle River Township, Prospect Park Bor
ough, Haledon Borough, Garfield Borough, Lodi Borough, Nutley Town, 
Little Falls Township, Ridgewood Village, Glen Rock Borough, 'Vallington 
Borough and Totowa Borough. 

THE BOARD'S RECO~DIEXDATIOXS. 

The Board recommernls that the c.ompay set the same reduced rate of 90 
cents per thousand cubic feet throughout all of the other divisions of the 
State where now it is exacting the rate of $1.00 net per thousand cubic feet. 

It ma.kes this recommendation as to territorv not embraced in the "Pas
saic Division" because under the statute it ca·n only issue .an order fixing 
rates "after hearing, upon notice." 

It is also recommended that the schPdnle for quantitative discounts be re
adjusted in accordance with the above rate of 90 cents per thousand cubic 
feet. 

RE.JECTS COM PAXY'S PROPOSITIOX. 

At the outset of the proceeding initiate<l by the Board, the Public Service 
(~as Company and Public 1Senice Electrie Company submitted a proposi
tion to the Board. This proposition contemplated in the case of the gas com
pany the putting into operation a J..l!liforrn flat rate of $1.00 as of January 
1st, 1912:. and· on January 1st, 1914, the reduction of this rate to 95 cents 
and on January 1st, 19ltl, the further reduction to 90 cents. It further 
contemplated in the case of the electric company as of January 1st 1912, 
the adoption of the same schedule of discounts from the base rates put into 
effect in New York by the Edison Company. 

The proposition was submitted as an entirety with regard to the two 
properties-gas and electric. 

The Board did not act upon the proposition because it tied up two rates, 
on~ for gas and the other for electricity, having no relation, and because to 
accede to it meant the fixing, without investigation, of rates for a period of 
five years. 
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VAJ,L:I<; OF TAXGIBLJ<: PROPERTY, 

The Board fill(]s tl1p value of the tangible propei'ty of the company in the 
Passaic Division, a8 of October 1st, 1911, to be, 

Land ........................................ · .. · · · · 
~Ianuf.acturing plant ............................... . 
Distributing system ................................ . 
Working capital .................................... . 

$ 111,160 
1,Hi]· 5.50 
2,465,270 

250,000 

$3,987:,980 
Less sum required to adjust figm·t'S to July 1st, 1911.... 62,000 

$3,925,980 
Less depreciation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200,980 

$3,725:,000 

For tl1ese it<•ms n '"'hie of $5.818,!140 was clai111t•<l by the company. 

VALUE OF IXTAXGIBLE PROPERTY. 

The Board allows for orga11ization. franchise,;;. cost of establishing busi-
1wss, ck, $1:.025.000. 

Tl~<' cornpan~· clairnP(l allowance for tlwse ifrms in the sum of if;:1,090.:151. 
TOTAL VALl:E, 

The total value· as fouud h_v the Board is $4,7;)0.000. 
Tlw total vah1e as claiuwd by the company was $8,909,491. 

NO ALLOWA~CE FOR "GOOD WILL." 

:\o nllowancP is ma<l<> for good will. It seems well settled that where a 
partic-ular S·PrvicP is furnished by only one compan~· within a given area, the 
option of patronizing a rival public ('Oncern is absent; and that under such 
cir«umstan('es, good wi11, 01· tl:e ,·:due• of ,·o]untnry pa.tronage where a com" 
peting serYice is availa.hlP. clops not exist. 

"OOIXG COXCERX V,\l:l,'E'' ALLOWED. 

However, the various conceptions of "Going Concern Value'' may fail of 
precise coincidence. thPy all have a eommon core. This is the valu'e a util
ity property has. or may Tiave. over and above the value of its tangible be
longings. 

1 n this co11nectio11 the Roa rd put,.; two questions. }'irst, can a public 
ntilit~r have any excess in value ovPr and above the value of its tangible 
belongings? This moreover presupposes that the excess value, if any, is 
wholly distinct from any capitalized earning power predicated on a future 
setting of tlw base npon which public utilities are entitled to earn a fair 
return?" · 

To this question the Board answers, the1;e is such a thing as "going con
cern value"; "a plant with a business attached has a value greater than 
the value of the mere plant without the business attached," and concludes·, 
''the 'going concern value' will then be largely represented by the cost of 
developing the business as distinct from the cost of securing the physical 
structure." 

Xex:t the Board pnts the question: "1~1 case it transpires that such ex
ee,;s value, known as ·going concern value' exists, and in case the costs in-
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volved in the acquisition of such Yalue have been met out of rates exacted 
from consumers, should such excess value, known as 'going concern value' 
enter into the base upon which public utilities are entitled to a fair return?" 

The question, too, the Boanl answers in tlw aflirmative so far as it does 
not appear that the rates exacted from consumers were legally challenged. 
"\Ye see no escape from the necessit:· of recognizing the intangible property 
designated as 'going concern value,' as \vell as adual physical structures 
similarly obtained as constihfring p.art of the present lawful possessions 
of a public utility, even though both these tangible and intangible values 
were built up in the past out of rates exacted from consumers, it being 
ah,·ays assumed that the rates exacted were not legally assailed or .assail
able." "The business tlrns acquired must be regarded as a le
gitimate part of the property of the company. We cannot equitably pro
ject back into the unregulated past a norm of prices that might today be 
regarded as fair arnl adequate and assume that actual rates exacted in the 
past, insofar as they exceed wlrnt are now deemed fair, have not lawfully 
become the property of the company. If these high rates in the past have 
been employed by the company to acquire intangible property in the shape 
of extensive patronage, that expeetation of patronage is theirs, .and on its 
fair value the company is entitled to a return. It may or may not be a 
subject of regret that regulation \ms so long deferred; but deferred regu
lation is no excuse for refusing at present to allo\v a fair return upon what 
is the lawful property of the company." 

CO.MPA'iY'S CO'iTE'iTlO'i ,\S TO VALUE OF FRANCHISES DEl'iIED. 

The company claimed allowance of $] ,:rn2.2;3;; as the Yalue of its franchises. 
This claim the Board denied. 
The Board finds the Yalue of all intall~dble property of the company, in

cluding franchises, to be $1,025,000, and ~says: 
"It is the public polic.v of the State of New Jersey at present not to 

allm,· the capitalization of franehises for an amount in excess of the actual 
cost invo]n(l i11 ol>taining said franehises. That this is· a wise and 
eqnitable policy \YP think is incontestable. One of thP characteristic features 
of a puhlie ntilit~· suC'l1 as a gas <·ompan~- i,;; that it does not possess and 
ordinarily eannot afford to purchase the land requisite for the location of 
ih distributing apparatus. 'Vhen hy its secondar~· franchises such permits 
to locate are granted to a company without other expense than the neces
sary business and legal costs of securing municipal consents', it seems un
thinkable, .as a matter of equity and public policy, that the easements gra
tuitously granted should be made the basis for an additional charge to be 
imposed upon the grantor." The Board further says: "It is quite obvious 
that our finding as to the total amount of intangible property ($1,025,000) 
i3 tantamount to inrlnding thP franchi>'e!': of the company at a moderate rat
ing-at a value eomparahle \dth the cost of obtaining these or similar fran
chises. It amounts therefore to a practical denial of the Company's con
tention as to the yalue of its franchises. The figures claimed for the fran
chises by the company of $1,392,235:, considerably exceeds our appraisal of 
the Company's entire intangible property." 

HECURITU:S IHHl'ED lS ~!ERGEH XOT PROPER BASIS FOR HATES. 

The company contended before the Board that the par value of securities 
originating in the merger of six different gas and electric concerns in this 
district in 1899 determine an amount below which the Board's .aggregate 
valuation could not fall. This contention is expressl.'' denied b.'' the Board. 
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In the consolidation of the six gas and electric companies creating the 
Paterson & Passaic Gas and Electrio Company in 1899, the capitalization of 
the latter company was fixed at $5,000,000 in stock and a like amount in 
bondis. Of this approximately all of the stock and $4,100,000 of the bonds 
were used in effecting the consolidation. 

The Board finds that the capitalization resulting from the consolidation 
was in excess of the real assets. 

"Ov€r and above $2,224,100 issued to the United Gas Improvement Com
pany for 'sundry claims and franchises,,' the excess of par value of stocks 
and bonds issued over the par value of stock and bonds received was $3,-
893,691. ,.niile no evidence of the value of the 'sundry claims 'and fran
chises' of the U. G. I. Co. was produced:, yet as the company under the ar
rangement rec€ived in bonds $764,000 it may perhaps be 1surmised that not 
all of the $1,460,100 in stock received by that company was represented by 
their extant property of an equivalent value. If this stock was all bonus, 
and if the exc€ss in securities received by the six merging companies was 
-similarly bonus, it would seem that the consolidation involved a total of 
$5,353,791 in securities based on anticipation rather than of solid assets; 
and of the c.apitalization here involved it is agreed that approximately two
thirds are applicable to the gas properties." 

The lease of 1903 of the Paterson & Passaic Gas & Electric Company to 
the Public Service Corporation provided for payment ais rental of interest 
on the bonded debt: .. and an amount equivalent to dividends on the stock 
of the Paterson & Passaic Gas & Electric Company for the first year of 
11/2 per cent., for the second year of 2 per cent., and for each subsequent year 
of an additional half per cent. until eventually 5 per cent. was reached. 

If, at the time of the lease, the property taken over by the Public Service 
Corporntion in Pxcess of the bonded indebtedness was represented by assets 
-of value equivalent to the stock created by the consolidation, why was so 
low a return aecepted by the constituent companies, or how was the Public 
Service Corporation able to induce the lessors to acc€pt so meagre a return 
.as rental upon the stock of the newly created company? 

The later lease of the Ridgewood Company to the Public Service Gas Com
pany:, while guaranteeillg five per cent. on the bond1s, guaranteed only two 
per cent. {)11 the stock. 

The decision states the claim of the eompany to be that whatever the 
precise amount of water that was injected into securities resulting from the 
consolidation, yet that, since the securities were issued under due form 
of law, are widely scattered "and people have paid for them in honest 
money," the Board, while it :should not allow .any rate like ten per cent. 
thereon, should "stamp five per cent. on the bonds and five per cent. on the 
stock" and treat the money behind that ( i. e.·, cash subsequently invested 
in the property) as "genuine money." 

To this claim the Board, adopting the language of Smyth vs. Ames, 169 
u. S. 466, answers that if a utility corporation has bonded its property for 
an ammmt which exceeds its fair value, or if its capitalization is largely 
fictitious, it may not impose upon the public the burden of such increased 
rates as may be required for the purpose of realizing profits upon such ex
cessive valuation or fictitious capitalization. 

Both at common law and now in this state by statute a public utility as
sumes the responsibilities of furnishing safe, proper and adequate service 
at reasonable rates and undertakes its business with the explicit knowledge 
of the state's right .and power to set reasonable rates. Any capitalization 
it effects is effected subject to the states' reserved power in the premises 
it cannot plead its eapitalization nor any contracts it may have undertaken 
as barring the states' exercise of its power as to rates. W1hen moreover the 
capitalization, albeit legal, is demonstrably in excess of the value of its 
assets at the time of capitalization, the public utility cannot cite its un-
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challenged capitalization as a bar to the State's exercise of inherent pre
rogative. 

RATE OF RETURX. 

The Board doe,.; not go on record as favoring any particular rate of return 
applicable to all cases. The return must be sufifoient to attract the large 
amount of capital required each year in making ,the additions and extenr 
sions to plant and distribution system which the growth in communites de
mands. 

The price fixed, 90c p€1' thousand cubic feet, will afford a return of ap
proximately 8% on the value of the property as found by the Board. 

GEXERAL EFFICIEKCY GOOD. 

The Board finds that the general efficiency of the company is at least as 
good, and probably better. than the average of the companies with whfoh 
<-0111parisons have bePn madE:'. 

1911. 
.JunE:' !lth. 

July 2i)th. 

August 1st. 
_-\ugu;.;t 1Mh. 

September 27th. 

1!)12. 
. fannarv :frd. 
Septem.ber 13th. 
October 11-12. 

CIIROXOLOGY. 

Complaint by )lavor Andr.e\v F. )IcBride, of Pate1 son, re
lating to gas'.. ele~tric, water, trolley and railroad commu
tation rates. 
~eparation of complaint required by Board. 
Re::;olution calling for hearing "_-\s to whether the exist
ing 8chedule of rates of Public Service Gas Company for 
gas is just and reasonable." 
Petition of City of Passaic for inquiry as to gas rates filed. 
~lotion entered outlining an inventory of statements to be 
filed by Company. 
Proposition of Company submitted to Board. 
~orstall and Robison engaged by Board to make inwntory 
and apprai,.;a) of the property in Passa ie Division. 

Taking of testimony hegun . 
Taking of testimony concluded. 
Oral argument begun and eonelnded. 
Transcript of testimony 2,•H1 pages. not inclwling exhibits. 

Appeari11g before the Board as Counsel, 

For the Boanl, Frank H. Sommer. 
For the Company, Thomas X .. \IcCarter, Frank Bergen. 
L. D. H. Gilmour, E. A. Armstrong. 
For Paterson, Thomas F. )lcCran. Edward F. JVIerrey. 
For Passaie, George L Reeord, Albert 0. Miller, ,Tr. 

Engineers making i11ventory and appraisal, 

For Board. Forstall & Robison, Philander Betts. 
For Company, YYilliam '"· Randolph. 

_.\cc·ountant employed by Board, :\Ianin Scudder. 

Representing cities as Expert _\dviser, Professor Edward 

'"· Bemis. 
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REPORT. 

The inquiry into the reasonableness of gas rates charged by Pub
lic Service Gas Company in the Passaic Division elates back to a 
letter written by :ifayor Andrew F. i\IcBricle of Paterson to this 
Board. This letter was dated June 9th. I<JI I. It requested the Board 
to investigate rates charged for gas and electricity in Paterson by 
the Public Service Gas and Public Service Electric Companies. and 
it requested a similar· investigation of rates charged for \vater 
by the Passaic \:Yater Company, and also of trolley fares charged 
by the Public Service Railway Company. It also requested an in
'.·e::;tigation of commutation rates charged by railroads for journeys 
11etween Paterson and Jersey City. To this letter, a reply was sent 
stating that the Board was willing to make the inquiries asked, but 
would have to separate the various inquiries. On July 25th, I9II, · 
at a meeting of the Board of Public l~tility Commissioners, a resolu
tion was entered in the minutes calling for a hearing ''as to whether 
the existing schedule of rates of Public Service Gas Company for 
gas is just and reasonable.'' 

The hearing so initiated was based upon the following sections 
of the statute creating the Board. 

Sec. 18. (a.) which provides: "No public utility shall make, 
impose or exact any unjust or unreasonable * * rate l.' * * for 
any product or service supplied by it within this State." 

Sec. 16. ( c) which enacts: "The Board shall have power * * * after 
hearing, upon notice, by order in writing, to fix just and reasonable rates 
·;(- * * which shall be imposed·, ob.served and followed thereafter by any 
public utility * ;f * whenever the Board shall determine any existing 
;f .,, * rate ;f <f ' to be unjust (or) unreasonable. * * * " 

Sec. 16. (b) which provides that the Board shall have power: "from 
time to time to appraise and value the property of any public utility * * * 
whenever in the judgment of said Board it shall be necessary so to do, for the 
purpose of carryrng out any of the provi1sions of this act. * * * " 

On August lst, 1911, there was filed by J\Ir. George L. Record 
a petition of the City of Passaic praying that the Board would in
vestigate rates for gas in Passaic, and wou1cl reduce the same. On 
August l 5th, 191 l. a motion was entered in the minutes of the 
Board outlining an inventory of statements required to be filed by 
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the Public Service Gas Company with the Board. Both the com
plaint of the City of Paterson and that of the City of Passaic with 
reference to the rates for gas were merged in the proceeding so 
initiated by the Board through the resolution before referred to. 

The investigation in its scope has insofar been delimited to what 
is known as the Passaic Division of the Public Service Gas Com
pany. This division includes the cities of Paterson and Passaic, 
Acquackanonk Township. Hawthorne Borcugh, Saddle River Tovvn
ship, Prospect Park Borough, Haledon Borough, Garfield Borough, 
Lodi Borough, Nutley Town, Little Falls Township, Ridgewood 
Village, Glen Rock Borough, Wallington Borough and Totowa 
Borough. In this proceeding the Board was represented by Mr. 
Frank H. Sommer, counsel; the Com;);my by Messrs. Thomas N. 
McCarter, Frank Bergen, L. D. H. Gilm~ur and E. A. Armstrong. 
The City of Paterson was represented first by Mr. Thomas F. Mc
Cran, and afterwards by ::\Ir. Edward F. l\'Ierrey. The City of Pas
saic was represented by ::\Iessrs. George L. Record ancl Albert 0. 
Miller, Jr. 

The firm of Forstall & Robison was engaged by the Commission 
to make an invent.ory and appraisal of the p

0
roperty of the Com

pany found in this division. The Company employed for the same 
purpose l\fr. \Villiam \V. RandoLph. The cities of Paterson and 
Passaic engaged the services of Professor Edward \V. Bemis as 
expert adviser. During the course of the investigation, it was 
found necessary to have an examination made of the Company's 
books of account. and for this purpose ::\1 r. }\farvyn Scudder of 
The Investor's Agency \yas engaged by the Commission, and made 
for them the examination required. 

After the initiation of the hearing and at the outset of the tak
ing of testimony a proposition was submitted to the Board on 
behalf of the Public Service Gas Compa1w and the Public Service 
Electric Company. This proposition contemplated in the case of 
the Gas Company the putting into operation of a uniform flat rate 
of $r.oo as of January Ist. I9I2, for the whole territory served by 
the Gas Company. and on January Ist. i9q, the reduction of this 

base rate to 95 cents and on January rst. r<_116. the further reduc

tion in this base rate of 90 cents. 
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It further contemplated in the case of the Electric Company as 
of January l st, 1912, the adoption of the same schedule of dis
counts from the base rate lately put into effect in New York by 
the Edison Company which embraces a more liberal schedule of 
discounts than now in force in this territory. The present Public 
Service rate steps clown one cent for every 500 kw. hours of 
monthly consumption for the first five steps; the N cw York rate 
steps clown one cent for every 250 kw. hours of monthly consump
tion for the first four steps. 1 n the fourth year of the i;eriod, 01~ 

on January lst, H)IS, the base rate is· further reduced from ten 
cents to nine cents, thus combining the fir::t· two steps of the there
tofore existing schedule. 

In the submission of this proposition the following statement 
was made: "It is proper to add that this offer is made as an en
tirety with regard to the two properties, and the companies stand 
committed to no departure therefrom." 

Connecting, as the proposition did. rates for gas, and electricity 
having no relation to each other and contemplating the fixing of 
rates extending over a period of five years, without investigation, 
the Board took no action on the proposition. 

The actual taking of testimony was beg"tm on January 3cl, 1912, 
at the Court House in the City of Newark. Testimony was take1i. 
thereafter up to the thirteenth of September, 1912, and cral argu
ment was concluded before the Commission on October II-12th, 
1912. Printed briefs were filed by Mr. Frank Bergen for the 
Company; by Mr. Edward F. Merrey for the City of Paterson; 
and by Messrs. Albert 0. Miller, Jr., George L. Record and Ed
ward F. Merrey for the City of Passaic. 

The taking of testimony occUipied rnrne twenty-six or twenty
seven days. The transcript of the evidence fills 2541 pages, and 
the exhibits submitted have been lengthy and numerous. Much 
expert testimony was introduced and apparently every important 
aspect of the matter, both as regards facts and the law, was thor
oughly canvassed. 

As the result of careful consideration of the evidence and argu
ment upon all of the facts before it, the Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners finds and determines that the rate of One Dollar 
and Ten Cents with a discount of ten cents per thousand cubic 
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feet for prompt payment now charged by the Public Service Gas 
Comirany for gas in the Passiac Division is unjust and unreason
able, and more than sufficient to afford to the Company a fair re
turn upon the Company's property within the district, used ancl 
useful in the furnishing of gas to the consumers therein. The 
Board of Public LT tility Commissioners finds and determines that 
a price of ninety ( 90) cents per thous:ind cubic feet is a just an cl 
reasonable price to he exacted in that division from consumers who 
have hitherto been charged One Dolhr an<l Ten Cents ($i.ro) 
per thousand cubic feet \vith discount for prompt .payment as 
stated. The gTmmds upon which these findings are basecl will ap
pear in the subjoined parts of this report, and an Orde1 accord
ingly will be entered and served upon the Company requiring it 
on and after February 1st, 1913. theiafter to set. establish and 
charge a rate of ninety ( <)O) cents in place of the said rate now 
set and exacted. 

The Board of I >ublic l: tility Commissioners HEREBY H.ECOM

:'.\1ENDS to Public Service (;as Company to set the same rate of ninety 
( 90) cents ,per thousand cubic feet throug-hout all the other divisions 
of the State where it now is exacting the rate of One Dollar net 
per thousand cubic feet. Except for the Passaic Division, where 
the Board's order is mandatory. the Hoar.:l makes a recommendation 
only, for the reason that under the statute it may not issue an order 
in the premises except after clue notice and hearing. It is also 
RECOMMENDED that the schedule for ·1uantitative discounts be re
adjusted in accordance \Yith the above rate of ninety cents per 
thousand cubic feet. 

In order to determine the fair value of the Company's investment 
in this Division upon \vhich it is entitled to earn a reasonable return, 
it is necessary to determine the value ( r) of its physical plant and 
associated plant assets: and ( 2) the -value of the Company's in
tangible property. 

\'ALU.\TIOX. 

In making up the valuation of the property, we have classified 
it in accordance with the definitions in the Classificatior>. of Ac
counts promulgated bY the Interstate Commerce Commission. for 
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the District of Columbia, as this classification accurately defines 
each class of property. For the purposes of this valuation, we ad
here to the numbers found in the classification referred to. Tangible 
physical property is first taken up, and consideration of intangible 
values follmvs. 

The first item is ~ o. 300. Land. 
The testimony as to this item produced before the Hoard has been 

extensive. the Board having employed Mr. S. S. Sherwood to make 
a valuation on the property in Paterson and ,in Ridgewood. ancl 
having employed :'.\Jr. Thomas McMahon to make a valuation on the 
property located in Passaic. The Company presented as witnesses 
testifying vvith regard to land values: Mr. Frank Hughes, l\fr. Frank 
\V. Fnrrey, l\Ir. Edward H. Lambert, Mr. Percy A. Gaddis. 

The City of Paterson put on as witn'.~sses Mr. Thomas H. Risk, 
Tax Assessor, and l\fr. David V. Prosh'.y. 

The City of Passaic put on as witnesses Mr. James T. Boyle, 
:\Ir. A.aron \Vitte. l\Ir. John \Voods and Mr. Louis Lipchitz. Mr. 
Philip 1. Hover and l\Jr. Percy A. Gaddis for the Company, and 
l\fr. S. S. Sherwood for the Commission, testified with regard to 
land values in Ridgewood. 

The following table Ko. 1 is a comparison of the different valu
ations for land. Following the table are the references showing 
on what page in the testimony each item is found. 
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REAL ESTATE CO:MPAHISOK OF VALUATIONS. 

TABLE L 

PATERSON. 

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 
Plot Company Assessment. Sherwood. Hughes. Furrey. J,ambert. 

11 i llman ~t. ...... $ 2,8:30 $ 1.400 $ 1.:rno * 2J>OO $ 2,37 8.4fl * 2.700 
Hivc.r Works, ..... :Ul,;">20 49,700 44.8()() 2.)!),000 :n 7,819.2;3 29.),200 

Ellison St. ........ 10,887 7,640 10,400 { 8,820.fll 10,400 
Paterson St. ...... 10,414 7:,500 12,000 20,000 8,92i).44 10,750 

---- --------- ~----

$:n:>.ll5I $!iG,240 :j;!i8.o70 $281,300 $:::n·,!'l44.on $:rn),o5o 

PASSAid 

10. 11. 12. 13. 14. 15. 
'l'ract. Company. Assessment. Hughes. Gaddis. Boyle. Witta. 

Works Plot ...... $109·,144 $34,000 $101,500 { $39,325 $39,360 
Railroad Lot 5,280 600 4,400 2,800 2,800 ..... 
Holder Station ... 11,369 4,300 12:,000 $189,890 6,349 6,200 

----
$125,793 $38,!)00 $117,900 $18!),890 $48,474 $48,360 

7, 
Gaddis. 

{ $282,529 
11,318 
10,852 

$:304,699 

16. 
Woods. 
$39,300 

2,500 
4,000 

$45,800 

8. 9. 
Risk. Pros key. 

General 
$49,200 testimony 

17, 18. 
Dipchitz .. McMahon. 
$39,325 $45,000 

l·,100 
6,125 5,750 

----
$45',450 $51,850 
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TABLE I-Continued 

RIDGEWOOD 

19. 20. 21. 
Assess-

Company ment. Hover. 
$5,970 $500 $4.,875 

22. 

Gaddis. 
$4,762 

23. 

Sherwood. 
$3,000 

REFERENCES 

1-10-19-Company. Exhibit 6 of Jan. 29, 1912. 
2-11-20-Testimony of James Maybury, Jr. 
3-23 4-12 5 
pages 
2180-2182 

6 
pages 

917-931 955-976 
989-994 996-1005 

pages 
714-739 

7-13-22 
pages 
1013-1017 
1055-1065 
1089-1095 
1102-1104 

pages 
814-825-894-902 
914-916 

1020-1040 
1081-1083 
1097-1099 
1105-1110 

8 
pages 

1957-1967 
15 

pages 
1892-1901 

18 
pages 

2232-2233 

9 
pages 

1939-1947-1954 
16 

pages 
1903-1910-1916 

21 
pages 
1006-1009 

14 
pages 

1869-1880 1883-1886 
17 

pages 
1919-1926 1935-1936 
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REPORT. 

The witnesses for the Company confined their testimony to re
production value. and in each case compiled an estimate of value 
on some theory involving the reprodth~tion of a site similarly lo
cated and of equal area. Two of these 1vitnesses assumed in esti
mating reproclnction value that lmildings would have to be re
moved in order to prerare the site for the Gas Company. The tes
timony of the assessors and of -:\Iessrs. Sherwood and McMahon 
\\'as not confined to reproduction value. bnt was intended primarily 
to give the price \\'hich a willing seller not compelled to sell would 
accept from a purchaser ,,,illing bnt not compelled to bny . 

.:\Inch testimony 1vas submitted with regard to allowances for 
"plottage" or assembly \'ah1e. \\.'e han~ given this phase of the 
matter much carefo 1 thought and have rnacle certain allowances 
which are indicated belm,._ Certain items of land and of build
ings are used by both the Public Seryice Gas Company and the 
Public Service Electric Company. Th~se items are divided in pro
portion approximately to the gTnss revenues of the respective com
panies. 

:-\fter dne co11sideratio11 ui all the testin10ny \\'ith regard to land 
values. we have adopted the folln\\'ing as best representing the real 
vah1es of the various items nf real estate: 

1. Paterson Plant. 
Valuation made by S. S. Sherwood ............. . 
Allowance for plottage of 10% ................ . 

$44,860 
4,500 

---- $49,360.00 

2. Lots on Hillman St., Paterson. 
Sherwood valuatfon .......................... . 

3. Passaic Plant. 
McMahon valuation ..................... $45,000 
(2-3rds to ga·s ................................. . 
Allowance for plottage 10% ................... . 

30,000 
3,000 

$1,500.00 

---- $33,000.00 

4. Passaic Holder Station. 
Valuation h.v WHte, Boyle, Woods and McMahon. $5,575. 

Valuation by Hughes for the Company was $12,000. 
Property is assessed at $4,300. The average between Hughes 

at $12,000, and the average of the four assessors at $5,575, 
is $8,787. 

On the whole, we believe that $8,500 is a fair allowance for 
land occupied by the Passaic holder station. . . . . . . . . . . . . . $8,500.00 
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5. Lot on the Erie R. R. in Passaic. 
This lot has been valued at various figures ranging from $1,100 

to $5,290; is assessed at $600; was valued by McMahon 
at $1,110, .and after considering the testimony with re
gard to the fact that this lot is not now used * in connec
tion with the ga1s business but may be used in the future, 
we accept the value of .................................. $1,100.00 

6. Ridgewood Station. 
Tihs land was estimated at $3,000, by Sherwood to $5'.,970 

by the Company; is assessed at $500, .and in view of all 
the testimony we acept the value of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $3,000.00 

7. Paterson office and shop location. 
This p~operty is assessed at $15,140, and was valued at figures 

rangmg from $17,746 to $22,400. We accept the valuation 
made by Sherwood of $22,400, .and allow 2-3ds of this to 
gas, and accept for value of the land used by the gas 

company ....................... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $15,000.00 

TOTAL value for land as given above amounts to .......... $111,160.00 

*See testimony pages 809-813 .. 

and after careful consideration of all the testimony proclucccl in thi:-; 
case. we accept the value for land of $r I I, 160. -:\Inch of the tes
timony with reference to land values referred to the cost of repro
ducing a similar site. under conditions which we <lo not think woulcl 
obtain, and did not purport to he an estimate of the actual value of 
present property. 

l'L.\:\T .\:'\)) IJlSTRlBFTTON SYSTE:\1, 

Much testimony has been given as to detailed cosb of various 
items of physical property. Much of the testimony tends to sho'". 
that \Ve are not justified in accepting, \vithout modification, an_'I 
one of the several appraisals made 11y the various engineers en
gaged in making valuations of the physical property. Some items 
are demonstrably low*: some others are equally high. 

*See testimony of Forstall, pg. 2191 sq. 

In addition to valuations made by the engineers, we have avail
able definite information as to the actnal cost of constructing some 
items of the Company's property, and we have information as to 
the total amount expended by the Company during the past eight 
years. We are inclined to estimate the value of physical property 
by using all available information with regard to values; and 
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eSipecially are we inclined to accept as a measure of value for all 
of the physical property of the Company, the unit costs to the Com
pany for that part of the property constructed during the past 
eight years. Vv e are not inclined to hold strictly to a valuation made 
up in this way, as testimony of certain witnesses has demonstrated 
that certain items cost less, owing to peculiar conditions governing, 
than would ordinarily he the case. It may be equally true that some 
items cost more, but on the whole we believe that recent records 
of cost are very important in deciding upon the value to be set for 
various groups of physicial property. 

J\ o. 305. General Structures. 
No. 307. \i\Torks and station structures. 
For the valuations for buildings made by the various appraisals 

and in view of all the testimony, we are inclined to accept the .basis 
of valuation used by A. E. Schneeweiss of the J. W. Ferguson 
Company. He did not, hmvever, set values on all items classed 
under structures. V'../ e, therefore, take a valuation based on For
stall's inventory and Schneeweiss' unit prices. 

Accounts Nos. 305 and 307 include a number of items. such as 
fences, paving, oil tanks, tar tanks and water tanks, which are not 
comparable with buildings and therefore it is not proper to apply 
to -the full amount of these accounts a percentage difference ob
taine<l from the two sets of valuations of buildings. The compari
son should be made as follows : 

Schneeweiss gave values for the following buildings: 

Paterson Works. 
Old Generator House ........ . 
Old Boiler House ............ . 

$7 ,318 without operating floor. 
7,438 

Purifying House ............. . 
Coal Shed ................... . 
Exhauster, Engine and Pusher 

House ..................... . 
Office Bldgs., Paterson Wks .... . 
Stable ....................... . 

Boiler and Valve House, Passaic 
Holder Station ........... . 

21,813 without electric lighting. 
3,375 

ll,096 
6,052 without lighting and heating. 
4,121 

$61,213 

without plumbing, heating and pro-
5,169 itometer room. 

Emson Street Office .......... . 35,923 without plumbing, heating, ventil
ating and electric wiring. 

$102,305 
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For the same buildings Forstall & Robison originally gave the 
values which are included in the figures on the comparison sheet 
which are as follows: 

Paterson Works: 
Old Generator House ...................................... . 
Old B.oiler House ......................................... . 
Purifying House ............... ,, ......................... . 
Coal Shed ............................................... . 
Exhauster, engine and pusher house ......................... . 
Office Building at Works ................................. . 
Stable ................................................... . 

Boiler· and Valve House, Passaic Holder ................ . 
Ellison Street Office .................................... . 

Total 

$8,894 
5,272 

15,723 
2,985 
8,559 
4,490 
2,782 

$48,705 
3,775 

27,938 

$80,418 

To .obtain an accurate comparison between the two sets of values 
there should be deducted from Forstall & Robison's values the 
amounts included in them for the items not included by Schnee
we1ss. These amounts are as follows. 

Generator House Operating Floor ............................ . 
Electric Lighting in Purifying House ........................ . 
Lighting and Heating in Works Office Building ................. . 
Plumbing and Heating in Passaic Holder Station Boiler and Valve 

Rouse ........................................ · ........ . 
Plumbing, Heating and Ventilating and Electric Wiring in the El-

lison Street Office ....................................... . 

Total 

$2,392 
176 

82 

72 

2,336 

$5,055 

To follow the testimony exactly there should be added to the 
figures originally given by Forstall & Robison the corrections for 
omissions as made by Forstall. after the comparative table was 
prepared, which are given on pages 2191 to 2195 of the testimony. 
These corrections for the buildings under consideration are: 

Ellison Street Office Building .................. . 
Old Generator House ........................ . 
Old Boiler House ........ ; ................... . 
Exhauster, Engine and Pusher House ........... . 
Pnrifying House .............................. . 

Total 
$7,432 

804 
.1,187 

141 
2,125 

$11,689 

Gas. Dept. 
$4,975 

804 
1,187 

141 
2,125 

$9,232 

Adding the total aniount to the tot:ll originally given for these 
buildings Forstall & Robison's corrected total becomes $92,107. 
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Deducting from this the value, $5,059. of the items not included by 
Schneeweiss, the figure to compare with Schneeweiss becomes 
$87,049: The total of the values given by Schneeweiss was $102,-
305, and Schneeweiss \; valuation is, therefore, r. I 7 5 times that of 
Forstall & Robison. 

The total value of the buildings belonging to .the gas department 
as given by Forstall & Robison in the figures contained on the com
parison sheet was $143.350. To this must be added the corrections 
already noted as belonging to the gas dypartment and further cor
rections made for buildings not valued by Schneeweiss as follows : 

Office and Storeroom Passaic W1orks Gas Portion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $629 
New Generator House, Paterson Works. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 770 
New Boiler House Paterson Works.............................. 653 
Pump. House, Paterson V\llorks.................................. 134 

$2,186 

The total additions are, therefore, $I I A18 and the total corrected 
value for buildings according to Forstall & Robison $154,768. Mul
tiplying this by i.175 the total value of the buildings on the basis 
of Schneeweiss' valuation for nine buildings \VOuld be $181,850. 

The valuation of fences, paving and tanks including the old relief 
holder now used as a tar tank but valued in these figures as a holder 
\\·ere as follows : 

Randolph less General Contractor's Profit ...................... . 
Stone & \Vebster with allowance for items not originally included 

in base cost but added in making up the figures for the ·Com-
parison ·sheet .......................................... . 

Bartlett & Hayward corrected as note for Stone & Webster ..... . 

3) 

$95,53Q 

78,100 
105,775 

$279,405 

$93,135 

The average of these three valuations is $93,135. Forstall & Robi
son's valuation for these items was $88,662, and averaging this with 
the average of !he valuations made by the company's engineers the 
result is $90,900. 

From this must be deducted, however, the difference behveen the 
value of the old relief holder as a holder and its value as a tar tank. 
This is given ')y Forstall & Robison as $7,558, so the value of the 
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miscellaneous items in accounts Nos. 305 and 307 \vorked out on 
this basis becomes $83,340. Adding this to the $181,850 found for 
the buildings, the total amount for accou11ts :\' os. 305 and 307 is 
$265. 190. To the estimate of hare cost there must be added certain 
allowances for expenditures generally called overhea<l charges. 
Forstall's appraisal included a total allovyance of r 5.54 % ; Randolph 
allowed 20% ; Stone and \Vebster, 20.5 o/r' ; Hartlett & Hayward, 
20-4%; Humphreys & ~1pller allowed approximately 2r.7%. For
staU, hm,·ever, stated that an additional 2% ought to be added to 
his allowance. ~rhis is best explained hy quoting from the letter 
transmitting his appraisal to this Board: [t mns as follows: 

"In these charges we cover only engineering and supervision, 
omissions, contingencies and interest during construction. Vv e have 
taken engineering ancl supenision at 5 % , omissions. in view of the 
careful inventory, at only 2%. and contiagencies at 2%. The allow
ance for interest is based upon a period for and a progress of. con
struction that \vould call for an average payment of interest at the 
rate of 6%, for one year on the total ~mount expended.'' ''It will 
be seen that the overhead charges applied do not include any organ
ization expenses, liability for accidents. and damages during con
struction nor taxes during constmction. \i\Tithout the value of the 
land and with the uncertainty as to the extent of the liability for 
accident under the existing laws. we have not felt able to fix a 
definite percentage for the omitted items, but think that they would 
amount to at least 2% of the total before any overhead charges are 
applied." 

Eleven ( l l) per cent. should, therefore. be added before com
}JUtting the interest at 6%, this making a total of 17.6%. 

AJter clue consideration, we accept this figure as the fairest esti
mate for these allowances, and apply it in connection with each class 
of property. 

V\f e have previously found the bare cost for accounts Nos. 305 
and 307 to be $265,190. Addit~g to this the allowance of 17.6% 
amounting to $46,830, we obtain a gross valuation. of $312,020. 

~ o. 306. General Equipment. 

General Equipment includes general office equipmentj general 
shop equipment. general store-room equipment and stable equipment. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC CTILITY COl\L\l ISSIONERS. REPORT. 

These items have been estimated by Forstall & Robison at a valua
tion of $9,977· Similar items have been estimated by Randolph at 
a valuation of $1 l ,.300: by Stone & \Vebster at $8,938. The aver
age of the last two appraisals is $rn,u9. Averaging this with the 
valuation of Forstall. $9.977, gives a weighted average of $10,048. 
Add to this the allowance of 17.6% for overhead charges, we obtain 
a gross valuation of $II ,816, which we. therefore, accept as the 
value of all property coming under class of General Equipment. 

No. 308. Holders. 

In arriving at the valuation of holders. reference is made to com
parative table prepared from the ~ppraisals submitted by the vari
ous engineers at conferences held in the course of these proceed
ings, and with the consent of all of the parties thereto, betvveen 
Mr. Earnshaw of the Public Service Gas Company and Mr. For
stall, Consulting Engineer for the Commission in this matter. anr1 
found on pages 2.197-2,198 of the testimony. The summary of valu
ation of gas holders, not inclu<ling ov~rhead charges of anY kind. 
is as follows : 

W. WL Randolph ............................................ . 
Bartlett-Hayward ........................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robi"on ....................................... . 

The average of these appraisals is $404.584. 

$407,227 
475,57e 
380,984 
354,548 

Exhibit l\o. <) found on page 157 of the testimony is a com
parative statement of the cost of holders made hy engineers of 
the Commission from the appraisals of Randolph. and Forstall & 
Robison. Since this comparison was made, however, appraisals of 
the entire property \vere made by Bartlett-Hayward, and by Stone 
& \Vebster, and the following table is a comparison of the values of 
holders as made by all of the appraisers. 
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HOLDERS 

Bartlett-
Location. Capacity. Handoiph. Hayward 

Name. A. B. 

1 Relief No. 2 Paterson ' 210M 38,250 34,77:{ 51,520 
1 Storage No. 3 Paterson 450M 76,000 69,090 79,750 
1 Storage No. 4 Paterson 2,000M 148,500 135,000 146,780 
2 Relief Passaic 30.M ea 18,900 17,180 23:,940 
1 Storage Pa'Ssaie 250M 38,950 35,400 44,580 

Storage Passaic l,500M 111,500 101,360 107,508 

1 Storage Ridgewood 60M 15·,850 14,410 21.:500 
----

447,950 407 .213 475,.)78 
A-Inclwles 10% genern l contract.or's profit. 
B-Exclndes 10% genernl contractor's profit. 

Va lnes under B llrP HSP(l in computing all averages. 

The last column of this table is an average of the valuations made by all 
fonr appraisers, au<l is hest understood by an examination of the table. 

:-.tone & 
"~ebster Fors tall. 

23,728 25,992 
58,465 49,023 

141,273 129,051 
14,596 10,912 
29,087 25,041 

101,187 102,835 

12,648 11,694 
----

380,984 354,548 

Contract. ..:\ ve1ragP. 

34,003 
64,082 

151,200 138,026 
16,657 
33,527 

66,50() 
10,000 103,222 

76,500 
15,063 

---..--r--
404,580 
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The old holder in Paterson now used as tar tank is omitted he
cause it has been included under Structures. 

The first item is a relief holder located at Paterson, sometimes 
known as No. 2, and having the capicit~· of 2rn~I cubic feet. The 
average of various appraisals for this item i~ $34,003. Comparison 
of the figures shows that that of Bartlett-Hayward is considerably 
higher than any of the others. An average of the other three is 
$28,164. If we averag·c the three apuraisals made by the Com
pany's engineers, we obtain an averaRe value of $36,673. If we 
in turn strike an average behveen this and the valuation set upon 
this holder by the Commission's engint~er of $25,9')2, we obtain an 
average of $31.33 I. and we are inclined to believe that this figure 
best represents the value which should be set upon this holder. Add
ing to this the overhead allowance of 17.6% amounting to $5.S q, we 
obtain the v.alue which we accept for this holder of $3<>.845. 

The next item. sometimes known as Holder X o. 3, is a storage 
holder located at Paterson, with a capacity of 450M cubic feet. 
The average of all the appraisals is $fr+,08'2. Here again Bartlett
Hayward have estimated the cost at a higher figure than any other 
appraiser. The average of the valuatinns made hy the Company's 
engineers is $69.101. ..:\.11 average str~1ck between this figure and 
the appraisal of Forstall & Robison is $s9.0<>2. and we accept this 
figure as the best basis for valuing the holder under consideration. 
Adding to this the overhead charges of 17.6lf< amounting to $rn.394. 
we obtain a gross valuation of $69,456. 

The next item is a storage holder located in Paterson having a 
ca.pacity of 2.000 ::\I cubic feet. The average value of all the ap
praisals in this case is $138.026. The valuations made of this holde1-
by the \'arious engineers more closely correspond than in connection 
with almost any other item. Examination of the contract. however. 
filed by the Company shows that the dcmal cost for this holder, in
cluding foundations. was $15 I .200. Examination of the testimony 
of .:\Ir. Bruce. pages I ,269-1 ,270. indicates that peculiar conditions 
existed at the time the holder was con"ltructecl, hy reason of which 
the Company had to pay an excessive price. and \Ye do not consider 
that the value of the holder is best sh0\n1 by its cost. but have ac
cepted as the best measure of its value the average of the appraisals 
made by all of the engineers. this average being $138,040. To thi~ 
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is added the allowance for overhead charges of 17.6Jlo amounting 
to $24,295. and accept as the gross value for this holder the amount 
of $162,335. 

The next item consists of two relief holders located in Passaic, 
one having a capacity of 32M cubic feet and the other a capacity 
of 30.lVl cubic feet. The average of the valuations ma<k by the 
various appraisers is $16,160. It must be remembered that these 
valuations are estimates of the cost ne\'\' of these items. Forstall & 
Robison is the only one of the appraisers who made any estimate of 
present value. They have estimated the value of these two holders 
as nil. They are not now used and useful, nor could they ever be 
again made useful in the manufacture of gas in their present loca
tion. . \n examination of the holders themselves indicates that no 
junk dealer would pay anything for the holders, if required at the 
same time to remove the tanks at his own expense. They have long 
since become obsolete from every standpoint, and are not used 
in any way in connection with the business of the Gas Company, 
and should have been charged off from the books several years ago. 
Vv e, therefore, allow nothing in making up this valuation for this 
item. (See pp. l,373-1,376 Testimony of C. \V. Hunter.) 

The next· item is a storage holder located at the old Passaic 
Works, having a capacity of 2501\l cuhic feet. The average of the 
valuations for this holder is $33,527. In this case again Bartlett
Hayward has presented an estimate far in excess of the other ap
praisers. Striking an average, however, of the three appraisers 
for the Company we obtain $36,382, and averaging this in turn 
with the value placed upon this hoi<ler by Forstall & Robison 
$25,0-P. \H' oh ta in a figure of $30,7 l l, and adding to this the al
lowance for overhead charges amounting to $5,405.00, we obtain 
a gross value of $36, l 16. which we accept as valuation for this 
holder. 

The next item is a storage holder located at the Passaic holder 
station, having a capacity of l ,500 -:\I cubic feet. The average of 
the various a,ppraisers is $103,222. In this case, the various valua
tions are fairly close to one another. Examination of the con
tracts filed by the Company shows that the contract price for the 
holder without foundations ·was $66,500. Allowing $10,000 for 
foundations gives a gross cost of the holder of $76,500. It is un-
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derstood that the contractor \vho erected this holder lost money in 
the transaction, and we are not inclined to hold the valuation clown 
to the actual cost price, the circumstances having been peculiar. 
vVe accept the average value made by all the appraisers of $103,222, 
Adding to this the allowance of $18,167 for overhead charges, we 
obtain a gross value of $121,389 which we accept as the best meas
ure of the valuation of this holder. 

The remaining item is a storage holder located at Ridgewood, 
having a capacity of 60 ::\I cubic feet. The average of the valua
tions of this holder is $15,cx53. vVe find, however, that Bartlett
Hayward is again extremely high proportionately in their valuation 
of the holder. The average of the valuations made by the Com
pany's engineers is $16,186. Forstall's valuation is $1 l ,694, and the 
average of these two figures is $13,940. Adding to this the allow
,1nce for overhead charges, $2,453, we obtain a gross valuation which 
we accept for this holder of $16,393. 

Relief 
Storage 
Storage 

2 Relief 
1 Storage 
1 Storage 
1 Storage 

Total 

SU~Il\lARY OF VALUATIONS FOR HOLDERS. 

210 M 
450 M 

2000 M 
30 M 

250 M 
1500 M 

60 M 

Paterson ................................. . 
Paterson ................................. . 
Paterson ................................. . 
(no value) 
Passaic .................................. . 
Passaic .................................. . 
Ridgewood ............................... . 

~ o. 309. Furnaces. Boilers and Acee ;sories. 

$36,845 
69,456 

162,335 

36,116 
121,389 

16,393 

$442,534 

The average of all fonr appraisals is $48.784. The average of 
the three appraisals made by the Company's engineers is $50,364. 
Forstall's appraisal was $44,045· We then average it with the 
average of the three engineers employed by the Company and find 
a general average in this way of $47,204. Adding to this the al
lowance for overhead charges $8.307, we obtain a gross valuation 

of $55,51r. 

>.: o. 3 lo. Stearn Engines. 

\'" o. 3 l I. Gas Engines. 
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No. 312. Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment. 

No. 314· Water Gas Sets and Accessories. 

Owing to the methods of classification followed by the ap
praisers for the Company, it was not possible to separate the items 
of plant into all of the classes called for in the classificaton of 
accounts we have used. Steam engines and gas engines are usually 
classed with the blowers or pumps used in connection with the 
water gas sets or accessory equipment, and for the purposes of 
comparison, some items of Nos. 310, 311 and 3I2 have been classed 
with No. 314, and certain other items of these accounts have been 
classed with No. 316 in making up the comparative table found on 
pages 2, 197-2, 198 of the testimony. 

Group amounts of appraisals were as folluws. 

Randolph .................................................. . 
Bartlett-Hayward ........................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robison ......................................... . 

$103,586 
101,396 
98,583 

107,,886 

The average of these four appraisals is $102,863, and because of 
the close conformity of the various appraisals to the average, we 
accept it as the proper figure. Deducting, however, $12,039 for 
obsolete apparatus in Passaic gives a value of $90,824. (See pages 
l ,34 l - l ,342 Testimony.) To this is added the usual allowance for 
overhead charges, $15,985, giving as a gross valuation for this clas~ 
of property the sum of $106,809. 

No. 3 IO. Steam Engines. 

No. 31I. Gas Engines. 

No. 3 l 2. Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment. 

No. 316. Accessory Equipment at Works. 

The appraisals were as follows : 

Randolph ................................•...........•...... 
Bartlett-Hayward .......................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forst.all & Robison .......................................... . 

$110,581 
158,725 
123,395 
112,840 
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The average of the four appraisals is $126,385. In this case again 
Bartlett-Hayward has submitted a value considerably higher than 
any of the others. This condition of affairs requires analysis. From 
the various appraisals, a table has been made up, giving the valua
tions for certain classes of plant. 

Fors tall Bartlett Stone 
PATERSON. and Hayward and 

Robison Randolph &Co. Webster 

Yard connections .......... $39,724 $51,000 $73,515 $50,,980 
General "\Vater Tar and Drain 

Pipes ................... 3,934 3,170 

Total for Paterson ........ $43,658 $54,170 $73,,515 $50,980 

PASSAIC. 

Yard Connections, Works ... $5,497 $2,750 $5,529 $2,600 
Yard Connections': Holder 

Station .................. 3,050 5,238 2,800 
Drains and Tar Lines ....... 255 566 

$5,497 $6,055 $11,333 $5,400 
RIDGEWOOD. 

Yard Connections ........... $1,412 930 $1,657 $1,045 
Drain Lines ............... 64 

$1,412 $930 $1,721 $1,045 
Total for all ....... .. $50,567 $61,155 $86,569 $57,425 

add 5.83% 
$60,773 

Excess Bartlett-Hayward & 
Co. ..................... $36,002 $25,414 $25,796 

This table shows that of the excess of Bartlett-Hayward's valua
tion practically 70% over the average of the valuations is found 
in their valuation of yard connections and other piping and drains, 
the larger part of which is placed underground. As will be seen 
later, their valuation of the street mains is so much higher than 
the actual cost to the company, as determined by us, that their 
opinion on the cost of this class of work carries little weight with 
us, and we have, therefore, considered for this group of accounts 
only the valuations of the other three witnesses. The average of 
their valuations is $1 l5,6o5. Adding to this the allowance for 
overhead charges $20,364, Y\·e obtain a gross valuation of $135,969. 

No. 313. Benches and Retorts. 
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This item is comparatively small. Is cstiniated by 

Randolph at ................................................ . 
Bartlett-Hayward at ........................................ . 
Stone & Webster at ......................................... . 
Forstall & Robison at ....................................... . 

$4,345 
3,868 
2,555 
2,472 

The average of all the appraisals is $3,3ro. In vievv of the fact, 
however, that the benches and retorts found in this district are all 
located in the olcl plant at Ridgewood which is not now in use, and 
in consequence of vvhich some charges to depreciation should have 
heen made. we are accepting the valuation made by Forstall & 
Robison of $2,472, less the estimated depreciation due to unfitness 
for emergency .use of $2,197 or $275, to \Yhich has been added the 
allowance for overhead charges, $48,48. making a g:ross valuation 
of $323. 

\: o. 3 IS· Purification Apparatus. 

In this case the average of all the appraisals is $7I,80I. The aver
age of the three appraisals made by the engineers for the Company 
was $73,836. Averaging this figure $73,836 with Forstall's $65,696, 
we obtain a weighted average of $69,766 as a fair basis for the val
uation of this class of property, to which has been added the allow
ance of 17.67c· amounting to $12,278. giving a total of $82,044 as 
the gross valuation. 

No. 323. Gas Tools and Im_plements. 

Fnr this item, the appraisals are as follows: 

Randolph .................................................. . 
Bartlett-Hayward .......................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robison ........................................ . 

$rn,436 
2,667 

10,712 
10,200 

The average of the three appraisals, omitting Bartlett-Hayward. 
is $II,449· The average of the two appraisals made by the Com
pany's engineers is $12,074. Averaging this with the appraisal by 
Forstall & Robison of $10,200, we obtain a weighted average of 
$11,137. Adding to this the allowance of 17.6% amounting to 
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$I,960, we obtain a gross valuation for this class of property of 

$13,097. 

~ o. 324. Gas Laboratory Equipment. 

The appraisals for this class of ,prop·:rty \\"ere as follows: 

Randolph .................................................. . $1,209 
435 

1,290 
1,145 

Bartlett-Hayward ........................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robison .......................................... . 

It is evident from these figures that Bartlett-Hayward have 
omitted some items in making their appraisal, and we, therefore, 
average the valuations as made by the other three appraisers. This 
average is $1,214, and adding to this the allowance of 17.6% amount
to $213. we obtain a gross valuation of $1,427. 

SUMMARY OF MANUFACTURING ACCOUNTS, 

Value new 
Nos. 305 and 307 ...................................... $ 312,020.00 
No. 306 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . 11,816.00 
No. 308 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 442,534.00 
No. 309 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55,511.00 
Nos. 310, 311, 312, 314................................. 106,809.00 
Nos. 310: 311, 312, 316. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135,961:).00 
No. 313 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323.00 
No. 315 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82,044.00 
No. 323 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,097.00 
No. 324 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,427.00 

$1,161,550.00 A. 

which includes overhead charges of 17 .6%. 

To compare \vith other appraisals made up without overhead: 

Randolph ........................................... . 
Bartlett-Hayward .................................... . 
Stone & '\\T ebster .................................... . 
Forstall & Robison .................................•... 

Average .......................................... . 
Add 17 .6 per cent ............................. . 

$1,044,763 
1,193,422 
1,010,198 

940,821 

4) $4,189,204 

$1,047,301 
184,325 

$1,231·,626 B. 
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Compare B with A. A being the result of the valuation placed on 
each class of property after careful consideration and B being the 
general average of the four appraisers. 

No. 317. 
No. 317a. 

DISTRIBUTION SYSTE:;.vL 

Trunk Lines and .Mains. 
Paving over mains. 

} as Oct. r, r9rr. 

ForstaU & Robison's appraisal ................................ $1,400,729 
Randolph's .Appraisal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,630,314 
Bartlett-Hayward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,732,850 
Stone & Webster . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,531,958 

Average of the four appraisals, $1,573,962. The average of the 
three appraisals made by the Company's engineers is $1,631,707. 

The average between this figure and Forstall & Robison's ap
praisal is $1,516,218. 

\\Tith regard to the cost of mains, ·we have available definite 
knowledge as to the actual cost during the past eight years, dur
ing \vhich time very nearly 30 per cent. of the mains now in place 
\vere laid. (See re,port of Marvyn Scudder May 27th, 1912, Ex
hibit "E" for actual expenditures, and for the corresponding lengths 
of mains see Exhibits Nos. 2 and 3 of September 9th, 1912, referred 
to on page 2 l 88 of the testimony.) 

In the appraisals of the various engineers, allowance has been 
made for all of the paving now found over the mains. It is an 
undisputed fact that much of the paving now in place was not paid 
for by the Company, but has been laid by the cities at their expense 
subsequently to the installation of the mains. We feel that the 
best guide as to the values is found in the actual cost to the company 
for that part of the work installed during recent years. As a matter 
of fact, more paving has probably been paid for by the Company in 
recent years than formerly, and any error due to valuing all of the 
mains by means of unit prices obtained from the books of account 
for the past few years, would err on the side of liberality toward 
the Company. A comparison was made by engineers of the com
mission and submitted as Exhibit No. 2 on September 9th, 1912. 
Column 9 of this Exhibit shows that the total value for mains in 
use on January lst, 1911, valued as above referred to, was $1,101,-
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&]2.66. Allowing for additional construction between January 1st 
and October lst, $82,275, the total value of mains and paving on 
October lst, 1911, was approximately $r ,183.967. 

For the reasons stated above, we accept this valuation and add 
to it the allowance for overhead charges of 17.6 per cent. amount
ing to $208,378. This gives us a total of $1.392,345 as best repre
senting the cost to the Company of all mains and paving over mains. 
based on the costs to the Company for that part of the work which 
was constructed in the past eight years. The difference between 
the amount allowed and the amounts found in the various appraisals 
is due chiefly to the allowance in the appraisals for all paving now 
found over mains. 

In the various estimates of the cost to reproduce the mains and 
services, allowances have been made for all of the paving now found 
in pi'ace over mains. Testimony submitted by the municipalities 
show that part of this paving was laid rnbsequent to the installation 
of the mains and not paid for by the company. To this extent, in 
the values adopted by us, allowance has not been made. In adopting 
this co~1rse. we are supported by precedent. 

See Cedar Rapids Gas Light Co. vs. City of Cedar Rapids. 
120 N. W. Rep. 966, 970. 

Also Citv of Ashland vs. Ashland Wiater Co., 4 W. R. C. R. 
306-.308. 

No. 31S. Services. 

1\o. 318a. Paving over services. 

Randolph's Appraisal (both included) ......................... . 
Bartlett-Ra~ward .......................................... . 
Stone & \Vebster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robison ......................................... . 

$460,852 
528,660 
508,639 
449,111 

The average of the four appraisals is $486.815. The average of 
the three appraisals made by the Company's engineers is $499.383 
and averaging this with the valuation of Forstall & Robison gives 

us a weighted average of $474,247. 
\Vith regard to actual cost of services and paving over the same 

we have available some definite information. This is found in the 
report of Marvyn Scudder May 27th, 1912, Exhibit "F". The 
total number of services \Yas supplied by the Company in a state
ment filed on September 9th. 1912. Services installed 1900-191 I, 
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9A39 at a cost as shown in Exhibit .. F' , Scudder report, of 
$136,497.88, or at the average of $14,46 each. Based on this aver
age cost, it appears that all of the :'ervices, 27, 198, could have 
been reproduced under the same circumstances for approximately 
$419,325, to which must be added $5,166. for service governors, 
making a total value for services of $424.491. Adding to this the 
allowance for overhead charges of r 7 .6 per cent. amounting to 
$74.710. \Ve obtain a gross valuation of $499,200. 

:\ o. 319. Gas Meters. 

No. 320. Gas Meter Installation. 

L' ncler Account No. 320, Interstate Commerce Commission Classi
fication, Gas :Meter Installations includes all the piping between 
the head of the service where it enters the building and the riser 
pipe of the building. Cnder the classification employed by the 
Public Service Gas Com,pany all of the piping between the street 
main and the connection on the inlet side of the meter and all 
of that between the connection on the outlet side of the meter and 
the house riser is included in services. A large p<l;rt of the cost 
for gas meter installations as figured under the Interstate Com
merce Commission Classification is, therefore, included by the com
pany in the cost ofservices and is cont<iinecl in the value of the 
services based on the cost of services installed during the past eight 
years. The engineers making the valuations for the company fol
lowing the company's classification while Forstall & Robison fol
lowed the Interstate Commerce Classification and, therefore, the lat
ter's valuation for gas meters and gas meter installations cannot be 
compared with the valuations of these items made by the other 
engineers until an allowance has been made for this difference in 
the classification. 

In none of the valuations are the clet.lils given as to the costs of 
all the items classified under services in one case and under meter 
installations in the other. In Randolph's valuation, however, he 
gives the total cost of labor and material for setting meters, in
cluding meter cock, shelf and meter connections, as $67,417. This 
carries the IO per cent. General Contractor's Commission and divid
ing it by 1. I the base amount is $61 .288. Forstall & Robison give 
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for meter connections, including meter cock, $46,607, and deduct
ing this from Randolph's value for labor in setting meters, meter 
connections and cock, and shelves, there is left for la~or and shelves, 
$14,68I. Und~r the classification adopted by the Public Service 
Gas Company this is all that should be added for gas meter installa
tions to the amount of account No. 319, gas meters, which already 
includes the cost of the meter connections, and the cost of testing, 
badging and painting, the meters in the shop before they are sent 
out. On this basis the different valuations for meters, meter con
nections, meter shelves and labor of setting meters only are. 

Randolph ........................... , ....................... . 
Bartlett-Hayward ........................................... . 
Stone & Webster ........................................... . 
Forstall & Robison ......................................... . 

$473,276 
517:,881 
487,015 
489,204 

The valuation of Bartlett-Hayward is much higher than any of 
the others and since their experience has been rather with the con
struction of manufacturing plant than with the installation of dis
tribution systems their estimate may 11e disregarded. The average 
of the other three appraisers is $483,165 while if the values of Ran
dolph, and Stone & vVebster are averaged and this average then 
averaged with valuation of Forstall & Robison the resulting figure 
is $484,674. This figure we accept and 2dd to it, the allowance of 
17.6 per cent, amounting to $85,302, giving a gross valuation of 
$s69,976. 

No. 32I. Municipal Street Lighting Fixtures. 

The valuations were as follows: 

Randolph .................................................. . 
Bartlett-Hayward .......................................... . 
Stone & Wlebster ............................................ . 
Forstall & Robison ........................................ . 

$2,804 
3,050 
4,102 
2,796 

The average of all four appraisals is $3,188. Adding to this the 
allowance of 17.6% amounting to $s61, we obtain a gross valuation 
of $3,749, which we acc~pt for this class of property. 
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SUMMARY OF DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM. 

No. 317. Trunk Lines 'and Mains, 
No. 317 a. P,a,ving Over Mains ................................ $1,392,345 

No. 318. Services, 
No. 318a. Paving Over Services............................. $499,200 

No. 319. Gas Meters 
No. 320. Gas Meter Installation... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 569,976 

No. 321. Municipal Street Lighting Fixtures................. 3,749 

Total ..................................................... $2,465',270 

WORKING CAPITAL. 

In Exhibit No. 4, Valuation of Pro1)erty, made by William W. 
Randolph, allowance is made of $250,000 for working capital
this allowance to provide for "reasonable stocks of meters, pipes, 
fittings, stored supplies, stable and automobile equipments, gas sold 
and not paid for and sufficient cash to meet the ordinary require
ments of the business." 

It should be noted that elsewhere in Randolph's appraisal stable 
and automobile equipments are given a valuation. In testimony of 
Edward W. Bemis, page 14, working capital is placed at $200,000. 
The estimate made by Bemis gives the details on which his estimate 
i~ based, but we are inclined to feel that sufficient allowance has 
not been made by him for plant under construction and for gas in 
holders, and we, therefore, accept the figure of $250,000 as a fair 
estimate of the working capital required in the Passaic Division. 

l\ o. 3or. Organizations. 

l'\ o. 302. Franchises. 

I\ o. 303. Patent Rights. 

~ o. 304. Other Intangible Gas Capital. 

No. 327. Law Expenditures During Construction. 

This group of items is best treated together. As no claim is 
made for No. 303, Patent Rights, we may dismiss further consid
eration thereof. Vv e find the fair value of No. 303 for rate-making 
pnrposes to be nothing at all. Nos. 301, 302 and 327 will be treated 
after the analysis of No. 304. 
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Cnder No. 304, ''Other Intangible Gas Capital", we shall discuss 
"Going Value'' or ''Going Concern \' alue." \Ve use the hvo 
terms here as synonymous. \Ve ma.\·, for convenience. note the 
definition of this term suggested by .\Ir. Bergen. counsel for the 
company, as "Value of the plant and business as a \vhole in excess 
of. the value of the special franchise and cost of the tangible 
plant." (Evidence. p. I 77). ~Ir. Royce's definition of the term 
varies in some respects from this definition (Evidence, p. 1425.) 
However, his inclusion of franchise \ralue, if any, and his exclu
sion of "quick assets," or "working capital," are to be noted. 
::\Ir. Forstall in testifying acquiesced in counsel's calling this ele
ment of value "development value" (Evidence. p. 97). ''the cost 

of getting the business" (Do.. p. 98), "a development charge .. 

(Do., p. 98) ; but in his later testimony used the term "going con

cern value" (Do .. p. 2214). l\Jr. Forstall's consistent conception 

of the term is the excess in value a gas property in operation has 

over a similar gas property with the same or similar structures 

but without consumers attach eel (Do .. pp. 98 and 22 r 4.) Mr. Alter 
S. ::\fill er. of Humphreys and ).filler. Inc .. speaks of "the cost of 

reproducing the business .. (Do., p. i437) and his analysis of items 

therein included indicates \\"hat he covers under "cost of repro

ducing the business." Hmyever. the various conceptions of going 

concern value may fail of precise coincidence. they all have a 

common core. This is the value a utility property has, or mav 

have. over and above the value of its tangible belongings. 

A.t the very outset two questions arise that require answer: 

First, Can a public utility have any excess in value over and above 

the value of its tangible belongings? This query. moreover, presup

poses that the excess value. if any, is wholly distinct from any 

capitalized earning po\\:er predicated on a future setting of rates 

higher than required to afford a just return. 

Second, in case it transpires that such excess value. known as 

"going concern value." exists. and in case the costs involved in 

the acquisition of such value have been met out of rates exacted 

from consumers. should such excess value. known as "going con

cern value," enter into the base upon \Yhich public utilities are 

entitled to earn a fair return. 
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Our answer to the first query is in the affirmative. There is 
such a thing as "going concern value." :\Ir. Forstall testified (Evi
dence, pp. g8 to 104) : 

... -\ plant with business attached has a value greater than the 
value of the mere plant without the business attached. ... * * 
'.'-J ow yon don't get the business by simply putting in a physical 
plant. The getting of the business is entirely a separate thing. 
Y 011 have got to either spend actual money. or lose interest on 
your investment for a long time. There is no gas business that 
ever started ne\v that made money right away." 

The "going concern value" will then be largely representecl by 
the cost of developing the business <:is distinct from the cost of 
securing the physical strnctnre. This going concern value may 
include the cost of soliciting business, cost of advertising. cost of 
inducing consmners to take service, cost of exhibiting- appliances, 
cost of occasional free installation, ancl also the dearth of adequate 
returns during the early developmental years of the company. 
Depreciation unearned in this period may also sometimes he in
cluded in "going concern value." I nrleecl. the term .. going con
cern value" or ···going value'' may be employed to cover the total 
value of a company"s property over ancl ·ahove structural value. 
This is the sense in which 1\1r. Royce used the term "going value,'' 
except that ~Ir. Royce would group working capital separately, 
and would deduct both it and strnctur'.11 value from total value 
to arrive at "going value." :\Ir. Ber;.?;en excepts franchise value 
from "going value." As regards the nature of this element, \Ve 
agree with Commissioner Erickson of tbe Railroad Commission of 
\Visconsin, who has said: "These outlays are in the nature of 
investments. and are as real, ancl as a rule as necessary, as the 
investments in the physical plant. Since these outlays are in the 
nature of investments, it \\·oulcl also seem that they should be 
treated as such. In fact, to so treat them is usually both neces
sary ancl just." See also the comments of the Supreme Court of 
Oklahoma in Pioneer Tele,phone and Telegraph Co. vs. \Vesten
haven, I i8 Pac. 354. 

The second query raised asks whether such "going concern 
value" should be included in the base on which public utilities are 
entitled to a fair return, in case the costs involved in developing 
such going concern value have been met out of rates exacted from 
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consumers. To this our answer also is in the affirmative, so far 
as it does not appear that the rates exacted from consumers \vere 
legally challenged. If. in the past, this gas company, out of the 
rates exacted from consumers, had met its operating expenses 
and depreciation. and in addition thereto had obtained enough to 
pay returns to investors. and. to build an actual structure used in 
the business would this structure aforesaid be the lawful prop
erty of the com,pany. The answer, it seems to us, must be in the 
affirmative. If the company had paid out, in addition to other 
payments to investors, dividends equal to the cost of building this 
structure, and then hacl issued additional stock in value, equal to the 
cost of thi·~ structure. in order to repossess itself of the money re
quired to build it, there can be no doubt that the structure built out 
of the proct:eds of the additional securities thus sold would be the 
lawful property of the company. It would be none the less the 
company's lawful property if built out of current earnings without 
the issue of additional secnrities. 

nnder the present regulation by the Commission, it is doubtless 
true that net additions to a company's plant mn~t be charged to 
capital account. Cnder the present regime of regulation of rates 
and regulation of acconnts. it would be grossly improper first to 
charge new construction np to operaring expenses, and defray its 
cost therefrom, and thereafter to capitalize such net additions. and 
include them in the base on which a company is entitled to earn 
a fair retnrn, bnt \\·e see no escape from the necessity of recog
nizing the intangible property designated as "going concern value,'' 
as well as actual physical structures similarly obtained as consti
tuting part of the present lawful po.;;sessions of a public utility, 
even though both these tangible and intangible values were built 
up in the past out of rates exacted from consnmers. 

In the present case there have been cited a number of methods 
of estimating "going· concern value." These estimates range from 
Professor Bemis' estimate of $171,000 (which he designates "pos
sible allowance for preliminary and developm:ent expenses") to 
the estimate made by ::\Iessrs'. Humphreys and }\filler, Inc .. of 
$1.698,316 (designated by them "cost of business''). :'..\fr. Fred- • 
erick P. Royce, \'ice-President of the Stone & \Yebster l\Ianage
ment Association. arrives at a valuation of thirty per cent. upon 
structural value (Evidence, p. 1787). In connection with this 
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case, three rule-of-thumb methods have been referred to. One of 
these assumes a going concern value of $30 per meter. This would 
make the going concern value approximately $r,500,ooo. Another 
of these rough and ready methods estimates going concern value 
at three times the net annual income. This would make the going 
concern value, or development cost, equal to $r ,597 ,318. The 
last of these three summary methods ~stimates going concern value 
or development cost at one and one-half times the annual gross 
income. In this case, this \vould give the sum of $r ,538,902. 
It is interesting to note. though this is purely obiter, that Mr. Leon
ard Metcalf in the Transactions of the American Society of Civil 
Engineers, paper No. r 105, p. 3 r. in discussing "going value" of 
\vater \vorks, remarks: 

''Jn the writer's experience, the going concern value has usually been found 
to be bet~ween the net and the gross income of the plant for a period of one 
year (at the date of taking). It may be largely affected, however, by the 
period required for the 'development of the business.' " 

Still another method suggested by ::\fr. Alfred E. Forstall would 
make the going concern value to range between $yoo,ooo and 
$r,ooo,ooo (Ditto, p. 2216). 

vVe may dismiss the various rule-of-thumb methods \vithout fur
ther comment than to say that there is no persuasive evidence that 
they apply to the case at bar. 

The estimate presented by ~I essrs. H urnphreys and -:\Iiller \ras 
posted in part upon a land valuation of $400.000 not made by 
themselves but furnished them as a datum. This estimate we be
lieve to be a very large exaggeration of the fair value of the land 
in question. Our reasons for rejecting this land valuation are set 
forth in another ,prt of this Report. l\Iessrs. Humphreys and 
2\Iiller have built their elaborate and ingenious estimate in part 
upon the assumption that three full years would be occupied in 
building the plant and distribution system, ancl that during this 
threc-3•ear period 110 gas ico11ld be deli·z 1ered to ally customer (do., 
p. 1468), and that in the next subseq'.Jcnt period of six years the 
business would be acquired equal to that now possessed by the 
company. From the testimony of l\f r. Frederick P. Royce, Vice
Presiclent of the Stone & \Yebster Management Association, who 
was called by the company as its witness. we infer (Evidence, pp. 
r780-r782) that this method of deferring the delivery of gas until 
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the plant should be \vholly completed would be unnecessarily ex
pensive and wasteful. ~lr. Royce says: "The loss in early opera
tion should be reduced to a mininrnm. because that is one of 
the greatest places '"here losses can occur.. (do.. p. 1780) ; and 
again (p. 1782): "It might be interesting to say. in connection 
\Yith that point. that \Ye have now one power development under 
\\ ay. which will not be ready to furnish current for a year or 
more. and yet for a year .past and at the present time \\-e have a 
very large force of men on the commercial end developing the 
business, attracting pmver users \o the vicinity, so that when they 
are ready to start \\·e \vill have some lmsttness to start with." 
( p. r 782). : .. r r. Chas. \\·. H nnter, al'-'o connected with the Stone 
& \Vebster Ern.;incering Company. a '"itness called by the Public 
Service Gas Company. in reply to a question as to the time re
quired to complete this plant ( i. e .. in the Passaic division) said: 

.. I estimat(•d that at the end of a year and a half you would turn gas 
into as much of the gas mai11 systPm as was then laid, and that in another 
year yon would eompletP the re,;;t of the main ;;;y,;;tem." (Evidence, p. 1326 

Obviously gas deliwrccl at the earliest date economically prac
ticable, even though delivered in advance of the entire completion 
of the plant and distribution system, would reduce the expense of 
developing the business. \\"hile the comment is wholly obiter, we 
may remark here that in a case nm\· pending before this Com
mission (Gately & Hurley et al vs. Delaware & Atlantic Telegraph 
& Telephone Company) the engineers of the Bell interests in con
structing their careful and elaborate study of the cost of repro
ducing the business of the company, have assn111ecl that service 
\vould be progressively afforded in some considerable measure 
before the entire plant was completed. and that revenues from cus
tomers in this perio l \Youlcl decrease tl1e otherwise greater cost 
of developing the l~usiness of the company. 

\Ve are finally of opinion that ::\I essrs. Humphreys and ,\Iiller's 
estimate of the cost of reproducing the business cannot he ac
cepted as controlling in the present case. ( )nr reasons are: first. 
that their estimate is based ll!JOn an excessive valuation of portions 
of the physical property, notably the land: second. that the two 
periods embraced in their estimate ought to have been partially 
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telescoped, the latter encl of the construction period overlapping 
the beginning of a six-year period in which they assume the 
business is acquired ; and third, because the method itself of esti
mating the cost to reproduce the business is necessarily so hypo
thetical that it cannot readily be tested by the touchstone of reality. 
This rejection of their estimate does not imply any imputation of 
lack of competence or of fairness upon the part of these experi
enced experts, nor any discrediting of the \Visconsin model vvhich 
they have used in making their estimate. As we understand it, 
the Wisconsin method generally takes historical data. as to costs 
of construction. extensions. revenues and expenses, whereas the 
corresponding items in the estimate of .Messrs. Humphreys and :Mil
ler are in large part estimates, not tr3.nscripts of actual accounts. 
The fact seems to be that in ascertaining the fair value upon which 
a public utility is entitled to a fair return. the cost of reproduc
tion method is of varying serviceabilit\·. \Vhere it is employed to 
estimate the value of apparatus which is currently used and freely 
reproducible, the cost of reproduction is often indispensable. vVhen 
the attempt is made. however, to apply the same method to afford 
light upon the value of land. the cost of reproduction method is 
difficult, in some cases impossible, of application. \\Then the same 
method is applied to throw light upon the cost of r~proclncing the 
business. or in general, to the question of intangible values such as 
going concern value, its serviceability is very seriously impaired. and 
may readily become practically llil. 

If we find it impossible to accept the maximum estimate of going 
concern value as embodied in the figures of ~I essrs. H urnphreys 
and :\Tiller, we find it also impossible rn accept the minimum esti
mate of Professor Bemis of $ r 7I .ooo as a ",:JOssib le allmYance for 
preliminary and development expenses.·· 

Professor Bemis has built this estim;ite upon the assumption that 
any "preliminary development expenses or early overhead charges" 
\'l'Ould surely be confined to the first million dollars of investment 
and to sales of the first two billion feet of gas in the first twenty 
or thirty years of life of the companies in the Passaic District" 
(Prof. Bemis' valuation, p. 15.) He allows, accordingly, 12~k on 
the first $1.000,000 of investment, or $120,000, and also for new 

business expense at $2.55 per .'.\I. on the first 2,000,000.000 feet 
of sales, or $51,000. His total accordingly is $171,000. 
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There is no evidence to show that in this case, or in cases gen
erally preliminary development expenses or early overhead charges 
would be confined to the first million < lollars of investment. \i\Thy 
limit such charges to the first million of investment? or indeed, 
why extend them beyond the first hundred thousand dollars of in
vestment? Such an assumption is purely arbitrary, and unsupported 
by evidence. It must, therefore, be rejected. If there be an in
tangible value, such as going concern value, legally a part of the 
company's property, it seems to us more reasonable to appraise it, 
in the absence of evidence to the contrary, as some proportion of 
the present investment of the company than as a proportion of 
the investment of twenty years ago. If it be argued that preliminary 
and overhead charges appertain more specifically to the early years 
of a company's op'eration. the rejoinder is not wholly unwarranted 
that similar charges are not impossible or improbable in later years. 
especially when these later years have witnessed combinations of 
earlier properties and great extensions of their operations. ~Iore

over, the fact that a,pproximately forty per cent. of the company's 
send-out represents business acquired within the past decade ·would 
indicate that the cost of acquiring ne\v business must have been 
relatively heavier than in the earlier years oi the production of gas 
in this district. It is true that the cost of new business in this last 
decade has been charged to operation and paicl out of rates. But 
as we have indicated above. the business thus acquired must be re
garded as a legitimate part of the property of the company. \Ve 
cannot equitably project back into the unregulated past a form of 
prices that might today be regarded as fair and adequate. and assume 
that actual rates exacted in the past, in so far as they exceed what 
are now deemed fair. have not lawfully become the property of the 
company. If these high rates in the past have been employ~d by the 
company to acquire an intangible prop.:-rty in the shape of extensive 
patronage, that expectation of patron~1g·e is theirs, and on its fair 
value the company is entitled to a return. It may or may not be a 
subject of regret that regulation was so long deferred; but deferred 
regulation is no excuse for refusing at present to allow a fair return 
upon what is the lawful property of the company. 

The estimate for "going concern value" by Mr. Frederick P. 
Royce, of Stone and \Vebster, places "going concern value'' at 
thirty per cent of "the structural value of the plant" (Evidence of 
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Mr. Royce, p. 1787). The valuation which vve accept for struc
tural value is lower than the figure placed thereon by l\Iessrs. 
Royce and Hunter. If we take as a basis our estimate upon un
depreciated structural value, including land, but excluding work
ing capital, as of July 1st, 19t I, amounting to $3,675,964, we find 
thirty per cent. thereof to be $1,102,789. It does not appear clearly 
in the evidence that Mr. Royce or Mr. Hunter has set a definite 
figure calculated in dollars and cents on "going value." Mr. Royce 
testified that he hesitated "to name an exact figure for an intan
gible value of this kind" (Evidence. p. 1776). If we take their 
total valuation of plant at $4.365.910 (excluding working capital, 
as we must do. according to :\Ir. Royce's evidence p. 1425), then 
thirty per cent. of $4,365.910 or $r .309.773 plus thirty per cent. of 
their figure for land (which is indeterminate) would represent their 
specific estimate for "going concern value." This is less than 

l\Ir. Bergen's estimate of ::\Ir. Royce's estimate of development cost 

( p. IOI of ?\Ir. Bergen's brief) ; but we think that Mr. Royce's 

thirty per cent. should be taken upon his own estimate of struc

tural value, not upon ::\Ir. Randolph's estimate increased by cer

tain allowances for preliminary expen;:;es, as is clone on page 99 

of l\Ir. Bergen's brief. \Ve can, hovvever, say \vith certainty that 
1Ir. Royce's estimate for going concern value in the present case 

would be upwards of $1 ,309,773; and assuming him to accept the 
company's figure of $400,000 for land, it would apparently not 

exceed $1,429.773. Roughly, then, on this basis of taking thirty 
per cent. of structural value as an estimate of the going value of 
the company, it would fall between $1,000,000 and $1,425,000, 
according 61.S the Commission's figures or ::\Ir. Royce's figures of 
structural value are accepted. 

We are impressed with the evident solidity of Mr. Royce's tes

timony as to the ratio of going value to structural value. In 

order that there may be no mistake as to what he includes in 

going value, his own definition, explicitly asked for as a defini

tion, should be recorded as given on p. 1425 of the evidence. 
It includes ((practicanJ' all elements of value which the dompanJ' 

may possess outside of its actual structural value and the tangible 

7t. 1orth or value of its quick assets.'' 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



~\,.,ked explicitly by .Judge Armstrong: "You include in that whatever 
value woul<l attach to the franchise value of (or'?) advantage for the value 
of a going business, a liye business. producing a profit; the prospective 
increa-se, and the opportunity for the investment of additional capita] in 
enlargements, and all that would you?", l\lr. Royce ans·wered: "Yes, sir, 
and the value tha1t, come,,;, when a plant is properly handled, of getting the 
apparatus itself into such shape that it may be worked at its point of great-
est efficiency. ,. (Evidence, pp. 1425, 1426.) 

Recalled, )fr. Royce. being asked if his compilation of co,,;ts takes into 
account "the preliminary costs of the party which went to look over the 
field .and of organizing the business or of getting their franchises," he re
plies tha:t. he is speaking of "the company ready to do business," but adds. 
correcting himself or explaining himself, that it applies "either before or 
aJter" the construction of the plant (Evidence, p. 1789). 

\Vie mus1t. bear in mind the definition given by )fr. Royce himself, when 
asked specHically to define 1the term "going value," as "practi<.ially all the 
elements of value which the comp.any may posse;;s outside of its actual struc
tural valu~ and the tangible worth or value of its quick assets." (Evidence, 
p. 1425). \V(ith this definition of "going value" we must compare his mal 
tured statement that he would say "without any question that the mini
mum of the going value of the property would be the sum of those three 
items, or perhaps thirty per cent of the structural value of the pfont; and 
roughly speaking, and considering that we are to take up a new proposition 
of this kind I :think we should have fo spelHl that amount ii> the variation 
of the g-0ing value." ( Eddence. p. 1787.) 

Structural value, according to Mr. Royce, includes contract
or's profit on structures. His estimate of thirty per cent more
over is a minimum (Evidence, p. 1787); but "for purposes of 
this kind that would be about a fair basis" (Evidence, p. 1862). 
He testified ont of a wide experience that this is a fairly com
mon or average allowance for going value. He testified that in 
the case of this particular company: 

"I believe that the actual cost of developing, of getting the new business, 
and of creating efficiency in operation, together with some losses, during the 
various period,,; of construC'tion. has been at lPa:st thirty per cent. of the 
actual structural cost." 

.. He was unshaken on cross-examination, and ma.de clear that 
this percentage applied not merely to the structural cost with 
which a company might start in business, but to the structural 
cost of extensions as well (Evidence, p. 1849). He is also on 
record that this va.lue of going concern does not suffer depre
ciation (Evidence, p. 1865), but is fully as stable as real es
tate (Evidence, p. 1866). In the absence of accounting records 
going back more than about a dozen years, and in view of the 
very wide expert experience underlying and supporting Mr. 
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Royce's testimony, we incline to think that thirty per cent. of 
present structural value, new, may well be taken as a fair pre
sumptive measure of the total going concern value of the com
pany. This thirty per cent. is to be taken on the fair structural 
va.lue, new, of the company's plant and distribution system, 
working capital being excluded. 

Mr. Forstall testified that he regards going concern value as 
a market value and not a cost value (Evidence, p. 2231). We 
understand him to mean that going concern value is vvhat a 
utility property would fetch from a buyer in excess of the cost 
of the physical property. Mr. Forstall testified also that the 
number of consumers a company has is one of tl'\e best mea
sures of going concern value (Evidence, p. 2214). He said that 
it i~ comparatively easy to determine the mininmm below which 
going concern value can never go (Evidence, p. 2215). This 
minimum basis is computed by taking annual interest and deprecia
tion at a fair rate upon the cost of plant which is converted by cus
tomers from a dead asset to a. revenue producer (Evid., p. 2215). 
In the present case, Mr. Forstall finds the investment per cus
tomer as_ of October 1st, 1911, to be practically sixty dollars. 
At eight or ten per cent., the corresponding minima of going 
concern value are roughly five dollars and six dollars respective
ly per customer. The total minimum would be therefore either 
$250,000 or $300,000. 

The remainder of the going concern value would involve some 
a.ssumption as to the rate of charge that may be reasonably ex
pected under regulation by Commission. The anticipated net 
earnings being roughly estimated (on a basis consisting of the 
value of the physical plant and the minimum of going concern 
value) it is assumed that such a concern could be fina.nced by 
five per cent. bonds selling at ninety whose interest would 
he two-thirds of the anticipated net earnings. The remaining 
capitalization it is assumed must be represented by stock yield
i11g· ten per cent. The excess of the bond and stock issnes over 

the cost of the physical plant will give the going concern value 

(Evid., pp. 2218, 2219). This method would give in the pres
ent case a going concern value of between nine hundred thous

and and a million dollars ( Evid., p. 2216). 
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This plan for estimating going concern value for a bond house 
or an intending purchaser is excellent. But its availability for a 
Commission seeking to set a fair rate is the less, because it de
pends for one of its premises upon the assumption of a rate 
likely to be fixed by the Commission. 

On the other hand, the result this method reaches in the pres
ent case of between $900,000 and $1,000,000 checks up rather 
closely with the result 'We reach on Mr. Royce's method of ta.k
ing 30 per cent. nt:on our value of the structural plant. If we 
allow. that going concern value is depreciable, and this is Mr. 
Forstall's opinion (Evid., p. 2230), the difference between Mr. 
Forstall's estimate and the Commission's estimate based on Mr. 
Royce's percentage is fairly close, considering that we are es
timating upon intangibles in a necessary twilight, owing to the 
absence of records appropriate for our purpose for the past 
twelve years, and of all records for the previous half century. 
We, therefore, find the total value of the company's intangible 
property. as of October rst, r9r I, including- under this caption 
all property over and above tangible or physical property sep
arately estimated, to be of a fair value of one million and twen
ty-five thousand dollars ($1 ,025,000). This sum is the· approxi
mate average of $1,rn2,789 (found by taking 30 per cent. of our 
appraisal of structural values less working capital) and of the 
medium of Mr. Forstall's upper and lower estimates ($950,000). 

Our finding of one million and twenty-five thousand dol
tars as the value of all intangible property of any kind involved 
in the present case is all inclusive. It is intended to cover and 
cloes cover the value of all the compan.(s property upon which 
they are entitled to a. return, except only the physical, tangible 
or structural plant', and associated plant assets, such as working 
capital. Under this appraisal, therefore, we include everything 
that may be claimed by reason of preliminary or developmental 
outlay, including preliminary engineering and legal expenses, 
canvassing, incorporation costs, securing franchises, organiza
tion expenses to supervise expenditures during construction; all 
financing, bankers commissions, discount on bonds, promoters' 
profits, preparation of mortgages, bonds or other securities, and 
the engraving of the same. We also include under said finding 
of the total value of intangibles all allowances properly to be 
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made for all elements of cost arising during the early yea.rs of 
operation or thereafter, such as early deficits, if any, and in
adequate early returns upon investment. And we expressly 
include under said finding as to the tota.l value of intangibles 
the entire value of all franchises, primary or secondary, pos
sessed or exercised by the company in the Passaic Division; 
and also each and every other element of intangible property 
belonging to the company and used and useful in supplying 
gas in the aforesaid Division. For good will, we allow nothing 
whatever. The company, we understand, makes no claim for 
good will. It seems well settled also that where a particular 
service is furnished by only one company within a. given area, 
the option of patronizing a rival public utility is absent; and 
that nnder the circumstances. good will, or the value of volun
tary patronage where a competing service is available, does not 
exist. Willcox vs. Consolidated Gas Co., 212 U. S. 19, 52; also 
Spring Valley \Vater \Vorks vs. San Francisco, H)2 Fed. 137, 
168. 

It is quite obvious that our finding as to the total amount of 
intangible property ($1,025,000) is tantamount to including the 
£1anchises of the company at a moderate rating, at a value com
parable with the cost of obtaining these or similar franchises. It 
amounts, therefore, to a practical denial of the company's con
tentions as to the value of its franchises. The figure claimed 
for franchises by Mr. Bergen, counsel for the company, on p. 
15 of his brief, of $1,392,235, considerably exceeds our appra.isal 
of the company's entire intaHgible propertx. The contention 
made by the company that the par values of securities originat~ 
ing iR the merger and consolidation of February 6th, :r.899, of 
various gas and electric companies in this district set or determ
ine an amount below which our aggregate valuation may not 
fall is expressly denied. 

The method we adopt for estimating the fair value of intangi
ble property exempts us from a separate appraisal of the com
pany's franchises. Their inclusion in our total on an applied 
valuation of what it would cost to obtain such franchises makes 
it hardly necessary to canvass the considerations u,rged by 
Mr. Merrey, of counsel for Paterson, against their validity. 
Had we been obliged to compute separately the fair value of the 
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franchises, we shoulcl have been compelled to estimate the pre
sumable cost of obtaining similar franchises. Had there been 
evidence that these franchises, or any of them, were exclusive 
of similar grants to would-be competitors: or had there been any 
e\·idence that these franchises or any of them. conveyed an ex
emption from taxation, or a right -to collect specified rates or 
tolls from consumers, or otherwise created a property right 
capitalizable against the public. clue allowance would have been 
made therefor. There is no evidence of any of these things. 
There is no evidence of what these franchises cost the company, 
or the various constituent companies merged into the Paterson 
.rn• 1 Passaic Cas and Electric Company. There is no specific 
evidence that ~a~y of these franchises has a specific value stated 
in terms of dollars and cents. In the present case there is no 
persuasive evidence that the franchises in question do more than 
cotffey permits for the location of apparatus such as mains upon 
public property. It is well known that it is the public policy 
of the State of ?\'" ew Jersey at the present not to allow the capi
talization of franchises for an amount in excess of the actual 
cust involved in obtaining said franchises. That this is a wise 
and equitable policy we think is incontestable. One of the char
acteristic features of a public utility such as a gas company 
is that it does not possess, and ordinarily cannot afford to pur
chase, the land requisite for the location of its distributing ap
paratus. \Vhen hy its secondary franchises such permits to lo
cate are granted to a company without other expense than the 
necessary business and legal costs of securing municipa.l con
sents. it seems unthinkable. as a matter of equity and public 
policy, that the easements gratuitously granted should be made 
the basis for an additional charge to he imposed upon the grant
or. Even when taxes are imposed upon public utilities under 
the guise of franchise taxes. the taxes so imposed are commonly 
treated as an operating cost by the utilities, and are recouped 
out of the rates paid by consumers in much the same fashion 
as the company's other operating costs. How the company's 
payment in the first instance of a tax which is promptly shifted 
to the consuming public gives any color to the claim that the 
company is entitled to capitalize a franchise against the granter 
and to obtain a distinct return thereon we are unable to see. 
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There are virtually 'two contentions raised by the company to 
establish the aggregate value of these franchises. The first is 
based upon the capitalization agreed upon in 1899 when six dif
ferent concerns merged and consolidated into the Paterson and 
Passaic Gas and Electric Company. The second is based upon 
what, it is contended, are relevant adjudications especially in 
the case of Willcox vs. Consolidated Gas Company, 212 U. S. 
191. 

In 1899 six gas and electric companies consolidated, creating 
the Paterson and Passaic Gas and Electric Company. The capi
talization of the latter ·was $5,000,000 in stock and $5,000,000 in 
bonds. Of this approximately all the stock and $4,lOO,ooo of the 
bonds were used in effecting the consolidation. From the final 
report made to the Commission by Marvyn Scudder, accountant, 
(page S of Utility Exhibit, No. l for June IO, 1912), it appears 
that over and above $2,224. roo issued to the United Gas Im
provement Company for "sundry claims and franchises," the 
excess of par value of stocks and bonds issued over the par value 
of stocks and bonds received was $3,893,691. \i\T e have no evi
dence to show that the true value was of the sundry claims and 
franchises of the United Gas Improvement Company, but as the 
U. G. I. Company, under the arrangement, received in bonds 
$764.000, it may perhaps be surmised that not all of the $1,46o,-
100 in stock received by that company was represented by then 
extant property of an equivalent value. If this stock was a.11 
bonus. and if the excess in securities received by the six merging 
companies \Yas similarly bonus, it would seem that the consoli
dation involved a total of $5,353,791 in securities based on an
ticipations rather than solid assets; and of the capitalization 
here involved. it is agreed that approximately two-thirds are ap
plicable to the gas properties. Whatever the precise amount of 
water that was injected into securities resulting from this con
solidation, the company claims that "these securities have been 
issued under due form of la\v, that they have been scattered far 
and wide al~ over creation, and people have paid for them with 
honest money": and that the Commission, while it should not 
allow any rate like ten per cent. thereon, should "stamp five 
per cent. on the bonds, and five per cent. on the stock." and 
treat the money behind that (i. e. cash subsequently inve£ted 
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in the property) as "genuine money." ( E~dence of Pres. Thom
as N. McCarter, p. 2r33.) 

But in Smyth vs. Allies, 160 U. S. 466, the Supreme Court says: 

"If a raifroad corporation has bonded its property for an amount th.at 
exceeds its fair value, or if its capitalization is largely fictitious, it may not 
impose upon the public the burden of such increased rates as may be requirea 
for ,the purpose of rea,lizing profits upon such excessive valuation or :ficti
tious capitalization; and the apparent value of the property and franchises 
used by the corporation, as represented by its stocks, bonds, and oblig'.l
tions, is not alone to be considered when determining uie rates that may be 
reasonably cha,rged." 

If additional evidence were necessary to demonstrate that the 
capitalization resulting from the aforesaid consolidation was in 
excess of the real assets or property of the acquiring company, 
the lease of June 1, 1903, of the property of the Pater~on and 
Passaic Gas and Electric Company to the Public Service Corpo
ration is pertinent. Said lease provided for payment as rental 
of interest on the bonded debt, and an amount equivalent to 
dividends on the stock of the Paterson and Passaic Gas and 
Electric Company for the first year of olle alld 01u'-haJf per cent.; 
for the second year of t'WO per cent., and for each subsequent 
year of an additional half per cent. until eventually five per cent. 
was reached. At this rate it remains fixed for the remainder of 
the lease. If at the time of the lease, the property taken over 
by the Public Service Corporation in excess of the bonded in
debtedness was represented by assets of value equiYalent to 
the stock created by the consolidation, why was so low a rHurn 
accepted by .the con~tituent companies, or how was the Public 
Service Corporation able to induce the lessors to accept so mea
gre a return as rental upon the stock of the newly created com
pany? All the evidence points to an unmistakable inflation of 
securities, resulting from the consolidation. N. B. case of 
Ridgewood. 

Moreover, in the subsequent lease of the Ridgewood Com
pany to the Public Service Gas Company, the latter while guar
anteeing five per cent. on the bonds of the Ridgewood Company, 
guaranteed only two per cent. on the stock of the Ridgewood 
Company if the stock of the Ridgewood company then issued 
(amounting to $roo,ooo), represented property of equivalent value. 
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how explain the guaranteed return of but two per cent. upon the 
~tock in question 

We assume that both at common law and now in this State by 
statute a public utility assumes the responsibility of furnishing 
safe, proper and adequate service at reasonable rates, and that 
it undertakes its business with the explicit knowledge of the 
States right and power to set reasonable rates; that any capi
talization it effects is effected subject to the State's reserved 
power in the premises; and that it cannot plead its capitaliza
tion nor any contracts it may have undertaken as barring the 
State's exercise of its power as to rates. When, moreover, the 
capitalization, albeit legal, is demonstrably in excess of the val
ue of its assets at the time of capitalization, the public utility 
cannot cite its unchallenged capitalization as a bar to the State's 
exercise of inherent prerogative to set proper rates. We cannot, 
therefore, agree with Mr. Bergen, of counsel for the company, 
in his contention, in his brief of December, 191 l, pp. 62, 63,, 
where he says: "\Vhen a corporation has been created by a con
solidation agreement made by pre-existing corporations, the val
ue of the property, including special franchises of these cor
porations, put upon it by their directors and paid for by the 
consolidated company either in cash, or hy its bonds and stock, 
cannot he questioned except for actual fraud in the transaction." 

It is tn~e that in his final brief (p. 69) Mr. Bergen says: 

'"I do not claim that a corporation engaged in public service can frustrate 
or escape rate regulation by issuing stocks and bonds that do not represent 
value. That was distinctly held in the Knoxvil1e Water Company case, 212 
U. S. p. 1. All I can claim is that stocks and bonds lawfully issued cannot 
be destroyed nor their value impaired by means of raite regulation. To do 
so would be to take private property without just compensation." 

Apparently the contention is that the stocks and bonds of 
the Pat~rson and Passaic Gas and Electric Company "represent 
value," because "ascertained by a lawful method, at the time 
when the consolidation agreement was made." If it should be 
urged that the valuation placed upon the real estate, structures 
and distribution system of the company by the tax assessors 
represent value, because it also is ascertained by a lawful meth
od, and that this value should be taken as the base on which 
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the company is entitled to earn, the company would certainly 
~emur. The fact, as it seems to us, is plain, that while share
holders may be bound by a valuation placed by directors upon 
property for which stock is issued, this valuation is not neces
sarily controlling for other purposes, for condemnation or for 
taxation. 

The contention that the aggregate face value of the securi
ties originating in the merger and consolidation of February 
6th, 1899, cannot be questioned in a rate-making valuation we 
believe is wholly unfounded. If the value of the company's 
property originally equalled the face value of securities, but if 
the present fair value of their property used or useful in serving 
the public has grown to exceed the par of these securities, or 
has diminished so as to fall short of the face value of the se
curities, it is the fair value of the property, not the face value 
of stocks and bonds that must control. If the value of the com
pany's property never did equal the face value of the securi
ties, the case is, if anything, stronger for looking to the value 
of the property and not to the nominal value of the securities 
to find a base for fixing rates. 

There remains the contentions raised by the company as re
gards the valuation that must attach to its special. franchises 
under the decision in the case of Willcox vs. Consolidated Gas 
Company, and other decisions cited. That special franchises 
a.re property is, of course, not disputed. That they must be re
garded as part of the property used in pub~ic service is admitted. 
That when tangible property is operated under franchise rights, 
the instrument of public service is worth more than the ma
terial and labor involved in its construction is conceded. With
out the franchise the placement of the apparatus on public 
places would be trespass, and the structural plant could have 
little besides a junk value. That the State's reserved powers to 
alter corporate charters cannot annihilate property lawfully ac
quired by a corporation is self-evident. Even certificates of in
corporation, it may be conceded, for the sake of argument, are 
equivalent to a legislative act of incorporation. That taxation is 
imposed in respect of special charters as property in this and 
other states is also admitted. It might even be granted that a 
tenuous non-monetary consideration is impliedly paid by a fran-
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chisee when he takes his franchises, in that he assumes some 
responsibility for affording the public proper service under his 
franchises. Moreover, it is granted, of course, that neither fran
chises nor any property can be taken for public use without 
just compensation. But resolving every one of these points in 
favor of the company's contention, the question arises what 
presumption, under the decision in the Consolidated Gas case, 
is raised by the original capitalization of the Paterson and Pas
saic Gas and Electric Company as to the value of the special 
franchises? Is such presumption, if any, inconsistent with our 
implied appraisal of its franchises at the fair cost of obtaining 
them or similar ones? Is there any warrant for setting upon 
the company's special franchises separately a figure remotely 
approaching the $1 .3q2,235 mentioned on page 1 5 of }fr. Ber
gen's final brief 

1 n the case of \Villcox vs. Consoliclatecl (;as Company, tlv-· 
pertinent facts seem to be the following: That company was 
organized under an Act passed by the New York Legislature in 
1884. Said Act authorized companies consolidating to fix in 
their consoliclation agreement the capitalization of the acquir
ing company. It provided the amount of stock so fixed should 
not "be larger in amount than the fair aggregate value of the 
property, franchises and rights of the several companies thus 
to be consolidated." The value assigned specifically to "fran
chises and rights" at the time of this particular ,consolidation 
was $7.781,000; and they were so entered and carried on the 
books of the Company. \i\Then after appeal the case reached 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that body decided (1) 
that an estimate of $12,000,000 put by J udg;e T-fough upon the 
then value of franchises, or over $4,00o,ooo in excess of the or
iginal valuation made in the consolidation agreement, could 
not be conceded, but that only the original specific valuation of 
$7,781,000 could be allowed; (2) that inasmuch as a committee 
of the Senate of New York appointed in 1885 had, after in
vestigation, assumed "that the company would be permitted to 
charge the same prices in the future which in the past had re
sulted in these "enormous" or "excessive" dividends. it need not 
be a matter of surprise that a franchise by means of which such 
dividends had been possible was not regarded as overvalued in 
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1884;" ( 3 ) "that under the above facts the courts ought to accept 
the valuation of the franchises fixed and agreed upon under the 
act of 1884 as conclusive at that time;" (4) that "what has been 
said herein regarding the value of the franchises in this case has 
been necessarily founded upon its mn1 peculiar facts, and the de
cision thereon can form no precedent in regard to the valuation 
of franchises generally,' where the facts are not similar to those 
in the case before us. We simply accept the sum named as the 
value under the circumstances stated." \\Tillcox vs. Consoli
dated Gas Co ... 212 l;. S. 18, sq. 

The case before us differs from the Consolidated Gas case (1) 
in that no specific or particularized estimate, valuation, or ap
praisal of special franchises was contained in the consolidation 
agreement under which the Paterson and Passaic Gas and Elec
tric Company was formed; (2) in that there appears to have 
been no circumstances of publicity similar to the investigation 
in 1885 of the committee of the Senate of New York to create 
any presumption as to the value of the special franchises in the 
case at bar. The mere filing with the Secretary of State of <l 

certificate of incorporation stating the capitalization of the con
solidated company created no presumption as to the value of 
any specific assets such as the special franchises. 

There appears to us to he no persuasive evidence of any de
scription that the special 'franchises of the Paterson and Passaic 
Gas and Electric Company ever amounted in value to any spe
cified sum of money; that they were ever separately appraised at 
an~· specified amount: that they ever exceeded or do now ex
ceed the reasonable sum necessary to obtain comparable fran
chises by such expenditure as may be needed to cover the re
quisite legal and other legitimate associated charges of securing 
franchises, nor does it appear that their present value is not 
adequately covered and included with all other intangibles un
der the blanket charge of thirty per cent. upon our estimate of 
structural value (less working capital). So far as the capitali
zation of the Paterson arnl Passaic Gas and Electric Company 

is concerned, we obtain from that no light upon the value of the 
special franchises acquired. Like any other item of intangible 
property they constituted an u11k11mY11 part of a total sum which 
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total was in all probability far in excess of the then value of all 
items of properey mvnecl by the acquiring company. 

The decision in re. Wm. M. Donald et al., appellants vs. 
American Smelting and Refining Co. et al. (62 N. J. Eq. 729) 
<loes not seem to us to invalidate the position we have taken as 
regards either the special franchises, or the aggregate face value 
of the securities of the Paterson and Passaic Gas and Electric 
Company. It is true that it was there held that "after stock has 
been issued as full paid stock for property furnished, the j udg
ment of the directors as to the value of the property becomes 
conclusive, in the absence of actual fraud in the transaction, and 
such stock is not liable to any further call." In our judgment, 
this was intended to determine the rights of stockholders 
inter se., or the rights of stockholders as against directors. To 
allege that the judgment of the directors as to the value of the 
property becomes conclusive in all respects whatsoever is mani
festly going beyond what we conceive is the intent of the decision. 
ls their judgment. as embodied in the face value of the securities, 
conclusive aiso as regards the assessment of such stock for tax 
purpose? It would hardly seem probable. Still less probable is 
it that this valuation estops the State from st-tting rates. 1.mless the 
State first acquiesces in the merrancy of thi.-; face value as a basis 
npon which to set rates. 

GENERAL SUMMARY. 

Summarizing the amounts which we have accepted m the 
foregoing, we obtain as follows: 

No. 300. Land . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 111, 160 

No. 301. Organization 

No. 302. Franchises 

No. 303. Patent Rights 

No. 304. Other intangible gas capital-cost of esta;blishing 
business 

No. 327. Law expenditures during construction 

I 

I 
~ 
l 
I 

J 
.Manufacturing plant ............................. . 
Distribution system .............................. . 
Working capital ................................. . 

1,025,000 

1,161,550 
2,465,27() 

250,000 

Total valuation as of October 1, 1911 ....................... $5,012,980 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PcHL1C L"nLITY C<n1~11ssrnxERs· REPOHT. 

From report of :Moarvyn Scudder, May 27, 1912, it is found thwt 
during the first nine months of 1911 there was expended for 
construction approximately $24 7 ,000. To correct the report as 
of July 1, 1911, we deduct the proportionaite amount for three 
months' construction amounting to ......................... . 

This gives us a valuation as of July 1st, 1911, of ............... . 

PRESENT VALUE. 

62,000· 
$4,950,980· 

To obtain present value, it becomes necessary to deduct from 
the estimated cost to reproduce new, the accrued depreciation. 
Accrued depreciation may be obtained in several different ways, 
the most importa.nt of which appear to be two: Theoretical de
preciation calculated by means of life tables, and depreciation 
ascertained by observation or inspection. An estimate of the
oretical depreciation should properly include adequate a.llowance 
for obsolescence and inadequacy. Such estimates. hm,·ever, must 
take into consideration a great many suppositions and hypothe-
5.es, based very largely on speculation and prophecy as to what 
may be expected in the future. Coal gas generating machinery 
has now been in use for approximately a century. \Vater gas 
generating apparatus was developed about forty years ago. Coal 
gas machinery has been improved from time to time and made 
much more efficient, and later types have largely superseded 
those installed in earlier days. This is true, to a. certain extent. 
of the water gas sets. \\'ho can predict, however, the _time when 
coal or water gas apparatus \\·ill he entirely superseded by some 
methods not yet invented, or even dreamed of? A correct al
lowance for depreciation, on the theoretical basis, must be suf
ficient to take care of obsolescence. Similar allowances must be 
made which will be sufficient to take care of plant retired be
cause of inadequacy. Allowances for inadequacy involve 
inter alia an estimate of the growth in populations and com
munities served. 

Depreciation by observation or inspection involves an esti
mate of the amounts required to place a given property in first
class operating condition, and even though a given plant may 
have been kept in such condition as to render entirely adequate 
service, there is still some depreciation due to ageing which is 
always existent. to a greater or less degree, in a property al
ready in use. 
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Insofar as physical property is concerned, it appears to be well 
settled that the proper valuation is the present value as ob
tained by deducting depreciation. We are confronted, however, 
with the contrasted methods of estimating depreciation referred 
to above, and we must decide whether theoretical depreciation 
or depreciation by inspection should be deducted. Undoubtedly 
an allowance for theoretical depreciation will much exceed the 
depreciation obtained in the other way. This leads us to an 
analysis of the history of the growth of public utility properties. 

\Ve believe that from this time forth allowance for depre
ciation should be made where possible, on the theoretical basis, 
but where depreciation has been charged off, the amount charged 
off appears to have been not theoretical depreciation, but merely 
amounts which would measure depreciation ascertained by in
spection. vVe, therefore, conclude that we are on certain ground 
when the allowance for depreciation which is deducted from the 
cost to reproduce the property new, is the amount representing 
the wear and tear and ageing, and when we do not attempt to 
estimate the greater amount which would allow for obsolescence 
and inadequacy. 

The allowance for the valuation of the physical property can
not exceed the a.mount obtained by deducting from value new 
the depreciation as obtained by observation or inspection. This 
statement best explains why the accrued depreciation in the 
Forstall appraisal amounts to only about 6.2% of the value of 
the depreciable property. 

Estimated Jepreeiation ...................................... . 
V'alue of plant already excluded ............................. . 

$233,686 
32,706 

Additional •allowance for deprecia;tion.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $200,980 
Total valuation (new) previously determined. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $4,950,980 
Accrued depreciation to be deucted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200,980 

Present value of property ............................. : . . $4,750,009 

and this figure we accept as the present value of the propert , .. 
and as the fair value of the property included in the base upon 
which a system of rates should be predicated. 

Examination of the testimony in the present case shows that 
the only definite testimony before the Board with regard to 
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accrued depreciation is found in Exhibit No. I, the valuation 
made by Forstall & Robison. Their estimate as of January 1st, 
191 I, for the cost new was $3,742,975. Their estimate of pres
ent value as of January 1st, 1911, was $3,509,289. The differ
ence, representing the accrued depreciation ascertained "by in
spection" was $233,686. In arriving at the valuation above, we 
have included only such items of plant and distribution system 
as are in use and useful in the service of the public. By this 
method of arriving at the valuation. there has been already ex
cluded items amounting to $32,706, and if we accept the esti
mate of accrued depreciation made by Forstall & Robison, we 
must deduct from the valuation as found above, the difference 
between the estimate of Forstall & Robison and the amount al
ready excluded which gives us the result as found on the pre
ceding page. 

REVENUES AND EXPENSES. 

Having determined the basis for valuation upon which to base 
a rate of return, we next give our attention to a computation of 
the amo.unts which the company should be allowed to collect in 
order to pay the operating expenses which they have heen called 
upon to meet. an allo\vancc for depreciation. and a fair return 
upon the investment. The valuation given above is of July ist, 
1911, and operating cost figures relating to one year would not 
be sufficient to determine the reasonableness of the matters 
under consideration. We have, therefore, computed a valuation 
for the property as of the corresponding date in each year for 
the years 19rn to 1906 inclusive. This has been obtained by a 
system of deductions in the following manner: 
The total valuation (new) as of July 1st, 1911 ................ $4,950,980 
Of this amount, organiza,tion and other intangibles .. $1,025,000 
Working capital . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250,000 

Total, ,a,n amonnt of .......................... $1,275,000 

We are of opinion that based on the principles employed in 
arriving at the valuation of the property, the items given above 
would have varied approximately in proportion to the number 
of meters connected. 

Table II shows the method of arriving at the deduction which 
should be made from the valuation of the property in 191 I to 
obtain the valuation for each prior year. 
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TABLE II. 

HI06 1907 1908 1909 1910 1911 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~,---...~ 

Average number of meters in service during year ......... . 
o/o number of meters in service during each year is of number 

in service <luring 1911 ............................... . 

Rate o/o by which the valuation on July I, 1911, of Working 
Capital. Organization and Other Intangibles, $1,100,000, 
should be reduced to obtain valuation on July 1st each 
year ................................................. . 

Amount by ~which valuation $1,275,000 should be reduced im 
applying above rates .................................. . 

33,194 36,081 

69.4 75.5 

30.6 24.5 

$:390,150 $312,375 

38,241 40,565 

80.0 84.8 

20.0 15.2 

$255,000 $193,800 

The first item in this table gives the average number of me
ters in service during the year. 

44,040 47,805 

92.1 100.0 

7.9 0 

$100.725 c 
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Table III shows the amount of construction done during ea.ch 
year, and below is shown the method of obtaining the propor
tionate amount of accrued depreciation for each year. 

TABLE III. 

Total valuation, July 1, 1911 .................................. $4,950,980 
Organization and other inta11gibles .................. $1,025,000 
Working capital ....... ·......................... 250,000 1,275,000 

Valuation (new) of physical property . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $3,675,980 
Accrued depreciation, not already deducted........... $200,980 

which is 5.64 per cent. of value (new r 'of depreciable property, 
not including l1a.nd or 5.47 per cent. of all physical prope.rty. 

July 1, 1911-Valuation of physical property .................. $3,675,980 
Valuation of construction during year ............ 295,782 

,July 1, 1910-Valuation of physical property .................. $3,380,198 
Valuation of construction during year ............ 330,665 

.Tuly 1. Hl09-Valuation of physica.l property .................. $3,049,533 
Valuation of construction during year ............ 224,946 

July 1, 1908-Valuation of physical property .................. $2,824,587 
Valuation of construction during year ............ 122,080 

.July 1. 1907-Valuation of physical property .................. $2,702,507 
Valurution of construction during year ............ 144,655 

July 1, 1906-Valuation of physical property .................. $2,557,842 

Depreciation at 5.47 per cent. on Physical Property-July 1st each year: 

1906-$2,557,842 x .0547 ..................................... . 
1907- 2,702,507 x .0547 ..................................... . 
1908- 2,824,587 x .0547 ..................................... . 
1909- 3,049,533 x .054 7 ..................................... . 
1910- 3,380,198 x .0547 ..................................... . 

$140,042 
147,926 
154,579 
166,839 
184,860 

Table IV gives the total of the deductions to be made from 
the valuation in i9r r to obtain the valuation of plant in each 
vear. 
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TABLE IV. 

Deductions from Valuation 11s of .luly lst, 1911. to obtain \~alnntion .Tnly 1st eacl; year. 

1906 1907 1908 1909 

I. Total Valuaition, July 1, 1911 ............... 

2. Total Cost of Construction from July 1 each 
year up to ,Tuly I, 1911 .................... $ .950,790 $ 827,784 * 723,97 4 $ 532,693 
17.6% Overhead .......................... 167,338 14i),689 127.419 93,754 

3. Working Capital, Organizati-0n and Other In-
tangibles on basis of avemge number -0£ meters 
in service ................................. 390,150 312,375 2;):3,000 193,800 

4. Depreciation ............................... 140,042 147,92() 154,579 166,839 

5. Tota1 Deductions ........................... $1,648,320 qq ,4:)3,774 $].260,972 $ 987,086 

6. Valuation after deducting Depreciation July 1 
each year .. ............................... 3,302,660 :'l,517,206 3,690,008 3,963,894 

1910 1911 
·,----..-

$4,950,980 

$ 251,515 
44,267 

100,72~ 

184,860 200,980 

$ 581,367 $ 200,980 

4,369,613 4,750,000 
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The first item in Table IV is the valuation (new) as of July 
rst, 19n. The second item is the total cost of construction from 
July rst of one year to July rst of the next year, to which hai' 
been added, however, overhead allowances at the sa.me rate, 
17.6% used in making up the valuation of the property. This 
has been evolved from Table III. The third item is the deduc
tion because of a less amount required' for working capital, or
ganization and other intangibles on the basis 01f the average 
number of meters in service, this having been taken from Table 
ff. The fourth item is the proportionate amount of the total de
duction for depreciation. The fifth item gives the total deduc
tion froU: the valuation in 19n to obtain the present value for 
each year preceding. The sixth item is found by deducting item 

• 5 for ea.ch year from item I. 

Based on the valuation for each year given in Table IV, Ta- ~ 

bles V, VI and VII have been constructed. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



1. Valuation ............... . 
2. Opera ting Expenses ....... . 
3. Depreciation at 6c per M .. . 
4. 7 % return on vaTuation ... . 

5. Total amount to collect ... . 
6. M. ft. gas sold ........... . 
7. Unit sale price ........... . 

1906 
$3,302,660 

379,243.73 
46,997.57 

231,186.20 

$657,427.50 
783,293 

82.lc 

Average, six years 

1. Valuaition ................ . 
2. Operating Expenses 
3. Depreciation at 6c per M .. . 
4. 7.5% return on valuation .. . 

5. Total amount to collect ... . 
6. M. ft. gas sold ............ . 
7. Unit sale price ............ . 

1906 
$3,302,660 

379,243.73 
46,997.57 

247,699.50 

$673,940.80 
783,293 

86.0c 

TABLE V. 

1907 
$3,517,206 

409,954.44 
50,360.06 

246,204.42 

$706,518.92 
839,334 

84.3c 

82.7c 

1908 
$3,690,008 

422,301.96 
52,788.00 

2;)8,300.56 

$733,390.52 
879,800 

83.4c 

TABLE VI. 

1907 
$3,517,206 

409,954.44 
50,360.05 

263,790.45 

$724.,104.95 
839,334 

86.2c 

1908 
$3,690,008 

422,301.96 
52,788.00 

276,750.60 

$751.840.56 
879,800 

85.4c 

Average, six yea•rs 84.Sc 

1909 
$3,~63,894 

427,867.:31 
57, 728.22 

277,472.58 

$763,068.11 
962,137 

79.3c 

1909 
$3,963,894 

427,867.31 
57,728.22 

297,292.05 

$782,887.58 
962,137 

. 81.4c 

1910 
$4,369"613 

466,051.45 
61,629.64 

305,872.91 

$833,554.00 
1,:027,161 

81.2c 

1910 
$4,369,613 

466,051.45 
61,629.64 

327,720.98 

$855,402.07 
1,027,161 

83.2c 

1911 
$4,750,000 

493,495.73 
63,032.45 

332,500.00 

$889,028.18 
1,050,541 

84.6c 

1911 
$4,7 50,000.00 

493,495 73 
63,032.45 

356,250.00 

$912, 778.18 
1,050,541 

86.7c 
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TABLE VII. 

1906 1907 1908 
1. Valuation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $3,302,660 $3,517,206 $:i,690,008 
2. Operating Expenses . . . . ... 379,243.73 409,954.44 422,301.96 
3. Depreciation at 6c per M ... 46,997.57 50,360.06 02,788.00 
4. 8% return on valuation .... 264,212.80 281,376.48 2();).200.64 

5. Total amount to collect .... $690,454.10 $7 41,690.98 $770.2!Hl.GO 
ti. M. ft. gas sold ............ 783,293 839,334 Si!l,800 
7. Uni1t sale price ........... 88.2c 88.4c 87.6c 

Average, six years, 86.9c. 

1909 1910 
$:),963,894 $4,:rn9 ,61 ;3 

427,867.31 466,051.45 
57,728.22 Gl,629.64 

:H7,ll Li2 ;jJ9JjfH).()4 

$802,707 .0;) *877 ,2;)0.1 :\ 
!lti2.1:w 1.027. I H l 

83.4c 85.4c 

19111 
$4, 7 50,000.00 

493,495.73 
63,032.45 

~rno:.ooo. oo 

$()3(),;)28.18 
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These Tables include Item I, Valuation in each year, as taken 
from Table IV. Item 2, Operating expenses for each year, 1904 
to 1910, taken from Exhibit 12 and for 191 l taken from Exhibit 
No. 4, September 9th, 1912. I tern 3, depreciation at 6% per 
thousand cubic feet. Item 4, return at a certain rate on the 
valuation already determined. Fifth item, total amount to col
lect. Sixth item, the number of thousand feet of gas sold in the 
year, and the seventh item, the resultant average unit sale price 
which would have enabled the collection of the amount found 
under I tern 5. 

Table V includes an allowance for a return of 7% on the 
valuation. Table VI is computed on a basis of 70 % return, and 
Table VII is computed on a basis of 8% return on the valuation. 

Some explanation should be given for the adoption of the al
lowance for depreciation on a basis of 6% per thousand cubic 
feet. Table VIII is an estimate of the amount required for de
preciation on the straight line basis, on a 2% sinking fund basis, 
and on a 4 % sinking fund basis. 

10 
15 
20 
25 
30 
40 
50 
60 
62% 
75 

$ 14,730 
34,923 

156,952 
81,104 

860,403 
90,222 

702,656 
199,698 

39,157 
403,535 

TABLE VIII. 

$ 2,592 
6,144 

27,623 
14,274 

151,430 
15,878 

123,677 
35,146 

6,890 
71,021 

$ 17,322 
41,067 

184,575 
95,378 

l,Oll,833 
106,100 
826,333 
234,844 

46,047 
474,556 

Annual payments to cove'r 
('Rtimated future depreciation. 

$ 1,732 
2,738 
9,228 
3,815 

33,728 
2,652 

16,526 
3,914 

737 
6,327 

$ 1,582 
2,377 
7,594 
2,977 

24,942 
1,756 
9,766 
2,059 

376 
2,776 

$ 1,443 
2,051 
6,197 
2,290 

18,041 
1,116 
5,412 

986 
173 

1,059 

$2,583,380 $454,675 $3,038,055 $81,397 $56,205 $38,768 
Average life determined by Straight Line method: 
3,038,055 

=37 .07 years average life. 
81,397 

Annuity required to redeem 1,000 in 37.07 years, compounded at 2% = $18.50. 
$3,038,055 x $18.50 

=56.25. 
1.000 
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The total value of plant used in this Table does not exactly 
correspond to the amounts considered in the valuation of the 
property which we have adopted above, but does not depart 
sufficiently from these valuations to cause any serious error. 
This Table shows that on a straight line basis the sum of $81,-
397 should be laid aside each year for depreciation. The Table 
also shows the amounts required if the depreciation could be laid 
aside on a sinking fund basis. Some study of the experience in 
handling of depreciation allowances shows that the sinking fund 
basis is not ordinarily applicable in connection with a prop
erty where renewals are being frequently made of the minor por
tions of the plant. On the sinking fund basis, the assumption 
is made that the depreciation allowance will remain intact until 
the end of the term. As a matter of fact, however, the deprecia
tion reserve is called upon every year to pay for many minor re
newals .. The amount left in the reserve is ordinarily invested in 
extensions to the plant and system. and these statements bein~.t 

true, show that the straight line basis is the only correct meth
od for computing depreciation reserves in connection with a 
plant of the character under consideration. The amount referred 
to above, $81,397, is very nearly 8 cents per thousand cubic feet 
of gas. 

Analysis of the operating expenses of the company for the 
years 1904 to 191 I inclusive shown in Exhibit 12 and Exhibit 
No. 4, September 9th, indicates that minor renewals have al
ready been charged to operating expenses. We have not esti
mated the proportion of the amounts charged to repairs which 
might have been charged to depreciation. To do so w0u1cl re
quire a critical examination of all charges to repairs or construc
tion. We are of the opinion, however, that an allowance of 6 
cents additional to the amounts already charged to operating 
expenses would be sufficient to properly maintain the property. 

Some comment is also important with reference to the operat
ing expenses. Some comparisons have been made between the 
operating expenses per thousand cubic feet and expenses of oth
er companies operating under somewhat similar conditions, and 
we find that the general efficiency of this company is at least 
as good, and is probably better, than the average of the com
panies with which we have made comparison. See Exhibit No. 
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13. Perhaps some additional allowances ought to be made be
cause of the prospective increase in the cost of oil and other 
materials required in the manufacture of gas. The possibili
ties are not remote that certain materials will increase in cost. 
On the other hand, decreased rates may bring about an in
crease in the consumption of gas per capita or per unit of in
vestment. If we are mistaken in these views, the matter is 
not irredeemable, as rates can be still further adjusted at a 
future time if the necessity for it is shown. 

We do not contend that any particular rate of return is ap
plicable in all cases. In our judgment, the rate of return to 
which a public utility is reasonably entitled is a question of fact 
to be determined in the light of all of the evidence and on a 
consideration of all of the facts in each particular case. 

It is clear, however, that the rate of return must suffice to 
attract the capital,, which in the case at bar is large in amount, 
required year by year in making the additions and extensions 
to manufacturing plant and distribution system which the 
growth of the communities served demands. 

Tables V, VI and VII have been constrncted to show the rela
tive results at different rates of return. 

In our judgment based on all of the evidence and considera
tion of all the facts, a rate of ninety (90) cents per thousand 
cubic feet will furnish a fair return at not less than 8% on the 
fair value of the property used and useful in supplying the cus
tomers of the Public Service Gas Company in the Passaic Divi
sion. 

Entered December 26th, 1912. 
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ORDER FIXING RATES. 

This case having been duly submitted, and full investigation 
of the matters and things involved having been had, and the 
Board having on the elate hereof made and filed a report con
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said 
report is hereby referred to and made part hereof. 

The Board of Public ~Ctility Commissioners, after hearing 
upon notice, by virtue of the power and authority conferred up
on it by statute, now, on this twenty-sixth clay of December, nine
teen hundred and t\velve. 

DETERMINES that the existing rate or charge for gas made 
by the Public Service Gas Company in the territory now sup
plied from the Paterson Gas Plant, comprising Paterson City, 
Hawthorne Borough, Haledon Borough, Prospect Park Bor
ough, Saddle River Township, Little Falls Township, Acquacka
nonk Township, Passaic City, Garfield Borough, Lodi Borough 
Wallington Borough, Nutley Town, Ridgewood Village, Glen 
Rock Borough and Totowa Borough, to wit :-One dollar and 
ten cents per thousand cubic feet, with a discount of ten cents 
per thousand cubic feet for prompt payment, is unjust and un
reasonable; and fixes as a just and reasonable rate or charge 
to those who are now, or under the present schedule of rates 
of said company would be required to pay the existing base rate 
of one dollar and ten cents per thousand cubic feet (less ten 
cents per thousand cubic feet for prompt payment), the rate or 
charge of ninety cents per thousand cubic feet, which rate or 
charge shall on and after February first, nineteen hundred and 
thirteen, and until otherwise ordered, be imposed, observed and 
followed in said territory, in all cases where the existing base 
rate above referred to would otherwise apply. 

Entered December 26, 1912. 
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INFORMAL COMPLAINTS. 

The following complaints were received, but have not been con
tinued to hearings, or if heard the conclusions of the Board have 
not required the issuance of formal orders. In all cases where there 
appeared to be issues between complainants and respondents the 
complainants were requested to advise the Board if hearings were 
desired. 

In addition to these comph1ints the,Board received a large number 
of informal complaints from individuals which were referred to 
the Board's inspectors for investigation and report. Many of these 
complaints were adjusted to the satisfaction of the complainants. 
With respect to others, investigations indicated conditions in which 
the utilities did not appear to be at fault. 

Whenever exception has been taken to the report of an inspector 
the Board has expressed its willingness to entertain a formal com
plaint and hold a hearing on the matter at issue. 

Walsh Sons and Company 

vs. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

l 
r 
J 

Complainants stated the following rates were offered them by the Penn~ 
sylvania Railroad Company on shipments of scrap iron. 

Newiark, New Jersey, to Jersey City, 30c per gross ton. 
Newark, New Jersey to Perth Amboy, New Jersey, 60c per gross 
ton. 
Harrison, New Jersey, to ·waverly, New Jersey, 60c per gross ton. 

It was claimed that these rates were too high for the mileage. The rail
road company by its freight traffic manager stated in reply "the information 
given by the complainants as to the r1ate on scrap iron from Newark, New 
Jersey, to Jersey City, New Jersey, is incorrect, as the rate is not 30c per 
gross ton as stated by them, but is 60c per gross ton. From 'the fact that 
in March, 1911, the complainants asked us for a quotation on scrap iron in 
carload lots from Harrison, New Jersey, to Wlaverly, New Jersey, I assume 
that it is this rate to which they wish to call 1attention, and while on account 
of the complicated movement, the rate of 60c as at present charged does not 
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seem to us to b.e discriminative, yet in view of the fact that there is a rate 
of 30c per gross ton from Newark, New Jersey, to \Vaverly, New Jersey 
(which is practically a switching movement), we are wil1ing to and will issue 
a rate of 40c per gross ton from Harrison to \Vaverly, because of the prox· 
imity of Harrison to K e\vark. I trust this will satisfy the complainants and 
remove any cause for complaint." 

Answer sent to complainants December 1st, 1911. 

vs. i Walsh Sons and Company 

Erie Railroad Company. J 
Complainants alleged that the rate on scrap iron from Paterson to New· 

ark, via Erie Railroad Company, of 60c per gross ton is exorbitant, and 
asked for a reduction. 

The respondent contended that the rate "is a commodity rate, the sixth 
class rate being 31/zc per hundred pounds or 70c per ton. This rate of 60e 
is on the same basis as other rates for similar hauls on the same commod
ity and is the same as the rate of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 
Railroad between the same two points. It should be taken into considera
tion that, under the Kew Jersey law, shippe1·s have seventy-two free hours 
for loading and consignees the same time for unloading. The result is that 
the railroad is practically deprived of the use of its cars for eight days at 
shipping point and destination, exclusive of the time car is in transit. 

Answer sent to complainants, December 1st, 1911. 

1 Walsh Sons and Company 

vs. 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Co. J 
Complainants claimed the following rates charged by the Delaware, Lacka

wanna and \Vestern Railro:ad Company on scrap iron, carload lots, to be 
exorbitant, 

Harrison to \Yatsessing, 40c per gross ton, about % mile. 
Newark to Bloomfield, 60c per gross ton, about two miles. 

Thie Delawa.re, Lackawanna and \;ylestern Railroad Company by its at
torney answered "before \Ye can take up any discussion of the reasonable
ness of these rates as an abstract proposition I would like to call the Board's 
attention to the following extract from Section 43 of .the Railroad Law. 
'No charge shall be required to be in the aggregate less than three cents 
per one hundred pounds for stone, lime ( cement, shells, ashes, iron ore, 
pig iron and fire wood, and five cents per one hundred pounds for other 
freight. Inasmuch as scr:ap iron is neither iron ore nor pig iron, the mini
mum aggregate charge authorized by the statute is five cents per hundred 
pounds, whereas the rate complained of is about 1 %,c per hundred pounds 
from Harrison to Watsessing and 2%,c per hundred pounds from Newark to 
Bloomfield. 
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As these rates are so far beneath the rates authorized by law, we form
ally ask that the complaint be dismissed as not stating a case entitling the 
complainant to relief.'' 

Answer sent to complainant December 1st, 1911. 

New Jersey School-Church Furniture Co. 

vs. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

l 
~ 
J 

The New Jersey School-Church Furniture Company complained that on W1ed
nesd1ay, November 22nd, it load~d a car consigned to itself in Newark. The 
car contained. furniture for the Newark public schools and delivery had been 
promised on Saturday, November 25th. On Thursday morning, November 
23rd, complainant noticed car had not been taken from the siding. The at
tention· of the railroad company was directed to this and the car was re
moved from the siding, Tlrnrsd1ay afternoon. Expecting the car to reach 
Newark the next day, Friday, November 24th, the complainant sent men to 
Newark to unload same and put the furniture in the school buildings. 

It \vas alleged that the car did not arrive on Friday, and that from day to 
day thereafter complainant's foreman reported its non-arrival. On taking 
the matter up with the railroad company, complainant was advised that the 
car did not leave Trenton until November 27th and that on December 1st, 
complainant learned the car was located at Harrison, from which point the 
goods would have to be carted to Newark or further delay experienced. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company claimed in reply that it was not 
notified that the car was ready for shipment in time to remove it from 
the siding until November 2:3rd; that the car was dispatched from Trenton 
on November 27th and that the delav at Trenton was due to an abnormal 
condition of the yard at that point. • 

It was claimed that respondent was not responsible for car being placed 
at Harrison yard, as the shipping order desigrnated no special station in New
ark at which delivery was to be made, and the car was brought through 
to the Meadow Yard, and then sent to the most convenient carload delivery 
yard in that district, Har.rison Yard, where it was placed for delivery on 
the morning of December 1st. Respondent further stated that its agent of
fered to have the car placed at any other carload defivery station desired, 
but consignee's representative stated they were in a hurry for the consign
ment and would take further delivery. 

This 1answer was unsatisfactory to the complainant who claimed the delay 
in leaving Trenton was not justified and that similar delays had frequently 
occurred before, and it was also contended that the shipping directions were 
sufficiently explicit to require Newark delivery. 

'The Board referred the matter to its Inspector who reported "in my 
judgment freight originating at Trenton should have preference over freight 
that is held on storage tracks to be sorted for other points. As there are 
so many different deliYery yards at Newark, it would be better for both the 
road and the consignee if it were noted on manifest from which one de
livery should be made." To this the company answered: ''In accordance with 
the suggestion of your Inspector, it has been arranged to indicate on the 
manifest the particular delivery point desired, which will eliminate delay, 
occurring at destination on account of having to wait for the consignee to 
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designate the delivery point desired; and we have also arranged to have ad
vance notice given us of outward carload shipments, so that we can arrange 
for the prompt movement of cars; with these arrangements in force we 
should expect that the d€1ays such as those referred to will be eliminated." 

Answer sent to complainants December 12th. 1911. 

Wm. Campbell Wall Paper Company 

vs. 

New Jersey and New York Railroad Co. 

The complainant alleged that it constructed '·over ten years ago at its 
expense a track siding from the railroad line into its property; that the 
railroad company operated over the siding ever since the construction of 
the same, but that recently it had submitted t.o the complainant a proposed 
contract, which in addition to other things, imposes upon your complainant 
a liability for any injury to any person or property by reason of the opera
tion of said railroacl company's cars on complainant.'s siding or switch, wheth
er caused by the use thereof for complainant or not, and in other ways ma
terially changing the method and custom of maintenance and operation of 
said siding or switch.'' 

The complainant refused to sign the contract and the railroad company 
gave notice that ''on and after the tentJh day after the delivery of this let
ter to your office at Haekensack, the New Jersey and New York Railroad 
Company will refuse to operate or place cars on the side tracks le:ading to 
your plant at Hackensack for your accommodation, on account of there 
being no agreement in effect covPring the operation of this track. After 
the date specified your cars will be delivered on the public delivery tracks." 

The Board was asked to restrain the railroad eompany from ceasing to 
deliver and receive complainant's cars on its switch "and that a hearing or 
hearings be had on the proposed contract to the end that complainant be not 
obliged to sign a contract \Yith said railroad company that is not just and 
equitable.'' 

This complaint was brought against the Erie Railroad Company as oper
ators of the Xew York and Xew .Tersev Division of said railroad. The Erie 
Railroad Company :alleged in reply "tliat it does not· operate and never has 
operated the railroad of the Xew .Jersey and Xew York Railroad Company 
running through the \Tillage of Hackensack" and asked that the complaint be 
d ismisserl. 

To this attorney for complaint answered: "\Ye are in receipt from you 
of a copy of answer of the Erie Railroad Company to the complaint of 
\Yilliam Campbell Wall Paper Company. \\~e are at a loss to understand 
same after reading the time table, which we enclose to you, and also their 
proposed contract and letters. I might say this matter was taken up with 
the Erie R:ailroad officials and they recognized the error in their contract 
and we are going to prepare another one and submit it. William Campbell 
vV'lall Paper Company, the complainants, request that the hearing on the 
complaint be held open until the result of the new negotiations are known; 
they have withdrawn the order as to the receiYing and delivering of freight 
on the siding." 

The complainants were advised that the New Jersey and New York Rail
roacl Company is part of the Erie system, but technically is not in the same 
position as a branch of the, Erie Railroad. and it was suggested that if the 
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negotiations did not terminate satisfactorily a complaint be submitted in 
which the New Jersey and New York Railro:ad would be substituted for the 
Erie. 

Complainant advised in reply that it was believed that as a result of 
its application to the Board "the reaching of an adjustment of the diffi
culty will be expedited, and that the railroad company will not take any 
action to our inconvenience until the matter is fully considered between us." 

Ansvver sent to complainant December 9th, 1911. 

Mattson Rubber Company 

vs. 

Public Service Electric Co. 

The J\lattson Rubber Company submitted that "during regular working 
hours this plant consumes current made on the premises. We also require 
Public Service current for considerable overtime and every night when plant 
is not running. \\Te therefore have two sets of wires, one for our own 
current ;and one for the Public Service current. Although we are paying 
precisely the same rate charged to private dwellings where lamps are re
placed free of charge the Public Service Electric Company has invariably 
refused to replace any lamps for us whatever." 

Complainant alleged the failure to repl:ace lamps to be a discrimination 
and claimed that the respondent should not only supply it with bulbs in the 
future but should make reimbursement "with lamps on the same basis for 
current already consumed since running here." 

The Public Service Electric Company in reply stated that according to its 
uniform pqtetice the first installation of inciandescent lamps must be pro
vided by the customer; renewals of standard lamps are furnished gratuitous
ly, except to customers taking emergency or breakdown service. It was 
further stated that "complainant has a private plant for the generntion of 
electricity for light and power purposes. That respondent furnishes electric 
lighting s.ervice to complainant and for a total of thirty-eight outlets, fif_ 
teen of which are so wired and connected that only respondent's service can 
be used, while the other twenty-three are so wired that either respondent's 
or the private plant service of the complainant can be used. That part of 
the installation covered by the fifteen outlets, which can be supplied only by 
respondent's service, may be said to be regular lighting service, and as such 
should be supplied with free incandescent lamp renewals. That part of the 
installation covered by the twenty-three outlets ref€rred to, and which may 
be supplied with either service, comes within the class of breakdown or 
emergern:~y s.ervice, and should therefore be excluded from free incandescent 
lamp renewals. 

Effective immediately, respondent will renew incandescent lamps free of 
charge for the fifteen outlets referred to, and will deliver fo complainant 
the number of lamps to which he is entitled for back renewals for said out
lets." 

Answer sent to complainants December 29th, 1911. 
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E. J. T eeling 

vs. 

Hudson & Manhattan and Pennsylvania 
Cos. 

Railroad 1 
j 

Complainant stated that at a meeting of the Board of Aldermen of Jer
sey City he introduced a resolution which was passed requesting the Hud
son and .Manhattan Railroad Company to stop all trains east and west 
bound at the Marion Station of the Pennsylvania Railroad, pending com
pletion of the Hudson and Manhattan Company's st:ation at Summit avenue. 

It was contended that the Marion and Bergen sections of Jersey City did 
riot under the then existing arrangements furnish adequate facilities and 
the Board was asked to obtain consent of the Pennsylvania R:ailroad to use 
by the Hudson and Manhattan of the former's station at Marion. The Hud
son and Manhattan Railroad Company claimed to be without power to 
act in the matter. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company claimed that the cars of the Hudson 
and Manhattan Company a.re one foot narrower than the standard steam equip
ment and that "without the aid of ~auntlets, in the section of the line 
necessarily used at speed, platforms constructed to meet the necessities of 
the rapid transit trains would not admit of the passage of the steam equip
ment. If the residents of the section in question desire to make use of the 
rapid transit service, perhaps a temporary station at Summit 1avenue, which 
is only eighteen hundred feet distant from Marion, would serve their con
venience, and at which point there are alternate tracks for the use of steam 
and rapid transit trains. 

Hearing was held in this matter at which after a conference between the 
representatives of the parties in interest it was decided that the temporary 
relief asked for would be gained permanently at the Summit _avenue station 
and that this would be satisfactory to residents of that vicinity. By agree
ment of Counsel the case was stricken from the Board's calendar. 

Answer sent to complainant January 19th, 1912. 

Board of Education of Borough of Island Heights 

vs. 

Island Heights Water, Power, Gas and Sewer Co. 

The co~plainants alleged that owing to refusal to pay what was claimed 
to be an improper charge, the respondent had stopped supplying water to the 
public school house at Is1and Heights. A date was fixed for hearing and the 
Board recommended that pending settlement of the matter in dispute the 
company continue to supply water to the school house. This recommenda
tion was adopted by the company, and at the hearing a settlement was 
agreed to with respect to the disputed account. 

Answer sent to complainant January 9th, 1912. 
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East Orange Lumber Company 

vs. 

New York Telep1h,one Company. 

l 
~ 
J 

Compl1ainant stated that its lumber yard "is situated on the boundary 
line of East Orange and Bloomfield; being 'partly in each of these towns. 
Up to the present time (about three months, we have had in our office 
telephone service from both Bloomfield and Orange; in other words we have 
an Orange 'phone No. 3030, and a Bloomfield 'phone No. 2682. We have con
tracts for both of these 'phones with the New York Telephone Company, 
neither of which has expired. We are now advised by the New York Tele
phone Company that we will have to pay an additional rental of $18.00 
per year for the privilege of having these two 'phones, although we pay the 
regular rental of $48.00 per year for each 'phone. They say such service 
is entirely outruled by the Public Utilities Board. We don't see if we are 
fortunate enough to have property accessible to both these exchanges, why 
we should not have the advantage of this service if we are paying the regu
l1ar price for each of these 'phones." 

A misunderstanding apparently existed as to the rulings of this Board, 
as no inhibition had been placed on the service desired. A copy of the 
complaint was sent to the New York Telephone Company which stated in 
reply that the boundary line between East Orange and Bloomfield crosses 
the property of the complainant; its office building is wholly within the 
East Orange district. "During August1 1907, this subscriber contriacted for 
direct line B1eomfield service, and no foreign mileage charge was made on 
account of the fact that part of the premises was in Bloomfield. The con
tract for Orange service was consummated in July, 1911, without foreign 
mileage charge for the same reason. Our local 1agent assumed that since 
the subscriber's offiiee building was entirely in the Orange district, and 
further since he was receiving Orange service, that he should be required to 
pay foreign mileage charges for his Bloomfield connection. However, after 
giving this matter careful consideration it has been decided that where the 
line between centnal office districts between :which there is a toll charge,. 
crosses a subscriber's premises, and where service is to be rendered reason
ably close to the actual boundary line, that the foreign mileage charge shall 
be waived and service rendered the subscriber to either or both districts. Ac
cordingly we have advised the East Orange Lumber Company that we will 
permit them to continue their existing service without charge. 

Answer sent to compl1ainant December 16th, 1911. 

George R. Beach 

vs. 

Dodd and Child's Express Co. 

Complainant alleged that the Dodd and Child's Express Company is the 
local distributor for Adams Express Company; that the distance from Jer
sey City Heights to the Central Railroad Ferry is no greater than to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Ferry, but that an arbitrary charge one third more 
is made for the delivery of trunks and other articles to the Central than 
to the Pennsylvania Ferry. 
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Respondent replied admitting the rate to be as stated but claimed same 
1rns justified by "the fact that the Centr:al Railroad Terminal at Communi
paw is remote from the other sections of the city and we are invariably 
obliged to send a special wagon with such baggage as was the case with 
Mr. Beach." 

It was contended by the respondent that the Dodd and Child's Express 
Comp:any is not subject to the jurisdiction of the Board: being a wagon 
company, engaged in the local -transfer of baggage and other parcels in Jer· 
sey City; that. it is not an express company as the term is generally used, 
and that it has no contract with and does no business over the line of anv 
railroad comp:any or transportation _company. · 

A date was fixed for hearing, but before same ari'ived the complainant 
wrote that he did not wish to press the complaint, stating: "I'm in receipt 
of information affecting the rates in question which is satisfactory and 
there is no reason, therefore. of proceeding with this case." 

Answer sent to complainant December 26th, 1911. 

Harry Steward 

vs. 

New Jersey Gas Company. 

Complainant stated that he could not get the New Jersey Gas Company 
to connect his house with its mains, although willing to pay the company's 
current rates. Respondent .replied, admitting that Mr. Steward's applica
tion had been refused, giving as a reason therefor that his house was over 
five hundred feet from the end of the gas mains and that no other house 
could be reached by the extension. It was further stated that, since the 
complaint was filed: Mr. Steward had accepted a prnposition made by the 
company's manager, that work had been begun on the extension and that 
gas would be supplied "as soon as the pipes can be laid. Wie, however, ex
pressly wish that your Board would not consider this as a precedent, as it 
is impossible for our company to make extensions of such length, unless 
some arrangement has been made with the consumer." The complainant wrote 
advising the Board that the action of the company was satisfactory and 
withdrew his complaint. 

Answer sent to complainant December 19th, 1911. 

Emmor H. Lee l 
vs. ( 

Pubiic Service Railway Co. J 
Complainant, a .resident of Moorestown, alleged that "persons living in 

the eastern ~md of the town and wanting to ride to the western end or to 
Camden are compelled to change cars after riding a few squares and wait 
in some cases (if the car happens to be a minute or two late) a half hour 
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for a car to take them to their <lestination. This <:hang·e is made at East 
Main street and Chester avenue, wlrnre no protection is~ provided from rain 
and cold. 

It was formerly the practice of the Public Service Railway Company to 
run cars east as far as Rorton's Landing Road where connection was made 
·with the Burlington County Railway cars, but for several months this 
change has been made in the center of the town much to the inconYenience 
of pe-rsons living at the eastern or western ends." 

Hespondent allmitted in reply that cars were formerly operated to Bor
ton's Landing Hoad where connection was made with the Rurlingfon County 
Raihv.ay cars. At the request of the Burlington County Railway, the con
nedion was made bet\wen the two roarls at Chester avenue instead of Bor
ton's Landing Road. ''The cars of the two companies are supposed to con
nect at that point,. and no additional fa.re is charged between that point and 
Rorton's Landing Hoad. If, howevn, the Commission think the change as 
requested by Mr. Lee, would be a better operation and give more adequate 
service, the company is willing to continue its operation as formerly to 
Rorton's Landing Road." The matter was referred to the Board's Inspector 
who advised against a change to the old practice stating that the meeting 
point of c:ars of the two lines at Rorton's Landing had been the caus.e of much 
complaint, because of the isolated position of this point, it being a lonely 
place with hut few houses in the vicinity and impossible as a safe waiting 
place for unprotected Yrnmen. The opinion was expressed that the meeting 
point at Chester avenue hrought improved c~ditions for the greater num
ber of people. 

Answer sent to complainant January 17th, 1912. 

Farrin Korn Lumber Company 

vs. 

Erie Railroad Company and Lehigh Valley 
road Co. 

Rail. l 
J 

Complainant submitted correspondence with the Erie Railroad C<>mpany 
referring to alleged overcharge on ca.rload of lumber re-forwarded from Grand 
Street Station, Lehigh Valley Railroad, Jersey City, New Jersey, to Palisades 
Park, New Jersey. 

In this the Erie Railroad Company advised complainant that the ship
ment did not move vi1a its line direct, "and for that reason we cannot apply 
our local tariff which covers only points of origin on the Erie Railroad.'' 
It was claimed by the Erie Railroad Company that the tariff properly ap
plicable on the shipment was Lehigh Valley rate of 13c, sixth class basis 
from Grand Street, Jersey City, to Palisades P1ark, New Jersey. This rate 
complainant alleged to be excessive. The Erie Company on receiving a copy 
of complaint claimed that answer should be made oy the Lehigh Valley Rail
.roaa Company as the carrier publishing the rate. The Lehigh Valley R1ail
road Company, on receiving the complaint suggested ·a settlement on 
the basis of the sum of the locals on the two roads; three cents per hundred 
pounds on its road 1and three cents per hund.red pounds on 
the Erie plus $2.00 switching charge of the . Pennsylvania, thus 
making a charge of $22.40. The Board's Inspector to whom the matter 
was referred reported that the original charge, computed on the through 
rate of 13 cents was $44.20. He recommended settlement on a basis of 
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three cents per hundred pounds Lehigh Valley, making total charge $19.00. 
The .railroad companies agreed to this settlement and complainant was ad
vised to again take the matter up with them. 

Answer sent to complainant January 17th, 1912. 

I. S. Dawes & Son l 
~. 1 

Philadelphia & Reading Railway Co. and Penn 
sylvania Railroad Company. 

I. S. Dawes and Son of Imlaystown complained that they bought a carload 
of apples 1at LawrenceYille to be shipped to Imlaystown Station. The apples 
were loaded on a car of the "Johnson Trolley System" at Lawrenceville 
and arrived at Trenton in this car. It was claimed that the direct route to 
Imlaystown from Trenton is via Pennsylvania Rail.road to Hightstown, thence 
via Union Transportation Line to Imlaystown.: that. the freight from Law
renceville to Trenton was five dollars and from Trenton to Imlaystown eight 
cents per hundred pounds in carload lots. The car at Trenton was received 
by the Philadelphia and Reading Railway and taken to Belmont, Philadel
phia, from whence it w:as transferred to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com
pany's branch. It was represented by the complainants that there is a 
transfer between the Philadelphia and the Pennsylvania Railroads at Tren
ton, which Jt was claimed should have been used for the shippers' benefit. 

The Pennsylvani:a Railroad Company admitted receiving the car at Bel
mont, destined to Imlaystown, but denied that. the rate in which it partici
pated was "unjust, unreasonable, excessive or otherwise in violation of the 
law." The Philadelphia. and Reading Railway Company admitted that the 
direct route was as represented by the complainants, that the shippers of 
the apples, nanwly, A. )lcX amee and Sons, knowing the rate via the direct line 
and that the shipment could be transported by the Philadelphia and Read
ing Railway, from Trenton on its line to Trenton on the line of the Penn
sylvania Railroad, on the payment of advance charges for transportation 
on the trolley line, together with the charges for transportation 
to Trenton on the line of the Pennsylvania Railroad nevertheless tendered the 
shipment to the Philadelphia and Reading Railway Company at Trenton, 
and consigned through to destination on the line of the Pennsylvania Rail
road, requesting and receiving a through bill of lading therfor, with 
charges to be collected 1at the destination. It was claimed that the respond
ent routed the shipment by the only route availaOie upon which joint .rates 
applied and that the charges assessed and co1lected were the only lawful 
charges applying to the shipment. 

Answers sent to complainant January 29th, 1912. 
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vs. l Albert W. Hess 

Pitman Water Company. J 
'Complainant alleged th!at he filed a bill of complaint in the Court of 

Chancery directed against the Pitman Water Company; that in response to 
a rule to show cause why a mandatory injunction should not issue against 
the company compelling it to turn on the water supply for the petitioner 
to use in his home at Pitman, 1a. stipulation was made by which the peti
tioner paid the company twenty dollars and the water was turned on 
pending final hearing before Vice Chancellor Leaming. On final hearing 
"the Vice Chancellor informed the parties to this controversy that he con
sidered the Board of Public Utility Commissioners the proper tribunal to 
deal with the controversy between complainant and defendant." The con
troversy involved the charge to the complainant for service, which charge 
was alleged to be >excessive, and discontinuance of service because of refusal 
to pay penalties imposed by the respondent for alleged violation of its rules. 
Complainant alleged that he was discrimin:ated against in that the re
spondent refused to supply him with a meter, although meters were supplied 
to residences similar to his and it was claimed that by using a meter he 
would obtain service at a lower charge. The respondent claimed that the 
allegation of excessive charge had been decided against the petitioner by a 
judgment of the Supreme Court, and denied that the petitioner was dis
criminated against. The complaint was heard and at said hearing the pro
ceedings were ordered discontinued, "with the understanding that the com
plainant, A. W. Hess, will pay to the Pitman Wiater Company, for all water 
used by him, and for which payment has not already been made, at the rate 
of twenty dollars per year, up to March 1st, 1912, and will sign a con
tract with the company, dated J\Iarch 1st, 1912, and that upon this day 
the company will furnish a meter to Mr. Hess. In case Mr. Hess does not 
use the minimum of nine dollars and fifty cents worth of water in the twelve 
months, the amount will be pro rated, beginning January 1st, 1912; the 
contract to be subject to any changes made by the Public Utility Commis
sion." 

Heard February 27th, 1912. 

B. S. Orcutt l 
n. ~ 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Co. J 
Complainant 1alleged that at Brick Church Station of the Delaware, 

Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, there is a platform for 
pas~engers on the north side of the tracks only, and• that every passenger 
takrng an eastbound train has to cross the westbound track over which 
a l.arge number o~ trains, many of them expresses, are operated. It was 
claimed that while westbound trains stop when an eastbound train is 
at the station the westbound expresses go by the platform at high speed, 
when many people. are ~rowded to the edge of the platform, looking to 
the west for their tram. It was claimed that this was a dangerous 
condition, requiring a watchman or flagman to patrol the platform 
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t'dg2 to warn p ;ssengL•r;:; of trains approaching from the rear. The 
Railroad company contended in reply that the situation is covered by 
its rule which gives the right of ,vay to trains on the track farthest 
from the platform, when trains are likely to meet at stations, "but 
when there is no train at the station or corning into it, ·where there is 
a l1onlile track, we think the passengers know enough not to stand on 
the track. Ordinary care is required of all persons under all circum
stances, and the1·e is no occasion with the large expanse of platform at 
Brick Clrnrch and East Orange for passengers to stand on the tracks 
io wait for their trains or to ascertain if their train is approaching." 

The Pnard's Jnspector was directed to iJnestigate conditions at the 
station and report thereon and hearing· was held on the issne between 
the parties . 

.Following the hearing, the Board announeed its opinion that a man 
should be stationed by the Delaware, Lackawanna and ·western Railroad 
Comprmy, at the Brick Church Station platform, uehYeCn the hours of 
i A. l\I. and 7 P. -:\I. dai,Jy. 

The railroad company placed and maintains a man on th~ platform in 
accordance with the above. 

Hearing held Febr11ar.'- nth and 2iird. 1n12. 

Borough of Flemington 

vs. 

Flemington Water Cor.::pany. 

The Borough of Plemington complained that it was unable to get 
from the .Flemington \\'ater Company a contract in writing for water 
used for fire purposes; that for water so used the Borough has been 
charged the sum oi' twenty-five dollars per hydrant per year which was 
claimed to be excessive. "The Borough is charged for twenty-five hy
drants, $25.00 per year, Si623.00. The Borough has a contract for water 
for use in 18 tlush tanks a.t $14.00 each, $252.00 per year, in which the 
water company agrees to furnish one hundred and fifty galfons per 
day." The respondent denied that it ever refused to enter into a con
tract with the Borough at existing rates and claimed that. no negotia
tions had been suggested for the purpose of entering into a contract; 
and that it was ready to enter into a contract in writing at any time. 

It was further stated that the Borough of Flemington had been in 
existence since May, 1910; that the respondent had "a contract with the 
Village of Flemington, which was submitted to and approved by the 
voters thereof by a vote of ~19 for, to 4 against, in June 1896; and that 
from the time of the installation and building of new water mains in 1896 
until it went out of existence as a corporate enthy the Village of Flem
ington paid to respondent the sum of twenty-five dollars for each fire 
hydrant; that for the short period that the complainant ha.s been in 
existence as a corporate entity it has paid to respondent for use of 
wa.ter for fire hydrants a like sum of twenty-five dollars per hydrant, 
although no written contract has ever been entered into with the Bor
ough by the respondent. 

It was denied that the charge was excessiYe but claimed to be very 
moderate considering the conditions under which the service had to be 
supplied. 

Answt>r sent to C'Omplainant February 9th. 1912. 
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vs. } W. Edwin Kastendike 

New York Telephone Company. 

Cornplaina ut nlleO'e(t that when he applied for telepho11e service at 
I~awnrtli he \Yas t~dYised by the telephoue company's representatives 
that they eonlcl not snpply seniee at that time, but that as soon as t?e 
Borough gTanted the <:ompany a new franchise it would supply lum 
,,·ith temporary service, pending installation of new eqniprnent. lt was 
('!<timed the 11ew fran('hise had been granted but that complainant was 
still withont senice, and that the company informed him he ·would have 
to 'Yait si:\: n1011ths longer pending installation of the new equipment. 

The cornpan,\" replied that nn ordinance had been recentI:v passed by 
·the Borough of' ]l;rnorth. whiC'h had lieen accepted by jt and that the 
company vrns proeecding with the preparation of plans for construC't
ing proper arnl :tclcq uate facilities. It was alleged that to snpply 1[r. 
Kastenclike temporary serdee \nml(l ilnoln~ a relntively lm·ge outlay for 
temporary constnwtion that \Hll\l(l be wasfrd wlien tht:' ne'.v con-;truc-
1ion \Yas completed. 

Tlw answer being m1satisfactory to the complainant a hearing was 
lwlcl on "Fc-bruary :2'itb, HJ] 2, at whieh the representative of the '.\Jew 
York Telephone Compnn,\· stated that the company expected to snpply 
Ha\Yorth heforc .\pril Jst, unless construction work was prevented by 
lmfaYon1ble \Yeather conditions. This was satisfactor:v to the complain
ant and the matter was dismissed without prejudiee. 

Hearing helcl Fel>nrnr~' 27th, Hl12. 

----··--·-

George J. H. Follmer } vs. 

Hackensack Water Company. 

Complainant alleg·ed that he made applieation in l\JO:j for an e:\.ten
sion by the Hackei1sack \V<tter Company of its rnai n to a property in 
Tenafly owned by him; that he and two others gu:aranteed the company 
$:'5;"i.00 per annmn for the extension, the guarantee to continue until the 
regular and normal reyenue from the extension equalled $;).i.00. It was 
tt~Jaimed that the iwo other guarantors had m~ule irnlependent cmrnec
tions with the \Yater main, that the company hac1 released them from 
their g1iarantec but was charging cornplainant approximately double 
the ::i.mount he guaranteed to pay. 

The respondent stated that the complaint was based "on the er
roneons assumption that he vms paying on the olcl guarantee given at 
the time we rnade this extension. As a matter of fact this guarantee 
had been C'alH'clled some time ago." 

Tt was stated thnt ihe complainant was being served by a two inch 
meter and had been charged a minimum rate of $0.00 on it; that this 
meter was iustnlled on a joint application with a Mr. Clark; that Mr. 
Clark's premises are novv being served by another main; that the two 
in<'h meter had been replaced h~r a half ineh meter and a corredecl hill 
renderecl complainant. 

J\lr. FolJmer a<lYised the Roard this was satisfactory, and withdrew his 
complaint. 

Answer &ent complainant, February 26th, 19J2. 
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E. G. Reederer 

vs. 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail- } 
road Company. 

Complainant alleged that the station of the Delaware, Lackawanna 
and Western Hailroad Company at Hopatcong is on top of a hill, the 
platforms being clown in the cut; that if the passenger remains in the 
waiting room until train time he will miss his train, and that there 
vvas no protection on the platform from storm ancl cold weather. 

This was referred to the Board's inspector who reported the conditions 
as represented by the complainant ancl who recommended that small 
waiting rooms be erected on both the east and west bound platforms of 
the station. 'l'he company advised that it would erect shelter sheds 
un the platforms ancl keep the same in place between October 1st and 
April Jst, the sheds to be taken down in Summer if so desired. 

This was accepted as a satisfactory compliance with tbe recommen
dations. 

'9'S. 

Company.} 
G. Gen tilini 

West Jersey and Seashore Railroad 

Mr. Douglass Reed complained for G. Gentilini that the said Gentilini 
0wne1d a small farm ·which -..vas cut in hvo hv the \Yest ,Jersey and 
Seashore Railroad Company. < 

It -..vas alleged that the company when it electrified its tracks agreed 
to giYe l\Ir. Gentilini. a prinlte ('rossing across their tracks, but that 
the company refuses to do this. The respondent answered, claiming that 
the complainant purchased t-..Yo separate pieces of property on opposite 
sides of the railroad. each piece connecting "\Yith a public road, and 
that the circumstances did not warrant the construction of the cross
ing. The matter was rdcrred to the Board's Tnspector who reported 
that he could find no record of any promise g·iYe11 to Mr. Gentilini for the 
construction of a crossing; that ?\Ir. Gentilini conlcl not tell him by 
whom the promise was made or for what consi.deration; that the com
pany o-vvned the right of way since 1880, and changed from steam to elec
tric operation in HJ()!) and that no obligation seemed to exist on the 
part of the company to grant Gentilini a private crossing because of 
the change to electric operation. It was forther reported that the main 
tracks of the electric line running to Atlantic Citv are located at the 
point of crm:sing, that adjacent to Gentilini's property and extending 
throngh half its length is a siding track and that it would he dangerous 
to have a crossing at this place owing to third rail ::tnd hiah speed orf 
trains. To pass from one part of the Gentilini property t~ the other 
on the opposite side of the tracks requires travel of about one-half mile 
to the main thoroughfare near l\:Iinotola Station. 

Inspector's report sent to complainant April 1st, 1912. 

Boonton Business Men's Association } 

vs. 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail
road Company. 

The Boonton Business Men's Assodation complained of alleged inade-
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quate passenger train service on the Boonton Branch. of the Del~ware, 
Lackawanna and vVestern Railroad and asked for certain changes in the 
schedule and for additional trains. The respondent replied expressi?g 
the opinion "that there is no reasonabl~ occa~i?n for ~h~ extra_ service 
required." Hearing was called on the issue ~orned. 'Ihis l,1~arrng was 
followed by a conference between representatives of the petit.ioners and 
of the railroad company resulting in an agreement on certain changes 
satisfactory to the complainants. 

Answer sent to complainants March 19th, 1912. 

vs. } Thomas Costello, et al., 

Central Railroad Company of New Jersey. 

Complainants alleged that no protection was afforded at an alleged 
dangerous cros;::;ing of the tracks of the Central Railroad Company of 
N evv Jersey, near the station at l\[organville. The respondent replied 
stating that arrangements had been made to proceed with the installa.
tion of crossing alarm bells. This it was claimed would afford adequate 
protection "as all trains except Nos. 202 and 222 make a regular stop 
at Morganville." This answer was unsatisfactory to the complainants 
and the Boa.rd called a hearing and \directed its Inspector to examine 
the crossing and report upon the same. Following the hearing and a 
consideration of the Inspector's report the Board recommended that the 
company install an alarm bell at the crossing. 

Hearing held April 2nd, 1912. 

vs. } 
H. R. Craig, et als. 

Public Service Railway Company. 

Corn.plainants alleged that the Public Service Railway Company had 
caused a sign to be placed in cars running' to Aldene and Kenilworth to 
the effect that after January 29th, 1912, no transfrrs ·would be issued Oll! 

cars of the "Third" line to passengers paying fare with a transfer. This 
it was claimed compelled the payment of increased fares to passengers 
tra.nsferring from cars of the "Third" line. The Public Service Railway 
Company alleged in reply that it was the successor of the Elizabeth, 
Plainfield and Central lfailroad Company; that the latter company in 
1905 entered into an agreement with Kenilworth Realty Company pur
suant to which the railroad company constructed and has since operated 
a railway on private right of way through lands of the Kenilworth 
Realty Corporation. It was claimed that by virtue of the agreement 
the railroad company has the contractual right to charge five cents for 
each passenger carried either way on its street railway between Westfield 
Avenue and any part of Kenilworth; that no part of the railway was 
operated on a public street or highway; that the Kenilworth Realty Cor
poration agreed to pay to the railroad company any deficit incurred 
by the company up to the sum of $5,000.00 a year; that the agreement 
expired on April 30th, 1911, and that since. that date the respondent has 
been operating 1.he road at a loss. 

It was further claimed that the Kenilworth Realty Company, at the 
time of the construction of the railway, represented to the Elizabeth, 
Plainfield and Central Railroad Company that a large number of people 
would reside in the section traversed by the line; that such representa-
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tiorn; had not been fulfilled, but that the line from the date of its in· 
eeption had been operated at a loss. 

lt was alleged that the line not being operated under a public fran· 
('hise and not occupying any part of a public highway, the respondent 
was under no public obligation to continue the operation of the railway; 
that if operated as desired by the petitioners it would be required to 
earry pass€1ngers in one direction a clistanee of 11.2\l miles for fhe cents 
and in the other direction a (listanee of 10.:l miles for fiye cents and that 
it could not afford to carr~· passengers the (listances named for fiye 
eeuts, "'especially when so much teinitory is as sparsely settled as that 
through "·hich the Kenihvorth ear travels and throngh which the Third 
Street car traYels from ~~ldene to ElizabetlJ." 

Answer sent complainants ,:\pril Hith, 1\11:2. 

Board of Street and Water Commissioners, 

Newark, N. J. 

vs. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Complainant alleged that in its jt~dgmcnt the safety of the traYeling 
public required the installation of some protectiYe device or devices at 
BigelO\Y 8treet in the City of ~ ewark where said street crosses the right 
of way of the \Yest .:\ e\n1rk Branch of the l'ennsyfrania Hailroad. The 
Board of Public Utility Commissioners was requested to require the 
installation of such cleYice or devices. 

The respondent stated in reply tl1at a i1agman is stationed at the 
erossing behYeen the hours of 6: :rn a. m. an cl 8: :rn p. m., and that during 
the re1nainder of the twenty-four hours 110 train niove1nents are 1nade 
oyer the crossing until the ·traveling watchman precedes the train an1d 
protects it. This protection \Yas claimed to be adequate "in vifl'\~ of the 
slow speed ancl slight usage." 

A copy of the answer \Vas sent to the complainant who asked tl1e 
Board to have its Inspector investigate conditions at the crossing. It 
was st.at0cl that complaints had been made to the Board of Street and 
\Yater Commissioners '"by residents of the section in question who have 
('hildren attending the public schools who are compelled to cross the 
tracks four times clail~· in getting to and from sehool and the Board 
feels that gates should be h1stallecl in order that proper protection can 
be had." 

The Inspector reported that the line OYer Bigelow Street is a freight 
branch, with an a \'erage of ten movements each \vay over the branch 
and additional shifting moy·ements OYer the crossing. The In
spector directed attentio11 to the fact that the flagman had been placed 
at the crossing on duty behveen 6: ;w a. UL and 8: :-rn p. m., in compli
ance with a recon1mendation originally made by him and he expressed 
the opinion that with a speeial flagman on the ground to flag trains 
between 6::rn p. m. and 6:30 a. m. the crossing is reasonably protected. 
It was further stated that a. flagman's shanty obstn1cted the view, when 
cars are standing on the siding south of Bigelo·w Street and close to the 
line of the highway. A ehange in the location of the shanty was sug
gested and this change woo1 made by the company. 

Inspector's report sent to complainant April 2:>th, 1912. 
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Robert S. Sinclair 

vs. 

Delaware, Lackawann.a & \Vestern R. R. Co. 

Complainant allege<1 that. the DEilaware, L:wka\vairna arn1 \Vestern Rail· 
roa<l Company nrnkes np passenger trains in sneh a way that wooden 
passenger cars are sandwiched between steel passengefJ.' ears anrl that at 
other tin1es single passenger C'ars are plaeed bE<twt>en several steel cars 
anll ihe locomotive and tender. This it ·was clairne!l ·was a dangerous 
praetiee as "in the event of a ('Ollision thei wooden ears ·wonlc1 be ernRhNl 
by the heavier steel cars.'' Th:;:; was referred to the_ Board's inspector who 
agn'e<1 that it ·was not g·ood praetiee to rnal'c up trains in th<' wa\· 
clf'scrilJEl1. The report states "T nm infonrnx1 by the officials of the raii· 
road tbat steel nnrler frames are 1wing plaeE'Cl um1er all coaehes that 
are being taken in shop. · J wouF<l reeonnnern1 that preference be given 
to c'ombi11ation cars until E1no11gh are equipped to run with the Rteel 
eoaehes. This woul!l obviate thf' clauger complainecl of." 

"\ covy of the Tns1wetor's report wa,s 1-ient to tht> resporn1ent and no
tiee ,vas g-iYf'n that the same wonl!l lw takEm up for consi<leration at a 
11weti11g of the Boanl on ~lareh 2(ith, Hl12. c\t this mef'ting a represen· 
tatiYe of the rai1roa!1 con1pany appea.re<l an<l stated that only "sixty· 
seyen of the passenger ears operated in snlrnrban traffic are not no\v 
eqnip11ec1 with i-iteel frnnws, steel plates and reinforc·ements; that these 
are being sent to the shop at the ratf' of twehe to fifteen e\-ery thirty 
davR a.ncl that in six mouths tht:n• wil1 lw .110 cars in subnrba.n service 
not so eqnippecl.'' 

Thif.; ""'ts aceeptecl as reasonabl,\- nweting the situation. 
Hrnring heh1 l\fareh 2Gth, 1912. 

Isaac Edward Harrison 

vs. 

Union Transportation Ciompany. 

Complainant alleged that thf' Union Transportat.ion Compa.ny operat
ing· the Pt>mberton anc1 Hightstown Hailroad Company incre:ased the 
rate on 1nilk fro1n Cookstown, Xt>w .Jerse,-, to Camden, Xew .Jersev, from 
:!2.;) cents per forty ql1\art ea.n to 2;3 . .5 cent~ per ean "owing it was ~laimed 
to the necessity of refrigeration and the increased cost thereof." It was 
allf'ged that the ratf' waR not re<lnC'ec1 on the at1Yent of cold weather and 
the eonseguent lack of neceissity for refrigeration. The Board \vas asked 
to fix "snch rate as rn.ay he rpa,sonable ancl just <1Liring tllf' refrigerated 
period and allow such rate <1nring the eol<1 period (whf'n refrigrration is 
not. necessary) as we had previous to the advance April 1st, 1911." 

Hespondent claimf'd in reply that the rate of transporting milk, since 
rt>frigeration 'vas rE 1q11ired by the regn1ations of the Borard of Health of 
Philadelphia, was increased abont fifteen per centum over and above the 
rates previousl,\r cha.rged, "that being an average rate lower than the 
actual cost of refrigeration npon the ic1ea that a fix(~cl regular rate 
wonld be more satisfactory to shippers on the Union T'ransportation 
Compa.ny's road than to haYe a. spt:dal rate for refrigeration in either 
or both directions varying with the different seasons of thf' yf'ar." On 
the issne joined hearing was held at the conclnsion of which the Boi3.rd 
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announced its opinion that "the individual complainant has no personal 
grievance resulting from the refrigerating charge o~ which he com, 
plains; that the complainant has not proved the existence or extent 
of any feeUng of grievance on the part of those subjected to this ch~rge. 
'Ihe Hoard finds that this C'hargG is, in large part, a.·charge for readmess 
to serve, and that e(1nipment for this service is held in disuse, or in 
ictleness, by reason of this refrigeration service; that a regular cha.rge 
made so as to be unchanged from month to month is a preferable sys
tem to the charge varying during diffeirent seasons of the year." The 
complaint was dismissed. 

Heard l\Iarch 12th, 1912. 

W. J. McDevitt 

vs. 

Delaware & Atlantic Telegraph & Telephone 

Company. 

Complainant stated that his house is located at ·westmont, New Jersey, 
one rnile from the Haddonfield central and at least one ancl one qunrter 
miles from the Collings,rnod central. "The rate given by the telephone 
company is $2.00 per month for the Collings\vood central and $:l.OO ($1.00 
for mileage) for the Haddonfield central, which is the only one of any 
rn;e to us. One resident of the same town livin.o· 1 300 or more feE;;t 
from the same line of \vire that runs directly in fr~nt; of OlH' house and 
to \Yhich they must connect to get Haddonfte>ld central, pays $2.00 per 
month for the service we \vant and for which they ask us $3.00." The 
respondent stated in reply that "the Pennsylvania Railroad is the boun
dary line between the Colling-s\voocl central office and the Hacldonfield 
central office, and Mr. McDevitt is located within the area, served by our 
Collingswood central office. * * * ¥.· Our plant has been designed to 
meet thei requirements of the majority of the snlw.cribers, and to avoid 
complications every effort is made to induce subscribers to accept con
nection with the central office which serves their location. A clivirli11g 
line must be established somewhere between the various exchange dis
tricts, and it will occasionally happen that on account of peculiar con
ditions a subscriber \VOnld prefer to be connected with a foreign centra1 
OffiC'e. In this partieugar C'ase the railroail appears to be the propeT 
boundary line; furthermore, practically all of the town of ·westmont is 
located west of this dh·iding line, and practically all of the subscribers 
in that section favored connection with the Colling'swood C'entral office. 
Ho,vever, we are in a position to furnish Mr. McDevitt with service from 
our Haddonfield central office if he will agree to pay our standard ra.te 
for such service. 

The answer was u11satisfactory to the complainant and a hearing- v;as 
helcl. ;\t the hearing the Board announced its opinion that the testimony 
showed no discrimination to exist against complainant, exC'ept \vith re
spect to one contract \vhich has not expired. The eomplaint w?ts flis
missed. 

Heard May 7th, 1912. 
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Board of Trade of Paterson 

vs. 

New York, Susquehanna & Western 

Company. 

1 
Railroad J 

The Board of Trade of Paterson requested the Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners to investigate the matter of lighting the four stations of 
the New York, Susquehanna and vVe1stern Hailroad in Paterson. The 
rnatter was referred to the 'Board's inspector who made recommenda
tions for additional lights at Paterson City and Riverside stations. These 
recommendations were adopted by the comp!any. 

Inspector's report submitted March 15th, 1912. 

Board of Trade of Paterson 

vs. 

Erie Railroad Company. 

The Board of Trade of Paterson eomplained that the platform on the 
westbonnd track of the Erie Hailroad at the Market Street Station, _Pater
son, was composed of screenings; that it h 1ad no covering, and that in a 
storm it became very muddy. 

The Board was asked to order the Erie Railroad Company to construct 
a good platform. The Erie Railroad Company on receipt of a copy of 
the complaint advised the Hoard "The condition eompl'ained of will be 
remedied by the constrnction of a concrete platform. Instructions have 
been issued for that purpose." 

Answer sent to eornplainant ~larch 18th, 1912. 

Samuel Russell 

vs. 

Ocean City Sewer Company. 

Complainant stated that his clwelling at Ocean City is connected with 
the sewer pipes of the Oeean City Sewer Company; thJat under an ordin
ance of the City of OcE1an City the sewer company ·was permitted to 
make certain charges for the use of sewer service. Section eight of the 
.ordinance was quoted as follo·ws: 

"And be it enacted that the said company charge and col
lect in advance for the use of said sewer service as follows: 

For hotels or boarding houses, seventy-fl ve (75) cents per 
annum for each sleeping room not exceeding thirty, and fifty 
(50) cents per annum for each additional sleeping room over 
said number; private dwellings or cottages seventy-five (75) 
cents per annum for each room not exceeding ten, and fifty 
( 50) cents per annum for each additional room over said 
number; for saloons, shops, stores, offices and slaughter 
houses, each, as follows: saloons, shops, stores and offices, 
four (4) dollars per annum, and slaughter house fifteen (lt:i) 
dollars per annum; and all other places such rates as may 
be agreed upon between the said company and the owners 
or lessees, but all special rates or spedal agreements shall 
be at the option of said oompany/' 
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Complainaut alleged that his property co11sists of a three>-story build
ing where he resides and \Yhere he conducts a store on the first floor 
of the same; that up to .July 12th, 1\Jll, he haid always boen charged 
by the sewer co,n1piany for the use of the se\Yer for the building, but 
that on that date the company presented a Lill aceonling to the nmnber 
of rooms in the builcti11g, and also inelncled in the same a charge of 
four dollars for the store in addition to the rooms occupied as a d>Yell
ing. J t was alleged that the store ""as not eonneeted with the sewer 
and that the company could not, under its ordinance, exact the four 
dollar eharge. 

The Ocean City Sewer Company in reply state1d that "for some years 
pa:-;t this company has in many eases not charged properties to the 
limits of its rights under its ordinance. l 'pon eompliance with the 
onlt>r of the State Board of Health to so regLilate our system as that 
it shall dispose of tiie sewage upon lines laid uown by them, and which 
re-arrangement an cl construction has cost the company a very la.rge out
lay, and, a;.; the rights under tlw original ordinance clicl not provide for 
such !:'>.:pensive sewage treatnwnt, this compai1y asked of Councils a rea
sonable increase o\·er present rates in order to lll'OYicle for this expensiYe 
ancl a1clditional \York. 
~\lthough similar recp1ests in other m1mil'ipllities haYe been approYed 

by Conucils, yet in <nfr caHt' that body declined to make any conces:-;ion 
on the orclinance ratt's at that time, ;.;imply ;.;uggesting that the company 
charge the full rate under its present ordinanee .. 

Tb is it is. now doing, and as stores and ofiices have a specific rate, 
wlwrt'\·er a lrnilcling \dtll ;.;ewer ;.;erYice1 eontains stores and offices, in 
addition to the dwelling pa.rt, we eharge, naturally, the corresponding 
rates. -x- ':· '!.- "- \\'lwreYer any building has sewor connection and re-
ceiYes se>n'r serYiee, the eompany must look 011ly to the uses of that 
builcling for ·determining its rate of charge, and as it has no control 
o\·t'r location of fixtures "·ithin the lrnilcling the number of these or ehar
aeicr has no effect on the rate. On the iss11e joined hParing was helcl 
at \Yhich the Board decided that under Section eight of the ordi11ance 
of the City of Ocean Cit~-. when a sewer connection is made to 'a propert~', 
part of \Yhich is used as a store, the company is entitled to charge four 
dollars for that part of the prt>rnises used as a stort' while so used. 

Hearing helcl April 2:1rcl, 1912. 

Thatcher Furnace Company 

vs. 

Pu.blic Service Electric Company. 

Complainant alleg·e<l that it had been trying unsncces;.;fully to make 
an arrangement with the l'ublie Service Ele(•tric- Company to have a 
partinl lighting system installed in complainant's foumlry at Newark. 

Complaint recited ">ve now gener!ate our own electricity for lighting, 
to be used in the clay time, bnt want them to supply a certain amount 
of electricity to use in -the evenings, after our machinery is closed clown. 
\Ye use only about fifty lamps after our machinery is e]osed clown. \Ve 
haye altogether in our works abont three hundred and forty-five lamps. 
Tho Public Service want to charge us a/ minimum. of ten cents per lamp 
per month. ·x- * * \Ve hardly think it fair for them to make a minimum 
charg·e of about $:H.00 per month as our bills for what light we could 
use after working hours would not amount to this." 

This was referred to the Board's inspeetor >Yho recommended that the 
matter be made the subjeet of a hearing. .\ date >vas fixed for. hearing 
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and the parties in interest were given notice thereof. 
Prior to this date the complainant achisec1 the Hoarcl: "\Ye are glad to 

say that we have fixe<l np our matter with t1w Public Serdee Corporation 
in reference to the use of electricity in onr plant." The Public Service 
Electric Company stated to the Boarcl "that the refusal to connect 
Thatcher F'nrnace Company except on the basis set out in complaint of 
said eompany ·was the rE1sult of 'a misconception of the extent of the 
auxiliary sen·iee which the Thatcher Furnaee Company clesirecl. epon 
the filin~g of the ccmplaint it developed that Thatcher Furnace Company 
did not Clesire auxiliary serrvice for its entire lighting plant, and, there
upon, after eonference, the installation 'vhich they desired was contracted 
for at the company's regular card rates." 

A. Bourgeois 

vs. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Complainant alleged an unjust rate for passenger fare between Sum
mit, Avenue station in ;Jersey City an(! Park Place, Newark. "The fiares 
b·etween the points mentioned are one way 17 cents; round trip, ~lO cents; 
50 trip family tickets, $6.00; 60 trip individual monthly ticket, $5.65. 
The fares e1111meratPd above are exactly the sam.ei as those charged for 
trnnsportation between the Hudson Terminal station in New York City 
and Fark Place, Ke"·ark, and I submit that it is obvi011s that the service 
rernlere<l by the railroads in the ri(le beh,·een the Summit Avenue sta
tion, ,Jersey City, and Park Place, l'\ewark, is not of eqnal value." The 
Pennsylvania Hailroad Company stated in reply that "the c:p1estions pre
sented by Mr. Bourgeois are closely eonneeterl with larger qnestions in~ 
vohing rates of fare between Park Place, Xewark, and New York and 
the use of tickets to and from uptown stations of the Hrnlson and ~Ian
haHan Hailroacl in x:ew York Cit~·. These and other questions as to the 
form of tiekets to be honored arnl ddails eonnecte(l with the accounting 
between the two companies are at present under consideration, and it 
is believed that a conch1sion will be reaehe<l between the two com
panies as to rates and othPr details that will prove, acceptable to the 
public an(l receive the approval of the Commission." An extension of 
time in ·which to makp formal ansvver was regneste<l and granted. In 
its formal answer respondent stated that "the establishment of fares 
between the1se two st:ations had to be postponed until arrangements, had 
been conclncle(l with the Hudson and1 ~fanhattan Railroad Company to 
aecept to and from their Erie Railroad station and Hoboken our issue 
of tickets reading to ancl from .Jersey City. * * -x· * It is a physical 
impossibility to colleet fares and tickets or check passengers on the 
train during the run from Summit Avenue to Grove Street, the first 
stop, or between any other stations east of Grove street, ·:+ * * .;:- A 
passenger having a one-wa.y or excursion ticket from Park Place, New
ark, to Summit Avennf:', .Jersey City, at lower 'fares than those sold from 
Park Place, Newark, to .Jersey City proper, could continue his trip be
yond Summit Avenue, an(l his transportation over the Hudson and Man
hattan Railroad loea.lly would be borne by the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company. It was, therefore, found nece·ssary to sell tickets for local 
use between Park Place, Newa.rk, and Summit Avenue, .Jersey City, at 
the f:ares in effect between Park Pla.ce, Newark, and ,Jersey Cit.Y proper, 
and rebate to the passenger on leaving the train at Summit Avenue the 
difference in fares. This has been done to become effective .Tune first, 
prox. so as to make the net fares between these two stations fifteen 
(15) cents one way, and twenty-eight (28) cents excnrsion. * * * * * 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



332 Punuc UTILITY CoM~HSSIOKERs' REPORT. 

The one one-way and excursion fares between these two stations are 
on our actual basis of two and one-half (21h) cents per mile for one way 
tickets, the distance being five and eight-tenths (5.8) miles, with a cor
responding reduction in the excursion fare. The complainant in this 
case resides in vVest Hoboken, and, under the arrangement consummated 
with the Hudson and l\Ianhattan Railroad Company, he can travel be
tween the Hoboken station of the Hudson and :Manhattan Railroad and 
Park Place, Newark, at one-\vay fare of seventeen (17) cents, excursio~ 
fare of thirty (30) cents anc~ sixty trip monthly fare of $5-65, the same 
as between Jersey City proper and Park Place, Kewark." 

Answer sent to complainant June 4th, 1912. 

H. C. Oster 

vs. 

Atlantic City Gas Company. 

"' Complainant alleged that the Atlantic City Gas Company charged its 
new customers $10.00 for the use of gas and that as said charge was not 
made to old customers this constituted a discrimination. The company 
in reply admitted that it ma-1e and enforcea a regulation requiring a de
posit from customers, not owners of real estate or whose accounts are 
not guaranteed. If such deposit is for a short period, interest is not al
lowed, but for a period approximating one year, interest is allowed at 
the legal rate of six per centum. "The experience of this company and 
its predecessors has been that Atlantic City houses are rented for short 
periods, and such tenants frequently leave \vithout adjusting bills. It 
is impossible for respondent to protect itself in the collection of its 
accounts without a guarantee or deposit. Respondent and its prede
cessors have been enforcing this regulation for a number of years, with
out complaint." On the issue joined hearing was held, following which 
complaint was dismissed for lack of proof of discrimination against 
complainant. 

Heard June 18th, 1912. 

vs. } 
W. T. Thecker 

Tintern Manor Water Company. 

Complainant stated that he was building a residence on Campbell 
Avenue, Long Branch, a street running west from Norwood Avenue, and 
that th~re was no water main on the street. It was alleged that "three 
property holders have signed applications aggregating $:13.00 per year. 
In addition to this, another property holder, already using water through 
a private pipe line, has expressea his intention to connect to the pro
posed main if laid. The re\'elllle now derfred from this property holder 
amounts to $18.00. The water company refuses to include this consumer 
in the prospective revenue, with the intention, apparently, of forcing 
the three new applicants to make up the minimum revenue of $40.00. 
If the existing revenue were included, the immediate revenue would 
amount "to $51.00 or $11.00 more -than the minimum. One of the new con
sumers will install additional conveniences in the coming fall, bringing 
up the income to $8.00 or $10.00 more. Campbell Avenue is situated in 
one of the best new residential sections of Long Branch which is rapidly 
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building up. A good revenue from this extension is absolutely assured 
in the near future." 

The respondent stated that it would be willing to make the exten
sion, "provided the four owners of property on the street will sign our 
usu;al guarantee. vVe have sent a copy to Mr. ·Thecke•r and requested 
him to have it signed and return to us. The applications he presented 
were all in blank as to the amounts guaranteed and he presented none 
from Mr. Brown, the property holder mentioned by him, paying $18.00 
per year. vVe explained to him that the blank amounts should be filled 
in by the person signing the contracts, but they were not returned 
to us." 

The contract provided that payment shoulcJ be made annually in ad
vance for service and shonl<l continue to be macle annually by the con
sumers for a period of fiye years "at the rate now fixed by the company 
and appearing in the printed schedu~e used by the said company for 
the information of consumers," payment to be made to the "amount set 
opposite their respective signatures per year, whether they take water 
amounting to that sum or not. The aggregate being not less than fifty
one dollars." 

This was objected to by ~Ir. Brown, who it was stated was willing 
"to pay a fair assessment based on his fluctuating horse ontfit,-he does 
a large amount of hauling, grading, etc., during the summer months, 
buying and selling his outfit as C'onditions require, but refuses to sign 
the fiye yE:•ar contract or to pay the annual charge for horses, 'Yhich he 
does not keep all the year around." 

The matter was referred to the Board's Inspector who, after examining 
the conditions adYise•d that the situation was one corning under the 
r11ling requiring the installation of a meter, wHh the proper minimum 
charge applicable in connection with an ordinary sized meter, and it 
"·a,s recommended that a meter be installed on Mr. Brown's premises. 

,\nswer sent to complainant June 14th, Hl1~. 

vs. } Thomas H. Brown 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Complainant alleged that no trains of the Hudson and Manhattan Rail
road Company stop at the J\fanhattan Transfer, between 7.48 and 8.44 
a. rn., for the accommodation of Pennsylvania Railroad passengers com
ing in from points on the New York and Long Branch Railroad between 
said times, and particularly passengers coming up from Asbury Park 
on the t1.4:~ and 7.16 trains out of Asbury Park, arriving at .Manhattan 
Transfer at 8: 10 and 8: 81 respectively, and which passengers are bound 
for or desire to stop off at either the Summit Avenue or Grove Street 
stations. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company replied stating "we are 
obliged to run trains both steam and electric on the outside of the 
Transfer during certain hours to expedite the movement; to undertake 
to platform all trains would result in congestion, causing a block. 

Our schedule has not been arranged with the idea of all passengers 
on Jersey City steam trains desiring intermediate stops on the Hudson 
and Manhattan Line, between Manhattan Transfer and Jersey City. We 
'vill accommodate as many trains at the Transfer platforms as possible 
and passengers ~rn trains going into our Jersey City station can avail 
themselves of eiti1er the up or1 downtown lines of the Hudson and Man
hattan Railroad, at the same rate of fare, except an additional two cent 
exit charge on the New York side: of the uptown line." 

Copy sent complainant June 12th, 1912. 
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vs. N~w Jersey. } 

Samuel Cochran 

Central Railroad Company of 

CompJainant stated that he had seyera1 years ago uought in partner
ship with E. T. Greeniield a piece of property on the line of the .Newarl.;: 
E1·anch of the Central Hailroad Company of .:\'ew Jersey, fronting 011 

Hall clolph Avenue, Jersey City. It was claimed that the property for 
mer :20 years had been used as a fact on· site and that the "Central Rail
road Co;npany has ahYays sened the faetories with freig11t cars on the 
~'idiug. Some months ago they di:scontinued this service, putting the 
le:s:sec:s of the property to considerable expense and inco1weuieuce. \Ye 
luffe labored -..vith them in Yain to tn· and induce them to resume this 
serdce so abruptly diseo11tim1e(1. '" ,; '". .. \Ye can see no reason why 
this factory should not be sened with cam on this siding, although it 
may be necessary to make some slight change on the track as it is now 
constitutecl." · 

The respondent denied that it always served factories with fre'ight 
('Hrs on the siding referred to, or that it established a custom to clo so, 
lrnt admitted that it occasionally set up a car for cleliYery on the 
siding, and / that such oecasi'onal service -..vas discontinued in ,January, 
101::. It was denied that the :siding had ever been a siding for public 
delivery of freight, "but -..nt:s eonstructed in the year 1884 as a switch 
lead from a side track of respondent's railroad to the coal trestle of 
Hitehings and Cornp:rn,\', and has been 1naintained and used since that 
time for thnt purpose." It "\Yas claimed that placing cam f?r delivery 
on the track at the point in qnestion -..vas attended with danger to the 
"responclent's passengers embarking a11<l disembarking at the Arlington 
A venue station, and obstrueted the view westward of persons crossing 
the railroad on Randolph ~\Yenue fr01n the north, thereh,Y increasing 
the risk incurred, and the resumption of such sen·ice would be attended 
"\Yith the risks and dangers above mentioned. * ·* -Y.· * The respondent 
has examined the feasibility of prO\'iding the complainant's company 
with siding faeilities, but finds it impracticable to furnish it with a 
track, or to change tihe siding in question so as to afford said facilities." 

Answer sent to complainant June 18th, HJ12. 

Hendrickson and Dilatush 

vs. 

Delaware & Atlantic Telegraph & Telephone 

Company. 

Complainants stated tha.t they had a telephone of the Delaware and 
Atlantic. Telegraph and Telepl10ne Company in their office since 190i3, 
lrnt that during the past few months the telephone company had at 
various times requested complainants to consent to removal of tiheir 
telephone giving as a reason Uiat the company had withdrawn from 
business in vVashington Township. On February 27th, 1912, petitioners re
ceived notice from the Telephone company that at the expiration of ten 
days from date the telephone in petitioners' office would he removed and 
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serYice discontinued. l'etitionen,; claimed that a large part of their lrnsi
ness is Clmdnctul in territon' tierved b\' the Delaware and .\ tln11tic 'l'ele
'phone Company and tlmt withdrawal ~f the .,;erYice would be an irrepar
able inj11ry to them. The respo1u1ent stated in reply, that the petition
en; contracted for their senice Xovem\Jer 1-lth, l~J07, at which time re
spornlent had au exchange at Han,iilton Square ancl that their agent in 
whose store the exchange was located refuse(l to continue its operation 
claimi11g that it interfered with his other lrnsiness. ·'Abont this time 
"·e \\ere 11e~·Ptiati11g with the Fanuen;' Telephone Company to lrn\·e tlwrn 
take m·er \Yashington Township and operate it from the .\llentown 0x
<"hange. but in orrler that ml'r subscribers in this territory wonld not 
IJe without telephone sen·iee \Ye arranged to serYe them through the Tren
ton Central ottice by means of long multi-party lines. \Ye recognized that 
it '"as not logfral from either an engineering or a commercial stan(lpoint 
to furnish snch direct Trenton exehange sen,iee but usecl this method 
merely as a temporary arrangemt::·11t to furnish service nntil the negotia
tions with the Farmers' Telephone Company could be completed." 

It ~was C'laimPd that tihe petitiouen; could be properly sen,ed from the 
Allentown exehange; that serdee is furnished between Allentown and 
Trenton Ly means of a tnm k line owne(l by respondent, but that if 
petitioners rlesired it they wonld be furnished direct from the Trenton 
exchange at standard rates for sueh sen·ice. Hespon(lent aclmittecl that 
it had at various ti1nes re(1 uestecl petitioners to ~ousent to remoYal of 
their telephone ~which terminates on the Trenton exchange, claiming that 
such ehange V\'as advisable for the reason "that it did not seeu1 fair to 
continue to furnish them with sen·iee under the existing confraet, since 
in Yiew of cornn1ercial and engineering objections ~we \HTe not in posi
tion to otT:er a similar arrangement io all other subscribers." On the 
issue joined hearing was held at which the Board announced as its 
opinion that the statute plac·es upon it the c1nty of eliminating and pro
hibiting discriminations; that it has been shown to the satisfaction of 
the Doanl that this is a case of discrimination in fayor of the complain
ants, ancl the only ease of discrimination in this territory. It was de
cided that this discrimination should be eliminated and the eomµYaint 
dismissed. 

Heard June 11th, Hl12. 

vs. } 
Mrs. J. W. Connolly 

New York Telephone Company. 

Complainant alleged that she had made application to the New York 
Telephone Company for a telephone, but that the company would not 
supply the same, owing to a disputed bill with her husband. Mrs. Con
nolly claimed that she .owned a bu.siness and property personlly and that 
the company had no right to refnse her service because of a debt of her 
husband. The company stated in reply that it had been unable to sub
stantiate Mrs. Connolly's statement that she owned the business personally 
and the property as \Yell. H wa1s stated that if Mrs. Connolly would 
make affidavit so stating, the company would furnish the desired service 
and that the company \Vas willing to prepare an affidavit for her to sign. 
The Board suggested to Mrs. Connolly that she sign such affidavit. 

Answer sent to eomplainant June 26, 1912. 
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Frederick P. Ott 

vs. 

The Proprietors of the Morris Aqueduct. 

Complainant stated that at his request the water supply was discon
tinued to his property, Ko. 89 Speedwell Avenue, Morristown, but that 
witl10ut his "knowledge or consent, the proprietors of the Morris Aque
duct condemned the service pipe and now want me to pay for a new 
connection to a new main. * * * . -r. The proprietors of the Morris 
Aqueduct have laid a new main in Speedwell Avenue to replace an old 
one and want all connections made to the new main; evidently at the 
property mvner's expense. 

The cost of making a new connection to No. 89 Speedwell Avenue will 
be $5"/.50, which amount does not include plumber's charges for connec
tion to the house plumbing system." 

It was claimed that the position of the company required payment 
twice for the same serdce. Hespondent stated in reply that two frame 
buildings at Nos. 85 and 89 Speedwell Avenue were for many years sup
plied by water through two service-pipes attached to respondent's street 
main. These two pipes leading from street main to inside of building 
"were the property of 1Ir. Ott, having been laid many years ago by, and 
at the expense of ~Ir. Ott's predecessor in title, and were not provided 
with curb-stops." 

It was further stated that ~fr. Ott ·wrote respondent a letter request
ing that water be turned off, and that soon after an examination was 
made of the premises at l\o. 89 Speed,vell Avenue, when the water pipes 
therein were found to be in a leakv condition, and the two old service 
pipes unfit to remain in use under the new pavement soon to be laid on 
Speedwell Avenue. lt "\Vas claimed that Mr. Ott had ample time to make 
a new water connection before the new pavement was lai(l, that this was 
sug·gested to the complainant and that if he had clone so the cost would 
have been small. 

Answer sent to complainant, June 27th. 1912. 

Mansfield Township 

vs. 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 

Company. 

RaHroad 1 
J 

Complainant alleged that the Delaware, Lackawanna and \V-estern Rail
road Company removed the gate and discharged a gate tender maintained 
for a number of years at "Huselton crossing"; that the crossing is a 
dangerous one, and that the gate was ordered placed there by the Court 
of Chancery "more than ten years ago." Respondent replied stating that 
on account of the opening of the cut off line, which took off most of the 
through traffic from the old line, it was felt that the crossing "would 
be sufficiently protected by a flagman, without the use of gates. The 
train movements over this section of the road have been reduced from 
70 to 75- per cent. I find, however, that the section foreman in error 
removed the gate altogether and as soon as this complaint was brought 
to our attention, instructions were issued to have him re-instated." 

Answer sent to complainant June 25th, 1912. 
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vs. } 
Max P. Arlt 

New York Telephone Company. 

Petitioner claimed that on or al:iout the first of September, 1910, when 
he changed his residence from Clifton to East Crescent, Allendale he ap
plied to the New York Telephone Company, to transfer his telephone to 
the new address, that the company replied that it could not do so at 
that time as it had no poles at East Crescent Avenue; that petitioner 
thereupon ofl'eretl to secure for the company the right to stretch wires 
over the poles of the Electric Light Company along East Crescent Avenue 
or to set private poles on his property from his residence to Franklin 
Turnpike as the rear of petitioner's property faces Franklin Turnpike 
where the New York Telephone Company has tnrnk lines. It was claimed 
that petitioner "\\as assured that telephone c0nncction would be made 
V\!ith his resideuce not later than March 1st, 1912, but that no eonnection 
had been made. 

Petitioner claimed that one of his neighbors "had.his telephone removed 
recently and wlien the agent of the New York Telephone Company was 
requested to use this empty wire for your petitioner he replied that he 
did not know what had become of the wire." The Board was asked to 
compel the company to fui·nish petitioner with telephone service. 

The company stated in reply that telephone subscribers in Allendale 
and vicinity arc being temporarily served on pr..rty lines extending from 
the Hiclgewood central oft!ce, an averag-e distance of six miles; that the 
trunk line carrying these temporary circuits is now filled to jts maxi
mum capacity; that to increase the subscribers' Ust and continue serving 
in this temporary manner would involve reconstruetion of the trunk pole 
line from Hidgewoocl to Allendale at a consiflerable expense, pra<:ticaliy 
all of which w011lcl, in the event of estabishing a central office at Allen
dale, become a total loss. 

The conclitions that obtain today in connedion with supplying tele
phone service in Allenclale were anticipated by this company two years 
ago when negotiations were opened with the Borough officials with a 
view to passage by that body of a suitable ordinance permitting the 
establishment of a central office in Allendale and the construction of a 
suitable permanent plant for serving the people in A Uenrlnle and sur
rounding villages with telephone service. 

Our failure to connect Mr. Arlt on existing lines js due to the fact 
that all lines in the borough, with the exception of one, are carrying the 
maximum nunber of telephones. The line in question is undoubtedly 
the removed subscriber referred to in the complaint, namely a Mr. Archer, 
who moved out in the \¥inter ·with the expectation of returning in the 
Spring, and while he has not as yet returned, the line is not available 
for serving Mr. Arlt without the placing of additional construction of a 
temporary nature. Other renewals have occurred from time to time and 
in each instance the vacant space was reoccupied by an applicant within 
reaching distance, no temporary construction being involved. 

This company is quite anxious to serve J\fr. Arlt and all others in this 
territory and with this idea in mind we will continue our efforts to se
cure a satisfactory ordinance." 

Answer sent complainant Jnly 10th, 1912. 
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City of South Amboy. 

vs. 

Puhlic Service Gas Company. 

T11t• Cit,· Clerk of South _\m!Joy fonntnlecl to the Boanl a copy of a 
resolutio1~ acloptt·d I>_,. thp Cmmnon Counci I of the Cit,\·, which read as 
follows: 

"\Yhereas a, number of property owners allCl resident;; on the streets 
J..:nmvn as Portia and Feltu,..,. Streets lrnYe requcstecl the Public Service 
(;as Company to furnish gas for light and fuel on the above named 
streets and 

\Yhereas the said Public· ServiC'e (;as Cornpan.'· have rl'fused the property 
cnvners on these streets to give the1n the sel'YH~e of gas; 

Be It Resolved that the City Clerk he and is hereby directed to com
mm1icate with the Publie Gtilities Commission to demand the said Pub
lic Seniee Gas Company to eornpl,\· "·ith the requC'st of the people and 
the Common Council of the Cit.'· in the matter of furnishing gas 'vithout 
discrimination." This tn1s aeceptecl as a complaint and a copy \Yas sent 
to the Public Serviee Gas Cornpan,,·. 

The eompany replied stating ''that the extension of street mains men
tioned in the complaint of said cit.'· di(l not show an adequate return on 
the investment, but as there has been some im1novement by the bulding 
of hollses in that section the ]ast hvo years and inrlications seem to point 
to the fact that other houses are 1ike1y to he huilt in that Yicinity, the 
company has already commenced the laying of its mains." 

,\ mnver sent to complainant .T11ly 17th, 1 \ll:?. 

W. N. Chapman 

vs. 

Public Service Electric Company. 

Complainant alleged that he rented a hom;e at Xo. 1-t Harvard Street, 
East Orange, to ~W. H. Underhill, that ~fr. l'nderhill applied to the Public 
Service Electric Company for current ancl "·as informed that the com
pany would be unable to supply him. Tt was claimed that six h011ses 
within a short distance receiYed electric service. 

The company stated in reply that it has 110 right to erect p0les in the 
City of East Orange "and the constrnction of the conduit required for 
the furnishing of the senice in question is of such cost that the business 
from :Mr. Chapman's house does not show an adequate return. 

The respondent, however, is under obligation by contract with the City 
of East Orange to build a certain number of feet of nnderground conduit 
in said city each year and this respondent has determined to let tl1e ex
t~msion to complainant's house cover a part of its requirement for the 
succeeding year and proposes to build the extension on that basis." 

Answer sent to company July 13th, 1912. 
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vs. } Mrs. Louis J. Reckendo'l"fer 

Tintern Manor Water Company. 

Complaint alleged inadequate senice at her residence in Long Branch 
and a break in the main of the Tintern Manor vVater Company. It was 
charged that ovving to low pressure it was impossible to obtain a proper 
supply of water. The company stated in reply that the service pipes in 
the house have Leen in many years; that the complainant recently added 
several bath rooms in her house, that the lack of pressure is in the hot 
water faucets only, the pressure ueing amvle in the cold water faucets, 
with a hose connection rtmnfog continually in the yard, which would in
dicate that the hot water supply is C'onnected on a service pipe which is 
probably uadly corroded and shoul<l 1Je replaced by a new pipe." 

The company denied that there had been a leak in its main pipe, but 
stated that there had been a l:lmall leak in a l:lupply pipe belonging to a 
Mrs. Henrietta Smith, ,\'110 was notified and who had the pipe repaired. 

The matter was referred to the Board's Inspector who reported that 
the trouble was not clue to lack of pressure in the company's mains, and 
that he had suggested making a connection between two service pipes 
within the house, indicating the plaee wh0re the same should he made, 
"·hich it was believed would remon' the trouble. 

Answer and copy of Inspef'tor's report sent to complainant .July 
22nd, rn12. 

vs. } 
J. B. Kinsey 

I. A. Lee. 

Complainant alleged that I. A. Lee operates a public water plant at 
High Point, New Jersey, and that the said I. A. Lee refused to supply 
water to complainant's hotel. It was claimed that ·water rent had always 
been paid when due. Respondent stated that he ·was not a general dis
penser of water and had no charter for'that purpose, that he had put up 
a wind-mill and was supplying wa.ter to a few houses built on his land. 
It was further stated that the complainant has a good supply of water 
on his land and by putting up a windmill would have same advantages 
as respondent. 

Answer sent to complainant .July Hith, 1912. 

vs. } Otto Grimmer 

New York Telephone Company. 

Complainant alleged refusal by New York Telephone Company to in
stall a direct line telephone at his residence in Ocean Grove. Respondent 
alleged in reply that Ocean Grove is served from its Asbury Park cen
tral office by a cable attached to a bridge across Wesley Lake and that 
at points beyond the run of the cable "practically all of the plant is tem
porary construction and consists of single wire in general attached to 
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the poles of the electric plant Of Ocean Grove Camp Meeting Association, 
under an informal arrangement between the association and the tele
phone company." It was claimed that a number of the existing pole 
lines are overloaded with single wires and additional wires for new sub
scribers cannot be properly run; that plans were made providing for the 
placing of a comprehensive aerial cable distribution system throughout 
Ocean Grove, but that1 the company had not been able to secure a satis
factory agreement vvith the Ocean Grove Camp Meeting Association. The 
company claimed that it should not place additional temporary construc
tion wMch would ultimately have to be removed when permanent con
struction is provided. 

'.The ma.tter was referred to the Board's Inspector who reported that 
"it is probable some agreement will be reached in a short time, which 
would mean entire loss of any temporary construction done at the present 
time. Also there are a number of other applicants for service, so that 
it would hardly be fair to connect one temporarily without making simi
lar provision for all, which would amount to a great deal of unnecessary 
expense." 

Answer sent to complainant, July 19th, Hl12. 

vs. } 
Borough of Carlstadt 

Hackensack Water Company. 

The Borough of Carlstadt c01nplained that the quantity and pressure 
of water provided by the "Hackensack vVater Company thr011gh its mains 
and hydrants for fire purposes are grossly inadequate," and that at times 
the company furnished no water. ""\ similar complaint was made with 
respect to supplying water for domestic purposes. The areas claimed to 
be affected were described in the petition. 

_The company alleged in reply that its colltract with the Borough of 
Carlstadt provided that the vvater company sliould supply water from 
its pumping station at ~e·w ~Iilford, which is practically at sea level; 
that the higher levels of the Borough where "the lack of pressure is 
particularly emphasized in the complaint are very much higher than 
sea level, ·Y.· * * -:-:- that the authorities of the Borough and the in
habitants thereof, as "·ell as the water company, realized that as this 
upper portion of the Borough was settled, unsatisfactory conditions with 
respect to pressure were at times going to be experienced. The company 
admi_ts frankly that for brief periods, particularly when repairs and con
sequent shut-duwns have been necessary (and more particularly during 
a period commencing the early part of June and lasting to and includ
ing July 15th in the year 1912 when the laying of a 5-t inch pipe con
nection between the pumps and the pressure mains at New Milford in
volving night and day work much of the time seriously interfered with 
the maintenance of pressure) that the water pressure available to those 
living on this higher area has been little or nothing. The water company, 
however, alleges that the pressure conditions in the Borough (aside from 
the periods hereinabove referred to) are and were all that were to be 
reasonably expected at the time the water mains in this area were laid." 
It was further stated that unsuccessful negotiations had been had with 
a view to the water company building a stand pipe and auxiliary pump
ing station through which high pressure service could be maintained 
in the higher levels of the Borough, such service to be maintained in con
sideration of a moderate hicrease in rates to private consumers. 

Answer sent to complainant Au:gust 1st, 1912. 
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vs. } David Cole 

General Water Supply Company. 

Complainant alleged that the General Water Supply Company refused 
to supply him with service at his residence in West Collingswood. The 
company stated in reply that the matter of the construction of a munici
pal water plant at Collingswood was under consideration; that certain 
proceedings relating thereto were before the Supreme Court and that 
until the determination of the matter the company felt it would not be 
justified in spending money in the extension of its distribution system. 

Answer sent to complainant July 31st, 1912. 

Lester R. Weller } 

vs. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Company and Lehigh 

and Hudson River Railway Company. 

Complainant asked that the Board establish a rate on ice from llift 
Lake on the Pennsylvania and Lehigh and Hudson River Railroads of 65 
cents per ton. 

The distance from Iliff Lake to Belvidere was given as 26 miles and 
distance from Belvidere to Trenton as 63.9 miles, making total distance 
by rail of 89.9 µiiles. It was alleged that the charge from Pocono to 
Trenton is $1.05 per ton, that the same rate applies to shipments from 
Iliff Lake to Trenton while the rate from Pocono to Hoboken, a distance 
of 124.5 miles, is bu,t 65 cents per ton. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company answered claiming distance from 
Iliff Lake to Trenton as 92.5 miles and admitting that the rate was $1.05, 
per net ton as against 65 cei1ts per net ton from Pocono to Hoboken. 
The latter rate, it was claimed, was put in force by the Delaware, Lacka
wanna and vVestern Hailroad Company on the order of the Interstate 
Commerce 'Commission because the Pocono shippers came in strong com
petition at Hoboken with ice harvested on the Hudson River. It was 
claimed that this had no bearing on the rate to Trenton and that the 
rate from Iliff Lake was reasonably low. 

The Lehigh and Hudson River Railway Company repeated statement 
that the rate of 65 cents per ton from Pocono to Hoboken was fixed by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission and claimed that no ice had been 
shipped by complainant since the ·destruction by fire of his ice house 
several years before and that the failure to rebuild was not due to the 
rate fixed on ice. 

It was further a.lleged that ice is gathered in large quantities in the 
lakes of the Pocono mountains and affords a large amount of traffic to 
the carriers and the carriers are enabled to carry the same at a less 
rate than ice could be carried profitably from Iliff Lake. 

Answers sent to complainant July 31st, 1912. 
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Northwestern Improvement Association of 

Newark 

vs. 

Adams Express Company. 
} 

Complainant alleged that the Adams Express Company refused to de
liver a package addressed to X o. ;'5:12 X orth Hh Street, N e·wark, but re
quired addressee to call for same at the express office. The company 
answered stating that the package referred to had been delivered and that 
upon the "completion of a garage and installation of motor wagons, which 
\vill be within the next few weeks, the deliYery limits will be extended 
so as to include the premises, No. ;):12 North Fourth Street." 

Answer sent complainant August 7th, 1012. 

vs. } 
W. Locke Rockwell 

Public Service Railway Company. 

Complainant alleged that the Public Senice Railway Company refused 
to give transfers at Bloomfield Centre, from Bloomfield Avenue cars 
marked "Bay Avenue" to Bloomfield Avenu.e cars going \'vest to Mont
clair, ·verona and Caldwell. It was claimed that a large number of people 
were incOil\'enienced by the company's rule. 

The company admitted that it did not give the transfers, but claimed 
that for many years the people of Bloomfield complained that cars going 
to X ewark were full on reaching Bloomfield and that proper facilities 
were not given Bloomfield residents on the Bloomfield Avenue line. "To 
meet this condition the Public Service Hailway Company received per
mission from the Town of Bloomfield to connect its tracks in Bloomfield 
A venue \Vi th its tracks in North Broad Street, and then installed from 
Newark to Bloomfielcl a separate line of street cars with terminal in 
Bloomfield at Ray Avenue and North Broad Street; that line intended to 
accommodate the people living in Bloomfield and Newark on the Bloom
field· Avenue line, and to give people rsiding in Montclair and beyond 
better facilities in cars running to those places. The person who de
sires to ride to Montclair on the street r:tilwav does not reach his destina
tion any sooner and does not get any better 'accommodation by boarding 
the Bay Avenue car and transferring at Bloomfield Centre. 

There is no ordinance or other obligation binding on the street railway 
compa"Oy to give transfers demanded by Mr. Locke Rockwell's complaint." 

The complainant replied to the answer of the company and on the 
issue joined headng \Vas held. Followhig the bem·ing the petition was 
dismissed. 

Hearing held July 26th, 1912. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC enLITY CO:\DllSSIO:"\iERS. REPORT. 

Howard Applegate, Mayor of Barnegat City 

vs. 

Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele 

phone Company. 

343 

Complainant alleged that in Hl05 the Delaware and Atlantic T'elegraph 
and Telephone Company "\Vas given a franchise to construct a telephone 
line within the borough "\vith the proviso "that telephone service must be 
maintained both winter and summer." 

1t "\vas stated that the company had removed all pay stations and tele
phone booths and had announced fiat rates for business and residence 
service. "As the business pla<'es cannot afford or will not pay their rate 
and there are 110 private subscribers, we have 110 telephone connections, 
hence no telephone service. All we ask is that a slot machine be in
stalled in one of our business places, accessible to the public; all services 
to he paid for at the regular rates." 

The company answered stating that a public telephone station had been 
plaeecl on the premises of the complainant "on the 9th instant." 

~\lls"\vEr sent to ('Omplainant A11gnst 14th, 1\l12. 

vs. } Francis J. Batchelder 

Philadelphia & Reading Railway Company. 

Complainant alleged that while the Philadelphia and Reading Com
pany had an excursion rate from Xt•'v York and Jersey City to Skill
nian ancl return, no excursion tickets were sold at Skillman and those 
travelling from Skillman to New York and returrn were compelled to pay 
the one wa,y fares in both directions. This wasi claimed to be an unfair 
discrimination against Skillman. The company answered admitting that 
return tickets between Skillman and i\ ew York were not sold at Skill 
man, but stated that it intended to place such tickets on sale at Skill
man at the earliest practkable date . 

.Answer sent to complainant August 21st, 1912. 

Ella M. Humphrey, Chairman Public Health 

Committee, Hackensack 

vs. 

Erie and New York, Susquehanna and West

ern Railroad Companies. 

Complainant alleged unclean and unsanitary conditions at certain sta
tions of the Erie Ranroad in Hackensack. The company stated that in
structions had been issued to keep the stations in a neat and sanita.ry 
condition. 

The matter was referred to the Board's inspector with instructions to 
keep watch on the stations in question. 

Answer s~nt complainant September 3rd, 1912. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



344 Punuc CnLITY Co:'lnnssroNERs' REPORT. 

Board of Education, Borough of Collings

wood 

vs. 

Collingswood Sewerage Company. 

Complainant alleged that the Collingswood Sewerage Company threat
ened to discontinue service at a public school in Collingswood ujnless an 
old and disputed bill for service vvas rendered. 

The Board sent a copy of the complaint to the sewerage company and 
notified it that independent of the merits of the eontroversy ,the judgment 
of the Board was that resort to the drastic measure of discontinuing serv
ice would nci't be justified and that "pending determination of the matter 
at issue, between your company and the complainant in a proper tri· 
bunal, your company should continue to supply service to the com
plainant." 

The company notified the Board that pending rendering of decision 
by the Board sewerage serdce to the school would not be discontinued. 
It appeared from the answer of the company that it had several years 
before, in the belief that it "·as,i authorized so to do bv the President of 
the Board of Education, connected a school in the ndrough of Cq>llillgs
wood with the sewerage system and supplied for a time service through 
the connection. The Board of Education claimed that the connection 
was unwarrant.ed and the company was notified to disconnect. On Janu
ary 2nd, 1912, the Board of Education ordered the serYice pipe to be re
connected with the se\\·erage mains of the company. The Board o-f Pub
lic L'tility Commissioners adYised the complainant and respondent that 
it would have no power to compel the payment of the bill if the company 
·was entitled to payment, but that apparently the company's redress 
would be to collect the amount in a court of law. The Board further 
advised that refusal to pa~· the bill did not, in its opinion, relieve the 
company of the obligation o.f continuing t-0 supply service at its regular 
charge. The Board expressed itself ·willing to arbitrate the matter if 
desired by both parties in interest. 

Answer sent to complainant Septenicber :rn. Hll2. 

vs. } P. J. Collins 

Hackensack Water Company. 

Complainant alleged that tlw Hackensack \Yater Company turned off 
water supply at his residenee in the latter part of June, although he had 
paid all bills, the Company claiming his bill had not been paid. 

Respondent atimitted that water was turned off for about two hours, 
owing to a misunclei·standing, and that the matter had been explained 
to complainant before he communicated with the Board. 

AnR\'\Ter sent to complainant September 26th, 1912. 

----·-

Louise Pfeiff er 

} vs. 

Public Service Electric Co. 

Complainant alleged that she could not obtain current for electric .i..·· 

lighting, having applied for same and been refused. 
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Respondent stated that when application was made there were no 
underground conduits from which complainant could be supplied and 
that respondent was without power to run an overhead connection. 
"vVhile at the present time under ground conduits are being constructed 
in the City of East Orange as rapidly as practicable they do not, and 
-..vill not for some time, reach the territory occupied by complainant." 

Answer sent to complainant September 10th, 1912. 

vs. } Paul G. Mehlin & Sons 

New York Telephone Co. 

This >vas one of a number of complaints of similar kind alleging in
ability to obtain service from the Xew York Telephone Company in the 
town of \Vest New York. The Company ans,vered that it could not make 
connections because the Town of Union had not issued the necessary 
permit to open up 120 feet of Ilergenline Avenue. Subsequently this per
mit was issued and complaints satisfied. 

Answer sent to complainant September 13th, 1912. 

vs. } City of East Orange 

Erie Railroad Company. 

The City of East Orange filed a complaint alleging inadequate protec
tion at the crossings of I .. ake Street and Kearny Street and the Erie 
Railroad Company in said city. 

The Company ans>vered clairning that the instailation of a crossing 
bell would furnish ample protection when consideration is given to the 
amount of traffic and to the exceptionally good views which may be had 
in both directions by pedestrians approaching either crossing and that 
arrangements had been made to install bells at both crossings. 

The answer being unsatisfactory to the complainant, hearing was held 
at which by mutual consent the matter was referred to the Board's In
spector. 

The inspector recommended that a standard crossing bell be placed at 
Lake Street and a flagman at Kearny Street between the hours of G: 20 
a. ni. and 9: 10 p. rn. 

Hearing held September 27th. 1912. 

vs. } 
Jacob Jeck 

Monmouth County Water Co. 

Complainant alleged that because of refusal to pay an excessive bill 
the Company cut off supply of water at premises owned by him. 

Respondent alleged that the amount claimed was justly d ne for water 
supplied. 

On the hearing the Company agreed to resume service stating that pro
ceedings would be instituted in a proper tribunal for amount of claim. 

Hearing held November 8th, 1912. 
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vs. } Highlands Board of Trade 

Cer.tral Railroad Co. of New Jersey. 

Complainant alleged that at the passenger station of the Central Hail
road Company of X e'Y .J ersev the toilets were closed; that the station is 
located partly on the briclg~e crossing the Shrewslrnry Hiver; that the 
platform surrounding the station is more or less of a public thoroughfare 
and that the Ughts maintained by the Company are insufficient to pro
perly protect the traveling public. It was further alleged that the sta
tion and waiting room close at 7 p. m. compelling passengers desiring 
to leave on the 8: 12 train to wait outside. 

Hespondent stated that the toilets were closed on the order of the 
state for the protection of the Shrewsbury riY€r; that arrangements had 
been rnn(le to c·ons1nl('t cc_•sspools ~whiC'b, "·hen completed, vv0111d ren1ove 
eause for this part of the complaint. 

It was dairnecl that the Company was furnishing all the lights that 
eoulcl be reasonab'y required ancl that any inadeqnaey was the fault of 
the loeal a11t11orities arnl not the respondent. 

It was flirt her claimed that the station eo11ld not under the req nire
rnents cf the Fecleral Hours of Ser\'iee La"· as interpreterl by the Inter
state Commerce Commission be kept open to exced thirteen hours in a 
twent.\·-four h011r period nnh'ss c·onYertecl into a da:v and night office 
whieh "·ould nearly double the expense of maintenance. 

lt "·as furth€r claimed that the 8: l 2 p. m. train ran but six miles be
yond the station ancl "is aYailecl of for passage to points south by only 
a relatiYe few." 

"\nswt>r st>nt eomplainant :\oyernher 12th. 1012. 

vs. } W. H. White 

New York Telephone Company. 

Complainant alJPgecl that the ~ew York Telephone Company refused 
to in~ta ll a tPkIJhone at his residence situated on Chestnut Hidge Hoad, 
Borough of :\lontvale, unless he paid for construction charges as \Yell 
as the chargt' Jor serdce. The company stated in reply that the 1com
plaina11t '·i,., unfort1111ately loeatecl where '"e haye no facilities for fur
nishing telephone service. The section is sparsely settled and there do 
not seem to be any prospects for additional business. However, while 
this eornpany wo11lcl be put to considerable expense to furnish him with 
the desired senice we would be entirely willing to incur this expense 
if ~Ir. \YhitP will assist u~ in the placing of the necessary poles, etc. 
It is tliis eorn1;any's regular practice to require applicants to assist in 
tl1e eonstrudion nnder such conditions." 

Answt>r sellt to complainant October l:ith, 1912. 
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Mrs. F. Wentz 

vs. 

Tintern Manor Water Company. 

Complainant alleged that the Tintern :Manor \Vater Company installed 
a meter in a builchng owned by her; that neither she nor her tenants 
wEre 11otiried of the installation of thei meter at the time and that the 
company's charges for water had been excesshe. The respondent 
claimed that notice of the iustalla ti on of the meter was sent to Mrs. ~\!1. 
Beihl, .a former owner of the prem.ises and the mother of complainant 
without knowledge that the property had been transferred to the com
plainant. 1t \Vas claimed that the high bills were due to leaks on the 
premises. A hearing was held in this matter at which a mutually satis
factory agreement was rnaide between the parties in interest as to pay
llH'nis of the snms in dispute, ancl the complaint was dismissed. 

Heard Now'rnher l:ith, 1912. 

Board of Edu.cation, Boro1ugh of Allenhurst} 

vs. 

Atlantic Coast Electric Railway Company. 

The Board of Echieation of the Borough of .Allenhurst complained 
tbat it had repeate'tlly requested the Atlantic Coast .Electric Hailroad 
C(JJnp:i ny to iss11e special tic•kets for sehool transportation at a slight 
reduction of fare, lrnt that :'inch tickets had not been issued. All the 
school children in the borough are carrietl m-er tbe company's line, 
there being no sehools in the borough. The company answered that it 
has no special rate of transportation or special form of ticket; that the 
r:1tEs of tranl'portation are fixed in the ordinanC>es of the vnrious 1nunici
palities throngh which the trolley line of the company extends at five 
cents per pnPse11ger for the diffennt divisions of fare zones into which 
the line is divi(led, <:'xeept that the company has for years past been 
selling tiek0ts at the rate of twenty-one for a dollar. Respondent stated 
tliat it has no objection to the issuing and providing of a special school 
ti<·ket at tht' prevailing rates, fixed in the ordinances. 

Ans\\er sent <'OtnTllninant October 25th, 1012. 

vs. } Borough of Somerville 

Public Service Railway Company. 

Tlie Horongh of Somerville complained that a half hour headway 
for cars between Haritan and Bound Brook maintained bv the Public 
Seniee R:1ihvay Company is too infrequent, fo view of increased traf
fic, for adequate seniee to be provided thereby. The company answered 
giving a traffic ceJ11s11s and stating that arrangements have been mads 
to double head cam at certain hour's named. It was further stated that 
the company would arrange to place larger type cars in operation, and 
that by the increased service "your respondent believes tha.t t·he situa
tion will be taken care of." 

Anflver sent complainant October 28th, 1912. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC l~TILITY COl\iMISSIONERS' REPORT. 

Borough of Collingswood } 

vs. 

West Jersey & Seashore Railroad CoJmpany. 

Complainant alleged that crossing of Browning road ·and tracks of 
·west .1 ersey and Seashore: Railroad Company is inadequately proteicted. 
The «ompany alleged iu reply that the view on both sides of the cross
ing for :mo feet from the same is good and that the crossing is not a 
busy one. It was claimed that the public safety did not require the pro
tection asked for. Hearing was held on. the issue joined. in this com
plaint. The Board's inspector was examined at the hearing and recom
mended that a standard crossing sign be erected and an alarm bell 
im;talled. It was stated by the representative of the complainant that 
this would be regarded as reasonable protection. The recommendation 
waE a<lopted by the company and the matter was closed. 

Hearing held Xovember 19th, 1!112. 

Applications for Approval of Issues of Stocks, 

Bonds, Mortgages, Etc. 
The following is a list of applications for approvals of issues of stock, 

bonds, etc., with the action of the Board thereon from January 1st, 1912, to 
December 31st, 1912. 

FREEHOLv AND JAMESBURG LIGHT COMPANY-$5,700.00 CAPITAL 
STOCK. 

The Jamesburg Light and Water Company was sold at receiver's sale for 
the sum of $5,700.00, the purchasers taking the name of the Freehold ·and 
Jamesburg Light Company. There was filed with the Board a certified copy 
of the order of the Court of Chancery confirming the sale. It was proposed 
to issue stock of the Freehold and Jamesburg Light Company, to the amount 
of the purchase price. 

Approved January 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 

NEW JER::JEY GAS COMPANY-$65,000.00 BONDS, $22,100.00 CAPITAL 
STOCK. 

Application was made by the New Jersey Gas Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of $65,000.00 par value five per cent. bonds and $22,100.00 
par value capital stock, the same to be used in buying properties of the 
Penn's Grove Gas Company and the Bridgeport Gas Company. The capi
talization of these companies was as follows: 

Penn's Grove' Gas Company. 

Bridgeport Gas Company. 

Stock 
Bonds 

Stock 

$30,000.00 
29,700.00 

.. $59,700.00 

$32,000.00 

Total capitalization of the two companies ....... $91,700.00 
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In purchasing 1the properties of the Penn's Grove Gas Company and the 
Bridgeport Gas Company to consolidate them with the New Jersey Gas 
Company, the latte.r company proposed to issue its stocks and bonds as fol
lows: 

Penn's Grove Gas Company. 

Bridgeport Gas Company. 

Bonds 
Bonds 
Stock 

Bonds 
Stock 

$30,000.00 
28,000.00 
16,600.00 

$74,600.00 

7,000.00 
5,500.00 

$12,500.00 

making total issues for which approval was asked of $65,000.00 par value 
boncls and $22,100.00 par valne stoelz. 

Approved January 9th, 1912, after hearing. 

STONE HARBOR ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY-$58, 700.00 
BONDS, $21,000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Stone Harbor Electric Light and Power 
Company for approval of a proposed issue of $58,700.00 bonds to pay in
debtedness for purchase of equipment of plant and lines of the company, and 
to buy additional equipment. 

Application was also made for approval of a proposed issue of capital 
stock to the amount of $21,000, of which $5,000.00 was proposed to be used 
for ·working capital, and $16,000.00 in connection with organization, etc., 
from June, 1!)10, to August 1st, 1912. 

Approved January 9th, 1912, after hearing. 

ELIZABETH AND TRENTON RAILROAD COMPANY-ACQUISITION OF 
THE ISSUE OF STOCK AND BONDS OF THE. TRENTON TERMINAL 

RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad Company applied for approval of 
proposed acquisition of the entire issue of capital stock and bonds of the 
Trenton Terminal Railroad Company for the purpose of vesting in the 
Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad Company the control .and ownership of the 
said Trenton Terminal Railroad Company. 

The Trenton Te.rminal Railroad has no cars or other rolling stock but 
forms an integral part of the Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad, and the lat
ter proposed to buy the stock and bonds of the Trenton Terminal Rail
road and pay for the same with cash in its treasury. The stock of the 
Trenton Terminal Railroad Company outstanding amounted to $15,000.00 
par value, and bonds to $15,000.00. The purchase price was fixed at the 
par value of the bonds plus accrued interest from January 1st, 1912. 

Approved January 29th, 1912, after hearing. 

NEW JERSEY TELEPHONE COMPANY-$3,000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the New Jersey Telephone Company for ap
p.roval of 1a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $3,000.00 for 
the purpose of providing funds for placing additional poles and aerial cables 
with accessories in Flemington. 

Approved, February 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 
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MONMOUTH COUNTY WATER COMPANY-$257,000.00 STOCK, 
$258,000.00 BONDS. 

This was an application for the approval of a proposed issue of stock 
and bonds to carry out the tl»rms of a inerger approved by the Board, May 
2nd, l!H 1. Some <loubt existing as to whether the approval of the merger 
carried with it approval of the stock and bonds formal application was made 
for such approval. This inYolving no principle not heretofore approved by 
the Board and being consistent with the merger a certificate of approval 
was issued. 

Approved February 6th, 1912, after hearing. 

NORMANDY WATER COMPANY-$135,000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the ~onnandy \Yater Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of $1:>."i,000.00 C'apital stoek, the purpose of the proposed 
i:-:s11<• being to pay ecr1ain notes and 011tstanrling debts of the company 
nn<l to mahe impron.·1nE•11ts anll aclditions to the company's plant. 

Approved February Gth. Hll2, after hearing. 

NEW JERSEY NORTHERN GAS COMPANY-$215,000.00 BONDS
$75,000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

This application for approval of a. proposed issue of stock and bonds by 
the X ew Jersey ~ orthe.rn Gas Company was considered in connection with 
an application for approval of a merger of the Lambertville Gas Light Com
pany .and the Flemington Gas Light Company, into the Ke\v Jersey North
ern Gas Company. 

The bonds and stock proposed to be issued were for the purpose of re
funding bonded indebtedness of the Lambe.rtville Gas Light Company and 
the Flemington Gas Light Company and making additions and improve
ments, the same inYolving extensions into various parts of Hunterdon 
County. 

Approved February 13th, 1912, after hearing. 

MORRIS AND SOMERSET ELECTRIC COMPANY-$35,000.00 BONDS, 
$33,500.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Morris and ·Somerset Electric Company for 
approval of a p.roposed issue of $35,000.00 par value five per cent. bonds 
and $33,500.00 par value capital stock, the proooeds to be used for addi
tions to the plant ·and extensions to the distribution system. 

Approved February 27th, 1912, after hearing. 

MONMOUTH LIGHTING COMPANY-$58,000.00 BONDS, $14,000.00 
CAPITAL STOCK. 

The Monmouth Lighting Company applied for approval of a. proposed issue 
of $58,000.00 five per cent. bonds and $14,000.00 capital stock, the proceeds 
to be used for extensions and improvements contemplated and in course of 
construction. These involved the purcha&e by the petitioner of the prop
erty and franchises of the Freehold and Jamesburg Light Company and also 
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rights owned by the Hutj.son and Middlesex Telephone and Telegraph Com
pany in prnperty occupied as an electric power house at Englishtown, New 
Jersey. Applications were made by the Freehold and Jamesburg Light Com
pany and the Hudson and Middlesex Telephone and Telegrnph Company 
for permission to make sales as abon•. whic~h j)l'l'llli:"sion \Ya,; granted. 

Approved March 22nd, 1912, after hearing. 

PLEASANTVILLE WATER COMPANY-$250,000.00 BONDS, $5,300. 
CAPITAL STOCK. 

The i'leasantville \Yater Company applied for the approval of a mortgage 
of its plant and property to the Pleasantville T.rust Company, for a pro
posed issue of its five per cent. bonds thereon to the amount of $250,000.00, 
and a proposed issue of its capital stock to the amount of $5,300.00. The 
Pleasantville YYtater Company supplies the territory on the main line back 
of Atlantic City reaching from Absecon on the north to Somers Point on the 
south, and including also' Northfield. Linwood and Pleasantville in a4dition 
to Absecon and Somers Point. The issues we.re for the purpose of re
funding outstanding obligations .made for extensions and improvements. The 
application was granted subject to such provision as the Board may make 
as to amortization. 

Approved March 26th, 1912, after hearing. 

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPANY-$370,000.00 BONDS. 

Applicat:on was made by the Atlantic City Electric Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of $370,000.00 .five pe.r cent. bonds, for the re-payment 
of advances made to the company to make improvements. 

The application was granted subject to the condition that the company 
provide for amortization within the life of the bonds of the difference if 
any, of the proc·eeds, resulting from the disposition of said bonds and the 
par value thereof; such amortization to be effected on the assumption that 
said bonds are to be disposed of at 92.75%; by the setting aside annually 
for that purpose out of the net earnings of the company the sum of $1,031.73 
luntil and unless the company may obtain the approval of the Board of tihe 
setting aside of a grnater or lesser sum for the purpose. 

Approved April 2nd, 1912, aft.er hearing. 

ATLANTIC COUNTY ELECTRIC COMPANY-$16,000.00 CAPITAL 
STOCK. 

The purpose of this issue was to purchase a lot on which to erect a new 
plant and to refund outstanding notes. 

Approved April 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 

PLAINFIELD-UNION WATER COMPANY-$300,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Plainfield-Union Water Company for ap
proval of a proposed issue of $300.000.00 five per cent. bonds for the purpose 
of refunding a mo.rtgage of the Union Wiater Company to the par value of 
$135,000.00 and for payment for extensions of and additions to plant. 

Approved April 2d, 1912, after hearing. 
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OCEAN CITY SEWER COMPANY-$128,000.00 BONDS. 

The Ocean City Sewer Company applied for approval of a proposed issue 
of five per cent. bonds to the amount of $128,000.00 for the purpose of re
funding outstanding bonds and extension wa.rrants add meeting certain prom
issory notes and bills payable. In accordance with the directions of the 
State Board of Health the company installed a sewage disposal plant for 
which expenditures were made which it was proposed to fund with the 
issue of bonds, and also to provide out of said issue for extensions and 
improvements. 

Approved April 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 

TRENTON STREET RAILWAY COMPANY-$100,000.00 BONDS. 

On .Ma.rch 24th, 1911, the Board appro·ved of a proposed issuance of $500,-
000.00 five per cent. bonds of the Trenton Street Railway Company. Later 
the date of the bonds. and the interest bearing dates were changed and the 
rate of interest was also changed from five per cent. to six per cent. The 
company sold $300,000 par value of the bonds, the proceeds being expended 
in rehabilitation, .reconstruction of track, additional machinery, etc. 

Additional improvements being required, application was made for ap· 
pwval of the sale of $100,000 of the $500,000.00 issue. 

Approved April 12th, 1912, after hearing. 

TRENTON AND MERCER COUNTY TRACTION CORPORATION
$43,000. NOTES. 

The Trenton and .Mercer County Traction Corporation applied for approval 
of an issue of $43,000 notes to be used in part payment for ten electric pas
senger cars. The petitioner entered into an agreement with the vV!ilmington 
Trust Company, from which the cars were purchased to pay $10,000.00 in 
cash before :May 1st, 1912, and to pay the holde.rs of the notes in eight 
annual installments of $5,000.00, commencing May 1st, 1913, and ending 
May 1st, 1920, and in a ninth and final installment of $3,000.00, payable 
on May 1st, 1921. 

Approved April 30th, 1912, after hearing. 

CAMDEN AND SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY-$250,000 BONDS. 

The Camden and Suburban Railway Company applied for approval of a 
proposed issue of $250,000.00 five per cent. bonds, the proceeds to be used, 
in whole or part, for the purpose of taking up, or said bonds to be ex
changed, in whole or part, bond for bond, for the bonds of the Camden 
Horse Railroad Company, to the amount of $250,000.00. 

Approved April 30th, 1912, after hearing. 

COMMONWEALTH WATER AND LIGHT COMPANY-$100,000.00 
SERIAL NOTES. 

The Commonwealth Water :and Light Company applied for approval of a 
proposed issue of $100,000.00 five per cent. serial notes, the proceeds to be 
used for the purpose of reducing floating indebtedness and making exten~ 
sions. Approval was granted on condition that the notes when taken up 
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should not be included among the assets of the company, but that the prop
erty acquired by means of or covered by the issuance of such notes shall 
alone be included among the company's assets. 

Approved May 21st, 1912, after hearing. 

BOONTON ELECTRIC COMPANY-$25,000.00 BONDS. 

The Boonton Electric Company applied for approval of a proposed issue 
of $25,000.00 five per cent. bonds, the proceeds to be used to pay for exten· 
sions to plant. 

Approved May 21st, 1912, after hearing. 

PEOPLE'S WATER COMPANY-$108,920.00 STOCK, $200,000.00 
BONDS. 

Application wa,s made by the People's Water Company of Phillipsburg for 
a.pproval of a proposed issue of $108,920.00 stock, and $200,900.00 bonds, 
interest not over five per cent., the proceeds to be used for improvements 
and future development of the plant. 

Approved May 28th, 1912, after hearing. 

NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY-$25,000,000.00 BONDS.-

Application was made by the New York Telephone Company for ap
proval of an issue of $25,000,000.00 first and general mortgage four and 
one-half per cent. gold sinking fund bonds, the proceeds of the proposed 
issue to be used to purchase for the sum of $7 ,500,000 the telephone plants, 
;proper"ties and franchises in Virginia and West Virginia of the Southern 
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company and its controlled companies, and 
for the acquirement and necessary construction of facilities, throughout the 
area in which the petitioner and the controlled companies operate. 

The application was granted subject to the following conditions: 
( 1) That the securities shall be disposed of at not less than ninety per 

cent. of face value. 
(2) That the difference between par value of securities and sum realire<I 

shall be amortiz?d during life of securities or immediately. 
( 3) That not more than $8,000,000.00 of the sum realized shall be em

ployed in acquisition of the property referred to in the petition. 
( 4) That the com1panv shall semi-annuallv file with the Board a de

tailed statement of the ·~xpenditures of the· proceeds, classifying the ex· 
penditures by States. 
Approved May 28th. 1912, after hearing. 

PENINSULA WATER COMPANY-$50,000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Peninsula Water Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $50,000.00, the proceeds 
to be used for the purpose of effectuating the objects of the company's 
incorporation, the purchase of land, and construction of plant and distribu
tion system in the Townshi,p of Berkeley, Ocean County. 

Approved June 11th. 1912, after hearing. 
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HILLCREST WATER COMPANY-$20,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Hillcrest Water Company for approval of a 
proposed sale of $20,000.00 of the $50,000.00 first mortgage bonds of the com
pany, said $50,000.00 issui:> having been heretofore approved by the Board. 

The purpose of the proposed sale be'.ng to pay for additional construction 
and extensions of the system in portions of Mountain Lakes. 

Approved June 17th, 1912, after hearing. 

STOCKTON WATER COMPANY-$40,000.00 BONDS. 

A.pplication was made by the Stockton Water Company for approval of a 
prcposed issue of $40,000.00 five p?r cent. :bonds, the proce~ds to be used for 
the purpose of refunding the same amount of bonds of a previous issue. 

Approved June 18th, 1912, after hearing. 

BAY HEAD WATER COMPANY-$9,925.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

The Bay Head Water Company applied for approval of a proposed issue 
of capital stock to the amount of $9,925.00. The purpose of this issue was 
to buy the pumping plant and power, the Artesian wells and mains of the 
Bay Head Artesian Water Company, at Bay Head. 

STONE HARBOR ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY-BONDS 
$19,375.00 AND $4,500.00. 

Application was made by the Stone Harbor Electric Light and Power Com
pany for the approval of a proposed issue of bonds to the amount of 
'$1!),3i5.00, the proceeds to be used to purc~iase the outstanding capital stock 
of the Vulcan .EleC'tric Light. Heat and Power Company and the Kephmus 
\Yater Company, and p~y off the joint mortgage upon their plant, and for 
apprornl of a proposed issue of bonds to the amount of $4 500.00 for the 
purpose of purchasing an alternator and exciter dynamo and an oil engine. 

Approved July 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY-$61,500.00 DEBENTURE 
BONDS . 

. Application was made. by the Lehigh Va11ey Railroad Company of New 
Jersey for approval of a proposed issue of five per cent. debenture bonds to 
the amount of $tH,500, for the purpose of re-payment to the Lehigh Valley 
Railroad Company for advances made on account of additions and better
ments during the fiscal year ending ,June 30th, 1912. 

Approved July 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 

TRENTON TERMINAL RAILROAD COMPANY-TRANSFER OF MAJOR
. · ITY OF. CAPITAL STOCK. 

, · Application was . made by the Trenton Terminal Railroad Company for 
authority: to transfer a majority of its capital stock on the books of said 
company to the Public Service Corporation. · 

Approved July 2nd, 1912, after hearing. 
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ALFRED ·REED AND SYDNEY L. WRIGHT-$200,000.00 RECEIVERS' 
CERTIFICATES. 

Application was made by Alfred Reed and Sydney L. Wright, Receivers of 
the New Jer~y and Pennsylvania Tract.ion Company for approval of an 
issue of Receivers' Certificates of Indebtedness to the amount of $200,000.00, 
the proceeds to be used for the purpose of rehabilitating the lines of street 
railway and railroad operated by said company. 

Approved July 9th, 1912, after hearing. . 

LAMBERTVILLE HEAT, LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY-BONDS 
$2,000.00 AND BONDS $6,000.00. 

Appli~ation was made by the Lambertville Heat, Light and Power Com
pany for approval of an issue of mortgage bonds in the sum of $2,000.00 to 
take up and. retire bonds numbered six and s,even respectively of the Hun-

. terdon Electric Company heretofore issued through mistake, without the 
authority of this Board, and to further issue mortgage bonds in the sum 
of $6,000.00 to take up and retire respectively like bonds of the Hunterdon 
Electric Company. numbered eight, nine, ten, eleven, twelve and thirteen. 

Approved July 16th, l!H2, after hearing. 

MONMOUTH LIGHTING COMPANY-$3000.00 BONDS AND $2000.00. 
CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Monmouth Lighting Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of its bonds to the amount of $3,000.00 and its capital 
stock lo the amount of $2,000.00, the proceeds to be used for extensions, 

Approved July 16th, 1912, after hearing. 

M:>NMOUTH LIGHTING COMPANY-MORTGAGE-$100,000.00 TO 
AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY. 

Application was made to the Board by the Monmouth Lighting Company 
for approval of mortgage in the sum of $100,000.00 to the American 'lrust 
Company, copy of winch mortgage was filed with the Hoard. 

Approved July 16th, 1912. 

CITY GAS LIGHT COMPANY-$200,000.00 MORTGAGE BONDS
$109,875.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the City Gas Light Company for approval of a 
proposed issue of five .per cent. first mortgage bonds to the amount of $200,· 

.000.00 and capital stock to the amount of $109,875.00, the proceeds to be 
Used to provide a working cash capital of $10,0GU.00 to pay the cost of ex· 
tensions and improvements in progress and to take up unpaid coupons, past 

.due and unpaid, of bonds previously issued and outstanding and interest 
thereon, and current loan, with interest. 

Approved July 19th .• 1912, after hearing. 
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BRIDGETON GAS LIGHT COMPANY-$155,200.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Bridgeton Gas Light Company for a;pproval 
of a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $155.200.00 at the par 
value of $100.00, for the purpose of taking the place of an equal number of 
shares of common stock at the par value of $20.00 per share. 

Approved July 19th, 1912, after hearing. 

WESTVILLE AND NEWBOLD WATER COMPANY-$5000.00 MORTGAGE 
BONDS. 

Application was made by the Westville and Newbold Water Company for 
approval of an issue of its mortgage bonds to the amount of $5,000.00, the 
proceeds having been used for the 'purpose of payment for extensions to 
plant and system. 

Approved July 19th, 1912, after hearing. 

LEHIGH AND HUDSON RIVER RAILWAY-AUTHORITY TO EXPEND 
$13,627.50. 

The Lehigh and Hudson River Railway Company sold pursuant to authori· 
zation of this Board its general mortgage bonds to the par value of $1,185,-
000.00. at a premium of 1.15 % , such premium amounting to $13,627 .50. 

Application was made to spend this amount. This application was granted 
subject to the condition that the amount should be spent only in payment 
for certain shop tools, machinery and equipment, the details of which were 
set forth in the Board's certificate of approval. 

.Approved .July 23rd, 1912, after hearing. 

FARMERS' AND TRADERS' TELEPHONE COMPANY-$9500.00 
CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application wa::i made by the Farmers' and Traders' Telephone Company 
for approval of a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $9,500.00, 
the proceeds to be used for the construction of new lines, for retiring out
standing notes issued in payment of construction work to provide working 
capital, and for the payment of a stock dividend, earnings having •been in
vested in plant which might have been paid out in dividends as rapidly a~ 
accumulated. 

Approved August 6th, 1912, after hearing. 

RIVERSIDE TRACTION COMPANY-$500,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Riv,erside Traction Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of bonds to the par value of $500,000.00, the proceeds to be 
used for construction of a power plant at Burlington, sub-stations at Riv
erside, Bordentown and Burlington, transmission lines, new cars and con
strucfion work. 

Approved August 6th, 1912. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 357 

ELIZABETH AND TRENTON RAILROAD COMPANY-$990,000.00 
BONDS. 

Application was made by the Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad Company 
for approval of a proposed issue of bonds to the amount of $990,000.00, to 
be used for rehabilitation, construction and extension of its lines of railway. 

Approved August 6th, 1912, after hearing. 

ELIZABETH AND TRENTON RAILROAD COMPANY-MORTGAGE
$1,200,000.00-LOGAN TRUST COMPANY OF PHILADELPHIA. 

Application was made to the Board by the Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad 
Company for approval of a mortgage in the sum of $1,200,000.00 to the 
Logan Trust Company of Philadelphia, copy of which mortgage was filed 
with the Board. 

ELMER WATER COMPANY-$15,000.00 STOCK-$35,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Elmer Water Company for approval of a 
proposed issue of capital stock to the par value of $10,000.00, and bonds to 
the par value of $40.000.00. In lieu of approving the issues as proposed the 
Board approved issues of $15,000.00 stock and $35,000.00 bonds. 

Approved September 3rd, 1912, aftrr hearing. 

LONG BRANCH SEWER COMPANY-$20,000.00 DEBENTURE BONDS. 

Application was made by the Long Branch Sewer Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of debenture bonds to the amount of $20,000.00 for 
the purpose of providing for extensions and improvements. 

Approved September 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

BAY HEAD WATER COMPANY-$29,925.00-CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Bay Head Water Company for approval of a 
proposed issue of capital stock to the par value of $29,925.00, of which $9,-
925.00 was to be used for providing a stock dividend, and $20,000.00 for 
improvements to and enlargements of the company's plant. 

Approved September 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

NORTHAMPTON, EASTON AND WASHINGTON TRACTION COMPANY
$750,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Northampton, Easton and Washington Trac
tion Company for approval of a proposed issue of mortgage bonds to the 
par value of $750,000.00. Approved upon agreement by the company that 
the bonds should be employed in conformity with the purposes set forth by 
the company in its petition, and upon the further condition that the mort
gage be so reframed as to provide that the privilege of redemption should 
in no case be exercised except upon approval of the Board or such body 
as may succeed to its 1powers. 

Approveci Ri>nt.Pmber 10th, 1912, after hearing. 
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STONE HARBOR WATER COMPANY-$12,000.00 BONDS. 

Application was made by the Stone Harbor Wat2r Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of bonds to the par value of $25,000.00. 
. Approval was given to a proposed issue of bonds to the par value of 
$12,000.00. Of this the proceeds of approximately $9,600.00 were required 
to be applied to the payment for a portion of the present plant, amounting 
to the difference between the actual cost of the present plant and the pro
ceeds of the bonds already issued for such construction and (2) for new 
equipment for further extensions of plant and system. 

Approved September 11th, 1912, after hearing, Commissioner Daniels di$· 
senti11g. Majority and minority opinions are published in rormal findings 
and decisions of the Board. 

VuLCAN ELECTRIC LIGHT, HEAT AND POWER COMPANY-TRANSFER 
OF CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Vulcan Electric Light, Heat and rower Com· 
pany for approval of transfer of aU the capital stock on the books of said 
company to the Stone Harbor Electric Light and Power Company. 

Approved September 17th, 19f2, after hearing; 

PUBLIC SERVICE GAS COMPANY-$1,300,000 STOCK. 

Application was made by the Public 8ervice Gas Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of stock to the amount of $1,300.000, the proceeds to be used 
for ext2nsion of plant of said company, which extension was described. in de· 
tail in the petition. 
· Approved October 8th, 1912, after hearing. 

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC COMPANY-$2,750,000 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made •by the Public Serv:ce El2ctric Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $2,750,000, the proceeds 
to be used for extensions to plant, which extensions were described in detail 
in the petitfon. 
· Approved October 15th, 1912, after hearing. 

NEW JERSEY AND PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD COMPANY-$255,000. 
BONDS. 

Apphcation was made by the New JersPy and Pennsylvania Railroad Com· 
i;1tny f')r approval of a proposed issue of bonds to the amount of $255,000, 
of which $200,000 was for refunding and $55,000 for new construction. The 
entire issue was approved with the condition that the issue of $55,000 should 
.be subject to such prov!sions as to amortization as the Board should make. 

Approved October 29th, 1912, after hearing. 
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NEPTUNUS WATER COMPANY AND VULCAN ELECTRIC LIGHT, HEAT 
AND POWER COMPANY-JOINT MORTGAGE-$5000-LESLIE 

S. LUDLAM, ET. AL. 

Application was made to the Board by the Neptunus Water Company and 
the Vulcan .1£lectric Light, Heat and Power Company for approvaT of joint 
m0rtgvge in the sum of $5,000, to Leslie S. Ludlam, E. Clinton Hewitt, Thom
as L. Ross, Harry Steitz, Albert Cooper, Morgan Hand, William J. Tyler and 
Samuel Steitz, copy of which mortgage was filed with the Board. 

Approved November 1st, 1912. 

FARMINGDALE LIGHTING COMPANY-$1000 CAPITAL STOCK, 

Application was made by the Farmingdale Ljghting. Company for approval 
of a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $1,000, to be :used f~r 
the purpose of completing the organization Of the C()mpany. 

Approved November 4th, 1912, after hearing. 

ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY-$1000.00 CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the J£lectric Power Company fqr approval of is
suance by said company of ten shares of its capital stock for the purpose of 
completing the company's organizat'.on. 

Approved November 12th, 1912, after bearing. 

PENNS GROVE ELECTRIC LIGHT, HEAT AND POWER COMPAN'V-
$25,000 CAPITAL STOCK AND $25,000 BONDS. 

Application was made 1by the Penns Gro.ve Electric Light, Heat and Power 
Company for approval of proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of 
:$25.000 and bonds to the amount of $~5,000, the proceeds to be used for the 
·purpose of construction work.' 

Approved November 19th, 1912, after hearing. 

PEOPLE'S WATER COMP ANY OF · PHILLIPSBURG--PROPOSED ISSUE 
OF $200,000 BONDS. 

Application was made by the People's Water Company of Phillipsburg 
for approval of proposed issues of $108,920 stock and $200,000 bonds, the 
proceeds to be used for the purpose of contemplated improvements, and tlie 

. future development of its plant. Approval of the proposed issue of stock 
was given May 28, 1912, but ap.proval of the issue of bonds was with· 
held until after the . mortgage securing tne same had. been submitted to and 
approved by the Board. The mortgage being submitted and approved, the 
issue of bonds 'vas also approved . 

.\ nproved December 3rd, 1912, after hearing. 
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SOUTH JERSEY GAS, ELECTRIC AND TRACTION COMPANY-PRO
POSED ISSUE OF $139,000 BONDS. 

Application was made by the South Jersey Gas, Electric and Traction 
Company for approval of a proposed is·sue of bonds to the amount of $139,-
000, the proceeds to be used for extension to plant of the company. 

Ap1proved December 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

BRIDGETON ELECTRIC COMPANY-PROPOSED ISSUE OF $75,000 
CAPITAL STOCK. 

Application was made by the Bridgeton Electric Company for approval of 
a proposed issue of capital stock to the amount of $75,000, the proceeds to 
be used for the purpose of refunding and extension to boiler room and 
plant at Bridgeton. 

Approved December 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

Leases, Mergers, Agreements, Etc. 

In the Matter of the Application of the East-} 
ern Pennsylvania Power Company, a New 
Jersey. Corp. oration, and the Eastern Pen~- CERTIFICATE 
aylvan1a Power Company, a Pennsylvania · 
Corporation, for Leave to Acquire Prop-
erty and Mortgage and Lease the Same. 

Application being made by the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company, a 
New Jersey Corporation, to the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, by petition in writing for approval by the Board 
of Public Utility Commissioners. 

11) Of the installation of apparatus in petitioners' plants at Bernards
ville and at Dover and in the Township of Chester and the Borough of Mend
ham and in connection with the erection of a transmission line between ths 
said plant at Dover and the said plant at Bernardsville and the acquisition of 
the necessary property rights, real or personal, required in connection there
with by the New Jersey Company and the conveyance thereafter of tbe same 
by the Easkrn Pennsylvania Power Company of New Jersey to the Eastern 
Pe:m1:o;;y lvania Power Company of Pennsylvania in consideration of the corpo
ration,.Iast named providing all moneys required for the acquisition, erection 
and construction thereof; 

(2). Of. the execution· by the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company of 
Pennsylvania thereafter of a supplemental mortgage to be made and de
livered by it to the Commercial Trust Company of Philadelphia, Pennsyl· 
vania, as Trustee, under the mortgage made to it by the Pennsylvania Com
·Pany dated August 1st, 1909, whereby the said Eastern Pennsylvania Power 
Company of Penns~~Jvania shall mortgage the said properties to the said 
Commercial Trust Company as Trustee as security for any bonds which may 
be issued under said mortgage, provided, however, that the amount of said 
lien upon said properties shall .be for a sum or amount not exceeding Forty
eight Thousand Doll a rs ( $48,000) ; 
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( 3) Of the leasing of said properties so subjected to the said mortgage 
dated August 1st, 1909, to the .1£astern Pennsylvania Power Company of 
New Jersey on the terms and conditions and for the rental specified in f\ 

certain lease made by the .1£astern Pennsylvania Power Company of Penn
sylvania, to the Bernards .1£lectric Company dated August 14th, 1911, and 
that the .1£astern Pennsylvania Power Company of New Jersey may also exe
cute said lease and enter in and upon the enjoyment of the leased premises; 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners after hearing and. investiga
tion, no reason appearing to the contrary, hereby on this second day of 
January, nineteen hundred and twelve, approves the proposed sale, acquisi
tion of property, mortgaging and leasing same, as referred to in said peti
tion and the petition is made, by reference herein thereto. part of this cer
tificate. 

Dated January 2nd, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Joint Application of the l 
Eastolll Gas and Electric Company, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, the Eastern 
Pennsylvania Power Company, a Pennsyl· 
vania Corporation, and the Eastern Penn· CERTIFICATE. 
sylvania Power Company, a New Jersey 
Corporation, for Permission to Sell and 
Acquire Property to Mortgage and There-
after to Lease the Same. 

Application being made by the .l£aston Gas and Electric Company, a Penn
sylvania Corporation, the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company, a Penn· 
sylvania Corporation, and the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company, a New 
Jersey Corporation, by petition in writing. 

( 1) For approval by the Board of Public Utility Commissioners of the 
sale, by the .1£aston Gas and .1£lectric Company of Pennsylvania to the East
ern Pennsylvania Power Company, a Pennsylvania Corporation, of the 
property, real, personal and mixed, in Phillipsburg, New Jersey, and ter· 
ritory adjacent thereto, connected with the business of the said Easton Gas 
and .Electric Company of supplying light, heat and power, by means of 
electricity; -

(2) For permission to the said Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company 
of Pennsylvania, upon the conveyance of said properties to it, to subject 
said properties by ,supplemental mortgage to the lien of its mortgage dated 
August 1st, 1909, to the Commercial Trust Company, of Philadelphia, as 
trustee; • 

( 3) For permission thereafter to the Eastern Pennsylvania Power Com
pany of Pennsylvania to lease to, and permission to the Eastern Pennsyl
vania Power Company of New Jersey to take on such lease of said proper
t:es for a term of nine hundred and ninety-nine years, upon the same gen
eral covenants, terms and conditions as contained in a certain lease dated 
February 1st, 1911, hitherto made by the Bttstern Pennsylvania Power Com
pany of Pennsylvania to the .Eastern Pennsylvania Power Company of New 
Jersey, as heretofore modifiPd and changed by this Board on a fixed annual 
rental to :be specified therein of $3,000 and seven and one-half per cent. 
per annum on the cost of all improvemflnts; 

The term "improvements" as hereinbefore used is hereby defined by the 
Board to mean such additions and bett~rments as will result in a net in-
crease in the value of the property of the company. · 
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The Board of Public Utility Commissioners after hearing. and investiga
tion, no reason appearing to the contrary, hereby on this sc>cond day of 
January, 1912, approves the proposed sale, acquisition of 1property, mort. 
gaging and leasing same, as referred to in said petition and the petition 

:1::; ma.it, by reference thereto hef'?in, part of this certificate. 
Dated January 2nd, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application for Ap
proval of Agreement of Merger and Con
solidation of the Lambertville Gas Light. 
Company and the Flemingtoni Gas Ligh ; 
Company, forming the New Jersey North· 
ern Gas Company. 

l CERTIFICA n: 
J 

Application being made to the Board of .Puuhc Utility Commissioners by 
petition in wr:ting, for the approval of an agreement of merger and con 
solidation made the ninth day of January, in the year one thousand, nine 
hundred and twelve, by and between the Lambertville Gas Light Company 
and the Flemington Gas Light Company, forming the New Jersey Northern 
Gas Company (a copy of which agreement has been filed with the Board and 
by reference thereto herein is made part hereof) , 

The Board of Public ct:lity Commissioners on this thirteenth day of Feb· 
ruary, one thousand nine hundred and twelve, after examination and hear 
ing, no reason to the contrary aippearing, 

HEREBY APPROVES the said merger and consolidation al" provided for by 
the said agreement so filed. 

Dated February 13th, 1912. 

Jn the Matter of the Petition of the West } 
. Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company for 

Appr. o. v.al o.f the Sale of a Parcel of Land CERTIFICATE . 
. in Bridgeton, Cumberland County, New 

Jersey. · 

Application ;being made by the West Jersey ttnd Seashore Railroad Com
pany, by a petition in 'vriti.ng for approval by the Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners of the proposed sale and conveyance of a parcel of .land situ· 
ated in the City of Bridgeton, in the County of Cumberland, and State of 
New Jersey; which parcel of land is shown in said petition by means of ,a 
blueprint annexed thereto, which blueprint for greater certainty is by refer

. ence thereto, herein, made part hereof. 
The Board of Public Utility Commissioners after hearing and investiga· 

.,tion .made upon the ground now determines and concludes that the land so 
, proposed to be conveyed is neither presently or prospectively necessary for 
the corporate. use of the applicant, and no reason to the contra,ry appearing.· 

Hereby, on this twentieth day of February, nineteen hundred and twelve, 
APPROVES the proposed sale and conveyance of said land, so shown ·on .the 

'said blueprint annexed. to said petition. 
- Dated February 20th, 1912. 
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pany for Approval of the Sale of a Parcel CERTIFICATE. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Unit- } 
ed New Jersey Railroad and Canal Com-

of Land in South Brunswick Township, . 
Middlesex County. · 

Application being made to the Board ~f Public Utility Commissioners by 
the Un:ted New Jersey Railroad and Canal Company, by petition in writ

- ing, for approval of the proposed sale and conveyance of a parcel of ]and 
situate in South Brunswick Townshi1p, in the County of Middlesex and State 
of New Jersey, which land is shown in said petition by means of a blue
print annexed thereto, which blueprint, for greater certainty, is by reference 
ther.eto herejn made part hereof. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga· 
'tion made upon the ground, now determines and concludes that the land so 
proposed to be conveyed is neither presently nor prospectively nPcessary for 
the corporate use of the applicant, and no reason to the contrary appearing, 

Hereby, on this twenty-sixth day of March, nineteen hundred and twelve, 
APPROYES the proposed sale and conveyance of said land, so shown on the 
said bluPprint annexed to said petition. 

Dated March 26th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the 
Pennsylvania Tunnel and Terminal Rail
road Company, for Approval of an Agree
ment between that Railroad Company and 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, for 
the Operation of the Railroad and Appur
tenances of the Tunnel Company by the 
Pennsylvania Railro!ld Company, as. Agent 
for the Tunnel Company, from May 1st, 
1912, until March 31, 1913. · 

.CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROVAL. 

Application having been ma.de by the Pennsylvania Tunnel and Terminal 
Railroad Company, by petition in writing, for approval by the Board of 
Public Utility Commissioners of an agreement between the said 
Pennsylvania Tunnel and Terminal Railroad Company and the Pennsylvania 

1'1ailroad Company for the operation of •the railroad and appurtenances of 
the Pennsylvan:a Tunnel and Terminal Railroad Company by the. Pennsyl· 
vania Railroad Company, as agent, from the first day of May, nineteen hun
dred and twelve, until and including the thirty-first day of March, nineteen 
hundred and thirteen; 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and due con
sideration, ORDERS that the prayer of the petitioner be and the same is here
by granted, and the said agreement, providing for the operation of the rail
road and appurtenances of the Pennsylvania Tunnel and Terminal Railroad 
Company by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, as agent, for the period 
above mentioned, is hereby approved. 

Dated April 9th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application for Approv-} 
al of Agreement of Merger and Consoli-
dation of the Pennsgrove Gas Company, CERTIFICATE. 
Bridgeport Gas Company and ~ew Jersey 
Gas Company. 

A·pplication being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
petition in writing, for the approval of an agreement of merger and con· 
solidation made the thirteenth day of February, one thousand nine hundred 
and twelve, by and between the Pennsgrove Gas Company, the Bridgeport 
Gas Company and the .New Jersey Gas Company (a copy of which agreement 
has been filed with the Board and by reference thereto herein is made part 
hereof). 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners on this second day of April, 
one thousand nine hundred and twelve, after examination and hearing, no 
reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY APPROVES the said merger and consolidation a 1s provided for by 
the said agreement so filed. 

Dated April 2nd, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application for Approv
al of Agreement of Merger and Consoli
dation of the Lehigh and Hudson River 
Railway Company, the Mine Hill Railroad CERTIFICATE. 
Company, the South Easton and Phil-
lipsburg Railroad Company of New Jer-
sey and the South Easton and Phillipsburg 
Railroad Company of Pennsylvania. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commi:;::;ioners, by 
petition in writing, for the approval of an agreement of merger and con
solidation made the ninth day of February, in the year one thousand nine 
hundred and twelve, by and between the Lehigh and Hudson River Railway 
Company, the Mine Hill Railroad Company, the South Easton and Phillips
burg Railroad Company of New Jersey and the Soath Easton and Phillips
burg Railroad Company of Pennsylvania (a copy of which agreement has 
been filed with the Board and by reference thereto herein is made part here· 
of). 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners on this second day of April, 
on.e tl~ousand nine hundred and twelve, after examination and hearing, Iio 
reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY APPROVES the said merger and consolidation as provided for by the 
~aid agreement so filed. 

Dated April 2nd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Hud-} 
son and Middlesex Telephoi:ie 8:nd Tele- CERTIFICATE. 
graph Company to Sell Certain Rights and 
Property. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners on M;uch 22d 1912, issued 
its certificate of approval to the Monmouth Lighting Company for an issue 
of capital stock to the amount of fourteen thousand dollars, and first mort
gage bonds to the amount of fifty-eight thousand dollars. 

The purpose cif this issue was in part to buy certain rights and property 
of the Hudson and Middlesex Telephone and Telegraph Company, as de
clared in the application of the Monmouth Lighting Company. 

The purpose having been approved by the Board and application havincr 
been made by the Hudson and Nliddlesex Telephone and Telegraph CompanY, 
for approval by the Board of the sale of certain -0f its rights and property to 
the Monmouth Lighting Company, the Board 

HEREBY GRANTS said application and a.pproves of the sale by the Hudson 
and Middlesex Telephone and Telegraph Company of its rights and property 
to the Monmouth Lighting C-0mpany, in accordance with said application. 

Dated July 1st, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Free-~ 
hold and Jamesburg Light Company to ~CERTIFICATE. 
Sell Certain Rights and Property. ) 

The Board of Public Utility C-0mmissioners on March 22nd, 1912, issued 
its certificate of approval to the Monmouth Lighting Company for an issue 
of capital stock to the amount of fourteen thousand dollars and first mort
gage bonds to the amount of fifty-eight thousand dollars. 

The purpose of this issue was in part to buy certain rights and prop
eI ty of the .Freehold and Jamesburg Light Company, as declared in the ap
plication of the Monmouth Lighting Company. 

This purpose having been approved by the Board and application having 
been made by the Freehold and Jamesburg Light Company for approval by 
the Board of the sale of certain of its rights and property to the Monmouth 
Lighting Company, the Board 

HEREBY GRANTS said application and approves of the sale by the Freehold 
and Jamesburg Light Company of its rights and property to the Monmouth 
Lighting Company, in accordance with said application. 

Dated ,July 1st, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of t·he Eliz-1 
abeth and Trenton Railroad Company .for CERTIFICATE. · 
Approval of Lease to the Trenton Terminal 
Railroad Company. J 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the EEzabeth and Trenton Railroad Company, by petition in writing. for ap· 
proval of lease of its property, rights and franchises to the Trenton Terminal 
Railroad Company, 

The said Board, after hearing, consideration of the recitals in said peti
tion and the results of the investigation made by the Chief Inspect-Or of it;:; 
Utilities Division, 

HEREBY APPROVES said proposed lease. 
Dated July 2nd, 1912. 
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REPORT. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West 1 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company for CERTIFICATE 
Approval of the Sale of ~ Parcel of Land • 
on Windsor Street, in the !_City of Camden. J 
Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 

the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, by petition in writing, for 
approval of the proposed sale and conveyance of a parcel of land situated 
oa V\indsor Street, in the City of Camden; New Jersey, which land is 
shown in said petition by means of a blueprint annexed thereto, which blue· 
print for greater certainty, is by reference thereto herein made part hereot. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga· 
tion made upon 'the ground, now determines and concludes that the land so 
p10posed to be conveyed is neither presently nor prospectively necessary for 
the corporate use of the applicant, and no reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY, on the ninth day of July, nineteen hundred and twelve APPROVES 

the proposed sale and c-onveyance of said land so shown on the said blueprint 
annexed to said petition. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West} 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company for 
Approval of the Sale of a Parcel of Land CERTIFICATE. 
on Atlantic and Ventnor Avenues, in the 
City of Atlantic City. 

Application being made ·to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
the We-st Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company. by petition rn writing, for 
approval of the proposed sale and conveyance to the City of Atlantic City of 
a parcel of land situated on Atlant:c and Ventnor Avenues, in the City of 
Atlantic City, which land is shown in said petition by means of a blue· 
print annexed thereto, which blueprint for greater certainty, is by reference 
thereto herein made part hereof, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investigation 
made upon the ground, now determines and concludes· that the land so pro
posed to be conYeyed is neither presently nor prospectively necessary for the 
corporate use of the applicant, and no reason to the contrary appearing, 

- HEREBY, on the ninth day of July, nineteen hundred and twelve, -APPROVES 

the proposed sale and conveyance of sai.d land on the said blueprint an
nexed to said petition. 

In the Matt~r of the Application of the Public } 
Service R_ ailwa_ y Com_ P_ any for Approval of CERTIFICATE. 
_Lease of the Riverside Traction Company. 

Applicat'.on being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the .Public 8ervice Railway Company, by petition in writing, for approval 
of 1:1 lease, dated April 1st, Hll2, made by Riverside Traction Company to 
the petitioner,· of the franchises and lines of railway, etc., of sai1l Riverside 
Traction Company (a copy of which lease is annexed to said petition). 

The said Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after due consideration, 
APPROVES said lease, conditioned upon assent to, and acceptance of, the fol· 
lowing terms and conditions: 
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( 1) That the entire face value of the outstanding capital stock of the 
Riverside Tract:on Company be paid up in full before possession °is taken 
by the lessee under said lease. 

( 2; That the approval hereby given shall not in any proceedings affect· 
ing rates nor in other proceedings be taken as determining, or raising,· or 
justifying a ,presumption, that the face value of the now outstanding securi
ties of the R:verside Traction Company provide a proper base upon which 
earnings may reasonably be fixed; and 

( 3) That the fourth article of said lease be reframed so as to make 
obvious the fact that the Riverside Traction Company has absolute and un
encumbered ownership of the securities of the lighting and power companies 
mentioned in said lease. 

Assent to and acceptance of these conditions shall be ev~denced by the form. 
al execution by the said companies of said lease or the entry into possession 
bv the lessee thereunder. 

w Dated .July 9th. 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Penn
sylvania Railroad Company for Approval 
of a Grant and Agreement as to Crossings 
and Privileges between the United New CERTIFICATE. 
Jersey Railroad and Canal Company, the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the 
Jersey Central Traction Company, at South 
Amboy, New Jersey. 

Application being made by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company by p!.>ti
tion in wr:ting, dated June 8th, 1912, for approval by the Board of Pub· 
lic Utility Commissioners, of proposed grant and agreement as to cross· 
ings and privileges between the United New Jersey Railroad and Canal Com· 
pany, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the Jersey Central Traction 
Company at 8outh Amboy, .New Jersey, a copy of which grant and agree· 
m€nt is annexed to said petition. aud to which for greater certainty, the 
same by reference thereto herein is made part hereof, the Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investigation made upon the 
ground, 

HEREBY, on this ninth day of July, nineteen hundred and twelve, APPROVES. 

said proposed grant and agreement in form as submitted with said petition. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Pas- -} 
saic Water Company for Approval of. Sale CERTIFICATE. 
·of Property in Acquackanonk Township. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the Passaic Water Company by petition in writing for approval of the sale 
and conveyance to the Acquackanonk Water Company or water 'mains in 
~i\cquackanonk Township, which mains are shown in said petition by means 
of a bluepr'.nt annexed thereto. which blueprint for greater certainty is by 
rcforence. thereto herein made part· hereof. 
· Th'e Board of Public Utility Commissioners after hearing and investiga· 
tion,, J)O reaso,n to the contrary appearing, hereby on this thirtieth day of 
July, 1912, APPROVES the sale and conveyance to the Acquackanonk Water 
Company of said water mains in Acquackanonk Township as shown on said 
blueprint annexed to said petition. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Pas- r 
saic Water Company for Approval of Sale CERTIFICATE. 
of 8.52 Acres of Land in Paterson. 

Applica~ion being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the Passaic Water Company, by petition in writing, for the approval of the 
sale and conveyance to the Society for Establishing Useful Manufactures of 
8.52 acres of land, situated in the City of Paterson. which land is shown 
in said petition by means of a blueprint annexed thereto, which blueprint 
for greater certainty is by reference thereto herein made part hereof. 

The Board of Public Utility Commis1sioners after hearing and investiga· 
tion, no reason to the contrary appearing, hereby on this thirtieth day of 
July, 1912, APPROVES the sale and conveyance of said land so shown on the 
said blueprint annexed to said petition. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Pas- } 
saic Water Company for Approval of Sale CERTIFICATE. 
of 226.10 Acres of Land in Passaic County. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the Passaic Water Company by petition in writing, for the approval of the 
sale and conveyance to Dodor Samuel K. Owen, Doctor George C. Coates, 
Eugene Bailey, Louis W. Havens and Paul Wetteck, all of the Town of But
ler, .Morris County, '.New Jersey, of 226.10 acres of land situated in Passaic 
County, which land is shown in said 1petition by means of a blueprint an
nexed thereto, which blueprint for greater certainty is by reference there· 
to herein made part hereof. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga
tion, no reason to the contrary appearing, hereby on this thirtieth day of 
July, 1912, APPROVES the sale and conveyance of said land, so shown on the 
said blueprint annexed to said petition. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Hud- } 
son and Manhattan Railroad Company for 
Permission to Sell a Parcel of Land in the CERTIFICATE. 
City of Jersey City, Known as Block Num-
ber 186. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
the Hudson and l\lanhattan Railroad Company, by petition in writing, for 
approval of sale of a parcel of land known as block No. 186, in the City 
of Jersey City, bounded on the north by Fourteenth Street, on the south by 
Thirteenth Streeet, on the east by Provost Street, and on the west by Hender. 
son Street, as shown on blueprint filed with said petition, and the Board 
being satisfied, after investigat'on by the Chief Inspector of its Railroad 
Division. that said parcel of land cannot be used in connection with track 
operation by said company, the said Board 

HEREBY GRANTS said application, and APPROVES said proposed sale of block 
No. 186, in Jersey City, by said Hudson and Manhattan Railroad Company. 

Dated August 6th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Pub- '} 
lie Service Railway Company for Approval CERTIFICATE. 
of Proposed Equipment Trust Agreement. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, 
the Public Service Railway Company, by petition in writing, for approval of 
a proposed Equipment Trust Agreement, by and between Arthur E. New
bold and Public Service Railway Company (n copy of which was filed with 
the Board July 27th, 1!)12, and is by referf'nce thereto made part of this. 
approval), · 

ThR Board of Public Utility Commissiom'rs, after investigation and due 
hearing, no re1sou to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY, on this twenty-seventh day of August, nineteen hundred and 
twelve, APPROVES said Equipment Trust Agreement. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Pub- j 
lie Service Railway Company for Approval ~ CERTIFICATE. 
of Lease to Edward H. Radel, of Property ' 
on Lincoln Avenue, in the City of Orange. j 
Application being made to the oBard of Public Utility Commi:.;sioner''-< 

by the Public Service Railway Company, by petition in writing, for approval 
of a propos·ed lease to Edward II. Hadel, for a period of ten years, subject to 
termination on six months' notice, of a building on Lincoln Avenue, in the .. 
City of Orange, formerly used as a. car barn, 

The said Board, a:fter hearing, consideration of the recitals in said pe
tition and the results of the investigation made by the Chief Inspector of 
its Utilities Division, 

HEREBY APPROVES said proposed lease, the copy of which, filed with this 
Board, is made part her€of. 

Dated August 27th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West -, 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad. Company, ~ CERTIFICATE. 
~or Approval of Sale of a Stnp of Land J 
Containing 0.558 of an Acre, in Camden. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
the Wiest Jersey and ·Seashore Railroad Company, by petition in writing, 
for approval of the proposed sale and conv€yance of a strip of land situated 
in the City of Camden, New Jersey, containing 0.558 of an acre, more or 
less, lying southeasterly of and adjoining land of said West Jersey and 
Seashore Railroad Company, and extending from Wright Avenue to Ninth 
Street, which land is shown in said petition by means of a blueprint an
nexed thereto, which blueprint for greater certainty, is by reference there. 
to herein made part hereof, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga
tion made upon the ground, now determines and concludes that the land so 
proposed to be conveyed is neither presently nor prospectively necessary for 
the corporate use of the applicant, and no reason to the contrary appearing. 

HEREBY, on this twenty-seventh day of August, nineteen hundred and 
twelve, APPROVES the proposed sale and conveyance of said ]and so shown 
on the said blueprint annexed to said petition. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the At- l 
lantic City Electric Company for Permis-
sion to Sell Property Belonging to the CERTIFICATE. 
Company but no Longer Necessary to the J 
Compar.y in the Operation of Its Plant. 

Application being made to the· Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
the Atlantic City l!;lectric Company, for approval of the proposed sale of the 
real estate, buildings, appliances and equipment comprising the old plant 
of the Atlantic City Electric Company, which property is described in said 
petition, 

'I he Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga
tion, no reason to the contrary appearing, hereby on this third day of Sep· 
tember, nineteen hundred and twelve, APPROVES said proposed sale of prop-
erty, subject to the following conditions: . 

1st: That the Atlantic li~y J:'Jectric Company report to the Board in 
detail the prices obtained from the sale of each item of apparatus, when it 
is sold and the proceeds from the sale of the building, land and other prop
erty. 

2nd: That the Atlantic City Elec:tric Com pan~· charge off to depreciation 
the difference between the salvage value of the old plant and the amount 
at which the old plant is now carried on the books of the company. If this 
cannot be done in one year, permission is hereby given to carry out the 
transaction through the account known as "Property Abandoned." 

:M: That a detailed report of the condition of this account shall be fur-
11ishetl with the amrnal report of the Atlant'.· Citv Electric Company to the 
Board, as long as the account appears on the books of the company. 

September :Jd. Inl2. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Unit
ed New Jersey Railroad and Canal Com
pany for Approval of the Sale of a Tract 
of Land, in the Town of Harrison, Hudson 
County, New Jersey. 

1 
~ CERTIFICATE. 

J 
Application beiug made to the nuanl of Public Utility Gommissicners, by 

the United New Jersey Hailroad and Canal Company, by petition in writ_ 
in IT for approval of the proposed sale and conveyance. of a tract of. land 
sif~ate in the Town of Harrison, Hudson County, New Jersey, which land is 
shown in said petition by means of a blueprint annexed thereto, which blue
print for greater certaimy, is by reference thereto herein made part hereof; 
Th~ Board of Public ut111tv Commissioners, after hearin!l and investiga

tion made upon the ground, now d "termi1ws and concludes. that tl1e land so 
proposed to be ~onve;ved is neither presently nor prosp€ct1vely necessary. for 
the corporate use of the applicant, and no reason to the contrary a ppearmg, 

HEREBY, on this third day of September, nine~een hundred and twelve, 
APPROVES the proposed sale and conveyance of said lancl, so shown on the 
said blueprint annexed to said petition. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Penn· } 
sylvania Railroad Company, Lessee of the 
United New Jerse~ ~ailroad and Canal CERTIFICATE. 
Company, for Perm1ss1on to Sell a Lot of 
Land in the City of Trenton, New Jersey, 
Containing 5,290 Square Feet. 

371 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Lessee of the United New Jersey Rail
road and Canal Company, by petition in writing, for approval of the pro
posed sale and conveyance of a lot of land, situate in the City of Trenton, 
containmg 5290 square feet, which lot of land is shown in said petition by 
means of a blueprint annexed thereto, which blueprint for greater certainty 
is, by reference thereto herein, made part hereof, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga
tion made upon the ground, no reason to the contrary appearing, .now de
termines and concludes that the land so proposed to be conveyed is neither 
presently nor prospectively necessary for the corporate use of the appli
cant. and 

HEREBY, on this fourth day of November, one thousand nine hundred and 
twelve, APPROVES the proposed sale and conveyance of said land so shown 
on the said blueprint annexed to said petition. 

ORDINANCES GRANTING PRIVILEGES TO PUBLIC 
UTILITIES AND· SUBMITTED TO THE BOARD 

FOR APPROVAL 

ORDINANCE-VILLAGE OF RIDGEFIELD PARK-PUBLIC SERVICE 

RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Tl1e Public Service Railway Company appiied for approval of an ordinance 
passed by the Board of Trustees of the Village of Ridgefield Park granting 
consent to the construction and operation of a street railway in certain 
streets and roads in the village, the tracks constructed under this ordinance 
to be an extension from and connected with the line of street railway on the 
Bergen Turnpike in the Village of Ridgefield Park, operated by the Public 
Service Railway Company as part of its leasehold property. The privilege 
was granted for a period of fifty years. 

Approved January 9th, 1912, after hearing .. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Dela- l 
ware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone 
Company for Approval of Sale of Property J CERTIFICATE. 
in the State of Delaware to the Diamond 
State Telephone Company. 

Application being made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners by 
the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company by petition 
in writing, for the approval of the proposed sale of property, situate, in the 
State of Delaware, to the Diamond State Telephone Company, upon certain 
terms and conditions as set forth in said petition, which petition by refer
ence thereto herein is made part hereof, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and investiga
tion, no reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY, on this tenth day of September, one thousand nine hundred and 
twelve, APPROVES said proposed sale and conveyance of said property upon 
condition that the stock to the amount of one million one hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, held in the Treasury of said Delaware and Atlantic 
Telegraph and Telephone Company for re-issue be re-issued only after 
approval by the Board in each specific case after proper application therefor. 

Dated September 10th, 1912. · 

In the Matter of the Petition of New Jersey } 
Shore Line Railroad Company, for Approv-
al of Lease to New York Central and Hud- ORDER. 
son River Railroad Company. 

Application was made herein by New Ju-sey Shore Line Railroad Com
pany, a railroad corporation of New Jersey, by petition in writing filed Oc
tober 19th, 1912, for permission to lease its railroad and franchises of every 
kind and description (excepting its franchise to be a corporation) to the 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, a railroad cor
poration of the State of Kew York, whose road connects with the road of 
the New Jersey Shore Line Railroad Company over an intervening line of 
another railroad company. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, now, after due consideration, 
on this first day of November, 1912, hereby approves said lease (a copy of 
which is annexed hereto) and grants permission to the New Jersey Shore 
Line Railroad Company, a corporation of New Jersey, to lease the property 
~nd franchises described in said lease, to the said New York Central and 
Hudson River Railroad Company, a corporation of the State of New York, 
pursuant to the provisions of said proposed lease. 'fhis permission, how
ever, shall not be construed to be an approval of any renewal of said lease 
pursuant to the terms thereof 
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ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF HANOVER-PUBLIC SERVICE GAS 
COMPANY. 

The Public Service Gas Company applied for approval of an ordinance of 
the Township Committee of the Township of Hanover granting permission 
to the Public Service Gas Company to lay gas pipes beneath certain streets 
and roads in the township. 'lhe Board objected to this ordinance in its 
original form on the following grounds: 

( 1) That the ordinance provided that when accepted it should operate 
as a contract between the municipality and the company. 

( 2) That it provided that the gas to be furnished should be of the 
quality and standard required by the statute of the State of New Jersey, and 

( 3) Because of a provision fixing rates for service. 
The statute creating the Board of Public Utility Commissioners and pre· 

scribing its powers and duties vests with the Board power to prescribe 
standards and to fix just and reasonable rates and it appeared to the Board 
that, in the event of the ordinance containing a provision fixing standards 
and rates specHlcally, it should be so framed as to indicate clearly that 
it is not the purpose or intent in anywise, to affect the exercise by the 
Board of the power vestt!d in it. 

The ordinance was subsequent!;.' amended and approved by the Board. The 
term of the grant ·was for fifty years. 

Approved ,January 16th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF HAWORTH-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

The Dorough of Haworth granted to the New York Telephone Company 
permission to construct, operate and maintain overhead and underground 
distribution systems in connection ·with its telephone business. This ordi
nance provides that after the lapse of fifteen years from the date of its 
passage, steps may be taken by the Borough authorities to have all or a 
J.?.Ortion of the wires placed under ground. 

Provision is made for arbitration in the event of the Borough and the 
Telephone Company being unabJe to agree as to the necessity or desirability 
of the change 

The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years, with the proviso, that 
at the expiration of twenty-five years or any time thereafter "the Borough 
may, by ordinance, amend, alter or modify the terms or conditions thereof, 
except as to money compernmtion, in view and in consideration of the then 
existing status of the relations between the Company, the Borough and tele
phone subscribers, within the Borough," &c. Any amendments made are to 
be subject to approval by the Board of Public Utility Commissioners. 

Approved February Gth, 1912, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-CITY OF VENTNOR CITY-WEST JERSEY AND SEA

SHORE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Application was made for the approval of an ordinance of the City of 
Ventnor City confirming in and granting to the West Jersey and Seashore 
Railroad Company track rights and privileges on Atlantic Avenue in Vent.. 
nor City, New Jersey. 

The ordinance provides for the laying of tracks by the railroad company 
along and across certain streets and avenues in the city, and refers to 
thirty-one crossings, their locations to be designated by the city. 

Supplementing the petition for approval there was filed with the Board 
a certified copy of a resolution adopted by the Common Council of Ventnor 
City designating the locations of the thirty-one crossings. 

Approved March 22nd, 1912, aft€r hearing. 

ORDINANCES-BOARD OF STREET AND ·w ATER COMMISSIONERS OF 

JERSEY CITY-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Application was made for th approval of five ordinances of the Board of 
Street and Water Commissioners of Jersey City, passed December 2nd, 
1911, amended by ordinances passed the same date, granting permission to 
the Public Service Raihrny Company to construct, operate and maintain 
extensions to its street railway system in the City of Jersey City. 

Approved April 20th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWN OF MONTCLAIR-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 

Application was made for the approval of an ordinance of the Town of 
~lontclair granting permiss on to the Public Service Railway Company to 
construct, op·erate and maintain a "Y" connection between the track in 
Bloomfield AYenue and the passing siding in Valley Road in said town. 

Approved April 9th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWN OF MONTCLAIR-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Application was made for approval of an ordinance of the Town of Mont
clair aranting permission to the Puhlic Srrvice Railway Company to lo
cat.e, ~onstruct, opf~rate and maintain connect.ions between its tracks in 
Bloomfield Avenue a:nd tlie single track in Valley Road in said town. 

Approved April flth, l!ll2, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-TOWN OF MONTCLAIR-UNITED ELECTRIC COMPANY. 

Application was made for approval of an ordinance of Town of .Mont
clair granting to the United Electric Company the right to~p!a~e poles and 
wires through and upon certain streets and highways in said town and 
to install and construct electric conduits under certain streets and high
\vays. The pennissio11 wa,.; granted fur a term of twenty year;;, subject to 
the right of the municipality to purchase the property at the exp.iration 
of the tenth year. 

Approved April ~)th, ml 2. after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF GARWOOD-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

The New York Telephone Company was granted a privilege by ordinance 
of the Borough of Garwoocl to use various streets, highways and roads for 
overhead and underground constrndion. This ordinance granted the privi
lege for a term of fifty years and contained certain provisions which causea 
the Board in giving its approval to make the same subject to the condition 
that ''tlie ordinance· shntl hold n1Hl h(· bindini.t het\1pe11 1ltP Bornllgli of Gar
wood and the New York Telephone Company save only as the Board of Pub
lic T'tiJity ( 'ommiSSiOTH'l'S 1IJJ(]pr its statutOI"·· 1)0\\"(•J' lll<l\" JiprpnftPr a ]j 01' fhf• 
rates-or ~rea,.; of servire prescribed by said onlinance." · 

:\pproved April 12th. Hll2. after ht>aring. 

BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS, SOMERSET COUNTY-RESOLU
TION NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The N"ew York Telq>l1011v Corn pan.) applil1d to t l1t· U:mrd for approval 
of a resolution of the Bnanl of (']10,-,('rt Freeholders of Somerset County, adopt
ed December 12th, Hlll, granting permission to said company to construct, 
maintain and operate for its local and tlll'ough lines an underground system 
in, through and 11nder J\lain Street, in the Township of Bernards, from 
Church Street to a point approximately one hundred feet west of Claremont 
Avenue. The privilege was granted for a tf•rrn of fift,\· .\'eari'. 

Approvef1 April :wth. 1!112. aft<·r h<·a ring. 

BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS, MIDDLESEX COUNTY-RESOLU
TION NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The New York Telephont~ Company applied for approval of a resolution 
of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of :VIiddlesex County, granting permis
sion to the said company to coustrnd, maintain and operate for its local 
and through linc8' underground conduits, cables, etc., in, through and under 
Amboy Avenue, Perth .Amboy, for a distance of about one lrnndrcd foet. The 
privilege was grnntrd for a tt'rm of fifty years. 

Approved April 3oth. Hll2. after hearing. 
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~OARD CF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS, HUNTERDON COUNTY-RESOLU
TION NEW JERSEY NORTHERN GAS COMPANY. 

The New Jersey Northern Gas Company applied for approval of a reso. 
lution of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of Hunterdon County, granting 
permission to said company to l<lY its nrnin~. pipes and conduits under the 
stone road leading from Lambertville to Flemington. 

Approved April 30th, 1912. 

TOWNSHIP OF HOLMDEL-ORDINANCE-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

Tl1e New York Telephone Company applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Township of Holmdel, passed JHarch Sth, 1912, granting permission to 
said company to use the various streets, roads, &c., in the township for the 
purpose of constructing above the surface thereof its local and through 
lines. The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved May 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

T'JWN or MONTCLAIR-SEVEN ORDINANCES-PUBLIC SERVICE 
RAILWAY COMPANY. · 

The Public Service Railway Company applied for approval of seven ordi
nances of the Town of Montclair. Tliese ordinances granted permiss!on to 
the Public Service Ilailway Company to construct passing sidings in Mont
clair, in Elm Street, soutlnYest of Bloomfield Av€nne, and in Valley Road at 
the following named places: north of Lorraine A venue, south of vVilclwood 
Avemw, northeast of Elston Rond. sonth of Holland Terrace, southwest of the 
<lfridipg line between the Counties of Essex and Passaic and south of Chest
nut Street. The on1ina11ces were passe<1 ~larch 11th, l\larch 25th and April 
Sth, 1012. 

Approvcf1 '.\Tay l-lth: Hll2. affrr hearillg. 

CITY OF LONG BRANCH-ORDINANCE-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

Appl1~atio11 \Ul'"' n1adl' li,1 tl1<· ~<·\\· Y:1rk T 1 •it•plionl' ( 'n·llJ!<t':y f 1 !l' :l!>nrO\al 
of an ordinance of the City of Long Branch, passed ~larch 18th, 1912, as 
amended by an ordinance .. passed April L3th, Hl12. 

The orJinance granted permission to the Kew York Telephone Company to 
use streets, roads, &c., in the City of Long Branch not designated in ordi
n:rnces pr<'Yionsl.v passed. Tlie ordirn11tr·e 11·n,- gTnntPd for a period of hn~nt~' 
years. 

Approved May 14th, Hll2, after hearing. 

SEA ISLE CITY-ORDINANCE-STANDARD GAS COMPANY. 

TlH' Standard Gas Company applied for approYal of an ordinance of the 
City of Sea Isle City, passed March 11th, 1912, and the amendment to same 
passed May 14th, 1912. The ordinance and amendment ga't:e to the Stand.ard 
Gas Company the right to lay its pipes through and under the streets, high
ways, etc. The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 
Approw~d .Tune 14th, 1912, after hearing. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



Punuc CnLrTY COJ\11\llSSIONERSJ REPORT. 

TOWNSHIP OF BERKELEY-ORDINANCE- PENINSULA WATER 
COMPANY. 

377 

The Peninsula Water Company applied for approval of an ordinance of the 
Township of Berkeley, Ocean County, passed May 3rd, 1912, granting said 
company permission to lay water mains and conduits under the roads, streets, 
etc., in the township. The privilege was given for a term of fifty years. 

Approved June 11th, 1912, aft.er hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWN OF KEARNY-NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY 

The New York Telephone Company applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Town of Kearny granting permission to use various streets, roads, ave
nues and highways for overhead and undergrnund construction. The ordi
nance granted the privilcge for a term of fifty years. 

Approved June 2;)th, l !)] 2, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOARD OF STREET AND WATER COMMISSIONERS OF 
JERSEY CITY-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The Public SNvice Railway Compirny applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Board of Street and \Yater Commissioners of the City of Jersey City 
granting permission to construct, operate and mainbin a connection between 
said company's southeasterly track in Summit Avenue, northeast of Con-

•gress Street .. and its southeasterly track in Summit Avenue, southwest of 
Congress Street; to re-locate the existing connection between its single 
track in Congre,;:s Rtreet, southeast of Rummit Avenue, and its present north
westerly tra('.k in Snmm!t Avenue, northeast of Congress Stref~t; and to lo
cate, construct, opPrate and maintain a connection between its single track 
in Congress Street and the southeasterly track in Summit Avenue, Jersey 
City. 

Approved .Tuly 2nd. Hll2. after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF UNION, OCEAN COUNTY-DELAWARE 
AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlnnt1c Telegraph and Telephone Company applied for 
approval of an onl ll:lll<'P of t1w T 11 \n1,-!iin of Union, Oe0;rn (>111ntv, granting 
permission to said compa.ny to use the public roads, streets, alleys and high
ways of the Town~hip for <JVl'rliund ;11111 llJ](lP1',Q'rn1mrl c>onstrnrtion. Tlw 
privilege wns grantP(l for a term of fifty years. 

Approved .Tul;. flth. 1!ll ~. nfter hearing. 

ORDINANCE-CITY OF PATERSON-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

The Public Service Railway Company applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Board of Public vVorks of the City of Paterson granting said company 
permission to install a "wye" at Lakeview ear barn. 

Approved July 9th. 1912, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS-GLOUCESTER 
COUNTY-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND 

TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company applied for 
approval of an ordinance of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of Gloucester 
County to use the conn fr roa11s of the Conntv of C loncPster for ov{'rhead and 
underground constructio~J. TliC' privilei.te wa,..·.!.!l'<llltt'd for a tPnn of fifty yean;. 

Approved July 9th, 1912, aftn hearing. · 

ORDINANCE-CITY OF ATLANTIC CITY-VENICE PARK RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Th<3 Venice Park Railway Company applied for approval ot an ordinance 
of the City of Atlantic City grnnti11g permission to said company to con
struct, maintain and operate a shed railway on eertain streets in Atlantic 
City. The privilege was granted for a period of thirty years. The ordL 
nance was approved on condition that where the tracks of the Venice Park 
RaiJwav <·rnss the tnH·k,.; of thp .\1l~111ti" l'it\· a111l ~liore lbilroad. d.ernils 
be inst;1lled at a distan<'e sixty feet from the ~earest rail of the track of the 
Atlantic City and Shore Railroad. 

Approved .fol.\· l!lth. l!l12. after heari11g.· 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF KEYPORT-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

Application was mad(• by tl1t~ .:\ew Y1•rk Telephone Company for approval 
of an onlinance of the Borough of K<',q1ort granting said company permis
sion to use various strc<:~s, roads. a.n·m1ef', etc., iu the Borough for over
head and underground construction. Tlw privilege was granted for a term 
of fifty years. 

Approved .fol~· ]!)tli. l!l12. nftpr .lil'aring. 

RESOLUTION-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS COUNTY OF 
BERGEN-NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY . 

. \pplic1ltio11 \\'H:o made lJ~. tl1(• >."Pw York Telepho11(' ( 'ompany for approval 
o.f n rcsolut~{)n of tl1e Board of Chosen Freeholders of 13Prgen County, grant
ing pnmission to ::mi<l comp:rny to i1se certain parh of Petterson Plank Road 
in e011nection with its urnl<'rgronrnl s~·st1'm. ThP privil<:f('f' was granted for 
a t!·rrn of fiftv vears. 

Approvt>d .Tul.\· l!Hl1. l!ll:2. afkr l11·iuinµ. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF STAFFORD-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Applieatioll \\'as mac!P by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele
phone Company for approyaJ of <111 onlimrncl· of tl1c To\\'11,;11ip of ~ta!ford. 
granting permission to said company to use the public roads, streets. alleys 
and highways in the to•vnshi p for overhead and underground construction. 
The privilege wa" grnnh'd for a term of fift,"- yP:Hs. 

Approvf'd .July Hlth. l!ll'2. after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS-COUNTY OF CAPE 
MAY-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 

COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele
phone Company for approval of an ordinance of the Board of Chosen Free~ 
holders of the County of Cape May granting permission to said company to 
use the county roads for overhead and underground construction. The privi
lege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved July 19th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF OCEAN, OCEAN COUNTY-DELAWARE 
AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company applied 
for approval of an ordmance of the 'lownship of Ocean, Ocean County, grant
ing l-H rmission to said company to lhe ti1e rDads, streets, al ]Pys and high
ways of the township for ovnh~ad and underground construction. The pri
vilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved July 19th. 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF EAST AMWELL, HUNTERDON COUNTY
NEW JERSEY NORTHERN GAS COMPA.NY. 

The New Jersey Northern Gas Company made application for approval 
of an ord·uariee of the 'Jo11u:->hip of J•,;Ht ~"mll'l'll, lluntc1don Coullt:v. grant
ing permission to said cornpan~ to lay its pipes, mains, etc., in and along 
the str.eets, public roar1s. Pk .. of >mid t0\n1sliip. Th0 pr,vilfge \Vas granted 
for a term of fifty years. 

Apptoved .Jul.'' 19tlt. rn12. after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF WEST AMWELL, HUNTERDON COUNTY
NEW JERSEY NORTHERN GAS COMPANY. 

The New Jersey Northern Gas Company made application for approval 
of an ordinanee of t11P 'l mn1sl1ip of \\'l'st Amw('ll, Ilunt.c'nlon Count.';. grant
ing permission to said eornpa11y to Iay its piprs, mains, etc., in and along 
the streets, publi<· roach;. t>t'.· .• of "aid tnw11,.;liip. The privilL•gt' was gnrntPd 
for a term of fifty years. 

Approved ,July Hltl1, Hll2, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF ELMER-ELMER WATER COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Elmer \Nater Company for approval of an 
ordinance of the Borough of Elmer granting permission to said company to 
construct and mai11tnin \\';1t<•r \\·on s j,, t '(' no~1>l'Q' 1. nPd to J:n· mains. 
pipes, etc., in the streets, avenues, public roads and highways. The privi· 
lege was granted for a term of fif~y years. 

Aoproved July :rnth. 1912, after hearil)rr. 
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ORDINANCE-BOARD OF STREET AND WATER COMMISSIONERS OF 
JERSEY CITY-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The Public Service Railway Company applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Board of Street and "'ater Commissioners of the City of Jersey City 
granting permis'lion fo the Public Serv'ce Railway Company to construct a11d 
operate connedions betw('en certain of its tracks in Jersey City. 

Approved August 13th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF MARLBORO-MONMOUTH 
LIGHTING COMPANY. 

The .Monmouth Lighh1 g Compan,v applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Township of l\Iarlboro gran~ing iwrrnission to said company to con
struct and operate a plant and necessary equipment for a system of electric 
light, heat and power supply, using therefor certain streets and highways in 
the to\vnship. The privilege was _g-rnnted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved August 13th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF SECAUCUS-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY_ 

The New York Telephone Company applied for approval of <lll ordinance 
of the Borough of Secaucus granting perm's:3ion to said company to use the 
streets, roads, alleys and highways of the Borough for overhead and under
ground construction. The pridlegc was granted for a term of liftv :'enrR. 

Approved August 1 ~th. 1912, nftcr hearing. 

ORDINANCE-SEA ISLE CITY-STANDARD GAS COMPANY. 

The Standard Gas Company applied for approval of an ordinance author
izing the Standard Gas Company to construct a siding in connection with 
the Atlantic City Railroad in Sea Isle City across Garrison and Brewster 
Streets. 

Approved August 27th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF FOLSOM-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company applied for 
approval of an ordinance of the Borough of Folsom, Atlantic County, grant
ing permission to said company to use the public roads, streets, alleys and 
highways of the Borough for overhead and underground construction. The 
privilege was granted for a period of fifty years. 

Approved August 27th, 1912, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF BERLIN-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Comp,iny made appli
cation for approval of an ordinance of the Township of Berlin, Camden 
County, granting permission to said company to use the public roads, 
streets, alleys and highways of the township for overhead and underground 
construction. The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved August 27th, 1912. after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF UPPER PENNS NECK-DELAWARE AND 
ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company applied 
for approval of an ordinance of the Township of Upper Penns Neck, Salem 
County, granting permission to said company to use the public roads, 
streets, alleys and highways of the township for overhead and underground 
construction. The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved August 27fh, Hll2, after hE~aring. 

ORDINANCE-CITY OF NEWARK-DELAWARE, L1'.CKAWANNA AND 
WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The Delaware, Lackawanna and vV'estern Railroad Company applied for 
approval of an ordinance of the Board of Sthet and Water Commissioners 
of the City of J\ewark, granting penuis.:>ion to said company to construct, 
maintain and operate an extension from a switch or siding on its property 
to the manufacturing establisl1ment of the vVestinghouse Electric and Manu
facturing Company. 

Approved September 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF SURF CITY-DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The Delawa;e and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Company applied for 
approval of an ordinance of the Borough of Surf City granting permission 
to said company to use the public roads, streets, alleys and highways of the 
Borough for overhead and underground construction. The privilege wa~ 
granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved September 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF BUTLER-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

The New York Telephone Company applied for approval of an ordinance of 
the Borough of Butler granting permission to said company to use the pub
lic roads, streets and highways for overhead and underground construction. 
The privilege was granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved September 4th, 1912, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF MENDHAM-NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. 

The New York Telephone Company applied for approval of an ordinance 
of the Borough of Mendham granting permission to said company to use 
the public roads, streets, alleys and highways for overhead and underground 
conscruction. The privilege was granted for a tNm of fifty years. 

Approved September 17th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF HARVEY CEDARS-DELAWARE AND AT
LANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele
phone Company for approval of an ordinance of the Borough of Harvey 
Cedars granting permission to said company to use the roads, streets and 
highways of the Borough for overhead and underground construction. The 
permission was •»rante!l for a fr rm 1: f ti ft v Yea I'". 

Approved Oct~er 8th, 1912, after hearing'. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF BOGOTA-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Public Service Railway Company, granting 
permission to the Borough of Bogota to construct and operate a street rail
way in Queen Anne Road in sai~ borough. The permission was granted for 
a term of tifty years. 

Approved October 15th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF ORANGE-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Public Service Railway Company for ap· 
proval of an ordinance of the Borough of Orange granting permission to 
said company to construct, maintam and operate four connecting tracks be
tween its present tracks in ~lain Street and tracks on priva.te right of 
way south of Main Strnet in said city. 

Approved October 29th, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS OF MONMOUTH 
COUNTY-MIDDLESEX AND MONMOUTH ELECTRIC LIGHT, 

HEAT AND POWER COMPANY. 

Application was made by the ~1iddlesex and Monmouth Electric Light, 
llr;1l allCl Pel\\ er Company for apprnrnl of an ordinance of the Monmouth 
Connty Board of Chosen Freeholders granting permission to the company 
to construct and maintan. a pole line on the public road knffwn as King's 
highway in tne township of :'.\[iddletown The privilege was granted for a 
term of fifty years. 

Approved November 12th, 1912, after hearing. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



RESOLUTION-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS ESSEX COUNTY
NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Application was lllHi1<' by tlw XP1Y York Tell'phone Company for approval 
of a resolution of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of the County of Essex 
granting permission to said compa11;v to construct it::; poles, lines, etc., upon, 
over and across ]\fountain Avenue from a point about one half mile north of 
Green Brook Road to a point about one nnlc north of said road, in the 
Borough of North Caldwell. Tlw privilege was granted for a term of fifty 
years. 

Approved November 12th. Hll2. after hearing. 

ORDiNANCE-CITY OF CAMDEN-CAMDEN HORSE RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

Application was made Ly the Camden Horse Railroad Company for ap
proval of an ordinance of the Cit~· of Camden granting permission to said 
company to construct, maintain and operatp an extension to its street rail
way system in said city from tracks now constructed and being operated in 
North Fifth Street in said city and consisting of a single track in North 
Fifth Street with connections between same and to its tracks in Market 
Street. The privilege was granted for a term of ·fifty years. 

Approved November Hlth, 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS, PATERSON-PUBLIC 
SERVICE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Applications were made by the Public Service Railway Company for ap
proval of two ordinances of the City of Paterson granting permission to said 
company to construct, operate and maintain extensions to and connections 
with its tracks in certain streets in said citv. 

Approved November Hlth. 1912, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF PENNS GROVE-PENNS GROVE ELECTRIC 
LIGHT, HEAT AND POWER COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Penns Grove Eledric Light, Heat and Pow
er Company for approval of an ordi11a11C·p of the Borough of Perms Grove 
granting permission to said corn1m11.v to con,.;truct its lines, poles, etc., in, 
along and UMler the roads, sheds, alley::;, de .. in said Borough. The privi
lege was granted for a term of Ii fty years. 

Approved Novt~mher 19th, Hll2, aft.Pr hPnring. 

ORDINANCE-CITY OF LONG BRANCH-JERSEY CENTRAL TRACTION 
COMPANY. 

Application 1rnB madp by the Jl'rsey Ct'Htral Traction Company for approv
al of an ordinam•p of tlw City of Long Branch, granting permission to said 
company to construct, operat{~ and maintain an electric street railway in 
said city. The permission was grantPd for a term of fifty years. 

Approved November 26th, 1912, after hearing. 
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ORDINANCE-BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS, MONMOUTH 
COUNTY-JERSEY CENTRAL TRACTION COMPANY. 

Application was made by the .Jersey Central Traetion Company for approv
al of an ordirnrnct' of the Board nf C'liose11 FrPuliolclen; of ~fomnouth County, 
granting permission to s;tid cornpan~· to con~tn1ct. operaL• a1~d maintain an 
electric street railway in the Hon:ngl1 of Heel Bank. tlw permission being 
granted for a term of fifty years. 

Approved November 2Gth. Hll2. after hearing-. 

ORDINANCE-BOROUGH OF RED BANK-JERSEY CENTRAL TRACTION 
COMPANY. 

Applieation was made by the ,Jersey Central Traction Company for the 
approval of an ordinance of the Borough of Heel Bank granting permission 
to said company to construct, operate and maintain an electric street railway 
in the Borough of Reel Bank. The privilege \Vas granted for a term of fifty 
years. 

Approved November 26th, 1!)12, after hearing. 

ORDINANCE-TOWNSHIP OF ELSINBORO (SALEM COUNTY)-DELA
WARE AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Application was made by the Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Tele· 
phone Company for approval of an ordinance of the Township of Elsinboro, 
Salem County, authorizing said company to erect, construct, lay and main. 
tain all necessary poles, wires, cables, etc., for its lines in said township, 
the priYilege being granted for a term of fifty ~·ears. 

Approved December 10th, 1912, after hearing. 

New Crossings at Grade. 

In the Matter of the Application of Public 
Service Railway Company to Construct 
and Lay a Track, at Grade, Across the 
Tracks of Erie Railroad Company, at Mar
ket Street and Park Avenue, in the City 
of Paterson. 

CERTIFICATE. 

The Board of 'Pnblic Utility Commissioners having heretofore, and 
on September sixth, nineteen hundred and ten, approved an ordinance 
of the Hoard of Public Works of the City of Paterson, passed August 
2nd, 1910, and approved August 3rd, 1910, entitled "An Ordinance grant
ing permission to Public Service Hail way Company to construct, operate 
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and maintain additional street ralway tracks and connectioHs along 
the route of its street railway in the City of Paterson, County of Pas
saic, and State of Kew Jersey," which ordinance, so approved, among 
other things ~ranted permission to said Public Service Railway Com
pany to construct and lay a track, at grade, across the tracks of the 
Erie ltailroacl Company at Market Street and Park Avenue, in said 
City of Paterson, and application now being made to said Board, by said 
Public Service Hailway Company, for the permission required by Section 
21 Of Clrnpter 193, P. L. mu, to ('(JllStrnct and lay said track, permission 
to construct and lay ·which vvasi given by sa.id ordinance at grade across. 
the tracks of the Erie Hailroad Company at Market Street and Park 
Avenu,e, in said City of Paterson, in accordance with said ordinance~ 
the said Board of Public Utility Commissioners, now, after notif'e to 
the Erie Railroad Company, and after clue hearing, determines that. no 
reason appears 'vhy the permission so sought should not be granted 
and further determines that the constn1etion of saicl track will eon
stitute an added fador of safety and the permis;;;io11 sought as afore
said, is, therefore HEREBY GTL\:\'TED, snbjPrt to the frnn;;;. of said Ordinance. 

Dated January 2nd, 1\112. 

In the Matter of the Application of Charles 
H. Clouting Company for Permission to 
Construct a Siding at Grade Over the 
Tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore 
Railroad Company Across a Part of Second 
Avenue and Twenty-ninth Street, at Peer
mont, in Avalon Borough, Cape May Coun
ty, New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Applieatiou hadng be\..11 made to the Board of Public Utilitv Com
mis:,;ioners by Charles H. Clouting Company, by petition in writingp 

• for permission to construct an industrial siding at grrade oYer the tracks 
of the \Vest J erse,v and Seashore Ra ilroac1 Company, acrosR a part of 
Second _\yenue ai1d T\Yenty-ninth Street, at Peermont. in the Borough 
of J\ val on, Cape ~[ay County, New Jersey, said application being accom
panied by a copy of a resolution of the :Mayor and Council of the .Dor
ough of Avalon, granting consent f'or the construction of said erossing~ 
and copy of an agreement entered into between the \Vest J.prsry and 
Seashore Railroad Company and Charles H. Clouting Compau~' for the 
cor,stnwtion of the crossing: 

The Board of Public Uti1itv Commissioners HEREBY GRA~Ts its 
consent to tlle (·Onstn1ction of said siding, upon condition that the said 
w·est Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company shall not permit any car 
or ears, or locomotiYe or other rolling stock to remain standing on 
said Second J\venne or Twenty-ninth Street, and shall not permit any 
locomoi ive or C'ar to block the crossings thereof, when running' over 
the same, more -than five minutes at a time; nor shall it permit any 
locomotive. or car to run over said Avenue or Street at greater speed 
than at the rate of six miles per hour, and shall cause the bell of the 
loC'omotive to be rung or the whistle thereof to be b10"'W11l at all times~ 
before entering upon or crossing said Avenue or Street. 

Dated January 23rd, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Victor 
Talking Machine Company for Permission 
to Lay and Maintain a Railroad Track 
Across Delaware Ave:--.ue, in the City of CERTIFICATE. 
Camden;"'New Jersey, from the West Side 
House Line Thereof to the East Side House 
Line Thereof. 

«q11Jic-atiot1 lrnYing- lH:eu ma.de to thl' Board of l'ublic Utility Com
missionP1 s. lJy the Yietor Talking ~J ael1i11e Company, by petit10n in 
writing-, for perrnissicn to lay and .i11ai11fo.b a railroad track across 
Delaware ~\\'enue, in the City of Camden, .XEw Jersey, from the west 
sirle h011se line t11ereof to the east sicle house line thereof, said applica
tion being accompanird b:: a cp1·titied cop)· of an ordinance of the 
Council of the City of Camden, passed Deceruber 28th, 1911, granting 
permission for the c011struction of sai(l crossing; 

'J'lie ] i0an1 nmv, after investigntion and hearing, no reason to the con- . 
trary appearing, HFREBY GRA:"TS its consent for the construction of said 
railroad track across Dela \Yare A venue, in tl1c City of Camden subject 
to the conditions crn1tai1wd in said Ordinance, anrl subject to the further 
eonclitions that said traek be hdXI so as to conform to the track now 
laid on th• east siclf' of Delaware A venue, and that all movements over 
same be:· protede(l hy a flagman. 

l);i1e<l .Tnrnwn' 2:;rd, Hl12. 

In the Matter of the Applicatron of the Board 
of Street and Water Commissioners of Jer-
sey c:ty for Permission to Construct Car
bon Place at Grade Across the Tracks of 
the West Side Ccnnecting Railroad, in the 
City of Jersey City. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Applicaticn being made to the roarc1 of Public Utility Commissior1ers, 
tiy the Boa rel of Street am1 "\Yater Commissioners of t hf' City of Jersey 
Cit.'·, by petition in ''Titing for permission to eonstn1ct Carbon Place 
at gnt(le, across the traeks of the "\Vest Side Connceting Hailroad, in • 
the City of .ft:rsf·.Y Cit.'·, as set forth in said petition, which petition by 
reference thereto, is hereby made part hereof. ' 

The said Board, after investigation anrl hearing HEREBY GRANTS 

permission to said li0arcl of Street and "\Yater Commissioners to con
struct Raid Carbon Place across the traf'ks of said "\Vest Side Connect
ing Railroad at grade as set forth in said petition. 

Dated February :27th. 1012. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West } 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company for 
Permission to Construct an Additional CERTIFICATE. 
Track, at Grade, Across Montpelier Ave-
nue in the City of Atlantic City. I 

Application having been made to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners by the WE,st Jersey and SPashore Railroad Company, by petition 
in writing, for pE:rmission to construct an additional tra<>k, at grade, 
across .Montpelier Avenue in the City of Atlantic City, within an'J along 
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the iig'ht of 'vay of its Chelsea Branch, said application being accom
panie(1 by a cedified copy of an Ordinance of the City Counci I of the 
City of Atlantic City, passed October !Jth, 1911, aI\d approved by the 
Mayor of sai(l City on same elate, granting consent for the construction 
of said additim,al track; 

The Boan! of Pnhlic Utility Comrnissicners J-rnn~~llY GIL\l\fTS its 
consl~llt to the c011str11etion of ~aid addi1ional track, at grade, across 
Mo11tpElier 1he1111E~ in the City of Atlantic City, within aud along the 
right of way of its Chelsea Branch, subject to the conditio11s contained 
in said onii1:a!lce, ~ml<l subject also to ilie further condition;..; that the 
said \VPst ;J erst•,v aiid Seiashore Railroad Company shall 11ot permit any 
car or (·ars or locomotive or other rolling stock to n·main standing Oll! 

said l\{ontpelier 1\\ emie, and shall not permit any locornotiYe or car 
to bl<•ek tl1e crossing thereof when running over the same more than 
fh-e minutes at .a time; nor shall it permit any locomotive or car to run 
over said A H'nue at greater speed than at the rate of ~ix miles per 
hour, and shall cause the bell of the lccomotive to be rung or the 
whistle there.of to be blown, at all times before entering upon or cross
ing said Avenue. 

Dated February 27th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West } 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company for 
Permission to Construct Two Additional CERTIFICATE. 
Tracks, at Grade, Across Montpelier Ave-
nu.e in the City of Atlantic City. 

Application haYing Leen made to tbe Board of Public l.Jtility Com
mis~ionern by the \Vest .Jersey and Seashore Hailroacl Company by peti
tiou in writit•g, for permission to construct two allclitional tracks, with 
the necessary switches and connrctions, at grade, across ,:\fontpelier 
Avenue. in the City of A tla11tic City, in and through its right of way\ 
known as the Chelsea Hranch, said application being accompanied by a 
certified copy of a11 orclinance of the City Council of the City of Atlan
tic City, passed June ~2tith, rn11, and approved by the :Mayor of said 
City, .lune 21iJ1, HJ11, granting consent for the construction of said 
adclitional tracJ..:s; 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners IlEHEDY GRAXTR its 
consent to the con:strnction of said two additional tracks, with the neces
sary switches and connections, at grade, across Montpeiler Avenue, in 
the City of Atlautic City, in and through the right of vrny of said Com
pany, k11ow11 as ihe Chelsea Branch, subject to the conditions con
tained in said ordinance, and subject a1so to the further conditions that 
tl1e said 'Vest .frrsey and Seashore Railroad Company shall not permit 
any car or cars or locomotive or other rolling stock to remain standing 
on said 1\r ontpelier A venue, and shall not permit any locomotive or 
ear to block the crossing thereof when running over the same more 
than five minutes at a time; nor shall it permit any locomotive or 
car to run over said Avenue at greater speed than at the rate of six 
.miles per hour, and shall cause the bell of the locomotive to ue rung 
or the whistle thereof to be blown, at all times before entering upon 
or crm;sing said Avenue. 

Dated April 16th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Max· 
well Improvement and Educational Asso· 
ciation for Approval by the Board of the 
Construction of a New Crossing at Grade 
on the Medford Branch of the West Jer
sey and Seashore Railroad Company at 
Haddonfield. 

DISMISSAL OF 
PETITION. 

Applkation haYiug IJee1t made !Jy the Maxwell lmprovement and Edu
cational Association, by petition in writing, to the Board of Public 
Utility Oommissioners for its approval of the construction of a new cross
ing at grade Oll the .Medford Branch of the vVest Jersey and Seashore 
Railroad Company at Haddonfield, 

The Board, after hearing, examination of the site of the proposed 
crm;sing by its 111speetor, and consideration of his report thereon, is 
of the opinion that ihe crnssing desired by the petitioner is not neces
sary for the public convenienee. ancl the application for the approval 
of the same is herebv DlS)!ISSED. 

Dated March 12tl1, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Phil- } 
lipsburg Horse Car Railroad Company for · 

~ermission to Construct a Sec.and Cros~- CERTIFICATE. 
mg Over the Tracks of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company at Union Square in Phil-
lipsburg. . 

.\pulication being made by the l'hillipsburg Horse Car l{ailroad Com
pauy for permisfii011 1<' construd a second crossing over the tracks of 
the l'ennsylvauia Hailroad Company, at Union Square, in Phillipsburg, 
and notice of such a11pli<'ation having been given to the, munjcipal 
authorities of the TO\nl of Phillipslrnrg, a11d the offidals Of the Penn
sylvania Railroad Compan.\·. 

T'he Board of l'11hlic Ctility Commissioners after investigation and 
due hearing HEREBY GIU:'ITS pPrmis::;ion to the Phillipsburg Horse 
Car Hailroad Company to eonstruet a second crossing over the tracks 

.of the PennsyI-rnnia Hailroad Company at Union Square in Phillipsburg, 
upon condition tbat derails he pla<'e(l in all tracks conne:?ted with sianals 
on the Pennsyhania Ilailroad, operated by man in tower, under" the 
supervision of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Dated April 2rnd, 1!112. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Le· 1 · 
high Valley Railroad Company for Permis-
sion to Construct Four Additional Tracks . CERTIFICATE. 
at Grade, Across Cottage Street, in the 
Town of Irvington. 

Applfration having been made to the Board of Public Uti1itv Com
missioners by the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, by petition in 
writing for permission to construct four additional tracks at grade, 
across Cottage Street, in the tovvn of Irvington, said application being 
accompanied by a copy of a resolution of the Town Council of Irving
ton, granting consent for the construction of the said additional tracks; 
the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, 
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HEREBY GRANTS its consent to the construction of the said addi
tional four tracks at grade, across Cottage Street, in the town of Irving
ton, subject to the following named conditions: 

That the said Lehigh Valley Railroad Company keep a watchman at 
the crossing at Cottage Street on 'duty from 7 o'clock in the morning 
until 6 o'clock in. the evening each day trains are operated over said 
crossing; that if any locomotive, car or c::irs or other rolling stock is 
operated across Cottage Street during the hours when the watchman 
is not on du:ty, said Company shall not permit said locomotive:, ca.r or 
cars or other rolling stock to run over said street at greater speed than 
at the rate of six miles per hour, and shall cause the bell 0£ the loicomo
tive to be rung or tbe whistle thereof to he blown, at an times befoT'ei 
entering upon or crossing said street. 

This approval is subject further to compliance with any further con
ditions which haYe been imposed by the 'fown Council of the Town of 
lr~ington, as a precedent to the said Town Council granting its per
rnrnsion for the construc·tion of said additional tracks at grade. 

Dat.ed April 15th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of Diamond 
and Company, Inc., for Permission to Con
struct a Siding at Grade, from the Tracks 
of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company, Across a Portion of Washing
ton Avenue, in the City of Wildwood (for
merly Borough of Holly Beach), Cape May 
County, New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Application having been matle to the Huard of P~i;>lic ~Jtility_ ~omm.is
sioners, by Diamond and Company, lnc., by petit10r.. 1n wntmg, for 
permission to construct an industrial siding, at grade, from the tracks 
of the West ~Tersey and Seashore Hailroad Company, a.cross a portion 
of Washin<»ton AY~1rne, in the City of 'Wildwood, (formerly Bur011gh Of 
Holly Bea~h), Cape May County, New ,Jersey, said application being 
accompanied by a copy of a portion1 of the minutes of the meeting of 
the Holly Beach Bor011gh Council, held November 9, 1911, granting con
sent for the construction of said siding, and copy of an agreement en
tered into between the vVest J€rsey antl Seashore Railroad and Diamond. 
and Company, Inc., for the construction of the crossing; 

The Board of Public Utility C{)mmissioners HEREBY GRANTS its 
consent for the construction of said siding upon condition that the said 
West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company shall not permit any car 
or cars, locomotive or other rolling stock to remain standing• on said 
Washington Avenue, and shall not permit any locomotive or car to 
block the erossing thereof, when running over the same, mor·e1 than five 
minutes at a time; nor shall it permit any locomotive or car to run 
over said avenue at greater speed than at the rate of six miles per hour, 
and shall cause the be11 of the locomotive to be rung 01r the whistle 
thereof to be blown at all times,, before entering upon or f'rOssing said 
avenue. 

Dated April 29th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of Leslie, 
Elliott and Company to Construct a Com
mercial Si.ding at Grade, Across East Rail
way Avenue a::.d the Tracks of the Public 
Service Railway Company, in the City of 
Paterson. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Leslie, Elliott and Company appliekl to the Boarcl of l'ubl~c U~il.ity 
Connuissioners for rwrmission to lay and maintain a cOHllll€l"Cial _sH.lmg 
from their place of business, Iowa and East Hailway Avenue, in the 
City of Paterson, acros'< East Haihrny Avenue, and anoss the tr~cks. of 
the Public Service Hailway Company on said ave1rn€ to the main line 
of the Erie Hailway Company. There was filed with the Board a copy of a 
cornrnm1iea1ion from the City Clerk of the City of Paterson, showing 
the rnrnission of the Board of Aldermen of said City to construct a 
t.rat·k ac·ross East Hrrih,·ay Avenue; there 'vas also submitted a. copy 
of an agreement between LE:,slie, Elliott and Company and the Public 
Seniee Hnilwny Company, authorizing the construction of the siding 
acro~0,s the tracks of said Public Service Hailway Company. 

It appearing to the Board that there is no ob_j.ection on the part of 
the trnt hori1.ies of the City of Paterson to the construct ion of the cross
ing aC'l"Oss the hio·hwav· that agreement has been reaehecl between Les
lie, Elliott and Cornp~~.Y and the Public Service Railway Company for 
the crossing of the tracks of the latter, and it further appearing that 
the siding is re,p1ired for the business of Leslie, Elliott and Company, 
the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, no reason to the contrary 
appeadng, 

HEREBY GRAC\TS to Leslie, Elliott and Company permission to con
stnwt a track a.cross East Railway Avenue, at grade, in1 the City of 
Pat<:rnon, and anoss 1.he tracks of the Public Service Railway Company, 
loctded on said avenue, subject to the following conditions: 

That the saiu company, its successors and assigns, shall not permit 
any car or cars, or locomoti\·e or other rolling! stock, to reniain stand
ing on the crossing of East Railway A venue, and shall not permit any 
locc·motive or ear to block the crossing of said street, when running 
over the same, more than :five minutes at a time; nor shall it permit 
ans locomo1ive, car or train to cross East Railway Avenue at greater 
spf~€d than at 1.he rate of six miles per hour, a1jl shall cause the bdl 
of the locomotive to be rung, or the whistle thereof to be blown, at 
all times before crossing said East Railway Avenue. 

That a man ca rr,vi n g~ a red flag shall precede all locomotives, cars 
or trains operated over said crossing to give 'varning of their approach. 
In fogg,y weather red flags must be displayed on East Railway Avenue 
not less than five hundred feet from the crossing thereof, and on both 
sicle:<oi of saii1 crossing. That no locomotive, car or trai.n shall bei per
mitted io pass over the crossing, except during the ho1ir.s Of daylight, 
and that all locomotives, cars and trains shall be brought to full stops 
close io and beJore crossing the avenue. 

Date:d May 14th. HH2. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Town
s hip Committee of Stafford Township, to 
Construct a New Crossing at Grade, Across 
the Tracks of the Philadelphia and Beach 
Haven Railroad in the Township of Staf
ford, Ocean County. 

391 

The Committl'e of tlw Township of Stafford, Ocean ( 'ou-uty, applied to 
the ljoarcl for pcrrnission to constn1ct a new crossing at grade at Bay 
Avenue. across tbc tracks of the PhiludclpMa and Heach Haven Jlail
road in said to\v11ship. On this appli<'ation, hearing was held, notices 
of which were sent 1o the Township Committee arnl to the Philadelphia 
and _!{each llan'n Hail road Company. 

A:f1er snd1 lie:ning" an<l a consicleratiou of the testimony adduced 
then•at, the Hoanl of l'ublic Utility Commissioners is of the opinion 
that the pennissiou prayed for shouhl be gra11ted and does hereh~· grant 
to the Township Committee of the Township of Stafford, in the County 
of Oeean, permission to constrnct the highway in said tmn1shi p known 
as l;ay Aw·m1e across tlie traC'lrn of the l'h]]adelphia and Beach Haven 
Haihoad so as to rnalu• a new en•ssing· at gra<l<'. 

Ua1e<1 .Tmie Ith. 1!ll2. 

In the Matter of the Application of 'the At
lantic Seashore Improvement Company to 
Construct Crossings at Grade Over the 
Tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore 
and the Atlantic City Railroads at Strath
mere, Cape May County. 

CERTIFICATE. 

The ;\.tla11tic SP:rnhon~ Improvement Company applied to the Board 
for 1Jl·rmissicm to <'n11str11!ct new crossings at grade across the tracks 
of the \Yest Jersc\' and Seashore Hailroa<l and tbe tracks of the At
lantic City Railro,~d at Bmnner Rmlll, \'inee11t Hoad and \Villard Road 
at Strathrnere, Upper Township, Cape May County. The Township 
Committee joined in this application, on which hearing >Vas held. No
tices of this hearing were sent to the applicant, the ·west .Jer8ey and 
Seashore arnl the- .:\t1a11tie City Hailrnad Companies, and the .Hoard 
ca.nsul an examination of the places of the proposed crossings to be 
made lly its Inspector who snlrmittPfl a report thereon. 

After consitl€ring the testimony, ad(l11«ed at the hearing, and the 
report of its Inspector, the Board is of the opinion\ that permission 
sho111<1 lJe gin"ll to <•onstruct a ne·w <'rossing at grade across the tracks 
of the \Vest .Jer~n· and Seashore Hailroi1d at vVilla1H Hoad and a ne¥T 
crossing nt gTadt:· · aeross the traeks of the vVest J'ersev a'nd Seashore 
Hailrcacl and tlie Atlantie City Hailroad at Sumner Hoa(l in Strathmere, 
and n1d1 permission is hereby given. This permission h; snhject to 
the co11ditions that the crossing at Vincent Road be vacated and that 
perrnisi-don heretofore given to cross the tracks of the Atlantic City 
Railroad at Ba.l Yie\v Avenue (referred to in finding of the Board dated 
July 1,Jth, 191 l, as Hornda~- Street) be revoked, and l'luch permission 
is 11ereby revoked. 

Dated June 11th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Mar
ine Freezing Company for an Order Re
quiring the West Jersey and Seashore Rail
road Company to Re-Construct a Track 
Across New York Avenue, in the Borough 
of North Wildwood. 

MEMORANDUM. 

The Marine -Freezing Company represented to the Board that it does 
a large fish -freezing business and .icP. making business in the Bo~ou?h 
of .North \Yildwood at Anglesea; that the present shipping fac1l1ties 
of tLe petitioner are not large enough to take care of it,s freight and 
express ~hipments, and that in order to take care properly of this h~sl
ness it is necessary to have constructed another siding connecting w1t_h 
the tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore Hailroad. To construct this 
siding requires the ch:inge of a narrow gauge road to a standard gauge 
road, at grade aernss Xew York Avenue, in the Dornugh of. Wildwood, 
to t'.Onttect with the present siding of the petitioner on the railroad com
pany's property. 

The Board wa:,; asked to issue an order requiring the \Vest ,Jersey 
and Seashore Tiailroad Company to re-construct the existing gauge of 
'the 1rnrrow trael.; gange to a standard steam railroacl gauge and to 
connect the said siding with the petitioner's present siding on the rail
roa,1 com.pany's property. 

Hearing was held on this petition on Thiay 28th, 1912, notices of said 
hearing being given to the petitioner, the Borough of Korth 'vVildwood, 
and the \Yest .Jersey rrnn Seashore Hailroacl Company, all of whom 
were represented therPat. The Chief Inspector of the l{ailroad Division 
of the Board }rnR at the direction "of the Board examined the site of 
the cl'ossing :ind JlI'Opo::;ed track c·onnection ancl made a, report thereon. 

:Fo1lowing a colJlsideiration of the testimony add11('ed at the hearing 
and the report of its Inspedor, the Board is of the opinion that per
mission should be given to change the narrow gange crossing of ~ew 
York Avenue to a standard gauge crossing and hereby gives its per-
mbsion to make sneh change on the following conditions: · 

(1) That no locomotive, car or cars, or other roJ]ing stock shall be 
permitted to bloek the crossing of said Avenue by standing on or run
ning over saml' for more than the minutes at a time either on the 
standard gauge crossing now in place or on the proposed additional 
standard gauge crossing; that no locomotive, car or ears shall be per
rnittecl to run over the crossing on either of said sidings at a greater 
speed than six ndles per hour and that a flagman shall give warning 
at the crossings of the approach of any and all locomotives and cars. 

(2) That ilt the construction of the new siicling no change shall be 
made in the loauing platform, along wpich said siding will run, so as 
to denease the capaC'it~· of sairl platform. 

The petitioner refers to an agreement behveen the Marine Hreezing 
Company and the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company whereby 
it is :illeged the railroad company agreed on certain terms to re-con
stn1ct the existing gange of the narrow gauge track to a standard 
~team n1ilroad gange and to connect the siding with the petitioner's 
present siding. The Board is ask<:)d to issue an order compelling the 
\Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company to perform the work 
ca,lJed for by ibe agTeement. The railroad company has notified the 
Boarcl that it has "no objection to the construction of this crossing 
providing the necessary municipal legislation and the consent of your 
Board is obtained." 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 393 

The law gives this Board power to require a railroad company "to 
<Construct, maintain and operate, upon reasonable terms, a switch con
nection with any private side track, which may be constructed by any 
shipper to connP,ct with the railroad where1 in the judgment of the 
Homtd such connection is reasonable and practicable ancl can .be put 
in with safety and 'vill furnish sufficient business to justify the con~ 
strnction and maintenance of the same." 

lt is questionable if the work required of the railroad'. !Company iby 
1he petitioner and 'vhich it is a1leged the railroad cop1pany has agreed 
to perform doe:-; uot go beyond that which the Board can order done 
under the above provi:sion of the law. 

In viPw, however, of the apparent agreement of the railroadl company 
to the coHstrudion of tbe crossing the Board does not deiern it neces
fi::!1iy to consider at this time how far an order issue,l by it in1 the 
Jirernises may go or to iss11e any order to the company. 

Dated .Tnne l41h, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of American } 
Dredging C:ompany for Construction of a CERTIFICATE. 
New Crossing at Grade, at Front Street, 
Camden. 

The American l>redgiug Company applied to the Board for permis
l:!ion to euustruet a siding along Front Street in the City Of qamden, 
to connect "vi th the tracks of the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad. 

Accompanying the petition was a maµ showing the location of the 
proposed siding and a copy of an ordinance of the City of Camden, 
passed .January :nst, 1!.lOl. This ordinance authorized the United .New 
.Jersey Ha.ilroa!] a11d Canal Company and the Pennsylvania lfailroad 
Compuny, lessee, to l'Onstrud and operate a railroad npon and along 
Front Street and to construct a11d operate such sidings into manufac
tories and otlwr business establishments "now or hereafter located on 
said Front Street as the same shall from time to time be required." 
Hearing was held on this petition and the Board caused an inspection 
and report 011 the site of the proposed siding to be ma~le by the Chie1f 
Inspector of its Hailroad Division. 

It. appears that the si reet at the site is not 11sed for ve,hicles or by 
pedestrians. ThP Bonnl of Public Utility Commissio11ers, no reason to 
the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY GRANTS to the AnHTica11 Dredging Company permission 
to construct a e01inec-ting track betwee111 its property and the track 
of thp \Vest ,J enwy and Seashore Hailroad Company, on and along Front 
Street in tho Cit;y of Camden, as shown by the map accompanying the 
application, :-;uhjeet to any and all c01~ditions and limitations imposed 
by the ordinance of the City of Camden, granting the permission to 
<>cntraet and operate sidings on Front Street. 

Dated June 1 tth, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Cen
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey for 
Permission tOI Construct a Single Track 
Railroad at Grade, Across Woodbridge Ave
nue in the Township of Woodbridge, Mid
dlesex County, New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

The Central nailroad Company of New .Jerse_y filed an application 
dated ,June 10tl1, 1\)1;!, for permission to construct its single track rail
road at grade across \Voodbridge Avenue in the Township of \Vood
l1ricige, Micldlcst~x County, Xew .Jersey, to connect the tracks of its 
l'ertb .Amboy Branch \Yith tbe Port Heading Hailroacl for the purpose 
of faeilitating tl1e interchange of freight traffic between its railroai.d 
and that of the Port Reading Railroad. as slto\\·n on plan, No. !)9A-5, 
a.ttaehcd to r;,airl petition, ancl forming p~irt thereof. 

The Board of PnhliC l,Ttilih ( ornmissionr•rf'. after hearin~-. rrnRI£BY 

GRAXTS to the Central Hai]rn;~<] C'ompall_\' of Xew .fprsey perrnissio11 
to conl'.'fruct a single track railroa<l at grade across \Voodbridge AYenue, 
in thP Township of \Voodbridg·e. ~liddlesex County, Xe\v .Jersey, in 
accorc1ance °\'vi th i liP pl:rn attachetl to and forming- ]1art of the petition 
herein, su1bject. ho\\e,·er, to the <·nndition that thfi crossing- be pro
teci"t~rl, wloile all rnov('ments are being made over it, by a flagman pre
ceding· every car, eugine or train moying across said crossmg. 

Dated J·uly 9th. 1!J12. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Cen· 
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey for 
Permission to Construct a Double Track 
Railroad at Grade Across the Rahway Road 
in the Township of Woodbridge, Middle
sex County, New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

The Central Hailroacl Company of ~e\Y Jersey tiled an application 
dated June 10tl1, l!Jl~, for permission to construct its double track rail
road at grade acro1-1s Hall\rny Road in the Township of ·woodbridge, 
Middlesex County, l\ev,· Jersey, to connect the tra1.:ks of its l'erth Am
boy l\ranch with the l'ort Hea(ling nailroad for the purpose of facili
tating the intrrcll<rnge of freight tratiic between its railroad and that 
of the l'ort He:idi11g Hailroad, as shmvn on plan No. !J9A-5, attacheid to. 
said petition, and forming part thereof. 

The Board of Pnblic Ctilih Commi,;;sinrn•r,;. after hearing, HEREBY 

GRANTS to the Central Haili:oad Oo111pa11y of ~€'\\' Jersey permission 
to construct a do11ble track railroad at grade across Rahway Road in 
the Township of \Yoodbriclge, .\firldlesPx County, Xew .Ters(':V, in acc:ord
anee with the pl::l.n attad1ecl to and forming part of the petition herein, 
subject, however. to the eo11cli1.ion that the crossing be protected, while 
all movt>menb; are being made oYer it. by a flagman preceding e\·ery 
car, engine or train moving across said crossing. 

flah'd Jul.v 9th, 1\H2. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Stone 
Harbor Terminal Railroad Company for 
Permission to Construct a New Crossing 
at Grade at the Public Highway Known as 
"Main Seashore Road" in the Village of 
Cape May Court House . 

CERTIFICATE. 

395 

. \pplieation bei11g made by the Sterne Harbor Terminal Railroad coi:i
pa11y to the Boanl of l'ubl1c Utility Commissioners, by petition in writ
ing, for penni:s::;iuu to t•onstruct a ('l'os::;i11g at grade over the ),lain ~ea
shore Hoad, in, the \'illage of Cape J\fay Conrt House, said applica!ion 
being accompanied by a resolution of the Boarcl of Chosen Freeholders 
of Cn pe _\lay County, granting permission to ~aid Company to construct 
said crossing, the Board, after hearing-, no reason to the contrary ap
penring, 
GRA~Ts pennis:>ion to the Stone Harbor Terminal Railroad Com

pany io constnwt a crossing at grade across the 3Iain Sc1ash01·f~ Hoad, 
in the YilhgP <•f C~qw May Court Honse, subject to all conditions and 
lirnitat i1 ns imposed by the resol11t1on of the, Hoard of Chosen Free
holdt:rs of Cape ~lay County, whieh accornpanier1 the petition filed with 
this Board, :in<l s11hjeet to the f11rther cond1tjon that no car. engine or 
train shall bt' 1wrmitted to pass over said crossing· at a greater speed 
than te>n miles 1wr hour. 

Dated .Tuly 1;~th, rn12 

In the Matter of the Application of the Stone 
Harbor Terminal Railroad Company for 
Permission to Use a Portion ,of Reading 
Avenue, in the Village of Cape May Court 
House. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Application being made by t11e Stone Harbor Terminal Railroad Com
pany to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by petition in writ
ing for perrnh;Mion io 11se a poTtion of Heading Avenne, in the Village 
of Cape May Co11rt House, thei Board, after hearing, no reason to the 
contrary appea.ring, hereby 

GRANTS permission to the Stone Harbor Terminal Railroad Com
pany to lay ih; tracl;s and roadbed along Reading Avenue in said Vil
lage of Cape '.\1 a~' Con rt House, npon the northwesterly side of said ave
nue, and ~lllja,<:e11t to the right of way of the Atlantic City Railroad 
Compnny. 

Dat<:'d Jul,v 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Stone } 
Harbor Railroad Company for Permission CERTIFICATE 
to Use a Portion ·of Ninety-Sixth Street, in • 
Stone Harbor, New Jersey. 

Application being made by the Stone Harbor Railroad Company te 
the Board of Public Utility Cornmissione1rs, by petition in wrjting, for 
permission to use a portion of Ninety-sixth Street, in Stone Harbor, and 
headng having been helcl thereon, the Board, a.ft.er such hearing, no 
reason to the contrary appearing, 
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HEREBY GRANTS permission to the Stone Harbor Hailroad Company 
to lay its single track at grade on Ninety-sixth Street between the 
Great Channel and Second Street, a distance of about eighteen hundred 
feet, in Stone Harbor, upon condition that no engine, car or train shall 
pass along said Ninety-sixth Street, in Stone Harbor, between the Great 
Channel, and Second Street, at a greater speed than fifteen miles per 
hour. 

Dated July 12th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of Ellwood ·1 
W. Watson, for Permission to Construct} 
Two Crossings at Gra~e Ove~ the Tracks CERTIFICATE. 
of the Trenton Termmal Railroad Com-
pany in the Township of Hamilton, Mer-
cer County, New Jersey. 

Applkation being made to the Boa1'd of Public Utility Commissioners, 
by Ellwood W. Watson, for permission to construct two new crossings 
at grade, c\·er the tracks of the Trenton Terminal Hailroad Company, in 
the To\\nshiIJ of Harnilton, County of Mercer and State of New Jersey, 
as f>hown upon a rnap accompanying said petition, "'\Vhich map is, by 
referen<:'e thereto herein made part hereof; 

The Hoard O'f Pnbllc l!tility Commissioners, after hearing and inves
tigation made upon the grou'nd, 110 re::ison to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY GRANTS permission to said Ellwood ·\V. \Vatson, to con
struct the two saicl (•rossings at grade oYer the traelrn of said Trenton 
Terminal Hailroad Company, as shovvn in said petition hc11·einbefore re
ferred to, upon conclition that sta11~ianl crossings signs be erected at 
said erossings, arnl that in the matter of planking said f'rossing'S the 
eonstruction be standard. 

Dated August fith, rn12. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Eliz-! 
abeth and Trenton Railroad Company for 
Permission to Cross Certain Roads at 
Grade with its Tracks in the Township of CERTIFICATE. 
L~nd~n, Un~on County, and in the Town-
ships of Raritan and Woodbridge, Middle- . 
sex County. j 

Application being made to the Board of Public· Utility Commissioners 
by the J<;Iizabeth and Trenton H.ailroad Company, by petition in writ-1 
ing, for permission to cross the following roads at gr;de with its tracks, 
at the point of intersection of its filed right of way with said road.s: 
\Vood Avenue and Tremley Road, in the Township of Linden, Union 
County; Hah'\vay Avenue, Se"'\Yaren Road, Blair Hoad, \Voodbridge Road, 
(;eorges Road, Tselin T:oad, Poor Farn1 Hoad, three crossings of the 
vVoodbddge and Metuchen Road, all in the Township of \:Voodbridge, 
Middlesex County; and Lafayette Avenue, Amboy Avenue. Pierson Ave
nue, Honhamtown and Metuchen Road, Post Road, Bonhamtown Road 
and Piscab:way Hoad, all in the Township of Raritan, Middlesex Coun
ty, all of said crossine-s to ,-.onsist of ::i. sini;de track, with the exception 
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of Amboy Avenn(e, in the Township of Haritan, which is to be crossed 
by a doubk track, said crossings to be approximately at the angles to 
the center lines of the roads as shown on schedules numbered from one 
to nin.eteen, both indusive, filed with said petition, and which by re
ference thereto herein is made part hereof. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing and inves
tigation, no reason to the contrary appearing, HEREBY GRANTS per -
mission to said .Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad Company to cross said 
roads at grade upon eondition that standard grade crossing signs be 
erected at each crossing and that the crossings be constructed in a safe· 
and "\vork1nnnliJ..:e 111anner. 

Dated August li~th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the West 
Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, 
for Permission to Construct and Lay, at 
Grade, a Spur or Siding Crossing Delaware 
Avenue and Penn Street, to and Over Cer
tain Lands of the Joseph Campbell Com-
pany, in the City of Camden, New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

Applieation haYi11g· been made to the Board of Public Utility Com
n;issioners, by the \Yest Jersey and 8ea.shore Hailroad. Company, by peti
tion in writing, tor permission to construct and lay, at grade, a spur or 
siding crossiug Delaware A YE<llue and Penn Street, to and over certain 
lands of the Joseph Campbell Company, in the City of Camden, New Jer
sey, as shown upon the b1ul'print ai1nexed to said petition, and which 
blueprint by refE 1re11ce thereto is hereby made part hereof, said applica
tion being accompanied by copy of an ordinance of the City of Camden, 
passed February :27th, 18\JG, authorizing the Camden and Atlantic Rail
road Company (vVest ,Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company) to lay a 
railroad track or tracks and operate, freight cars on Delaware Avenue; 

The Board of Public Utility Conunissioners, after hearing and investi
gation, HEREBY GRA.:\TS cc11sent to the construction of said spu'.r or 
siding, as prayed for in said petition. 

Dated August i:ith, rn12. 

In the Matter of the Application of the E. I. 
DuPont DeNemours Powder Company for 
Permission to Construct a Standard Gauge 
Siding and a Tramway or Industrial Track 
at Grade, Across the Road Leading from 
Mount Arlingt,on to Kenvil and Also for 
Permission to Construct a Standard Gauge 
Siding, at Grade, Across the Road Leading 
From Kenvil to Berkshire Valley, in the 
Township of Roxbury, County of Morris, 
and State of New Jersey. 

CERTIFICATE. 

The E. I. DuPont dcNemours Powder Company applied to the Boarcl of 
Public Utility Commissioners for pErmission to construct a tramway or 
industrial track and a standard gauge si<ling at grade over aud across 
the road leading from Mount Arlington to Kenvil and also for permfosion 
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to cornstruet a standanl gm1ge siding- at grade over and across the road 
leading from Kenvil to Berkshire Yalley, all in the Township of Roxbury, 
County of }.forris and State of :l\ew Jersev. 

Accompanying tho petition ·was a map showing the location of said 
proposed crossings, copy of an Ordinance ( f the Township Committee of 
Roxbury, p~sse.d Jun_e .t.ith, 1912, granting permission to said company to 
lay and marntam a s:drng and tramway at grade over the Monnt Arlinrrton 
Eoad al_ld a siding at grade owr the Berkshire Valle~r Road, also copy ~f a 
Rrsolution of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of l\forris County granting 
permission to said c01npan)· to lay and ma'.nbin a standard gaug2 siding 
and a tramway crossing at grade o\·er and across the road leading from 
Kenvil Lo Mount Arlington. 

Hearing was held upon this petition allil tl1e Board caused an inspec
tion and report on the site,; of tlie propose<l crossings to be made by the 
Chief Inspector of its Tiailroa<1 Division. The Board of Public Utility 
Commissioners, no reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY G!1ANTS to the E. I. DuPont deXcmonrs Powdf'r Company 
1wrrnissio11 to constrnd ;i tnrnnniy or ill(hist1·;a1 traek nn<l a standard 
gauge siding at grade over nncl ncross the road leading from Mount Arlington 
to Kenvil, in the Township of Roxlrnr~', County of Morris and State of New 
Jersey, npon condition that a standard crossing sign. as approved by the 
Board, April 15th, 1912. be erected on both sides of said tramway and 
siding crossings: that tlw erossings be planl;ed the :foll 'vidth of the 
road now used; that the trees be cnt back not Jess than fifty feet from 
highway and not Jess than twenty-five feet from each side' of track; 
that. no engine, car or trnin be operated over the siding crossing at a 
greriter speed than te11 miles per honr, and that aU such movements be 
protected by a flagman. 

The Board also grants permission to the E. I. D11Pont cleNemours Pow
der Company to construct a sta1"flarc1 gm1.g';_' siding at grade over and 
a.cross the road leading from Kenvil to Berkshire Valley in the 'Township 
of Uoxbnry, County of :Morris and State of N°l'W Jersey, 11pon condition 
that a standard "hvo-crossing" sig'n, as annrovefl hv the Board, April 
15th, 1912, be erected at the crossing and that at all times the trees be 
cut back the same c1istance from the highway as at the present time. 

DatEd August Bth. Hl12. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Wild- } 
wo-0d and Delaware Bay Short Line Rail
road Company for Permission to Lay 
Tracks at Grade on Oak Avenue, and CERTIFICATE. 
Across Susquehanna (Sherman) Avenue, 
Hudson Avenue and Park Avenue, AU in 
the Borough of Wildwood. 

Application being made by the Wildwood and Delaware Bay Short 
Line Railroad Company, to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, by 
petition in ·writimt, for permission to lay its tracks at grade, in the Bor
ough of Wildwood, County of Cape May, and State of New .Jersey on Oak 
AvEmue, from the westerly side of Philadelphia Avenue westward, to the 
City line at Sunset Lake and aeross Susquehanna Avenue, (Sherman), 
Hudson Avenue and Park Avenue, said application being accompanied 
by an ordinance of the Borough of Wildwood, passed :May 16th, 1910, 
granting permission to said company, among other things, to construct 
said crossings, 
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The Board, after hearing, no remwn to the contrary appearing, grants 
permis:--;ion to tl1e \Vildwood and Delaware J lay Short Line Hailroacl Com
pany to construct Hs traek at grade on Oak Avenue as aforesaid, and 
to construd its track at grade acrm;s S11squ€hanna Avenue (Sherman), 
Hudson AYent1e a11d Park ~\ ven ne, subject to all conditions and limita
tions imposed by the ordinance of the Bo!·ough of \Vildwoocl, Cape May 
Comity, whieh acconipaniefl the peti1ion filed ·with tl1e Board, an(l subject 
to tbo fnrther following con<liti011s: 

l. Tliat stm1f1ard crossing· signs be placed at Susquehanna Avenue 
(Sherman), 1iudsou ,\venue and Park Aven 1e. 

:2. That the tra.ek 011 Oak An•n11e oe<·upy not more than 1-1' in width. 
:3. That all engines, ears or trnins reduce speed to 15 miles per hour 

when rum1i11g betwe<'n Snsq11ehan11a and Park Avenues, and to 10 miles 
per bour over Park Avenue and from there to the terminus. 

DatP<l September 10th, 19J2. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Wild- !

wood and Delaware Bay Short Line Rail-
road Compan:y for Permission to Constru~t CERTIFICATE 
a New Crossmg at Grade Over the Mam 
Seashore Road Near Rio Grande, in the 
County of Cape May, New Jersey. 

Application being made by the vVildwood and Delaware .Bay Short Line 
Hailroad Company, to the Board of 1'11ulic 'Cti1ity Commissioners, by peti
tion in writing, for permission to construct its track at grade across 
the main Seashore Hoad, leading from Cape May Court House to Cape 
May City, near Hio Grande, in the County of Cape l\lay, New Jersey, said. 
application ueing accompanied by copy of ·-w ordinance of the Doard of 
Chosen .Freeholders of the County of Cape May, approved August 5th, 
HllO, granting permission to said company, among other things, to con
struct crossings, 

The ·Board, after hearing, no reason to the contrary appearing, grants 
permission to the Wildwood and Delaware Bay Short Line Railroad Com· 
pany to construct its tracks at grade acr-oss the main Seashore Road, lend· 
ing from Cape May Court House to Cape l\fay City, near Rio Grande, in the 
County of Cape May, New JPrsey, subject to all conditions and limitations 
imposed by said ordinance of the Board of Chosen Freeholders of Cape May 
County, vvhich accompanied the petition filed with this Board, and sub
ject also to the following further conditions: 

1. That a standard crossing sign be erected on each side of the track. 
2. That an electric warning bell be installed at the crossing. 
8. That all cars, engines or trains reduce speed to ten miles per hour 

while passing over the crossing. 
4. That trees at the crossing be cut back so that trains can be seen 

from the highway, when 75' from the track. 
Dated September 10th, 1912. 

NJ. S1A1E LIB Rf\R'< 
PO BOX 520 
iR~N10N,NJ08625-0520 
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In the Matter of the application of Reuben 
T. Johnson and Reuben Mount, Trading 
as Johnson and Mount, for Permission to 
Construct a Railroad Siding Over the 
Tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore CERTIFICATE 
Railroad, at Grade, Across Holly Beach 
Avenue and Bennett A'\'enue, in the City 
of Wildwood, Cape May Co.unty, New Jer-
sey. 

Application being made to the Beard of Public Utility Commissioners, 
by Heuben T. Johnson and Reuben Mount, trading as Johnson and Mount, 
by petition in writing, for pennission to cc.nstruct and lay at grade a 
spur or siding from the tracks of the ~West .Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
across Holly Beach Avenue and Bennett A v;•1111e, in the City of \Vildwood, 
Cape )fay County, New Jersey, as shown upon blueprint submitted with 
said petition, which blueprint by re:ference thereto is hereby made part 
hereof, and said petition, being aceompani~'d hy a copy of ordinance No. 
rn, of the City of 'Wihhvoo!l, approved .T uly 18th, Hll 2, authorizing the 
<·onstrnction of th(:' si<1i ng refPrred to abon'. 

The Board of Public l'"tilitv Comrnission•;rs after hearing and investi
gation, no reason to the cont'rary appearing, ' 

HEREBY GRANTS to said Johnson an<l 1fonnt, permission to construd 
said ~dcling, at grade, as prayed for in saicl petition, upon the following 
conditions: 

1. That the crossing, for its fnll 'vidth, be planked not Je:ss than one 
hundred feet in length, one plank to be placed on the outside of each rail; 

2. That the rate of speed of trains over the crossing does not exceed 
six miles per hour; 

:~. 'That no engine, car or train pass o,·err the erossing. lrnless proteeted 
by a flagman. 

Da tecl September 2-tth, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of Harry W. } 
Ellis for the Establishment of a perman• 
ent Grade Crossing at Anglesea Avenue, CERTIFICATE 
Ocean Gate, Ocean County, New Jersey, 
Over the Tracks of the Philadelphia and 
Long Branch Railroad Company. 

Application being made to the Board ::if Public Utility Commissioners, 
by Harry ·w. Ellis, by petition in vaiting, for the approval of the estab
lishment of a permanEnt grade crossing at Anglesea Avenue, Ocean Gate, 
Ocean Cmmty, Kew .Jerse~·, oYer the tracks of the Philadelphia and Long 
Branch Railroad, said application being accompanied by a certified copy of 
a Resolution of the Township Committee d Berkeley Township adopted 
September 6th, b12, granting consent of 1.he Township Committee to the 
establishment of a grade crossing at Anglesea Avenue, across the tracks 
of the Phi1adelphia and Long Branch Railroacl Company, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after investigation and 
hearing no reason to the contrary appeari!lg, · 
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HEREBY APPROVES of the establishment of a permanent grade 
crossing at Anglesea Avenue, Ocean Gate, in the County of Ocean, New 
Jersey, across the tracks of the Philade1lphia and Long Branch Railroad, 
upon condition that the first grade crossing west of Ocean Gate Station, 
kno-wn as "Hay Road," be abolished and vacated; that the trees at 
Anglesea Avenue be cut back for a distance of fifty feet from the track, 
and twenty-five feet each side of the avenue, and that no obstruction of 
any kind be placed within fifty feet of said crossing. 

Dated Septermber 24th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of Christian 
Hiering for the Establishment of a Per
manent Grade Crossing at Sheridan Ave-
nue, North Seaside Park, Ocean County, CERTIFICATE 
New Jersey, Over the Tracks of the Phil-
adelphia and Long Branch Railroad Com-
pany. 

Application beiug made to the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, 
by Christian Hiering, by petition in writing, for the Board's approval of 
the establishment of a permanent grade cro~sing at Sheridan Avenue, 
North Seaside Park, Ocean County, New Jersey, over the tracks of the 
Philadelphia and Long Branch Railroad Company, said application being 
accompanied by certified copy of a resolution of the Township of Berke
ley, Ocean County, granting consent of the Township Committee to the 
establishment of the grade crossing, as prayed for in said petition, and 
the abolition of the present grade crossing, over the tracks of the said 
railroad, at a point about three hundred and fifty-six feet south of said 
Sheridan Avenue, and between Sherman Avenue and Grant Avenue, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after investigation and 
hearing, no reason to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY APPROVES of the establishment of a permanent grade cross
ing at Sheridan AYenue1, North Seaside Park, Ocean County, New Jersey, 
crossing the tracks of the Philadelphia and Long Branch Railroad Com
pany, upon condition that on the establishment of said grade crossing 
at Sheridan Avenue, the present crossing beh\0 een Sherman Avenue and 
Grant Avenue, over the tracks of the said Philadelphia and Long Branch_ 
Railroad be abolished and vacated. 

Dated September 24, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Joint Application of the 
West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Com· 
pany and the Victor Talking Machine Com-
pany for Permission to Construct and Lay CERTIFICATE 
at Grade, a Spur or Siding, Across Dela-
ware Avenue and Cooper Street in the 
City of Camden, New Jersey. 

Application having bee1n ma.de to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners, by the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company and the 
Victor Talking Machine Company, by joint pdition in writing, for per
mission to construct and lay, at grade, a spur or siding crossing Dela
ware A venue and Cooper Street, to and over certain lands of the said 
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Victor Talking Machine Company, in the City of Camden, County of 
Camden, New Jersey, as shown upon a blueprint annexed to said petition, 
which said blueprint and petition by reference thereto herein are made 
part hereof, said a.pplication being also accompanied by a certified copy 
of an ordinance of the City of Camden, pr ssed September 26th, 1912, 
authorizing the construction of said spur or siding. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, no reason to the contrary 
appearing, HEREBY GRANTS consent to the construction of said spur 
or siding at grade, as prayed for in said petition, subject to the condi
tions contained in said Ordinance of the City of Camden, and subject 
further to the following conditions: 

1. That the entire track through Cooper Street be planked or paved 
in order to allow vehicles to passi over the same. 

2. That movements over the siding do not exceed a speed of six miles 
per hour. 

3. That all movements over the siding be protected by a flagman. 
4. That no cars be allowed to stand on Cooper Street at any time to 

exceed four minutes. 
Dated October 8th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Joint Application of the 
United New Jersey Railroad and Canal 
Company, Pennsylvania Railroad Com
pany, Lessee, and the Ault and Wiborg 
Company, for Permission to Construct a CERTIFICATE. 
Siding at Grade in the Bed of Washington 
Street, Crossing Morgan Street, in the City 
of Jersey City to the Works of the Latter 
Company. j 

Application having been made to the Board of Public Utility Commis
'Sioners, by joint petition in writing of the United New Jersey Railroad 

11.nd Canal Company, Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Lessee, and the Ault 
'and Wiborg Company for permission to construct and lay, at grade, a spur 
'1r siding in the bed of Washington Street, crossing Morgan Street, Jersey 
City, to the works of said Ault and Wiborg Company, as shown upon .the 
blueprint annexed to said petition, which blueprint, by reference thereto, is 
hereby made part hereof, said application being accompanied :by a certified 
copy of an ordinance of the Board of Street and Water Commissioners of 
the City of Jersey City, passed July 8th, 1912, authorizing the construction 
of said spur or siding, at grade. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, aft.er hearing and investi-
gation no reason to the contrary appearing, 
HER~BY GRANTS consent to the construction of said spur or siding 

as provided for in said. petition, subject to the1 .conditioi;i~ contained in 
said ordinance, and subJect further to the fol1owmg cond1t10ns: 

1. That the Bpace between the tracks be pi:rved in the same manner as 
the rest of the street. 

2. That Trilby rails be u:sed. 
3. That no car or cars be allowed to stand on the new extension north 

of Morgan street. 
4. That no movement from the siding exceed a speed of six miles per 

hour. 
5. That all movements over the siding be protected by a flagman. 
Dated November 12th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the } 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company for Per-
mission to Construct a Freight Track or CERTIFICATE 
Siding at Grade Across Meadow Avenue, 
in the City of Rahway. 

Application having been made to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners, by petition in writing by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
for permission to lay a freight track or siding at grade, across Meadow 
Avenue, (west of New Brunswick Avenue and east of present siding of 
the New Jersey Steel Company), in the City of Rahway, New Jersey, as 
shown upon a blueprint annexed to said petitioni, which said blueprint 
and petition, by reference thereto herein, are made part hereof, said 
application being also accompanied by a certified copy of an ordinance 
of the City of Rahway, passed December 10th, 1912, authorizing the con
struction of said freight track or siding, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, no reason to the contrary 
appearing, 

HEREBY GRANTS consent to the construction of said freight track or 
siding, at grade, as prayed for in said petition. 

Dated December 17th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Fer-} 
racute Machine Company for Permission 
to Construct a Spur or Siding at Grade, 
from Tracks of the West Jersey and Sea- CERTIFICATE 
shore Railroad Company, Across Elm 
Street, Bridgeton, to the plant of said Fer-
racute Machine Company. 

Application having been made by the Ferracute Machine Company, by 
petition in writing, for permission to construct a spur or siding from 
tracks of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Company, crossing at 
grade Elm Street, in the City of Bridgeton, to lands of said Ferracute 
Machine Company, as shown upon a blueprint annexed to said petition, 
which said blueprint and petition, by reference thereto herein, are made 
part hereof, said application also being accompanied by a certified copy 
of a resolution of the City Council of Bridgeton, passed December 3rd, 
1912, granting permission for ithe constructi·)n of said siding, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing, no reason 
to the contrary appearing, 

HEREBY GRANTS consent to the construction of said s·pur or siding 
at grade, as prayed for in said petition, subject to the following con
ditions: 

1. That the crossing be planked for sixteen feet in length. 
2. That a standard crossing sign be erected. 
3. That all movements over the siding be protected by a flagman. 
4. That movements over the siding do :riot exceed six miles per hour. 
Dated December 17th, 1912. 
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In the Matter of the Application of the Beach J 
Haven Construction Company, for Permis-l 
sion to Construct a Siding, at Grade, from 
the Tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad CERTIFICATE 
Company Across First Street, South Street 
and Amber Street in the Borough of Beach 
Haven, to the Plant of Said Company. 

Application having been made to the Board of Public Utility commis
sioners, by petition in writing, by the Beach Haven Construction Com
pany, for permission to construct and lay, at grade, a spur or siding 
from the tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, across First 
Street, South Street and Amber Street, in the Borough of Beach Haven 
to the plant of said Beach Haven Constructbn Company, as shown upon 
the blueprint annexed 1to said petition, which said blueprint and petition 
by reference then~to herein are made part hereof, said application being 
also accompanied by a communication from the Borough Clerk of the 
Borough of Beach Haven, advising that at a meeting of the Borough Coun
cil, held Monday, December second, nineteen hundred and twelve, per
mission for the construction of said new crossings at grade waH granted 
to said Beach Haven Construction Company, 

The Board of Public utility Commissioners, no reason to the contrary 
appearing, 

\HEREBY GRANTS consent to the construction of said spur or siding 
at grade as prayed for in said petition, subject to the following con
ditions: 

That when First Street, South Street and Amber Street are opened for 
traffic, standard crossing signs be erected, crossings planked, and all 
movements over the siding be protected by a flagman, speed of such 
movements not to exceed six miles per hour. 

Dated December 17th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Application of the Board 
of Chosen Freeholders of Cumberland 
County, the City of Millville and the State 
Road Department for Permission to Ex-
tend the Road Leading from Landis Ave
nue in the Township of Landis to a Point 
in North High Street in the City of Mill-
ville at Grade, Across a Spur or Siding of 
the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company's Tracks in the City of Millville. 

CERTIFICATE 

Applica.tion having been made to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners by joint petition in writing by the Board of Chosen Freeholders 
of the County of Cumberland, the City of Millville and the Road De
partment of the State of Nerw Jersey, for permission to extend, at grade, 
across a spur or siding track of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad 
Company in the City of Millville, State of New Jersey, the recently im
proved county road leading from Landis Avenue, in the Township of 
Landis, to a point in North High Street, in the City of Millville. 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, after hearing, at which 
all the parties in interest were represenited, no reason to the contrary 
appearing, 
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HEREBY GRANTS consent for the extension of said county road at 
grade, across the spur or siding track of the West Jersey and Seashore 
Railroad Company, as prayed for in said petition, subject to the following 
conu1tions: 

1. That standard crossing signs be erected. 
2. Thait all movements over the crossing be protected by a. flagman. 
3. That movements oveT the crossing do not exceed a speed of six 

miles per hour. · 
Dated December 17th, 1912. 

In the Matter of the Joint Application of the } 
West Jersey and Seashore Railroad Com
pany and Stinson and Dickensheets, Inc., 
for Permission to Construct and Lay, at 
Grade, a Spur or Siding Crossing Cumber- CERTIFICATE 
land Street, to and Over Certain Lands of 
Said Stinson and Dickensheets, Inc., in the 
City of Gloucester, Camden County, New j 
Jersey. 

Application having beern made to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners, by joinrt petition in writing, by the West Jersey and Seashore 
HailroaL. Company and Stinson and Dickensheets, Inc., for permission 
to construct and lay at grade, a spur or siding crossing Cumberland 
Streert to and over certain lands of Stinson and Dickensheets, Inc., in the 
City of Gloucester, Camden County, New .Jersey, as shown upon a blue
print annexed to said petition, which said blueprint and petition, by 
reference thereto herein, are made part hereof, said application being 
also accompanied by a certified copy of an ordinance of the City of Glou
cester, passed by the Mayor and Council 0f said City, October 3rd, 1912, 
authorizing the construction of said spur or siding, 

The Board of Public Utility Commissioners, no reason to the contra.ry 
appearing, 

HEREBY GRANTS consent to the construction of said spur or siding 
at grade, as prayed for in said petition, subject to the conditions contained 
in said ordinance of the City of Gloucester, and subject further to the fol
lowing conditions: 

1. That the crossing be planked the entire width of the street. 
2. That all movements ove1r the siding be protected by a flagman. 
3. That movements over the siding do not exceed a speed of s:ix miles 

per hour. 
Dated December 17th, 1912. 
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Inspection of Railroads. 

The following are from reports of inf'pectors on inspecitions of 
railroads: 

ATLANTIC CITY RAILROAD. 
Main Line. 

This road extends from Kaighns Point to Atlantic City, a distance of 
fifty-five and five-tenth miles. It is double track ballasted with stone, 
with the exception of that part beween Pleiasantville and Atlantic City, 
which is ballasted with cinders. 

It is laid with ninety pound rail, twelve hundred tons of new laid since 
last inspection. The track has been well maintained and is in first-class 
condit10n. 

Bridges. 

Bridges across meadows north of Aitlantic City are now being repaired 
by carpenters. Wing walls on No. 9 are old and in poor condition. No. 
13 has recently been on fire at southeast corner. Girders should be care
fully gone over for loose rivets, scraped and painted. The other bridges 
are in good condition. 

Recommendations. 
Repair wing walls on No. 9. Examine No. 13 for loose rivets and scrape 

and paint girders. 

Gloucester Branch. 

This branch extends from GlouceSJter Junction to Greenloch, a distance 
of eleven miles. It is a single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. 
The track is laid with ninety, eighty and seventy-six pound rail. Eleven 
thousand feet of eighty, and two thousand feet of ninety pound rail, 
replacing the seventy-six pound, has been laid since last inspection. The 
track has been well maintained, and is in good condition. 

Bridges. 

Defective ties have been renewed on No. 6 as recommended. Nos. 3, 7 
and 8 timber trestles are under consider,1tion for replacing with con
crete; No. 3 as an arch and No. 7 and No. 8 as culverts. Their present 
condition is only fair, and conside,rable repair work wil1 be necessary 
in the near future H they are to be maintained in wood. All the others 
are in good condition. 

Williamstown Branch. 

This branch extends from Williamstown Junction to Mullica Hill, 
a distance of nineteen and seven-tenth miles. It is a single track bal
lasted with gravel and cinders. 'The track is laid with eighty, seventy-six 
and seventy pound rail. Thirty-five hun<lred feeit of eighty-pound rail, 
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replacing seventy pound rail has been laid since last inspection. The 
track has been well maintained, and is in good condition. 

Bridges. 

The three wooden trestles on this branch are in fair condition. 

Cape May Division. 

This division extends from Winslow Junction to Cape May, a distance 
of fifty-four and two_:-tenths miles. Double track to ·woodbine Junction, 
and single track from there to Cape May. Twenty-two and five-tenth 
miles ballasted with cinderrs. The tra.ck is laid with ninety pound rail. 
The track has been well maintained, and is in first class conrlition. 

Bridges. 

The bridges on this branch are all maintained in good condition. 

Sea Isle City Branch. 

~his branch extends from Tuckahoe to Sea Isle City, a distance of 
tweilve and one-tenth miles. It is a single track, ballasted with gravel 
and cinders, laid with seventy and eighty pound rail; nine thousand 
feet of eighty pound rail has been laid, replacing the seventy poimd 
rail since last inspection. The track betw,~en Tuckahoe and Ocean City 
Junction is in good condition. From there to Sea Isle City, fair to good, 
but safe for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

Recommendations for ties on Nos. 4 and 5 have been carried out and 
condition of bridges greatly improved. Two poor caps were noted in 
No. 3 and several poor stringers in No. 5. A speed limit of ten miles 
per hour is in effect over the two drawbridges on this branch, which is 
sufficient for safety. The otherr bridges are in fair condition. 

Recommendation8. 

Renew two caps in No. 3 and defective stringers in No. 5. 

Ocean City Branoh. 

This Branch extends from Ocean City .Tunction to Ocean City, a dis
tance of ten and three-tenth miles. It is single track ballasted with 
gravel and cinders. It is laid with eighty ~nd ninety pound rail, three 
hundred tons of ninety has replaced the eighty since last inspection. 
The track has been well maintained, and is in good, safe condition for 
the traffic. 

Bridges. 

Bridges a.re all in good condition except stringers on No. 2. Some are 
soft and fires have occurred at several places. Damaged ones should be 
renewed or reinforced. 

Recommendations. 

Senew or reinforce defective stringers in No. 2. 

Missi.~sippi Avenue Branch. 

Bridges. 

The only ·bridge on this branch has had new stringers and caps since 
last inspection, and is now in good condition. 
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BALTIMORE AND NEW YORK RAILROAD. 
(Including Staten Island Rapid Transit.) 

This road extends from Arthur Kill bridge to Cranford, a distance of 
five and two-tenth miles. One and eighty-five one-hundredths double 
track, balance single. The track is laid with eighty-five pound rail bal
lasted with stone. It is msed for freight purposes only, and is in safe 
condition for the traffic. 

Recommendations. 
That not less than three hundred and fifty ties to the mile be placed in 

main track this year. 

Bridges. 

The recommendation that all defective ties be reneiwed on the bridge 
over the .Pennsylvania Railroad has been <::.irried out in part. A few new 
ones have been spotted in, but in insufficient number. At lea.st thirty
five more are needed, and these should be put in before June 1st, 1912. 

Bridge seats are foul with dirt and cinders and require more frequent 
cleaning. 

Joints in west abutment pier of Arthur Kill drawbridge are opening 
in the upper courses and in the lower courses near the water line. These 
joints should be rakeid out and pointed with Portland cement mortar. 

An inspection was made on foot of the timber trestle through Eliza
beithport we•st of the Arthur Kill bridge. lt is about 4,000 feet long and 
contains four iron bridges. While this trestle is maintained in a condi
tion which may be termed temporarily safe, the repairs it is receiving 
at the present rate are insufficient to carry it indefinitely in a safe con:
dition. It was found that all the bracing timber was second-hand and 
in many cases rotten and loose at the ends. Posits and braces which in 
the main were sound, have had rotten ends cut off and have been blocked 
up on the sills. Often this blocking was too high. Occasionally short 
pieces of posit timber have been inserted vertically with scant splicing. 
Where such repairs haye been made a single cheek piece of 4"x10" timber 
is spiked to but one side of the combination. 

ln its highest part the trestle is 35' from ground to base of rail. In 
several places whole bents have been cut off about 3 feet above the 
ground for the sake of removing decayed timber, and low bents have 
been placed underneath them. They have been tied together generally 
by two lines of old light timbers spiked across the top of the upper sills 
but not <lapped over them. 

Stringers are 2-8"xl6" per rail on spans of about 12 feet, with an addi
tional stringer in many places. Ties are in fair condition. The trestle 
is restricted to slow speed train movements 

From a good trestle originally having long and sound timber, it is, 
through the continuous process of partial repair, degenerating into an 
assemblage of small pieces inadequately spliced and braced. 

Plans have been prepared for replacing the entire trestle with filling. 
For a considerable distance the filling will necessarily be confined 
between low retaining ·walls parallel to the track because the right of 
way is too narrow to allow the fill to take its natural slope. At open
ings abutments have been designed for bridges adequate for unrestricted 
modern service. Some of these locations are fixed beyond dispute while 
discussion on others is still pending. ~Orne filling has been done at 
each end. The present bridges over South Friont Street and the Sound 
Shore Branch of the Central Railroad of New Jersey are light, having 
been built in 1889 for a loading of 2-86 ton consolidation engines plus 
3,000 pounds per lineal foot. 
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If such "\Valls, filling and bridges as are locu ted on the fixed location, 
say from station 366 plus 00 eastb<:>und to station 357 plus 00, were built 
at the present time, 900 lineal feet of the highest part of the trestle 
would be eliminated, leaving the porti0ns still under discussion for 
future action. 

On the western end Of the trestle· the bridge over Stephens1on's siding 
could be built on lines already laid down, ellminating abont 120 lineal 
feet of trestle. 

It would, therefore, seem to be in the interest both of safety and 
€conomy that as mulch of this trestle be eliminated at the present time 
as possible, hence the recommendations. 

Recommendations. 

Complete renewals of defective tie.-<> on bridges over Pennsylvania Railroad, 
placing at least 35 new ties there before June 1st, 1912. 

Clean all bridge seats. 
Clean and point all open joints in west abutment pier of Arthur Kill 

drawbridge. · 
Replace trestle at Stephenson's siding wi<:h modern bridge and fill. 
Build walls, abutments, bridges and complete filling between Arthur 

Kill bridge and site of east abutment of Amboy Avenue. 
Thoroughly repair remaining part of trestle by spiking cheek pieces 

on each side of all posts which have be·en cut off and blocked up, sub
stituting continuous posts wherever the hlocking is more than a single 
12" piece \()n top of sill. 

Repair and secure all bracing as marked on trestle and, longitudinally 
along those bents which have been curt off and underpinned in the higher 
part of the trestle, place adequate timbers on the sills against the plumb 
posts, dapped and securely fastened in place. 

BARNEGAT CITY RAILROAD. 

This road extends from Barnegat City Junction to Barnegat City, a 
distance of eight and seven-tenth miles. It is single track, laid with 
sixtyi-pound rnil, ballasted with sand and cinders. Two thousand yards of 
cinders have been placed under track and tie renewals made as recom
mended on last inspection, which has improved the track very much. 
While it is not in good condition, it is reasonably safe for the traffic, 
viz., two trains daily for eight months in the year, and four trains daily 
the balance of the year at a speed of twenty miles per hour. 

Bee om mendations. 

That not less than twenty-two hundred and thirty ties be placed in main 
track within the next thirty days. 

Bridges. 

The fourteen pile trestle bridges on this line are in good condition and 
safe for the maximum speed of twenty miles per hour. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JERSEY. 
New Jersey Centr.al Division-Main Line. 

This line extends from Jersey City to Phillipsburg, a distance of seventy
two and two-tenth miles. There are four tracks from Jersey City to Bound 
Brook Junction and two from Bound Brook ,Junction to Phillipsburg, all 
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ballasted with stone. All four tracks from Jersey City to Bound Brook 
Junction are laid with one hundred pound rail; No. I track Bound Brook 
Junction is laid with one hundred pound; track No. 2 is laid with ninety 
pound, but is being replaced by .one hundred pound. All of the tracks are 
in first-class condition. A subway is now being built just east of Cranford, 
which eliminates a grade crossing at that point. 

New east bound sfation is being built at Westfield; new shelter shed has
been erected for east bound traffic at Dunellen. 

Bridges. 
The bridges on this line are all in good condition. Overhead 

bridges at Walnut and Gordon Streets, Roselle, have been completed and are 
fine examples of modern highway bridges. New undergrade bridges have 
been built east of Cranford and the 17' Center Street arch in Phillips
burg has been replaced with a concrete arch of 50' span. 

All the bridges through Bound Brook will be overhauled this year when 
the track is raised 7'. No. 31.84 (old 79) at Bound Brook Junction has 
been retied instead of being replaced with a concrete arch as contemplated 
11ast year. 

Newark and New York Branch. 
This branch extends from C'ommunipaw to Newark, a rli;;;;tance of seven and 

one half miles. It is a double track, laid with ninety pound rail, ballasted 
with stone. The ninety pound rail will be replaced with one hundred pound 
this yea.r. The track is in good condition. A handsome, commodious station 
has been built at East Ferry Street. 

Bridges. 
·work between \Vest End and Brills Junction is well under way. 

The bridges are all under reconstruction and traffic is carried on temporary 
structures until the work described in last report is completed. This work 
is expected to be finished in 1913. 

Bridges between Brills Junction and Newark, Nos. 181 to 199 inclusive,. 
have had tie renewals 1and new grade line established. 

Other bridges are in good condition. 

Newar:k and Elizabeth Branch. 
This branch extends from Brills to Elizabethport, a distance of seven and 

two-tenth miles. It is a double trnc1.::, laid with ninet,v pound rail, ballasted 
with cinders, 1and is in good condition. 

Bridges. 
Bridgei<J are in good condition. Guard rails have been lengthened 

on the four bridges as recommended. 

Perth Amboy Branch. 
This branch extends from Elizabethport to Perth Amboy, a distance of 

eleven and six-tenth miles. It is double track, laid with ninety pound rail, 
ballasted with stone, and is in good condition. 

The entire branch will be laid with one hundred pound mil this summer. 
The track has been elevated from First Avenue, Elizabethport, for a distance 
of three-quarters of a mile south, which eliminated Second Avenue crossing 
and opened Third A venue, both passing under tracks. The new station with 
subway is now under course of construction between First and Second Ave
nues. 

Bridges. 
The new grade line through South Elizabeth recently put in 

service includes new undergrade bridgt>s over Second and Third A venUf'". a 
concrete arch subway at the new station and a Sherzer rolling lift bridge 
over the Elizabeth River. The other bridges are in good condition. 
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Sound Shore Branch. 
This branch extends from Elizabethport to Chrome, a distance of seven 

miles. It is a single track, laid with eighty pound rail, ballasted with cin
ders. The track has been well maintained, and is in good, •safe con di ti on 
for the traffic. 

Bridges. 
T.he bridges on this branch are all in good condition. 

South Branch. 
This branch extends from Somerville to Flemington, a distance of fifteen 

and five-tenth miles. It is a single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders, 
laid with eighty-five and ninety pound rail. The track is in good, sia.fe 
condition for the traffic. 

Recommendations. 
That all low switch stands in main track "-here trains run 

against the points of switch that are not connected with distant signals 
or in yards where speed is reduced, be repl1aced with the high standard' now 
in use on this road. 

Bridges. 
Bridges are maintained in 1"iafe condition for the traffic. Abut-

ments on the two bridges over South Branch of Raritan River are 'Still 
shored. They will probably be encased in concrete. 

High Bridge Branch. 
This branch extends from High Bridge to Rockaway, a distance of thirty 

and four-tenth miles. It is a single track, laid with ninety, eighty-five and 
seventy-six pound rail. The ninety pound has replaced the seventy since last 
inspection. The track is ballasted with gravel and cinders. Tie renewals 
have been made and other work has been done pertaining thereto to keep 
the track in safe condition for the traffic. 

Guard 
mended. 

Bridges. 
rails have been extended on Bridge No. 346 a" recom

The remaining bridges are all small and in good. condition. 

Ogden Mine Branch. 
This branch extends from Hopatcong Junction to Edison, a distance of 

fifteen and three-tenth miles. It is a singJ.e track lairl with eightv a.nd 
ninety pound rail between Hopatcong Junction and one mile west of Hopat
cong, balance to Edison eighty-five and sixty1-two. It is bnllasted with gravel 
and cinders. Between Hurds and Edison, the track is only in fair condi
tion, but safe for the traffic, wihch consists of two tr1ains each way two days 
a week. The track between Hopatcong Junction and Hurds has been well 
maintained, and is in good, safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 
The bridges on this branch are a 11 maintained in good condition. 

Dover and Rockaway Branch. 
Bridges. 

Bridges are all in good condition. 

Hibernia Branch. 
Bridges. 

Standard inside guard rails have been placed on bridges Nos. 283 and 
284, carrying out the recommendations. Other bridges are in good condi
tion. No. 283 is still shored up, making it safe for the traffic. 
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Southern Division--Main Line. 
This road extends from Red Bank to Bayside, a distance of one hun

dred and four and four-tenth miles. It is a single track, ballasted with 
gravel and cinders. The track is laid with ninety, eighty-five, eighty, seventy
six, seventy and sixty pound rail. The sixty is all l;a,id south of Winslow 
Junction, where the traffic is light and no fast trains. 

This line is being improved every year in replacing the light rail with 
heavier. The track between Reel Bank and Bridgeton is in good, safe condi

' tion; betwe,en Bridgeton and Bayside it is only fair, bnt on a,ccount of the 
light traffic and slow speed, it is in safe condition for the traffic. 

Reco mmend,ations. 
On my inspection made in 1911 I recommended that unless 

derails wer installed at Vineland and Bridgeton Junction that the 
signals be moved back to 1a. distance of not less than two hundred and fifty 
feet from erossing. This has not been done. I now recommend that the sig
nals be moved back both on the Central and the West Jersey and Seashore 
Railroads within the next tliirty days. 

Bridges. 
The recommendations made in 1911 have not been carried out, 

except in the matter of castings at ends of guard rails. The broken ones 
have been replaC€d with new ones, and some of these have since broken. They 
are all to be made good. Bridge No. 50 has an entire n?w deck completing 
the recommendations of 1910. Bridges Nos. 57, 77, 78 and 79 are listed 
for repairs by the company, but the recommendations are repeated for them 
1a.nd for No. 58. The other bridges north of Bridgeton are in fair to good 
condition. South of Bridgeixm where the traffic is light, the bridges are fair 
to poor. Nos. 90, 97, 98 and 99 should be thoroughly overhauled and repairs 
made amounting to a general rebuilding. No. 100 should have north bulk
head repaired or replaced with pipe and filled, if the bottom is found suit
able. 

llecommendations. 
Nos. 57, 90, 97, 98 and 99-make general repairs to deck and substructure. 
No. 58-Place at least ten new ties in deck. 
No. 76-Renew defective ties. Eight will be sufficient for the present. 
No. 77-Renew 22 ties and 2 guards. 
No. 78-Renew 7 ties, 1 cap and guards. 
No. 79-Renew 26 ties. 
No. 100-Repair north bulkhead or replace with pipe and fill. 

Freehold Branck. 
This branch extends from Matawan to Freehold, a distance of twelve mile8. 

It is single track, ballasted with cinders. The track is laid eleven and one
half miles of sixty and sixty-six pound rail, and one-half mile of ninety, 
ballasted with cinders. While the track is safe for the traffic, the rail 
is light and getting worn, and shourd be replaced as early as practicable. 

Recommendations. 

That the light rail be replaced as early as practicable. 
Bridges. 

Bridge No. 12 has had new deck and extensive overhauling, and 
No. 4 has had new deck, thus carrying out the recommendations of 1911. 

The remaining bridges iare maintained in safe condition. Guard rail point 
has been taken off of North end No. 1. It should be replaced. 

Recommendations. 
Place standard bevelled block on North end guard rail bridge No. 4. 
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Sea Shore Branch,. 
This branch extends from Matawan to Eatontown, a distance of twenty

five and six-tenth miles. Single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders 
from Matawan to Atlantic Highlands; double track from Atlantic High
lands to West End and single track from East Long Branch to Eatontown. 
It is laid as follows: Matawan to Atlantic Highbnds, seventy and eighty
five pound rail; Atlantic Highlands to West End, eighty-fiw, Beventy-six, sev
enty and sixty pound rail; East Long Branch to Eatontown, seventy and 
sixty-six pound rail. The track between East Long Branch 1and Eatontown is 
only in fair condition, but safe for the traffic, viz., six trains per day. The 
balance of the track has been well maintained, and is in good condition. De
rails should be placed in electric tracks .at Main Street crossing, Eatontown. 

Bridges.-Bridge 27 has been replaced with 48" c. i. pipe.· The other re
commendations have been carried out, except No. 32, which is to be attended 
to within a few days. On No. :rn¥2 a sidewalk is bei.ng constructed, which 
will prevent considerable traffic across the tracks. The eastern end of the 
trestle approach will be filled, and the remainder replaced with girders and 
concrete piers. All double track. On No. 15 the track i·s in poor alignment. 
The remaining bri_dges are maintained in good condition. 

Recommendation.-H.ealign track across bridge No. 15. 

11oms River Branch. 

This 1branch extends from Lakehurst to Barnegat, a distance of twenty-two 
and two-tenth miles. It is a single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. 
The track is laid with seventy and sixty-six pound rail. It ha'S been well 
maintained, and is in good safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges.-Bridge No. 65 has a new deck as recommended. All bridges 
now have inside guard rails with standard cast iron points 60' beyond ends 
of bridge. The maintenance work scheduled for this summer is sufficient 
to keep the bridges in safe condition for the traffic. 

Cumberland and; M aiirice River Branch. 

This branch extends from Bridgeton Junction to Bivalve, a distance of 
twenty-two miles. It is a single track, laid with sixty pound rail, ballasted 
with einders and gravel. It has been well maintained, and is in good, safe 
condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

All the recommendations of 1911 have been carried out, except 
placing guard timbers on two small bridges, Nos. 106 and 108, 1and renew
ing poor guard timber on No. 105. Ties on this last ibridge are getting 
poor and a few new ones should be spotted in to carry it till the entire deck 
is renewed. The remaining bridges are maintained in sufficiently good condi
tion for the light traffic on this branch. 

Recomrnenda tions. 

Renew defective guards and ties on No. 105 and place guards on Nos. 106 
and 108. 

DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

Main Line. 

This line extends from Hoboken to Denville Junction, 37 and 37 /lOOth 
miles. Between Hoboken and Denville Junction, the track is laid with 80 
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and 91 pound rail. It extends via Boonton Branch from Bergen Junction 
to Delaware Bridge, 79 and 17 /lOOth miles. It is laid ootween these points 
with 80, 90, 91 and 101 pound rail. There are four tracks between Ho
boken and Hackensack Draw, three tracks Newark and Fifteenth Street, 
also between Highland A venue and Milburn, balance double track. It 
is stone ballast between Bergen Junction and Netcong via Booton Branch, 
also between Hoboken and Highland Avenue, Orange Branch, balance stone 
gravel, slag and cinders. -

Betterments have been made in the way of placing 3222 tons of 101 and 
1000 tons of 91 pound rail in main tracks, 9738 yards of stone ballast has 
been placed under track this year. New station is being built at Mountain 
Lake. The track is in good condition. 

Brid,ges. 

Maintenance work outlined is sufficient to keep these bridges in 
good condition. All new bridge floors have lO"xlO" ties spaced 16" on cen
ters and have shouldered tie plates with screw spikes. 

Two through plate girder bridges east and one west of Maplewood have 
had gussets moved in to give standard clearance. Bridge east of South 
Orange has been reinforced. Quite a number of bridges are listed for new 
decks. When this work is done the bridges should be in excellent condition. 

Recommendations are being carried out. Rockaway River bridges are to 
have new decks. A latch has been placed on each leaf of the canal dra.w in 
Dover, and also a rod with turn-buckle between ten pairs of girders. This 
should make the situation safe. This mechanism, however, is operated iby 
hand lifts which are not locked, so that it is possible for any one to unlatch 
the bridge. A bar and lock should be placed in them so that they cannot be 
tampered with. This is promised to be done. Guard rails should be laid on 
each draw span, and, on the west bound track, they should be extended around 
the curve leading to this bridge. 

Guard rails are not in place on the two west bound tracks of the bridge 
over Hoboken A venue in Hoboken. 

Recommendations. 

Place guard rails on the two west bound tracks of Hoboken Avenue bridge. 
Place inside guard rails on both leaves of Canal drawbridge in Dover. 

Extend guard rails on west bound track around curve leading on to this 
bridge. Lock all latch handks on this draw so they cannot be tampered with. 

Warren Railroad. 

Bridges. 

Bridges are maintained in good ccndition. The undergrade highway cross
ing at Buttzville is finished and the old grade crossing closed. 

Boonton Branch. 

Brid,ges. 

The recommendations are being carried out. The bridges which have 
not received attention have had material ordered for them which will be put 
on as soon as received. Others have had renewals made t-0 carry them until 
complete renewals are made. Considerable work has been done resulting in 
greatly improved conditions. Seats 1are cleaner than formerly. A new un
dergrade bridge is being built over highway at Mountain Lakes. The west 
abutment of High Bridge is being reinforced with concrete. When this 
is completed, the east abutment will be similarly treated. Except for the 
uncompleted work, the bridges are in good condition. 
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Passaic and Delaware Branch. 

This branch extends from Summit to Gladstone, a distance of 21 and 
5/lOths miles. It is ,single track, laid with 75 and 85 pound rail, ballasted 
with gravel and cinders in good quantity. The track has ibeen well main
tained, and is in good condition. A new station has been built at Basking 
Ridge. 

Bridges. 

The maintenance work outlined by the compan:v is sufficient to 
keep the bridges in g·ood condition, and safe for the traffic. A wooden bridge 
east of Basking Ridge is to be replaced with a deck plate girder this year. 

Chester Branch. 

Thi·s branch extends from Chester Junction to Chester, a distance of ten 
miles. It is single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. The track 
is laid with 80 and 67 pound rail. The 60 pound rail has been replaced with 
80 since last inspection. The track has been maintained in safo condition 
for the traffic. 

Bridges. 
Bridges are all in good eondition. 

Sussex Branch. 

This branch extends from Netcong to Franklin Furnace, and from Branch
ville Junction to Branchville, a distance of 30 and 5/lOths miles. It is single 
track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. The track is laid with 80 pound 
rail from Netcong to Newton, balance with 75 pound. The track has been 
maintained in safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 
The condition of the bridges has greatly improved. Seats are 

kept cleaner since this work has been under the Bridge Department. The 
bridges west of Andover and east of Straders are new. The one west of New 
York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad crossing is to have new abut
ments. The remaining bridges are in good condition. 

Branchville Branch. 

Bridges. 

All the bridges on this branch ha.ve been rebuit or are under recoru;true
tion except the two at Branchville, which are to be completely overhauled 
this fall. The first one east of Branchville is to have a new deck and the 
second is to have new concrete tops to masonry and plate girders substituted 
for the present wooden trestle. 

Hamp ton Branch. 

The branch extends from Washington to Hampton, a distance of 4 and 
8/lOths miles. It is single track, laid with 67 pound rail, ballasted with 
gravel and cinders. The track is in safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

On the bridge over the Musconetcong at Changewater ties have 
not been renewed. Nearly all the new ones are delivered at site. Work of 
putting them on the bridge is to begin in two weeks. Otherwise the ,bridges 
are in good condition. 
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Phillipsburg Branch. 

This branch extends from Washington to Phillipsburg, a distanee of 13 
and 7 /10th miles. It is single track, laid with 75 pound rail, ballasted with 
gravel and cinders. The automatic lap signals that were being installed 
last yea.r have been completed. The track is in good condition. 

Bridges. 

vVork of replacing the smaller openings with concrete has con
tinued. The first bridge east of New Village is to be rebuilt as soon as 
track elevation is complete. The other bridges are good. 

Rocka/1,cay Branch. 

This branch extends from Denville Junction to East DoYer, a distance of 
three and six-tenths miles. It is single track, ballasted with gravel and cin
ders, laid with 80 pound rail. It has been well maintained, and is in good 
condition. 

Bridges. 

Bridges are in good condition. 

Cut Off Line. 

This road extends from Port Morris Junction to Slateford Junction, a dis
tance of twenty-eight and nfty-three hundredths miles. It is double track, 
laid with 101 and 91 pound rail. All treated ties with screw spikes and tie 
plates, all stone ballast except heavy fills, same being ballasted with slag 
and cinders. One and nine one-hundredths miles of this traek is in Per
masgeranice. The whole road is fully equipped with automatic signals, and 
is in first class condition. Contract ha·s been let for new station at Blairs
town. 

Bridges. 

The bridges on this line are new. All are of concrete except two 
at the east end which are steel plate girders. All are in good condition. 

Montclair Branch. 

This branch extends from Roseville Junction to Montclair, ·a distance of 
four miles. Double track to Bloomfield, single from there to Montclair. Sec
ond track is now being laid from Bloomfield and will be in service this 
winter. The track is laid with 80 and 90 pound rail, ballasted with stone 
and gravel. Vi7ork is now being done through Glen Ridge, which eliminates the 
heavy grade at that point, also eliminated Hillside Avenue crossing, which 
is now under grade. A new station is now being built at Montclair, with 
six passenger tracks. In connection with this work; the following highway 
grade crossings have been eliminated. 

Grove Street, now overhead. 
Pine Street, now to have foot-walk only. 
Bay Street, now under construction as undergrade. 
Bloomfield A venue, now overhead. 
When this work is completed, the road will be in first class condition. 

Bridges. 

Continuing the improvements of last year through Bloomfield, 
the work of rebuilding all the bridges has been well advanced. Through 
Glen Ridge and Montclair, the bridges are all under construction on the new 
µ-rade JinP and all are being built for double track. 
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All the structures are steel and concrete, and all are to have solid floors 
with ballast excepting only the deck plate girder span over Second River 
Bloomfield, which was the only one not seriously affected by the improve~ 
men ts. 

ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Main Line. 

This road extends from Jersey City to a point one mile west of Mahwah 
in New Jersey, a distance of thirty miles. There are four tracks from Jer
sey City to Rutherford Junction, with the exception of over Hackensack 
Bridge, where there are two. Two tracks from Rutherford Junction to 
Ridgewood Junction; from Ridgewood Junction to State Line, four. All 
tracks ballasted with stone, with the exception of the two passenger tracks 
over the new line beb\f'('ll Ilack(·nsack Bridge and Croston, \\-hich nre 
ballasted with gravel. Twelve miles of track have been laid with one hun
dred pound rail since last inspection. Sixteen more to be laid this year which 
will make forty-seven miles of one hundred pound rail, balnnre ninety. This 
does not include the one hundred pound between ,Jersey City and west end 
of open cut. The tracks are in good condition 

Hridgcs. 

Recommendations of 1911 ·have been complied with and bridges 
are in good condition except for cleanliness and as noted below. On the 
meadows, Berry's Creek draw will soon be eliminated, due to the completion 
of a canal diverting the creek into the Hackensack River above the rail
road. A small opening will be maintained here. No. 6.:H. Fish Creek, 
is being reinforced by plac'ng· an additional bent umler center uf spans to 
provide for heavy engines of the Mikado type. All the bridges on the 
main line are to be reinforced where ne-ressary for these engines. No. 8.29 is 
to have a new steel span undn cast bnund frt>ight trnck. }~o. 10.22, 
Passaic River draw, shows no further indication of cracking in east abut
m~:mt. Some loose rivets were noted in end posts connection of fixed span 
and lower latt>ra1s of this span are !"lack. No guanl mils are on No. 10.29, 
80' 9" long. 

Rcco rnmenda tions. 

10.22. Cnt out and rerlrivc loose riyet'l and adiust lower lat<'l'a I". 
10.29. Place standard inside guard rails on both tracks. 
Keep bridges clean. 

N orthcrn 1lailroari Divi.sion. 

This road extends in New Jersey from Bergen Junction to the New York 
State Line east of Tappan, a distance of t\\"enty-011e and one-half miles. It 
is double track, ballasted with stone for a distance of eighteen miles, the 
balance with cinders and gravel. Three and one-half miles of stone ballast 
has been placed under track this year. The track is laid with eighty pound 
rail. One mile of m~w has been placed in track since last inspection. 

Work is now under way to make this a four track road from Bergen Junc
tion or Croxton, as it is now called, to Granton Junction, using the west 
bound track of the New York, Susquehanna and Western for west bound, 
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the east oound of the Northern for east bound pa;;seng<'r track, the two out
side tracks for freight. Sufficient tie renewals l1a vc been made and other 
work done pertaining thereto to keep the road in safe conJition for the 
traffic. 

Bridges. 

Bridµ:es have all bern renumhere(l to correspond with the mile 
posts from Jersey City. Instructions have been issued to section foremen 
to clean bridge seats once a month. Notwithstanding this or<l('r, they are 
not kept as clean as they should be. Brirlge 18.14 (old 15.8'\) ;H' 2" long, 
has not had guard rails put on as recommended. Bridge 8.Gl, 32' 4" long 
also has no guard rails. 

All small openings are being replaced with concrete tops and ballasted 
track where renewals are necessarv. 

Maintenance repairs on rhe bri.dgcs of this line are sufficient to keep 
tliem in good condition. 

Hr:<·o111rnendaf'io11s. 

!'lace inside !n1ard rails <>ll l>ridgt's No;,;. 8.61 and HU4. Kf·ep metal work 
·'llld brirlge seats clran. 

New Jersey and New York Division. 

This division extends from New Jersey and New York Junction to the 
State Line west of Montvale, a distance of eighteen miles. Ten miles of 
this road is double traek, balance s:ngle. The track i.;; laid with seventy-two 
pound ·rail, \Vith the exception of five miles of eighty which has been laid 
since last inspection. Ten additional miles of eighty pound will be laid this 
month. Six miles of track is ballasted with stone, the balance with gravel 
and cinders in good quantity. 

Automatic electric signals have been installed from Oradel to State Line, 
making it impossible for trains to collide unless two signals are passed at 
danger. This equips the entire road with automatic si:rnals. Wlwn the 
additional rail is laid and the tie renewals are completed, the track will 
all be in good condition. That part not completed is in safe condition for 
the traffic. 

Bridge,; 
sey City . 
. rails. 

Bridges. 

are numbered to correspond with mile posts from Jer
They are in good condition except for protection of ends of guard 

Recommendations. 

14.8:3. Place block at guard rail on \\'est bound track. 21.20. Place 
block at west guard rail end . 

.\'rirark Branch. 

This road extends from Gre~mwood Lake Junction to Paterson Junction, 
a distance of sixteen miles. There are four mile,;; of double track. balanre sin
o-le. The track is laid with ninety pound rail to one-half mile east of Har
~ison, balance eighty. Two and one-half miles of stone ballast has been 

laced under track since last inspection. The balance is ballastrd with 
gravel and cinders. Four miles of new eighty pound rail h::is :wen laid since 
last inspection. South Paterson, Allwood and Essex Stations have been 
painted this year. Newark station is now being painted. The track has 
been well maintained, and is in good condition. 
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Bridges. 

Recommendations of 1911 have not been carried out. Bridge 
8.04 (old 5.49) over the Passaic River at Ne1vark is in very poor condition 
due to age, overstress and neglect. Steps should immediately be taken to 
replace it with a modern structure. A bevelled block should be placd at 
west end of east bound guard rails, and east end of west bournl guard rails 
should be brought together in center of track and protected with standard 
casting. 

The other bridges on the line are in good condition, except that they are 
not cleaned often enough. All are now numbered by mile posts from Jersey 
City. 

Rec om mend a tions. 

Heplace 8.04 with u modern bridge and protect guard rails as described 
above. Keep bridges clean. 

Bergen County Branch. 

Bridges. 

Bridges have been renumbered by mile posts from Jersey City. Ties have 
been renewed on No. 11.12 (old 2.12) where necessary. 'I ies are framed for 
No. 15.06 (old 6.~~4) and are to be put on as s0on as the new rail is laid. 
The recommendations made in 1911 have thus been complied with except 
for keeping bridges clean. While some work has been done in the direction 
they should be kept mucb cleaner than they are. On No. 15.06, whid1 is 
68' 3" long, there is no guard rail on west bound track. Otherwise the 
bridges are in good condition. 

Hecommendations. 

15.06. Place inside guard rail on west bound track. Keep all bridge seats 
clean. 

New York and Greenwood Lake Division. 

This road extends from Croxton to Sterling Forest, a distance of forty
three miles. There are sixteen miles of double track, balance single. The 
track is laid with eighty pound rail between Croxton and 11.ingwoo<l Junc
tion; from Ringwood Junction to Sterling Forest, "·ith ninety. 'Jlie seventy
four pound was replaced with eighty this year. ceven miles of stone bal
last has been placed under track since last inspection, also three miles of 
gravel. The track has been well maintained, and is in good condition. 

Main '1ine. 

Hridgcs. 

Bridges have been renumbered according to mile post from Jersey City. 
The recommendations of 1911 have only partially been carried out and 

.are therefore repeated. No. 5.51, 38' long has not had guard rails put on. 
Guard rail ends are unprotected in some instances mentioned in detail under 
recommendations. No. 4.13 is having new rail sleeves put on and rails re
newed where they are battered down more than 1/4". No. 8.72 has been 
raised to new grade line. No. 8.90 is now a 6' concrete arch replacing a 
timber trestle. No. 19.34, over Passaic River at Singac, is having plate gird
-er spans substituted for the trestle on the river portion. The west ap. 
proach trestle is to remain. No. 23.16 has had repairs which will carry it 
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until rebuilt. No. 30.77 is a single track through truss bridge remodeled 
from an old, double track, main line bridge. It replaces a wooden trestle 
150' long. No. 34.33, a wooden trestle 187' long, is being replaced by two 
spans of deck plate girders. No. 39.13 is being lengthened. It will have 
one new abutment and new girders when completed. 'l'he remaining bridges 
are in fair condition; considerable work will be necessary to bring them up 
to first class condition during the coming year. Nos. 35.69 'and 35.72 could 
have solid floors when renewals become necessary. 

Recommendations. 

5.51. Place inside guard rails -0n both tracks. Place blocks protecting 
guard rail points on bridges Nos. 7.60, 7 .75, 19.34, 20.08 and 23.16. Renew 
defective ties on bridges Nos. 7.44. 7.60. 7.75, 8.72, 10.23, 10.34, 10.47, 23.10, 
27.85, 27 .89, 28.85 and 41.93. 

New York anrl Greenwood IJtike J)i1:isio11.-0ranpc Branch. 

This branch extends from Forest Hill to vVest Orange, a distance of four 
miles. The track is laid with eighty pound rail, ballasted with cinders and 
gravel in good quality. The track is in good, safe condition for the trnffi('. 

Bridges. 

Bridges have been renumbered according to mile post from ,Jer
sey City. No. 10.20 over the Delaware, Lack~nnmna and 'Vestern Railroad at 
Watsessing is complete except for guard rails. This bridge is 49' long. 
The other bridges are in fair to good condition. No. 108fi. a pile trestle. 
is to be replaced with a concrete arch this year. 

Recommendation. 

Place inside guard rails on bridge• ~o. 10.20. 

New York and Greeniuood Lake Division.-Oaldwell Branch. 

This road extends from Great Notch to Essex Fells, a distance of six 
miles. It is single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. The track is 
laid with seventy-four pound rail. I notice a number of unsound switch 
ties which should be rene\ved. The track is in safe condition for the traffic. 

aeco111mendatio11s. 

Renew all unsound switch timber within the n0xt thirty days. 

Hrirlges. 

Bridges are now numbered according to mile posts from Jersey 
City. The recommendation for cast iron nose blocks at ends of guard rails 
has not been carried out and is therefore repPated. No. 20.92 has been re
placed with a concrete top. Xo. 17.12 is to be replaced with pipe and filled 
in. Material is on hand for repairs to No. 18.20 over Peckman's Brook. 
The remaining bridges are in fair to good condition. 

Recommendations. 

On bridges 18.20 (old 1.76) and 18.:rn, place blocks at guard rail points. 

New York and Greenwood La,ke Division.-Ringwood Branch. 

This branch extends from Ringwood Junction to Ringwood, a distance of 
three miles. It is a single track, laid with seventy-four pound rail, bal
lasted ·with gravel and cinders. It is in safe condition for the traffic. 
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Bridges. 

The bridges on thiH branch are all being reinforced for the G-12 
class of engines. They are now limited to the H-4 class. All are in good 
condition. 

LEHIGH .AND HUDSON RIVER RAILROAD. 
This road extends from Mansfield Street east of Belvidne to State Line 

east of Vernon, a distance of forty··seven miles." Single track laid with 
80 and 100 pound; rail, ballasted with gravel and cinders. Twenty miles 
of gravel and ten mi.le . ., of cinder ballast have been placed under track\ 
this year, also two miles of 100 pound rail laid this year. Treated ties 
are being used in main track, all of which is in first class condition. 

Bridges. 

Work has continued in a satisfaetorv manner, all recommendations 
concerning bridges having been carried out. Four open culverts have 
been rebuilt and one replaced with pipe and :filled. Ten have bet-n ex
tensively repaired and six have had reinforced concrete tops placed on 
them. Two steel spans have been painted. The work remaining to be 
done includes the substitution of concrete tops on smaller culverts and 
tie renewals on some of the trestles, particularly No. 74, the ties on which 
are getting in poor concli.tion. Decks on Nos. 133, 134 and 135 are in 
fair condition, hut wil1 requfre attention before very long. 

Recommendations. 

Renew defective ties on bridge No. 74. 

LEHIGH AND NEW ENGLAND RAILROAD. 
This road extends in New Jersey from Liberty Corners to Swartswood 

Junction and from Hainesburg Junction to Delaware River Bridge, a 
distance of twenty-three and seven-tenths miles. It is a single track, 
laid with sixty pound rail, with the exception of four thousand feet 
through Baleville, which is laid wHh eig~1ty pound rail. The track is 
ballasted with cinders and gravel. The light sixty pound rail should be 
replaced with heavier on curves. While it is not unsafe, it should be 
replaced as soon as conditions will permit. The traffic is light and the 
slow speed makes it safe for the traffic. 

Reaommenda tions. 

That not less than three thousand tiec:; be placed in main track 
this yenr. That tlie short ties under switch and frog just we~t of 
Sussex he replacecl with regular length switch ties. That the light rail 
on the curves be replaced with heavier as soon as conditions will permit. 

Bridges. 

Recommendations made at time of last im'pection have all been car
ried out and condition of bridge is greatly improved. No. 7 is still shored 
up. Ties are getting soft and should be rephiced with sound ones and 
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both running and guard rails should be ~piked to every tie in order to 
insure safety. Otherwise it is in safe condition until next year, when it 
is to be rebuilt. 

No. 3, a cattle pass, has been rebuilt in conerete. 
No. 1:3 should have riprap placed arountl west abutment and have chan

nel straightened. Material damaged by fire at the east end should be 
rene-.;vecl.· 

No. 23 has had the arch top removed, walls raised and I beam stringers 
put on, giving additional under clearance. 

A new deck should be placed on No. 29 and general repairs made to 
the rest of the structure;_ or it sho11ld be replaced with pipe and filled in. 

Ties on No. 30 should be renewed. 
G1iard rail on No. :i3 should he fully spiked and bridge seats cleaned. 
Otherwise the bridges are in fair to good condition. 

Recommendations. 

Renew ddective ties and flll1y spike both running and gnard rails, 
on No. i'. 

Xo. 18. Place riprap around west abntment, straighten channel an<l 
renew timber damaged by fire. 

No. 29. Make general repairs including ~1ew deck or replace with pipe. 
No. 30. Renew defective ties. 
No. :rn. Fully spike guard rail and clean bridge seats. 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD. 
Jlain Line. 

This line extends in New Jersey from Jersey City to Phillipsburg, a 
distance of 76 miles. It is double track. That part from Park View, a 
distance of 9 7-10 miles, is for freight traffic only. The track is laid with 
ninety one hundred and one hundred and ten pound rail, ballasted with 
stone as far as Park View. From Park View to Jersey City it is bal
lasted \vitb cinders. There arc ten miles of third track between Stanton 
and Lansdowne, and eight miles of four track between Potter and New 
Market. 

Bett-erments have been made in the way of layjng 22 1-10 miles of 
one hundred pound rail and 6 3-10 of one huhdred and ten pound. All 
treated ties are being placed in main tra~k. 3120 cubic yards of stone 
ballast placed under track this year. The track has been well maintained, 
and is in first-class condition. 

Bridges. 

Jf. P. 12 near Parle fl.ew to Jersey G'ity1. 

Considerable work has been done on this prirt of the line during the 
past year. No. 10-a has had an entire new deck including approaches 
and No. 10 has been replaced with two 60" cast iron pipes. When grade 
revision is completed west of Oak Island crossing, some of the smaller 
openings over the drainage ditches might be replaced with cast iron 
pipes. These small open deck trestles are in good condition. No. 8 has 
recently been rebuilt and squared up. Nos. 6, 6a and 6b, the Bay bridge 
and its long approaches, have received .tll new stringers and deck on 
the east bo::nd track. The west bound track has been repaired and re
inforced with the best of the old material from the east bound track. 
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T'he draw center and fenders are undergoing complete overhauling. No. 
5d has had a new deck. Nos. 4:'5b, -Hie and 45e are to have new decks in 
191:\, and No. 4t5a is apparently good for two years. The other bridges 
are in good condition. 

Bridges. 

8tatc Line at Philli1>sburg to ~~!. J>. 12 near Park Vic1P. 

The lJriclges on this division are well maintained. Following is a sum
mary of the work clone on the main line since the inspection of HHl. 
The same excellent work has continued, resulting in greatly improved 
conditions: Thfrteen bridge floors have been n·newed, nine bridges and 
arches pointed, thirty lJridgcs wholly and seventeen partly painted, while 
on forty-one others miscellaneous repairs and renewals have heen made 
to various parts of the structures. 

There remain to be done before the close of Hl12, eight bridge floors 
to be renewed, twenty-four bridges and arches to be pointed and twelve 
bridges to be painted. 

Brid~!es Kos. ~,na and :)lb .:re heing widened to accommodate the new 
N"o. :i track. 

National Dock Ht aneh. 

This branch extends from Nat'.onal Junction to Constable Hook; bas 
branches to the Pennsylvania Railroad :1t 'Valdo Junction and to the 
National Docks, also connection with the New Jersey Junction Railroad. 
It is double track, laid 78 and 90 pound 1·ail, ballasted with stone and 
cinders. It is used for freight traffic only. It is in good, safe condition. 

Rridgcs. 

On this branch the bridges are in fair to good condition. N. D. 7 has 
been replaced with two 48" cast iron pipes. N. D . .:i-a is to receive ex-
tensive renewals to bents and sills. The rleck is in good condition. Two. 
bridges over city streets are to be placed in trestle leading to 'Waldo. 
A venue and the remaining part of trestle filled. 

Perth A.mboy Branch. 

This bra11<'h exten<ls from South Plainfiehl to Perth Amboy, a distance 
of fl 6-10 miles. H is do11b1e track, ballasted with gravel 'and cincJers. 
The track is lai<l with 80 n nil 90 pound steel rail. Tt is in good, safe con
dition for the traffic. 

Rridgc:?. 

The bridges on this braneh are all in good <~onc1iti011. 

Raritan River Hrancft. 

This branch f..'Xtends fr01n Haritan Jnnction to Haritan, a distanec of 
5 mil-es. The track is lnid with one mile of 90 pound rail, balance 66 
ballasted with gravel and cinders. It is single track 11serl for freight 
traffic only. Tt is in safe condition for the traffic. 

!fridges. 

Considerable work has been done on this Branch, l' ~~-20 has had a new 
deck; P E 20-a has been rebuilt with a remodeJled deck plate girder 
from main line bridge No. :35. vVork here is complete except for inside 
gnard rails and tie plates, which are to be· put on in a few days. 
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A temporary opening, P E 20-b has been created for an industrial rail
road. 

The remaining bridges are all in good C'Ondition. 

Clinton Brandt. 

This branch extends from Landsdowne to Clinton, a distance of 2 1-2 
miles. It is single track, laid with GG pound rail, ballasted with gravel 
and c·inders. Tt is in good, safe condition for the traffic. 

Hridges. 

Inside guard rails are on all bridges :1s reco1nmenderl. A new deck 
has heen placef! on No. ~'8. No. :i7 is to have a new deck this fall. 
The remaining bridges are new and in good condition. 

Pittstoimi Branch. 

This branch ext-ellds from Landsdowue to Pittstown, 3 distance of 
four miles. It is single track laid with 76 pound rail, ballasted with 
gravel and cinders. The track is in good, safe condiUon for the traffic. 

Bl"idges. 

New decks ha\'e heen placed on P. I. 58, P. I. 58c and P. I. 60. The 
bl'iclges are now all in goocl conrlition. 

MORRISTQWN AND ERIE RAILROAD. 

This road extends from Essex Fe! ls to :Morristown, a distance of ten 
and eight-h~IJth miles. 

The track is laid ·with eight and four-tenths of eighty pound rail, 
balance with sixty-two, lmllasted with gravel and cinders. Fifty ton:s 
of new eighty pound steel rail '\Vill he placed. in track this year, replac
ing the sixty-two pound. 

All track recommendations made 011 last inspectio11 have been com
plied with. The heavy rains have tilled some of the mud cuts, which 
should be cleaned as soon as practicable. The track has been well main
tai11ed and is in safe condition for the traffic. 

neco m mendations. 

That two thousand ties be placPd i11 track this year. 
rrbat all cuts be cleaned "'ithin the next sixty clays. 

Bridges. 

The work of carrying out the recommendations outlined in report 
of November 21st, 1911, has been started, but none of it has been com
pleted. The private siding west of Whippany is in the same condition 
except th~1t the smaller of the two bridges on it has a bent placed at 
the west end and the center cribbing rebuilt, making it temporarily safe. 
A concrete pier and abutments are to he built here. Operation on this 
siding is limited to :lO ton cars placed by idlers. No men are allowed 
to ride on the cars. Filling has not been completed back of the retain
ing wall on same sicling. Brush and other flotsam are allowed to collect 
and bear a,{ainst the trestle. ·which sh0111c1 he kept open. \\~a 11 C'aps have 
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been delivered at the first bridge east of Whippany and at the first brtdge 
west of Hanover for replacing the condemned material now in. Bridge 
seats have beeH deaned, hut are again foul. They should receive atten
tion at least once a month. No painting has been done. Piles have 
been driven at vVhippany River and the two other meadow bridges for 
new substructure. Repairs have been made to caps and sills in trestle 
at Morristown. 

The remaining bridges are in tlw same g•eneral eondition as when 
last inspected. 

l?,ecomrnendations. 

On siding "\vest of Whippany, complete the fi1ling back of retaining 
wall and clean 011t accumulation of brush and rubbish bearing agarnst 
the trestle. Plnee the new wall caps on bridges east of \!Vhippany and 
west of Hanover, all within the next thirty days. 

Clean bridge seats at least once each month. 
Paint the bvo plate girder bridgt>s east of Hanover and neaufort . 

.. 
NEW YORK AND LONG BRANCH RAILROAD. 

This road extends from Perth Amboy to Bay Head Junction, a <listanee 
of thirty-eight and four-tenth miles. It is donble track, ballasted with 
twenty-one miles of stonp; balance, gravel and cinders. The track is 
laid as tollo'>n;: Tw'enty-seven miles ninety-pound rail; three and. niuety
eight one-hundredths seventy-six, seven and thirty-four one-hundredths 
eighty. r\1,rtl1 bound twenty-nine 79-100 of ninety-six and 14-100 
eighty, balance sevrnt~r-six. Eleven lrnndred tons of ninety pound rail 
laid since last inspection. The track has been well maintained, and is 
in goofl condition. 

Hi'irlges. 

Reconstruction of bridges on this line h; pn,gressing very favorably
the nevv work completed and projeeterl being designed to eliminate the 
iremaining single track and bring all co11str11ction up to the modern 
requirements for heavy traffic and high speed. The two large trestles 
at ~fatawan and Re<l Bank are restricted to 35 miles per hour and gen
eral instruetions lrnve been issued and printed in the working time 
tables prohibiting the use of air on these trestles except in case of emer
gency. Discipline is strictly enforced regarding this order. 

The lift rails at Raritan River draw are being replaced with miter rails. 
Those on north bound track arc in service and those on south bound track 
will be put in next week. 

The old draw at Moq-'c'~lll is to be replaced with a modern lift bridge 
this foll. :\latawan trestle has had new tie8 spotted in alongside of old 
ones, maldng traffic safe. New track is in g·ood surface, and line. 

The ties 011 Hendrickson's and Field's bridges are poor and should be 
renewt>d. On the Hed Bank trestle ties have not been renewed as recom-
1nended. It is the intention to make general renewals of about one
third of these ties within a year. Some of the ties are in bad condition 
and should have good ones spotted in nlongside of the poor ones to 
-carry till general renewals :1r0 madf'. 'This shr.uld he done heforp snm
mt>r twtffiC' grow!'; heavy. 
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At Parker's Creek some light repairs ro nwsC'nry have been made but 
not in the way of underpinning the piers rel'01nmernled. It is under
stood that this will be done this year. 

Oceanport bridge is being rebuilt, all but the draw span. Two through 
plates under span are to go south of the draw and one north of it. The 
rest is to be filled. Conerete piers and a b11tnw11ts are being built and 
the entire crossing will have a new standard deck. 

N'Pw abutments are in process of construction at Interlaken and N. 
Asbury (Deal Lake.) 

Doth 'Nreek Pon<l bridges are to he relrnilt. The north one with I 
beams, which have been cleliyered at sitt>. and the south one '"ith a 
through plate girder on concrete a1111tm~nts. \Vork is under way . 

.Manasquan draw has just been put in service. Only one track is in 
use. but the second track will be comple~c·d within the next ten days, 
thus making the entire line double track. The new draw is a Sherzer 
Colling lift bridge 'Yith pile trestle approacnes. 200' of trestle have been 
rebuilt at each end of draw. 

Recommendations. 

l'lace within the next thirty da;ys ties between poor ones in 
Red Bank trestle, p~rticularly nt the north end, and spike rails 
to these so as to insure safe operation till ties are generally renewed. 
Cnderpin suhstructure at Parker's Creek with concrete worked in well 
around piles. 

Place new decks on both Hendrick!'mn's and Field'~ hridges before 
.July J' 1912. 

NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA AND WESTERN RAIL

ROAD COMPAY. 
JI ain J,ine. 

This line pxtends in New Jersey from ~.vest End to the State Line at 
Delaware Water Gap, a distance· of ninety-six and one-half miles. It is 
double track from vVest End to Hiverside, :he balanee single. From West 
End to Oranton the track is laid with >;eventy pound rail, the balance 
eighty. It is ballasted with gravel and cinders. Two miles of new 
eighty µ01mcl steel rail has been laid, !lfteen miles more will be laid 
this year, part of which is now on grou n<l. That part of the track 
has been abandoned since December 1st last, except for freight and stor
age purposes. It will l)e placed in service ag[dn this .''ear in connection 
with the Northern Hailroacl, making fonr traeks. The track has been 
well rnaintaine<l, and is in g·ood eondition. 

Bridges. 

l:eeounuendations of 1911 hare been complied with. Bridge .No. i:i.51 
over Count.)' Road has: been reinforced for hevvy traffic and is complete 
except for guard rails. No. 3.08 is being taken down. No. lS.62 at Dundee 
Lake has been completed. It is now a 1louble track deck plate girder 
bridge 452' long on concrete piers. Material for rebuilding No. :14.86 
has been delivered at site. Girders have been delivered for some time at 
Charlottsburg for replacing No. 42.69. It is dsirable that the use of 
the old bddge at this }Joint be discontinued as soon as possible. No. 65.19 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



Punuc GnLITY Co::vr.MrssroNERS REPORT. 427 

is being rebuilt as a through plate girder on concrete abutments. He
ports show No. Q6.88 to keep in fair condEiJn under the limited loading 
and speed. The following bri(lges over ?O' ~ong are 'vithout inside guard 
rails: Nos. ::l.51 (122'); 24.05 (:17'): 30.:17 (:iO' 6"); 45:1.tiO {:'lO' 6"). Too 
much dirt is allowed to accm1rnlate on hriclg,~ seats and on the chords 
of deck bridges. \Vest of Passaic .J11nction th~ bridges are generally old, 
light, and loaded consifl€rably higher than they were designed for. 
'l'hPy arp being frequently ancl carefully in12pected nnd ar0 reporten to 
be acting ,vell under load. East of Passaic JHnction the bridges are all 
dsigned for heavier service and are in fair ccr:dition. 

Recommendations. 

l:'laee in:>icle guard rails on bridges Nos. 3.51, 24.05, 30.37 and 53.60. 
18.fi2. Bevel off blocks at east end of west bonnd guard rail. 
il4.95. Renew defective ties. 
vVye at Pompton Junction. Place bevelled blocks at guard rail points. 
Dri 1 e down ::;pikes where they have worked up in guard rail blocks. 
Keep bridges clean. 

Edgewnter Branch. 

This branch extends from Little l"errv Junction to Ed!!ewater, a dis• 
1anee of three miles. Fifty-two hundrf'd. fef't of track is t'lmnelled under 
the Palisades. The track is laid with ~ig'1ty and seventy pound rail, 
ballasted with stone gravel and cinders. It is double track. Some of the 
eighty pound rail is badly worn. This is now being replaced. It is used 
for freight purposes only, and is safe for 111e traffic. 

Bridges. 

The recommendations of 1911 have all been1 carried out. The bridges 
are all in fair to good condition. 

Passaic Branch. 

This branch e:xtenfls from Passaic Junction to Passaic, a cli!:;tance of 
three miles. It is single track, laid with seventy-one pound rail, ballasted 
with gravf'l and cinders. It is used for freight purposes only, and is safe 
for the traflie .. 

Bridges. 

Bridges are in fair to good condition. Repairs are being made to No. 
19.49 over the Passaic River. 

}f iddletown Branch. 

This branch extends from Beaver Lake to State Line east of Union· 
ville, a distance of twenty miles. It is single track laid with seventy, 
seventy-one and eighty pound rail, bal1asted with gravel and cinders. 
It was recommended on last year's inspection that the worn rail be 
replaced. This was not done, but rail is being released from the main 
line and ten miles will be replaced this year, which will leave but two 
miles in track. The roadbed has been much improved and when second 
eighty pound raH is laid will be in good safe condition. 
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Bridges. 

The bridges ou this branch are all in fair to good condition. No. 56.46 
has been renewed as a deck plate girder on conerete abutments. No. 
66.13 has abutments partly built, but owing to legal difficulties work 
has been discontinued. 

Rcromrnendations. 

Place inside guard rails en bridg·e No. 53.79. 

Delau:arc Branch. 

This branch extend.,; from Delaware to Columbia Junction ,a distance 
of three ·miles. It is single track, laid ·with 70 pound rail, ballasted with 
gravel, cinders and cUrt. There is needed in main track four hundred and 
eighty-seYen ties. The most of them are on the ground and now being 
placed in track. Also a set of switch timber at the switch leading to Turn 
Table at Delaware. J\ 11 ffpenings on line are in good condition. Track 
is safe for the traffic. · 

Rccor11111c11dations. 

That -187 ties he placed in main traek this year. 
That the switch timber be rt>newed in switeh leading to 'Turn Table 

at Delaware. 

Dundee Spur. 

Bridge!:!. 

This entire line is used for a freight E>witching movement. All the 
bridges are in fair to good condition except that ties on No. 1.48 are cut 
by derailments. This condition could probably be prevented li.\' -placing 
a single guard rail on the inside of curve at si.1ch distance from the run
ning rail as to engage the outsidt- of the wheel flanges, and it is so 
recommended. 

PEMBERTON & HIGHTSTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

This road extends from Hightsto,vn to l'emlJerton, a distance of twenty
five miles. lt is single traek, laid with 50 and GO pound steel rail. ·while 
the rail is light, it is in good condition ; nd safe for the traffic. ·The 
track is in fair line and surface. There are ql.<ite a large number of un
sound ties in the track, also a number of unsound switch ties, all of 
wmch should be renewed within the next dxty days. 

Recommendations. 

That not l<>ss than lGOO ties be placed in main track and all unsound 
S\.viteh ties be replaeed this year. 

!:ridges. 

The bridges on this line are in fair to good condition, the renewals 
outlined by the compan~- being sufficient to maintain them in safe con· 
dition. Material for such rene\.'vals has been orc1erec1 and will be put 
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in as soon as received. Ties have been <lelivered at site for a new deck 
on No. 8. Bridges Nos. 15, 17 and 18 are without inside guard rails. 

Reconimenda tions. 

Place standanl inside guard rails on bridges Nos. 15, 17 and 18, be· 
fore ,Jaunar:v 1st, rnn. 

PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD. 
New Yorlc Division-Main J,ine. 

This divi:::ion extern.ls in New Jersey from Jersey City to Dela-,vare 
River, a distance of fifty-six and seven-tenths miles. There are four 
tracks with the exception of a short distance through Newark where 
there are two. 

All tracks are laid with one hundred pmrnd rail ballasted with stone. 
Four thousand five hundred ton of new <>ne hundred pound steel has 
been placed in track since last inspeetion. The track and roadbed are 
in first-class condition. The work of elevating the tracks is progressing 
rapidly between Linden and Colonia, which when completed will elim
inate all higlnva.v grade crossings betw<!en tJ~ese points. 

Bridges. 

vVork is well under way on the seven miles of change of grade through 
Rahway. Bridge abutment~ and retaining wal1s east of the present 
tracks have been built and filling for the new grade has begun. A new 
overhead bridge is under <'Onstruction, l'eplaeing the grade crossing at 
Dark Lane. Three new o\'erheatl bridges in Trenton are in various 
stages of completion, replaeing old structures which were jnadequate for 
the traffic. The briclges on the line are in good condition. 

New York Bay Branch. 

This road extends from vVayerly to Greenville, a distance u r four miles. 
It is double track laid with eighty per t:ent. one hundred pound rail, 
balance eighty-five, ballasted with cinders. It is used for freight traffic 
only, and is in safe condition. 

Bridges. 

This branch is used only for freight, and speed is restricted to fifteen 
miies per hour. Across the Newark Bay draw, which is used jointly by 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad, speed is resiricted to six miles per hour. 
The bridges are all in good condition. 

1Vaverly and Passaic Branch. 

This road extends from "\Yaver)y aronncl Newark to the Meadow Shops. 
a distance of four miles. It is double track, ballasted with cinders, laid 
with one hundred pmmd rail. It is used for freight traffic only, and is 
in good safe condition. 

Bridges. 

'l'his branch is used for freight service and is operated at a speed not 
exceeding fifteen miles per hour. The bridges are all in good condition 
except No. 9 1-2, the abutments of which are shored up to insure safety. 
48" cast iron pipe is at site for replacing the small bridge over Wheeler's 
Ditch. 
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Perth Amboy and Woodbridge Branch. 

l'his branch extends from Halnrny to Perth An-;.boy .Junction, u distance 
of six and nine-tenths miles. It is cloubletrack, ballasted with stone laid 
with eighty-five and one hundrerl pound ra'.l. Five hundred tons of new 
one hundred pound rail haYe replaced the cighty-·five since last inspection. 
This road is in good condition. 

Bridges. 

Due to the change of grade at Rahway, a new track has been b11ilt 
across Sucker Brook on plate girders with trr.~;tle approach. The brluges 
are all in good condition. 

Millstone Branch. 

This hranl'h extenas from Millstone Jnne:tion to l\lillstone, a <li~tance 
of six and six-tenths miles. It is siugle track ballasted with cinders. 
'l'hc track is laid with sixty-fiye per cent eighty-five pound. rail, balance 
one 1rnudred. The track and roacll.Jetl have been well maintained, and 
are in good, safe condition for trafiic. 

Bridges. 

There are no bridges on this brunch. 

Rocky Ilill Branch. 

Tliis branch extends from .Monmouth Junction to Tiocky Hill, a dis
tance of seven and two-tenths miles. It is single track ballasted with 
gnn·el and cinders. The track is laid thirty per cent one hundred pound 
rail, fifty per cent eighty-five, balance seventy-fiYe. S11ff\cieut tie renewals 
haYe been made and otlwr work clone pertaining thereto to keep the 
track in safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

There is but one briclge on this branch, a small timber trestle, main
tained in good condition. 

Princeton Branch. 

This branch ex1ernls .fr0m Princ·eton Junction to Princeton, a distance 
of three ancl two-tenths miles. lt is double track, bnt is run as single 
exN•pt ~t times of hea,·y traffic. It i.s laicl with cighty-fi,·e ponrnl rail 
ballasted. 'vith gra,·eI and cinders. It is in good, safe couditoin for the 
traffic. 

Bridges. 

There is but one briclge on the branch, over 1he canal and Jllilli;tone 
River. Material is on hand for making repairs to deck and timbering, 
maintaining it in good condition. 

Bridges. 

All the recommendations made last vear have been carried out except 
in regard to the old stone arch No. s5. Here concrete wing walls have 
been built so that there is no further danger from spreading, but lining 
it with concrete, as done in many other· cases was found to be imprac
ticable, because of insufficient clearance. The arch stones are loose and 
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the arch generally h; in very poor conditiun. There is plenty of room 
behveen the back of the arch and the ties to put in a concrete reinforce
ment. The arch c011ld then be grouted and the soffit pointed without 
changing the clearance m1de1\neath. This construction is, therefore, 
recommended at this place. Much rebuilding is listed for 1912, chiefly 
in the repair or rebuilding of old masont·y which is rapidly breaking 
up uncler the increasing live loads. 

On the Trenton connection, Brhlge No. 1 is t•) be replaced with heavier 
girders and a concrete slab floor. No. 14 has cast iron pipe on the ground 
ready to be placed nmler the track. No. 16 is being rebuilt. No. 20 is 
having ties placed on passing traelc 1\ o. ·2s is being lined and extended 
in reinforced concrete. No. 44 is to be lined with reinforced concrete in 
1912. No. 4G to be replaced with cast iron pipe in Hl12. No. 54 is tem
porarily shored np, and is to be entirely rebuilt this year. No. 93 is to 
have stnnclard deck, and No. 96 is to be lined with reinforced concrete in 
rn1~~- The work completed is well clone. 

In nclclition to the above work, the follovYing recommendations are sub
mitted: 

Rcconimendations. 

That the follo\ving vYork be clone before the close of Hll2: 
No. 4. Hepair and point stone piers. 
No. 7. Point stone piers. 
No. 9. Point masonry. This bridge cO!.tlcl be replaced with cast iron 

pipe. 
No. 21. 
No. 8~;. 

~o. sr:. 
No. 87. 
No. 92. 

Point center pier. 
Point rnnsonry. 
J:dnforce Lack of arch with concrete and point stor:ework. 
Hepair wing wnlls and point masonry. 
Rebuild south abutment. 

Fleniington Branch. 

This Lranch extends from Lamberhille to Fleming-ton, a clietance of 
elPYen ancl Ji\e-tenth miles. It is single tnwk, laid with one and nine
tenths miles of seyenty pound rail, four-tenths of eighty-five, one and 
two-tenths of sixty pound, balance sixty-se\·en. One and one-half miles 
of one hunclred pound will replace sixty-':ieven, and three-quarters of a 
mile of seventy to replnce sixty pound will be laid this year. The track 
is well ballastrcl with cinders. 'There is <1uite a number of unsound ties 
in track which are now being replaeecl. The maximum speed on this 
branch is forty-fin" miks per honr, ·which, in my judgment, is excessive. 
The track is safe for the traffic for a speed of forty miles per hour. 

Recommendations. 

That not Jess than three hundred ties to the mile he plac~d in 
traek Lefore St'ptember 1st this year, and the maximum rate of speed 
be fort,Y miles iler hour. 

Brid_qei;. 

Bridge No. 5 has had a new deck as recommended last year. The 
briages on this line are generally old and light. Masonry is cracking 
in many places, ancl should receive a gen2r:i.l overhauling. The bridges 
particularly noted are named in the recommendations. 'Vhere repair 
work has been clone, their condition shows great improvement. Some 
of the smaller openings could be replaced with pipe or slab tops. 
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Recommendations. 

Hepair ancl point bacl;:walls on Bridge No. ~?. 
Hepair abutments on Bridge No. J. 
Repair backwalls on Bridge l\ o. G. 
Hepafr backwalls on Bridge X o. 7. 
Heplace two eulverh; about one mile north of Bowne Station, with c:i'.'.",t 

iron pipes. 
Put new deck on Bridge Ko. 15. 
Repair south abutment on Bridge No. 18. 
Repair north abutment on Bridge No. 2-1. 

Amboy Division-JJain Line, 

This division extends from Camden to South Amboy, a distance of 
sixty-one and two-tenths miles. It is double track from Camden to Bor
dento-wn, excepting a short distance through Burlington; single from 
Bordentown to Oki Bridge; double from Old Bridge to South Amboy. It 
is laid "'ith eighty-fiye pound rail, ballasted with gravel and cinders in 
good qrnrntit,v. Tbe tr:wl< lias been ·well maintained, and is in 12·00<1, safe 
com1ition for the t:·aH!c. Hecornmendations made on last 1nspection 
have lwen <'omplie<l with. 

Hcco1111ncndatiuns. 

That derails be place<l in a]] sidings at Jamesburg .J nndion, where, 
if lnakes are released, cars would rnn out on main traek 

Br,idgcs. 

Bridges Letween Camden Terminal and Fish House Station at .Mile 
l'ost -LCO now come under the Camden Terminal Division, and wilJ ht~ 
reported under that heading. 

X o. l:l is to be raised and a larger span placed across the channel. 
X o. 2li, a pile trestle s:v long, is being replaced by a deck plate girder on 
~oncrete abutments. Xo. ;:~2, a pile trestle U8' long, is being replaced 
with a double track reinforced concrete slab bridge in four spans, on 
eoncrete piers and abutments. Ko. ;3::; is n reinforced concrete slab, 28' 
clear span on concrete abutments, replacing a 70' pile trestle. No. 39 
is a hvo span through plate gircler bridge on a c1uve oi' about1 6 deg., 
resting on co11erete abutments and a ce1•ter support of hvo framed 
1 i1nber bents. It is proposed to replaee these timber bents with steel 
<'olumns. This change is desirable, and at the same time an eilicient 
s.vstem of lateral bracing should he placed in the bridge replacing in
<'Omplete serew lateral rods now in place. Preference should be given 
to a stiff system with riveted connections. No. :iG has been replaced 
with a reinforced concrete slab of 20' clear span No. 20, a pile trestle 99' 
long, cou'ld aclYantageously be replaced vvith a' small deck span. 

Considerable irnpron•ment is 11oted in the bridges in general, much 
g·ood work having been aceomp1ished sinee tlle last inspection over the 
Pntire division. 

Recornmendat ions. 

'When coh1n111s are plaC'ed under center of bridge No. :rn, place an 
pfficient system of stiff lateral bracing in the bridge. 

Burlington Bnrnch. 

This road extends from Mount Holly to Burlington, a distance of 
seven and three-tenths miles. It is single traek, laid with sixty per cent. 
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sixty pound rail, balance seventy. It is ballasted with gravel and cin
ders. Maximnm speed thirty miles per hour. It is safe for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

Tie renewals and general repairs have been made to Bridge No. 2 
as recommenclecl. No. 1 is to be raised, repaired and a larger opening 
made over the ehannel. Otherwise, the bridges on this branch are in 
good condition. 

J( inkora Branch. 

This branch extends from Kinkora to Lewistown, a distanee of ten 
and seven-tenths miles. It is single track laid with two miles of eighty-five 
pound rail, balance seventy, It is ballasted \viih cinders in good quan
tity. The track has been well maintained, anfl is in good, safe condition 
for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

Bnt two ope11 deek bridges remain 011 this brancb. Thev <1re in 
fair condition, and are to be replaced with concrete slabs in 1913. 

Bordentou:n Branch. 

This brani:h extends from Bordentown to Trenton, a distance of six 
and one-terlth mileto. 1t is single track, laid with eighty-five pound rail 
ballasted \\ ith gravel and cinders. The traek has been well maintained, 
and is in good safe condition for the traffic. Derails should be placed 
in electric road, at Broad Street. 

Bridges. 

Bridges are all in good condition except No. 2, a pile trestle on curve, 
which is to be rebuilt before August 1st this year. Speed over it is re
stricted to twenty miles an hour. 

Jarnesb11rg Branch. 

This Branch extends from J-amesburg .JunC'tion to :Monmouth Junc
tion, a rlistanee of six miles. It is do11ble track, laid with eighty-five pound 
rail. ballasted: with gravel and cinders. The track has been well main
tained, an(l is in good safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

The oue, undergrade bridge on this branch, No. 2, has been replaced 
with a reinforeed concrete double track slab of 20' clear span on con
crete abutments. 

Freehold and Jamesburg Branch. 

This branch extends from Jamesburg Junction to Sea Girt, a distance 
of twenty-seven and five-tenths miles. It is a single track, laid with 
eighty-five pound rail, ballasted with cinders. The track has been well 
maintained, and is in first-class condition. 

Bridges. 

No. 2 has new standard deck and stringers ~rn recommended last year. 
No. :i iR to be rebuilt as a two span concrete slab, each 28' clear span. 
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Th is will replaee l U' of pile trestle. 
Cattle pass east of bridge Ko. :1 is being replac:ed with a concrete slab. 
Xo. ti is being repla{'ed with a conerete .,;lab ::..:-t' clear span. It is now 

a -18' pile trestle. 
).'o. 17 has bee11 rt>pla<"t><l with a 10' c·on('rt>te slab eliminating 441 of 

pile trestle. 
The other briclgt>s on tht:> hraneh art> in good eondition. 

Oamde11 and Burllngton County Branch. 

This roacl extends from Pemberton to Camden, a distance of twenty
hYo and five-tenths miles. lt is a single track, laid with eighty-five 
pound rail, ballasted with gravel and cin<lers. On account of the wet 
~weather. it is a little 011t of snrfaf'e in spots, bnt fnll~· safe for the 
traffic. 

Bridgt>s. 

Line has been reloeatecl at Hainesport an<l a nt>w bridge built at No. 6 
replacing 180' of trestle and a 4~' A. frame draw. The new bridge is a 
through plate gil-der span \Yith ballasted floor, flanked by two deck 
plate girder spans on concrete piers and abutmEnts. No. 2 has also been 
replaced with a co1)('rete arch in two spans of 20' each. The old struc
tere here was a 10 span pile trestle 11 ;')' 1011g. 

The remaining bridges are in fair to goocl condition except No. 7, 
'Which needs a general oYerhanling. ~faterial is on hand for making 
the necessary repairs. 

M edfo rel Bran ch. 

This branch extcmls from :l\fedfonl .Tmietion to :Medford, a distance 
of six and one-tenth miles. It is single track, laid with seventy pound steel 
rail, ballasted with graYel and sand. There are a number of unsound 
ties in track. There nre eight trains nmning over this branc>h each day. 
Maximum rate of speed thirty miles per honr. The track is in safe con
rlition for the traffic>. 

Rr!'0/11·111 r11datfons. 

Th:-it not less than nfiet>n hundred ties he placed in traek this year. 

Rrid_qes. 

The recommendations for No. G have been carried ont by substituting 
a JO' concrete arch for the 9G' pile trestle. 

Quite a number of poor ties were noted 011 No. 5. This small pile 
trestle could be replaced with a small culvert. 

Concrete has been let for rebu'ildi.ng trestle No. 2 168' long with the 
older girders from No. :rn, main line, on concrete piers and abutments. 

Rccommendat1'ons. 

Hene"\v defrctive ties on Bridge No. 5. 
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PHILADELPHIA AND LONG BRANCH RAILROAD. 

This road extends from Bfrmingham to Bav Head, a distance of 
forty-six and one-tenth miles. It is single track, laid with seven miles 
of seventy pound rail, balance eighty-five. It is ballasted with gravel 
and cinders in good quantity. The tra<"k has been well maintained, and 
is in good, safe condition. 

Bridges. 

Bridge No. 2-! is being filled. 
No. 17 has been replaced with a east iron pipe. Filling is partly com

pleted. No. lB, Strings are now all new, 2-10" x 1611 per rail eastward from 
the draw. Some poor ties were noted on this part of the bridge. Prepara
tions are being made for lrnildingi a new (lraw span to th east of the 
present one. The trestle west of the draw has not been repaired as 
recommended, but it is understood that the material is onkrt>d for it. A 
special report will be made on this bridge, 

A concrete slab, 8' clear span, has been placed in service west o~ 
Browns Mills .Junction. Nos. 10, 8, 5, 4, il and 2, all pile trestles, aggregat
in!5 G81' in ]f~ngth, gravel has been placed over and between the ties 
to lessen the clanger from fire which is great, chic to their remote location. 
Comparatively small openings w011ld serve in all of these places and 
where renewals are necessary, it is very desirable that some fireproof 
construction be adopted for these bridges. 

The remaining bridges on this line are in good conclition. 

Island Hoights Branchlt. 

This branch extends from Island Heights .Junction to Island Heights, 
a distance of one and two-tenths miles. Tt is single track, laid 'vith 
seventy po11nd rail, ballasted 'vith gravel. ft is in good condition. 

Bridges. 

'l'he one bridge on this branch is across Ton1s River, and contains 
a deck plate girder draw span. 'T'otal length is 1806'. Considerable dam
age has been done to the structure by ice dt:ring the past winter, and 
the track is in poor line across it. Speed is restricted to ten mileSI per 
hour, which is safe operation. The bridge will be generally overhauled 
this year. 

PHILADELPHIA AND BEACH HA VEN RAILROAD. 

This road extends from Manahawken to Beach Haven, a distance of 
twelve miles. It is· single track, ballasted with gravel and cinders. The 
track is laid with sixty pound rail. Betterments have been made since 
last inspection in the way of placing eig'ht thousand yards of cinder 
ballast under track and two miles of eighi:y-five and one hundred pound 
seconds. Steel rails are now being laid replacing sixty pound. 

The track is in good, safe condition for the traffic. 

Bridges. 

The recommendation for rebuilding the second third of bridge No. 2 
before the summer season of 1912 was not carried out. This week, how
ever, work was started at the bridge on these renewals. Much of the 
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material is on hand and men are framing ties for the work. Eight or 
ten weeks will be :required to complete the third now under way. 

A new Hmve truss <lr::n\· has been hnilt at Ko. (i. This structure is the 
same length as the old briclg·e, but i,,; hea\'ic•r. Rails have butt ends held 
in line by a short cast iron shoe {)late. The rail gap is between 2" and 3". 
The matter of plncing n rail lock on this bridge is under consideration 
by the company. 

The remaining hrhlges nn_. all i11 goo<l L'<rndition. 

Rcco11t 111cndatio11s. 

No. 2. After completing repairs to the present third this year, rebuild 
the remaining- third before the summer season of 191:3. 

Xo. ti. Plaee approval rail lo<'k at <lra'>Y. properly interlocked with 
signals. 

PHILADELPHIA AND READING RAILWAY 

Jlain J,ine. 

This road extends in Ke>v Jersey from the Delaware Hiver to Bound 
Drook Junction, a distance of twe1~ty-one miles. 1t is double track with 
a number of center sidings. Thirty-three miles are laid with one hun
dred pound rail, balance ninety. Lt is ballasted with stone. The traek 
and roadbed are in tirst-<"lass condition. 

Bridges. 

\York is progTessing faYoralJly on the ue\v Dela\Vare l{iver bridge 
?\ o. 2\J. D11ring construction speed js restricted to 20 miles per hour for 
passenger trains and 10 miles per hour :::or freight trains across the 
old bridge directly alongside. This restriction also applies to bridge 
~o. :w on'r the l'cnnsyhania Hailroa<l :rnd C'c1nal immediately east of 
No. 2D. 

Light repairs of a temporary nature haYe been made to the decks of 
lwidges Nos. -11, -Vi'. 1;0 and (i"2 as recommenclecl last year. A special re
port will be nrncle in the near future on X o. -11. Several poor ties were 
noted in No. :q, chiefly in the \\'estlio111Hl iraf'k. The remaining bridges 
<1re in fair to good condition. 

Reco111111c11datio11s. 

l\enew <left'eti,·e ties 011 bridge No. ;).+_ 

Trenton Branch. 

This branch extends from Trenton to Teenton .function, a distance of 
three and seven-tenths miles. It is a single track, ballasted with cirnlers, 
laid with eighty ponnd rail. The traPk is in good, safe condition. 

Bridges. 

There are no bridges on this branch. 

Port Reading Branch.· 

This branch extends from Port Heading Junction to Port Reading. a 
distance of twenty-one miles. It is a single track laid with eighty pound 
rail, ballasted with cinders. It is used for freight traffic only. It is in 
good, safe condition for the traffic. 
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Bridges. 

Repairs have been made as recommended last year. Nos. 22 and 28 have 
new decks, the other having been repaired so as to carry the traffic 
safely until complete renewals are made. The small drain in Woodbridge 
Cut has been rebuilt. Top of center pier on No. 7. has been rebuilt in 
concrete, replacing broken seat stones. 

Roller nests under east end of south trusses on bri<lges Nos. 3 and 4 
have become displaced. On No. 3 the roller spacing bar is probably 
broken. These roller nests should be cleaned, repaired an<l replaced. 

The remaining bridges are in fair condition. 

Recornmcndations. 

Clean expansion ends of bridges Nos. 3 and 4 and repair and replace 
roller nests under east ends of the south trusses of each bridge. 

RAHWAY VALLEY RAILROAD. 
This road extends from Aldene to Summit, a distance of eight miles. 

1t is single track. The track is laid with five and one-half miles of sev
enty pound rail and two and one-half miles of sixty pound rail. 

The heavy rains have tilled 11p the mud cuts which should be cleaned 
aR soon as can be done. The drain pipes :i.re also stopped. This should 
be looked after at once. The deterioration of ties especially west of 
Kenihvorth has been very great sinee last impection. As this part of 
the line has been in use for about six years makes this condition pos
sible. Mr. Dankel informs me that he has purc:hased five thousand ties, 
a number of which are now on hand, and will place them in track this 
year. which will place the track in goorl, safe condition. 

llecommcndations. 

That all ditches be cleaned so as to give the necessary drainage with
in the next sbdy days. 

That the new s'vitch ties be plaef'd in both switchf's at Kenilworth 
Station. 

That five th011san<l ties he placerl in track this year. 

Bridges. 

The re1~ommenclations for putting the trestle approach to the Hahway 
River bridge in good surface and alignment l111Ye been carrie<l out. Speed 
is restrictecl to Li n1iles per hour across the trestle. 

'I'hc abutments of Yan Winkle's Brook bridge have been damaged by 
a washout. The bridge is temporarily shored up and speed i8 restricted 
to 10 miles per hour, whieh is eonsiderecl safe until the ::ih11tments are 
rPlrnilt. The other bridges are all fr1 good condition. 

RARITAN RIVER RAILROAD. 
This road extends from New Brunswick to South Amboy, a distance 

of twelve and three-tenths miles. lt is single track. The track is laid with 
eighty pound rail, ballasted with gravel and cinders. The recent hard 
rains have filled the ditches, but this work is now being taken care of 
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and will be completed within the next thirty days. Sufficient tie renewals 
Jwye been made to meet the requirements, and the road has been main
tained in a good, safe condition. The Public Service Electric line crosses 
the track on the Main Line at Roberts Crossing, also at Quades Crossing 
on the Sayreville Branch, derailed on one side only. Both the approaches 
should be derailed, and 1 so RECO~nrnxD. 

Bridges. 

~\ 1l the bridge8 on this line are in good condition, except the masonry 
of the bridge over the Camden and Amboy Railroad in South Amboy. 
Both of the abutments of this bridge should have all joints raked out 
and pointed with Portland cement mortar. Tlie center pier is narrow 
and shows cracks with some indieations of loosening stones. ·This pier 
shonl<l he thoroughly overhauled, grouted and pointed as described above, 
putting it in C'ondition to be unquestionably safe. 

Hridge at mile post :i.oo is a temporary stnwtnre which will be aban
tlonetl '"hen the line is relocated at this point. 

The remaining bridges are new, having been rebuilt since 1908. 

Reconirncndations. 

Heim i r substructure of bridge oYer the Camden and Amboy Hailroad 
as indi<"ated :1ho\'e. 

TUCKERTON RAILROAD. 
Th is road extends from \Yhitings to Ttwkerton, a distance of twenty

nine miles. It is single tral'k, ballasted with gravel and cinders, princi
pally gra,·el. The track is laid with six~e~n miles of sixty pound, six 
miles of eighty, and se,·en miles of eighty-tive pound steel rail. Eight 
hurnlred tons of eighty-tive pound steel rail laid since last inspection. 
The track has been well maintained. and is in good, safe condition for 
the. traffic. 

Bridges. 

Inside guard rails h<1Ye been placed on \fanahawken bridge as recom
mended. The other recommendations _rnve not yet been completed. 
:Material is ordered for complying with all of them and will be in place 
before June 2Hth "-hen the summer sched,ile goes into effect. Bridges 
at Paneake and Davenports shonl<l have standard inside guard rails. Re
newals programmed for the remaining bridges are snfficient to maintain 
them in safe eondition for the traffic. 

Reco 111'111 c ndations. 

Plae0 stnnclard inside guard rails on Pancake and Davenports bridges. 

WEST JERSEY AND SEASHORE RAILROAD. 
A_tlantic Cify Hil"ision-Main Line. 

This line extends from Camden to Atlantic City, including the Van 
Hook Cut-off in Atlantic City, a total distance of sixty-one and 1-lOths 
miles. It is double track, ballasted with stom· laid with one hundred 
pound rail, and in first-class condition. 
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Bridge i\o. J07 has been replaced with three ()0" cast iron pipes as 
no7etl in speei:il report. Ko. lOG has girders under south bound track 
shored 011 timber bents on piles making it safe for the heavier engines. 
Under the north track the girders are deeper. The masonry is in fairly 
good condition except for ba:c·kwalls on south. bound track which are 
loose. This bridge might be eliminated by substituting cast iron pipes 
sirnilai· to Ko. 107 when renewals are next fOmHl to be necessary. In the 
meantime, the hackwalb on smith bound traek should be rep~.ired and 
masonry pointe(l. · 

The draw at "\tlantie City ii-; to have hand Op(•ration changed to electric 
motor as soon as the orc1ere(l material ;;r;·iye,;. Thf' other bridges are 
all in goo(l condition. 

Recomm c11dations. 

Hepnir l>n<'l.;"·alls on ~o. ](Hi and point masmiry. 

Ohelsea Branch. 

Tfrirlgcs. 

The two small pile trPs~Ies 011 this hrmwli are in good eondition. 

Medford Branch. 

This branch extends from Haddonfield to ~1edford, a distanc·c of eleven 
and !J-lOths miles. It is single traek: laid with sixty ponnd rail, ballast•ed 
with ::;and, gravel and dnders. · It i:-; only in foil' condition, but safe for 
the traffic and speed, viz., forty miles per hour maximum. Ties are on 
the grounc1 for renewnli-:, whiPh shoul(l he <lone· as earl.v as practicable. 

Recommendations. 

That all u11so111Hl ties be replaced before ~eptember lst this :year; 
that taq:refa he pla(·erl on alJ spindle switeh :,t:rncls within the next sixty 
days. -

J:l'i.rlyes. 

A plate giTder has been plac:ed in trestle on bridge No. 115, and ap
proach trestles reinforced. The. smaJI timbPr bridge one-half mile south 
of Elmwood road should be repla(·ed with a cast iron pipe. 

The bridges are otherwise in good condition. 

Van Hook Street Cut Off. 

Hrfrlges. 

Btidges are all eornparatively ne\Y. Th,~y are in aJl cases steel girders 
having hallaste<l floors and masonry alrntrnents. Inside guard rails are 
in place on them, but in several places the blo<·lrn at their ends are miss
ing-. Otherwis·t>, they are in good condition. 

Ner:Ol/l l!lcndations. 

Plal'-e starnlanl bevelled blocks at all guard raiJ ends wl1ere at pres
ent omitted. 
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Camden Terminal Division. 

Bridges. 

Bridges through Camden are new st·eel girder~ on masonry abutments. 
Besides these there is a deck p1ate girder draw bridge over Cooper 
River and two small steel deck spans. All are in good condition. 

Cape May Division-Main Line. 

This division extends from Camden to Cape May, a distance of eighty
two and 4-lOths miles. Double track, Camden to Newfield; single, New
field to Mount Pleasant; double, Mount Pleasant to Sea Isle Junction; 
single, Sea Isle Junction to Cape May. It is laid with one hUJndred 
pound rail, ballasted with stone ballast for a distance of thirty-four miles, 
balance gravel and cinders. After leaving Camden Yard, overhead wires 
are used through the City of Camden and Gloucester and third rail from 
there to Millville. Stearn trains are also op·erated over this line between 
Millville and Cape May, also between Glassboro, Woodlrnry and Camden. 
The track has been well maintained and is in good condition. There is 
also four miles of third track between Cam:len and Glassboro. 

Bridges. 

Bridges on this line are all maintained ~n goocl condition. 

Penns Grove Branch. · 

This branch extends from \Voodbnry to Pc·11ns Grove, a distance of 
twenty-one and 7-lOths miles. It is single track, laid with eighty-five and 
:-,"eventy-five pound rail, ballasted with cinders. All the light rail has been 
replaced by eighty-five since last inspect.ion ·The track has been well 
maintaiiwd and is in good ,safe condition for the traflic>. 

Recomrnend.ations. 

That targets be placed on all spindle switch stands within the next sixty 
days. 

Bridges. 

The bridges on this branch are all maintained in safe condition for the 
traffic. There are three draw bridges over whirh a maximum speed of 
six miles per hour is allowed. 

No. 209, over Raccoon Creek has had extensive repairs made recently, 
and is in good condition. The other two are old. and not in good line, 
hnt are safe for the above speed. 

Some of the Rmaller timber openings could. with apparent e<'Onomy, 
he replacecl with pPrrnanPnt stnwt11res in metal or c>onerete. 

Rcco1nmcndations. 

Healig11 traek across :31antua Creek :rncl Hepaupo Creek draws. 

Salem Branch. 

This branch extellds from \Voodbury to Salem, a distance of tweiity
eight and 7-lOths miles. It is single track, laid with eighty-five pound 
rail, ballasted ~with gravel and cinders. There are quite a large number 
of unsound ties in track in different places. T:ies are on the ground for 
their replacement whid1 should be done witbin the next sixty days. 
The recommendation that targets be placed on all spindle switch stands 
has not been complied with. The track is in safe condition for the 
traffic. 
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Recommiendations. 

That all u11so1md tic~s be renewed. 
That targeb be placed on all spindle s\vitch stands, all to be done 

·within tlw next nilwty days. 

Bridgc8. 

Bridge No. rn contains rnany poor ties 'llld stringers. ~o. 20 has some 
poor caps. No. ~2 has Leen replaced with a 30' concrete arch and small 
hridge at Moore's Thrn has been replaced ,vith a -18" cast iron pipe. 

The renrniniT1g briclges are all in good condition. 

Necommicndations. 

l{enew defective ties and. F:tringers on bridge No. 19. 
Renew defective <·aps on brirlge No. 20. 

Quinton Branch. 

This hra1l<'h extt->11ds from .\lloway .Tunction to Quinton, a distance of 
four and :i-10ths miles, single trnek. balln"~:·d with gravel and cinders, 
laid with ~wventy pound rail. The reeoP<m,·11dation that targets be placed 
on all spindle s\dtfoh stands has noi h·en "omplied \vith. The track is in 
safe <'Ondition for the traflfr. 

Reco mmi cndation8. 

That tarxets lw pla('ed on all spindle switeh stands. 

Rridgc8. 

The bridg'(:'s on this ll!'an<'h are rnaintahled in g-ood condition for the 
trafti<'. 

Nlmc1· Branch. 

Thi'' braJ1ch extends from Hiddletou Junction to Elmer, a distance of 
ten and :1-lOths miles. It is single trac>k laid with sev·enty pound rail, 
ballasted with cinders and gravel. Tt Jins 1>een well rnaintaine<l and is in 
safe condition for the trnfli<'. 

Rridgcs. 

The one bridge on this branch. No. 301/:;i, i"l an T beam structure on 
<·oncrete abutments. T11e ties are poor anrl widely spaced. They should 
he re1H'W('rl and spa1"ecl not oyer ()'' apart ~11 the elear. 

Pln<'e staudan1 dcl'k Oil uridge No. :JO%. 

lfridgeton Branch. 

Thh; uranch extends from Glassboro to Bridgeton, a distance of 
twenty-eight and eight-te11tl1s miles. It is single track laid with sixty 
pound rail with the c>xccptio11 of one and two-tenths miles, which is 1aiu 
with one hundred. It is ballasted with gravel and cinders and in safe 
condition for the traffic: 
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Bridges. 

Bridges outside of Bridgeton are maintaint'd in good condition. In 
Bridgeton No. 39 and No. 40, small pile trGstles, have poor stringers, and 
No. 40 needs extensive overhauling. Both of these bridges could be re-~ 
placed with concrete culverts vvith slab :ir I beam tops. No. 38 could 
be replaced vvith <'ast iron pipe when rene\\·als lie<'ome necessary. 

Recommendations. 

Thoroughly O\°'erha11l bridges No. :rn and r\o. 40, renewing all deiect
ive timber in each or replace them with hrhlges of permanent character . 

• llaurice Rii:er Branch. 

This branch extends from ~Ian umuskin to :.\laurice Hiver, a distance of 
nine and eight-tenths miles. It i,.; ~ingle traek, laid with eighty-five pound 
rail ballasted with gravel and einders. The track has been well main
tained, and is in safe condition for the tra fli<'. 

Bridges. 

The two small pile trestles on this hraiwh are in g-ood ('Ondition. 

Ocean City Bra11ch. 

This branch extends from Sea Isle J 111kti ·111 to Ol·ean City, a distance 
of sixteen and four-tenths miles. It is sin:;le traek, laid with sixty, sev
enty, eighty-five all(l 01rn lrnndrecl potmcl rail. Four miles of the sixty 
has been replaced l>y one hundred since last inspection. It is ballasted 
with gravel and f'irnlers. The trn<·k is in goorl. safe eornlition for the 
traffic. 

Hero111111 c111la tio11s. 

That targets lw plaeed on all spindle switeh stDnds not <·01111eded 
with l'>Witch signals or other safety applianf'es. 

Bridgf's. 

There art> two dr:1\Y brillges on this hrlll<'h <wer ffhi<·h the maximum 
speed is six miles per hom·. .\ll the hri1lg·,•s haYe rN·ently hef'n over
haulecl ancl an• in goocl <·ondition. 

8 to111· /lo rbor Unwch. 

This braneh extends from ~ea Isle ('it,\· 10 ~1<1ne Harbor, a db,;ta11ee of 
eight miles. It is single tra<'k, laid with sh:ty a tHl "l'\·enty pound rail, 
ballasted with gran•l ancl einclers. The tr:u·k has bet•n Yery nrneh improved 
since last inspection by plaeing- ten thommnd yards of l'inders ballast 
11nder it. Tlw traek is in safe eondition 1 or the traffie. 

Hecom 111e1ula I ions. 

That tnrgC'ts he placed on all spindle swifrh "tarnls not eon11ectpcl with 
switch sig11:ils or other safety applianees. 

Bridges. 

The bridge across To\Ynsend's Inlet. -i::oO' long-. is the only one on this 
branch. Speed is restrieted to six miles per bour aeross it. Because of 
its exposed locations, it is under corn;tant inspection and renewals are 
frecp1ently made, n1aintaining it in fair condition and safe for the 
traffic. 
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Wildu:ood Branch. 

This braneh e:-..teuds from Wildwood .Junction to \Vildwood, a distance 
of seven and six-tenths mile8. Two miles of double track, balance single, 
laid with one hundred pound rail, ballastecl with gravel and «ind-ers. The 
traek i~ in gond, safe condition for the traffic. 

}fridges. 

Bridge l\' u .. i(i o\·er (; rassy Sound is in goo1l eondition exeept for a few 
ties and guard timbers whieh are beginning to get soft. Hails are slightly 
out of line at ends of draw span. Light i't:'j)airs are all that is necessary 
to bring it to good condition. The thrt-e other bridge~ are in good con
dition. 

Rccum111cwlu tiu11s. 

Hen-ew defective ties and repair gnard timbers, also adju..,t rails at 
ends of clra\\ spnn on bridge No. :)(i. 

Newfield Bmnch. 

This b1"anch extends from ~e\\·tieJd to ..:\tl2ntie City, a distance of 
thirty-four and two-tenths miles. It is double track third rail ballasted 
with cinders. The traek is lai<l with eighty-f.ve pound rail and is in 
first-class condition. ln addition to the elee'.tric trains, tlwre is one loeal 
freight train n111ning on'r this line. 

!Jrirlycs. 

Bridges 011 this line are all maintained in safe condition. Inside guard 
rails are of various lengths on fa<'ing ends. They should be at least two 
rail lengths beyond encls of bridges in all tases. 

Ties on Thoroughfare bridge at :H1antic Ci1y are getting in poor con
clition. They are to he renewed this year. The draw 1s to be c·hanged 
from hand to electric· motor operati011, mah_'rial for whic-h has been 
orderPcl. 

Rccurn111 e1ula t ions. 

Extend guard rails on facing ends of all briclges at least two rail kngth,; 
beyond e111l of bridges. 

WEST SHORE RAILROAD. 

This road extends in New Jersey from \V.eehawken to Tappan, a distance 
of nineteen miles. It is double track. That part through the tunnel and 
six miles of main line is laid with one hundred pound rail, balance eighty. 
The tracks in tunnel will be replaced with new one hundred pound rail 
this year. The track is ballasted with stone and is in good condition. The 
plant for ventilating the tunnel has been completed, located at the west end. 
Wlhile it will not clear the tunnel of smoke at the eiast portal when there 
is an east wind, it is doing very good work, and the resu1tk'o ohtained war
ranted its installment. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



444 PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 

Bridges. 

The bridges on this line are in good condition except for the 
points indicated below. Guard rails in some instances are too short on re
ceiving ends, particularly where bridges are on curve. Bridge seats are not 
kept olean and free from accumulation of cinders. Some of the tie!!! on 
No. 11 need renewing and the iron work on No. 4 needs painting. No. 8 
is having general repairs made to trestle approaches, bringing them up to 
standard. Speed across this bridge and draw is limited to twenty miles 
per hour. 

Recommendations. 

<:Jean all bridge seats. 
Renew defective ties on No. 11. 
On receiving ends of bridges No. 4 and No. 12 extend guard rails to 100 

feet bevond backwalls. 
Pain~t steel work of No. 4. 

Yew .Jersey .Junction Branch. 

This road extends from Weehawken to Jersey City, a distance of four 
miles. It is double track, ballasted with cinder and gravel, laid with eighty 
pound rail. It is used principally for freight, but four passenger trains run 
over it each day. The track is in fair condition, fully safe for the traffic. 

B1·idges. 

Bridges are in fair condition except tip::; on "'.\u. 4. whielt <'Ontaimi many 
pour ones. This bridge is to be generally overhauled this year. 

Recommendations. 

lt(•11ew ,fefective ties on No. 4. 

WHARTON AND NORTHERN RAILROAD. 

Thicl road extends from Wharton to Green Pond Junction, from Wharton 
Junction to a connedion with the Central Railroad of New Jersey, and from 
Oreland Junction to Orelancl. a total distanc(~ of twenh-one miles. It is 
single track. The track i,.; laid with three miles of eighty pound, ;p,f..i miles 
of eighty-five, one mile of ninety and the balance sixty pound. The track 
is ballasted with stone and cinders. A la.rge number of ties have been placed 
in traek this yPar. but there art> ,.;till 2200 required to place the track 
in safe condition for the winter. There are a number of decayed switch 
fies in the majority of the switches. Thes~ must be replaced befort> winter 
sets in. 

Nc('(n11111 cwt a I ion.~. 

That 3200 ties be placed in track before ~ovember 1st this year. That 
not less thal'l 400 of this number be placed on the Central connection. That 
all unsound switch timber be replaced this year. That the maximum rate of 
passenger trains be twenty-five miles per hour, and freight trains ehi;hteen 
miles n<>r hour. 
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Bridges. 

A new floor with treated ties has been plaeed on the Port Oram Bridge. 
Inside guard rails have been laid on this bridge and over the trestle 
connecting with and completing it over the Central bridge. 

Reeornmenrlations. 

That the masonry be repointed arnl tlie hewn ties be replacell by rPgular 
bridge ties spaced six inches on the bridgl' over Green Pond Brook. That 
a new floor be placed on bridge over Timber Brook. 

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC RAILWAYS. 

The following are from im1pedors' report,, on inspection,;; of Pl(•rt.rii' rail
ways. 

ATLANTIC CITY AND SHORE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

This road extends from Ocean City to Longport, a total distance of twenty
four and 81/100 miles; Somers Point to Ocean City, a distance of two and 
70/100 miles, is single track. Three miles and 70/100 of this distance the 
cars are run over the third mil of the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad, 
also between drawbridge and 1\feadows Tower, the road -1s operated by third 
rail. 

The track between Atlantic City and Ocean City is ballasted with cin
ders and gravel. The Longport end, with the exception of two miles, is 
now being ballasfa:id with stone ballast and creosoted. This track is laid 
with 70, 76 and 80 pound tee rail; 85 tee, Pennsylvania Railroad, Sec. 235-
South Carolina Avenue, Adriatic Avenue to Crematory. 7" Penna. Steel 
Co. Sec. 217, 85 Tee Penna. Steel Co. Sec. 235 7" ten pound Steel Co. Sec. 
206. The track between Ocean City and Somers Point is laid with 80 pound 
rail. The track has been maintained in safe condition for the traffic. 

Hecom 111 end a tio11s. 

That all imsomHl ties he replaced hy December l st, this year. 

/fridges. 

Tlw decks of the two bridges near Atlantic City are getting in 
poor condition. On the high trestle over the P. R. R. and the A. C. R. R. tracks 
ties and guards are marked for renewa I. :'.\!any poor and decayed ties were 
noted in these trestles which should be renewed. A sufficient number of 
renewals have been marked on the high trestle to maintain it in good con
dition if they are put in this year. On tl1e trestlP over Rainbow Channel. 29 
bad ties were counted. The bridges on the South end of the line are built 
of creosoted timber and piling and are generally in better condition than 
those at the North end. While the track is slightly out of line on them, 
they are safe for the maximum speed of 15 miles per hour to which they 
are limited. They are provided with proper inside guard rails. 

The two through plate girder draw bridges at Somers Point and Ocean 
City are in good condition and are restricted to a speed of 4 miles per hour. 
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There are two O\'t•rheiHl bridge,;; at f'omers Point. Trusses are 
half through, riveted. lattice girders on concrete abutments. Both are in 
good condition. 

Ties are 7" x 9" and 8" x 10" laid flat and spaced 20" centers on all 
bridges. Guards are 6" x 8" notched over the ties. Stringers are 2' 811 x 
16" per rail on 14' spans. 4 pile bents are used in shallow water and 5 
pile hents in deep water. In the latter case the two outer piles are battered. 
All bents are diagonally braced. High Bridge has framed bents of 12" 
square timber on piles. Bents have 4 vertical posts and 2 on ·batter. All 
securely braced. 

Over the two steam railroads are two through plate girder spans with 
steel floor s;vstems, having girders supported on steel columns. There is a 
reverse curve on the highest part of the trestle around which and across 
the two steel bridges inside guard rails are properly in place. On the ap
proa<'hes only one inside guard r_ail is in place. The other guard rail 
should be lengthened so that a complete double line of inside guard rails 
should run from end to end of the bridge, and on the end facing the direc
tion of traffic they should extend at least two rail lengths beyond the ends 
of the hridge with their ends brought together on any ea,s~' curve to center 
of track and have points protected ,dth a sloping block the same as on 
bridges at south end of the line. 

At Beach Thorofare guard rails on facing ends should be similarly treated. 
Recommendations covering these points were made resulting from inspec
tion of October 27th. 1909. hut have not been carried out. They are there-
fore repeated. . • 

·when ties are renewed in any considerable quantity, they should be re
spaced so the clear distance between them will not exceed 6", in order to 
Jes,;;en the danger from the wheels of a derailed car catching between them. 

Recom.menda.tions. 

Rainbow Channel. Renew defective ties. 
Beach Thorofare.-Renew defective ties and timber. Bring guard rails 

together to a point in center of track at ends of bridge facing the direction 
of traffic. and protect such point h~' a standard bevelled block. 

fli_qh Trcstle.-Continne guard rails so they will extend in double line 
full length of trestle on both tracks, and on facing ends two rail lengths 
beyond Pnd of bridge. Bring facing ends together in center of track and 
protect them with a standard bevelled block. 

Renew defective ties and timber. Space new ties to 6" clear between them. 

BRIDGETON & MILLVILLE TRACTION CO. 

This report also includes Bridgeton Rapid Transit Company, whieh is un
der lease to the Bridgeton & Millville Traction Company, for a term of 
years. The line of the holding company runs from Millville to Bridgeton, 
a distance of 11 miles, single track with three turnouts. This portion of the 
line is on private right-of-way, the track taking the side of the Bridgeton
Millville turnpike, a toll-road which is owned and operated by the Traction 
Company. From Bridgeton, the line runs south to Port Norris, a distance 
of 20 miles, single track, with 11 turn-outs, and passing through the towns 
of Fairton, Cedarville, Newport and Dividing Creek. The line for the most 
part is operated on the side of the highway under franchises from the var
ious townships through which it passes; a portion is run on private right-
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of-way. From Port Norris the line continues to its termination, Bivalve, 
a. distance of one mile, with one turn-out. A freight car is operated from 
Bivalve to Millville, making two round trips a day, carrying milk and oysters. 
north to Bridgeton and Millville. 

BRIDGETON RAPID TRANSIT CO. 

This line is composed of approximately nine miles of track in the streets 
and highways of Bridgeton and the line running to Tumbling Dam Park, a 
pleasure resort owned by the Traction Company. 

Track. 

Prom Jfillrille to Bridgeton. 
Built in 1892. 
Retied 1911. 
Rail T 48#. 
Ties chestnut. 
Joints standard 6 bolts. 
Switches spring. 
Gauge standard 41 8%". 
Ballast gravel. 

Prom Hridgeton to Bivalve. 
Built in 1892. 
Rail T 60#. 
Ties chestnut . 
. Joints standard 6 holts. 
Switches spring. 
Gauge standard 41 8%". 
Ballast gravel. 
U. S. Block signals, at sidings. 
Jack boxes every % mile. 
In City of Bridgeton 2,000' T rail 48#, remainder T rail 60#. 
Special work on all curves. 
Company maintains roadway between tracks and 1811 on either side of rails. 

Steam Orossings. 

West Jersey & Seashore: Protected by flagman and gates. 
Central Railroad of New Jersey: Unprotected. There is very little opera. 

tion over this railroad. 

Overhead Oonstruction. 

In Bridgeton, span wire, chestnut poles. 
Remainder of line bracket construction, chestnut poles. 
Trolley wire copper, gauge 3/0. 
Feeders one to four. 
Two aluminum 800,000 capacity. 
Two copper 4/0 capacity. 

High Tention Line. 

From Newbury to Bivalve, 11,000 volts. 
Poles also carry ground wire for lightning arrester and telephone wires. 
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Bridge8 and Etructure8. 

From Bridgeton to Port Norris. 

Over Rocap Run. Abutments concrete. Span 10'. One 15" I beam under 
each rail. Ties chestnut, 8xl0x9'. Timber guard 6x8" bolted to every other 
tie. Steel guard rails carried well off bridge. Two small concrete arches 
at Fairton. 

Over mill race at Cedarville. Abutments concrete. Span 81• One 15" I 
beam under each rail. Ties chestnut, 8xl0x9'. Timber guard 6x8" bolted t-0 
every other tie. Steel guard rail carried well off briJge . 

.Newport County Bridge. Abutments concrete. Span 10'. One 15" I 
beam under each rail. Ties chestnut, 8xl0x9'. Timber guard 6x8" bolted 
to every other tie. Steel guard rails carried well off bridge. 

At Beaver Dam. Abutments concrete. Span 20'. One 15 11 I beam under 
each rail. Ties chestnut, 8xl0x9'. Timber guard 6x8" bolted to every other 
tie. Steel guard rails carried well off bridge. 

Over Dividing Creek. Abutments masonry. 70' span. Swing draw 321• 

From Port Norris to Bivalve. 

Over drainage ditch. Abutments concrete. Span U'. One 1511 beam un
der each rail. Ties chestnut, 8xl0x9'. Timber guard 6x8" bolted •to every 
other tie. Steel guards carried well off bridge. 

Over drainage ditch. Abutments concrete. Span 61• One 15" beam under 
each rail. Ties chestnut, SxlO:xW. Timber guard 6x8" bolted to every other 
tie. Steel guard rails carried well off bridge. 

Over Dickey's Ditch. Abutments cribbings. Span 100'. Seven bents 10' 
centre to centre Four piles to each bent. Total length of bridge 100': Two 
15' I beams under each rail. 

~ub8tation at Fairton. 

Brick. 50 x 60'. Tile roof. 

Oar Barn8 cit Bridgeton. 

Two (one, capacit~· 20 cars). 3 tracks with repair pits. Dimensions 
100 x 150'. Brick walls. Galvanized iron roof. The other is 50 x 100'. Gal
vanized iron sides and roof. 

l'oLccr. 

5 50 volts. Po\\er lea'led from Bridgeton EleC'tric ('ompany. 

BURLINGTON COUNTY TRANSIT CO. 

The Burlington County Transit Company's line occupies the streets of 
Burlington under franchise. It parallels the tracks of the Riverside Trac
tion Co. through a portion of the town, the two tracks being used jointly 
by both companies as double track. Between Burlington and Mt. Holly, the 
line is entirely on private right-of-way, 15' and 30' wide, except for 
7100' on the Burlington end, which is on the side of the highway, under 
franchise from Burlington Township and the County of Burlington. To the 
end of Mt. Holly, the tracks cannot take the street under fraiilchise, 
and from Mt. Holly to :Moorestown, the tracks are located on the side of the 
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public road under franchise from the Townships of Lumberton, Mt. Laurel 
and Chester. The entire length of the line from Burlington to Moorestown ie-
16 miles with 11 passing sidings. 

Bridges and Structures. 

Just north of Mt. Holly the line erosses the Pennsylvania Railroad with a 
plate girder bridge, with short timber trestle approaches, the railroad track" 
being in a cut. 

In order to use the highway bridge at W1ashington Street in Mt. Holly, 
it was found necessary to place a 36" box girder under each rail. 

On the highway drawbridge at Hainesport, the rails are laid on the bridge 
plankinO' at Long Crossing, and an underpass for the elt>ctric line and high
way wa~ constructed under the P. R. R., the railroad tracks being carried 
by a through plate girder span on cut stone abutments. 

Pilt• t1e,.;tl:' l:rid'..!·l~ w·JT,.;, tlw 111ili ,.;t1'ca111 ut 1::tW'lW 1~ Park aud ano"" 
Parker Creek at Hartford haye been replaced lately by modern concrrte 
and steel bridges. 

The power house, car house, store yard and office are located near Haines
port, on a tract of land 4.4:3 acres in extent. The car house and shop are 
in one hu·lilin~:·. :rn' ()" \Yirk x l/i' 10111!. Tiu· lmi1din~ j,- \1·0:1d franw. 
covered with g·ahanized iron. ThP car house will hold four cars and thP 
shop two, thr floor of the shop being depressed in lieu of a pit. 

'J'1'ack onrl Rowl1cay. 

The rail is 7" 73:ti: train girder through Burlington, 611 60;tl: T 
through Mt. Holly and 60:ti: standard T the remainder. The ties 
:ire c~iestnut and oak, 6 x 6 x 7', pla?ed 2' c:ei_iter. 3,_ooo new ties were put 
rn tlns year, a 10% y.1~arly renewal berng anticipated, rn the future. 8" x 9" 
crown bonds are used, and about 400 twin terminal bonds were recently in
stalled. About 1h of the track i,.; haJlac.;ted with cin1lers, and thP remainder 
will be done in tl1e ne1r future. Gauge is 5'. Split switches are used outside 
of the city and of 11 sidings, 10 have been recently equipped with new froas. 
The special work in the public streets is built up type. Turnouts are loca~d 
for IO minntr headway. 

Equipment. 

The company owns 10 double truck passenger cars, 4 of the 
closed type and 6 are Brill semi-convertible type, 1 Brill sweeper and 1 work 
car, single truck ~IcGuire motor Westinghouse No. 3. The trucks are Brill 
27-G and eledr'ical equipment consists of 4 Westinghouse #49 motors to each 
car, \vith the exception of the work car, which is equipped with two motors. 
Weight of cars, ( 5) 36 600:ti: ( 6) :n 100#, length 39', seating capacity 42. 

Accessories.-Electric heater JM-8-K, lights 15 and 20, headlights 12", two 
incandescents. 

Fender #2 W. S. fender. 
Register S~f-8 Q #5. 
Air Brakes Christianson AA-1. 
Motor WH #49, total H. P. 140. 
Gear ratio 14/68. 
Speed miles per hour, 25. 
Controllers. hrn on each car. Type K-12. 
Circuit breakers, 2 on each car. 
Trolle>·s, 2 on each car. 
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Lathe. New Havel! ~8 x l:Z. Shaper, R. A. Kelly & Co. 15" 
stroke. Drill press, Prentice Hi". Gl'indel'. Bridgeport S. E. vY. Co. 
Motor, Crocker Wheeler 7.f> H. P. ilOO Yolts, 13 amperes, 950 RPM. Main 
"haft.· :rn1

• 2 1h" diameter. 

•"'i1/Jl(tls. 

At. tlit· nossi11g 11·;tl1 tl1v I'. H. It. at \\·u,,Jiingto11 Street, l\it. 
Holly, the company is l't'(Jliired by the P. R. R. to maintain and operate an 
infrr1ocking system with a tower. The entire line is protected with hand 
thr:rn· signals of the Ham"f'~.- t~·]'f'. 

Power. 

Th\· pti\\·er lwn,.;t• is .f/ 1 11id« a11d 111 1 Ion,!.!. !will!.!' of brick with 
steel roof trusses. TIH're are 3 Sterling boilers of 250 H. P. each, 2 300-
K. \\'. D. C. generator;;. each belted to a 470 TI. P. simple condensing engine. 
01wrated at 1:30 RP~I. .\n E~·non Evnrs PXha11-.;t <·ondC'JhPI' i" i11stnlle<l. Y'i7 a· 
ter is taken from Ra11eocas Creek. 

The company has reccntl~. J.rnrchased two miles of 500.000 c. mil feeder 
wire. and one mile of trolley 1Yire. This is being installed. The line in 
general is being put into goo'cl condition anrl approi:imatel~' $!),000 has been 
<>Xp<-ndPd for t11is pnrpos0 during thp last ~-ear. 

lletul Hrirlq<""· 

There an· fo111· n1eLtl hrid;.:t·,, 011 t!ti,_ lint·. lm:att>tl a,, follows. all of singlP 
truck: The t\\·o Rarn·ot•a,.; Cn·C'k hridgPs are n,.;etl joint].\· as h;[llnn1y hridzes. 

1. Through plate girrler span on C'olumns over the Burlington Branch 
11f tli(• J'p11Jl,.;~·hm1i:1 H. R. in '.\Iount Holl~'· 

2. Tluough platp ginler "JH\ll on storn• and (·onerd<' nbutments. over 
RancocaR Creek in -:\fount Holly. 

:t Half through lattiC'e riYetC'd flraw all<l fixed span over south branch 
,1f Ha1woc·qs Cn·<f•k at Hain'.'sport. 

4. A deck "I" lwam span Oil c011crete abutments over Parker's Creek 
at Hartford. 

Th ... ~ maximum live loa<1s \Yel'c ascertained to be a car 41.5 feet long over 
all. Hl.7 feet center to cPnter of trucks, and 4 feC't renter to center of truck 
axles. weighing empty 24.000 pounds. and seating 42 persons. In the com
pni.ation. the weight as;;;11rned pPr \YhePl was 4,2f50 rionnds. 

~feasurements wNe take11 wlH'reYer possible and stresses computed. 
Owing to the timC' of tlw .Hill' a]](] wenther, a thorough inspection was 

impracticable at tl1t• brn Rancncn:o. Cn'<>k bridges, but so far as could be 
determirn•d, thev "·er(' in fair to goc)(l condition. except that the paint on the 
Hainrs1rnrt Cro~siuµ: is hliskring an<l pC'Pli11µ: off considerahlY in plaees. These 
plac0s should he s<'raped an<l prinw<l when tlw weather has moderated, so 
that the dangC'r from frost is {ffer. 

The l>ridges figure<l were found to he stressed well within safe limits and 
in g·ood condition genera 11~'· 

The wall plat.es urnler the emls of t11e T beams at Parker's Creek have 
shi ft0d. and shonlrl he r0set nnrl fixerl in a position central under the Bnds 
of tlir lwams. 

Recommendations. 

First: Ret:et and center the '"all plates under the ends of the I beams 
at Parker's Crel·k Bridge. 

Second: Scrape and prime the blistering and peeling paint on Hainesport 
Bridge when the weather conditiomi will permit. 
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Bridges. 

It was found that while the bridge over the mill stream at Ran
cocas Park has been rdmilt within the last few Year,;. aud j,; i11 fair condi
tion, some minor repairs are needed to put the bridge in safe condition. Fol
lowing is a general summary of the construdion of the bridge: 

Abutments, concrete. 
Span, 27 feet between abutments. 
Bents, two 3-pile bents at center of span. 1 l2xl2 cap: J 10x10 f'ap. 
Stringers, 2 8xl6 under each rail. 
Ties, 6 x 8 spaced 18" centers. 
Guard timber, 6 x 'l bolted to ties. 

/t('commcndr1tio11s. 

The stringers arc in gooll condition, with the exception of one 
on the ,south side of tht" bridge on the west end where longitudinal 
sheering has commenced. 'While this is not a serious matter at the pres
ent time, it would b1~ better to bolt the two stringPrs together with at 
]east four bolts. fi]Jpr blocks to be pnt between stringers to prevent lateral 
deflection, bolts to he Htaggered and placed at one-foot centers. 

The "shims" under ties should be removed and stringers elevated to give 
proper hearing. The stringers have poor hearings on concrete abutments. 
They should lw elevated, and a firm even bearing the entire width of the 
stringers be obtained. Timber guard at the south end of the bridge on the 
side nearest to the hi,ghway slwuld be renewed. 

'To facilitate location, counting from the south end ties number 1, 7, 13 
16 shoulil he rcneweil. This work to he finished by February 29th, 1912. 

In the inspection c•f the bridge over the Mount Ho11y Branch of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad. the following recommendations are found to he. ne
cessary: 

llecmnn1cndations. 

The ties which an• 011 the bridge at the present time are of insufficient 
dimension and are spaced too far apart. They should be replaced by 6 x 8 
ties dapped 1/~" over girders and spaced 12" centers. 

One 6 x 16 stringer on the west end of the bridge on the north side 
should be replaced. C nard rails to be carried e11tirPl,,· heyornl th0 bridge. and 
around curve on both siiles. 

ELIZABETH AND TRENTON RAILROAD. 

The road extends from Milltown Junction to Trenton, a distance of 22 
3/10 miles. It is single track, laid with 60 pound steel rail, ballasted with 
gravel, cinders and sand. It is operated by overhead trolley, manual elec
tric signals and telephones. The track is very much run down. Ten thou
sand ties have been placed in track this year, and fourteen thousand more are 
needed to place the road in good, safe condition. They promise to place this 
additional number in track before winter sets in. The track is out of line 
and ;.;nrface where tie renewals have not been made, especially the eastern 
end. The ditches in a.. number of the cuts are full and must he cleaned be
fore freezing weather sets in. The track is reasonably safe for the traffic. 
That part where renewals have been made is in good condition. 
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Recommendations. 

That not les,s than fonrtt'l,n thPusand ties be placed in track this year: 
that the track be put in good line and surface: that the ditche"l in all cuts 
be cleaned before freezing 'wather sets in. 

Bridges. 

The bridges on this line are generally in better condition than 
when last inspected. The largest one, over the Pennsylvania Railroad near 
Dayton, is being extensivelr overhauled. The others are to receive atten
tion as soon as the men can get to them. 

Inside guard rails are on all bridges over 30' long, but in many places 
their ends have not been brought together in the center of the track, and 
such points protected b~' a block sloped off to prevent anything from catch
ing on them. 

The following points were noled for attention before the close of the year: 

Lawrence's Brook.-Hencw 1 stringer and 1 guard. 
Beaver Dam Brook.-Ilenew 2 ties and 1 guard 
Two small drains east of Cranburv Brook.-Renew 1 tie each. 
Riley's Brook.-Henew 2 guards. ~ 
Pond Run.-Suppl~· guards along one side. 
Bring all guard rails to a point in center of track and protect such 

points with bevelled blocks. 

FIVE MILE BEACH PASSENGER RAILWAY. 

This line is a single track electric road with one loop and sidings. Over
head construction is used. The holding company, which is tl1e \Vildwood 
Electric & Traction Company, built the first line in 1901. This ran from 
Rio Grande to Anglcsea, and in 1906, the line was built to Wildwood Crest. 
The ::\fain Line is now taken as far as from "'ildwood Crest to Anglesea. 
and the line to Rio Grande is known as a spur. This road is run to capacity 
only in the summer months. although two cars are run during the rest of 
the year. 

Following is a rPport of physical features of track and roadway: 

Main Line. 

Length of single track, 5 miles. 
Number of sidings, 7. Capacity, 2 cars. 
Switches, spring. 
Rail, 70 lb. "T." 
Bond, protected cable type. 
Paving, pressed brick through Borough of Holly Beach; macadam through 

Borough of Wildwood Crest; gravel through Boroughs of Wildwood and 
North Wildwood 

Foundations, ties laid on longitudinal concrete beam in Borough of Wild
wood Crest and partly in Borough of Holly Beach (length, one mile.) 2,000 
feet concrete beams are supported by 12" x 12" Y. P. piles. 
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Rio Grande Spur. 

L€ngth, one-half mile. 
Turn-outs, one. Switch and tail track at Rio Grande. 
Rail, 70 lb. "T." 
Bond, protected cable type. 
Roadway, gravel. 

45.3 

Railroad crossing, spur crosses \Vildwood Branch of Pennsylvania Railroad. 
Crossing is protected by P. R. R. flagman, and derails on trolley line. 

Spur to car barn, L,000 feet. Same construction as rest of line. 
Rolling stock, open cars, (14) 22 ft. long. Single truck. 10-bench cross 

seat. 

MILLVILLE TRACTION COMPANY. 

The Millville Tractijm Company operates from Mi11ville to Vineland, single 
track operation, ·with passing sidings. There is also a local division run
ning through the stn~ets of .Millville and connecting in Millville with the 
cars of the Bridgeton & Millville Traction Company. An adequate service is 
maintained in 1\iillvi11e and Vineland, but owing to the competition with 
the electric trains of the West .Tersey & Seashore Railroad, the road is oper-
ating at a distinct Imm. . 

Tt has been the po"licy of the management of this company, however, to 
put back into the road anything that was taken out, the result being t9-at the 
track is in good surface and alignment, cars being able to maintain a fast 
schedule. Through the loss of one car recPntly. the road {<; somewhat ~rip
pled for rolling stoc-k, and the cars have riot been cleaned for some time. 
'This should be remedied. 

Carrying out. their policy of efficient maintenance. the company will re
construct .446 milPs of line on High Stn>et. Mi11ville. Provision is also 
made for :~00 fe.et of track on "'.\fain Street, Millville. The material for this 
work is already on tne ground. 7" T rail 60 feet long is to he used. 'This 
work will be prosecuted as soon as th_e weather will permit. 

In 1911 approximaieh' 1500 ties were placed in the traek, many of these 
being treated with carbolineum. This method of preservation- the company 
pursues at their plant in Millville. 

Following is a rPsmne of the general featureA: 

'I'raclc. 

Vineland Division, \J.316 miles. 
Local Division (Millville). 1.849 rnile8. 
Union Lake Park spur, . 765 miles. 
Park to Junction, .850 miles. 
Gravel pit spur 1 mile. 
Type of Rail,-40 lh. "T." In Vineland, 2,000 ft. 9" girder. 
Ties.-Chestnut. 
Joints.-4 and 6 bolt. In Vineland, continuous joint. 
Ronding.-410 ropper. 
J>aving -2,000 ft. brick in Vi11Planrl. Remainder of line, sand ballast. 
Lightning Arrestors.-Garton Daniels. 
,\.i · rrnol.ci --Rlock, Ramsey hand throw type. 
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Overhead Construction. 
Poles.-Chestnut. 
Span lllire.-In Vineland, 1.4 miles. In Mlllville. l.!J2 milt>,,;. Remainder. 

side bracket construction. 
Trolley lFire.-2/0 capacity, copper. 
Feeders.-2 4/0 capacity. 1 500,000 cir. m. aluminum. 

Pa~si11g SirliH_qs on Vineland Dirision. 
Four. 

Railroad Crossings, Millville. 

2 tracks into Whithall-Tatem Glass Company, unprotected. 
1 track on Dock Street (industrial siding), unprotected. 
~ trac>ks into .'.\fillville ~Tanufactming Company. · 

Railroad Crossings, Vineland Division. 

2 tracks into Clayville Brick & Mining Co., unprotected. 

Bridges . 

. I< ross ('u11c Ji(!// /Jirisir,11. l1c.~/ ./1 rs1·.11 u11rl 81·11,Jwr1 /(. N. 

Abutments, first class rubble. 
Span, 50 feet. 
Type, half through plate girder. 
Depth of girder, 5 feet. 
Ties, spaced 1 ft. centers 12" x 12" Y. P. 
Ties rest on angle iron brackets riveted to girder. 
Transversal lateral bracing every 10 feet. 
BridgP is in good 1·01Hlitio11. but paint has started to peel. 
Tt is RECOMMENDED that bridge be repainted within the year. 

Orcr .lfill · Ra.ce at Union Lake. 

Span, i)O feet. 
Retaining wall, wooden crib, 1 26" I bN1m under each rail. 
5 bents, 10 ft. center to center. 
Bents, 4 plumb posts, 12" x 12" Y. P. 

2 batter posts, 12" x 12" Y. P. 
Caps, 14" x 14" Y. P. 
Transversal bracin~, 3" x 10" Y. P. bolted to posts. 
This bridge is on line to gravel pits and is not used for passenger traffic. 
This bridge is in good condition. and there are no recommendations at 

this time. 

Across Spilln:ay, Union l1ake Darn. 

Single track wooden trPstle bridge, with foot-walks. 
Span, 175 feet. 
Width, 12 feet. 
Abutments, stone. 
Stringers, 12" x 12" Y. P. 
12 bents, 12 ft. centres. 
Rents, 2 plumb posts, 10" x 10" Y. P. 

2 batter posts 10" x 10" Y. P. 
Caps, 10" x 10". 
This bridge is also on line to gravel pits, and is not used for passenger 

traffic. 
The bridge is iu good condition. with the exception of the plank walks on 

each side of the track. 
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Altnough this bridge is not used to any great extent for foot travel. it is 
RECOMMEXDED that at least one foot-path be repaired. 

Shop nt JUlllii/1r. 

Building, wood, 30 x 150 ft. 
Contains 2 pit tracks. Equipped with electric jacks, w11eel lathe. store

room, blacksmith-shop. 

Storage Barn. 

''7lood, 200 x 50 fi~et. 2 tracks. 

Power Hottse. 

Brick, ;JU x ;30 ft. Double Ball a11d Wood J'eciprocating engme, ::WO h. p. 
l G. E. mnltiple lJ'>lar generntor. \'olt..; ."iOO. amp<>res ;mo. l Ames engi1w. 
340 h. p. Direct current generator (G. E.) volts ;)25, amps. 348. Conden
sor, Worthington. 12 x 14 x 10 ft.. 1200 h. p. 2 hoilPr"l. 12;) 11. p. Pach. 

Hecorwm enrlntio11s. 

That step>i be taken to lrnye thr cars of this company deaned at least 
once a week, special attention being given to the windows. 

That the steel girder bridge spanning the Cape May Division of the West 
.Jersey & Seashore Railroad be painted within the year 1912. 

That repairs he made to tlie foot \Va]] on hridg~· over the ~pillwa,v of th(• 
Union Lake Dam to afford safe paRsage for snch pedPRtrians as use thiR 
bridge. To be completed before May 1st, 1912. 

MONMOUTH COUNTY ELECTRIC COMPANY. 

As state(l before thit:i Board at the time of the previous inspection of this 
company's line rna<li:~ Kovemher 28th, 1911, there is a wooden trestle located 
at Eatontown, which is badly in need of repair. At the time of inspec
tion, it was illtimated hy the company t'liat th<' tre,:;tle ,,·11nld he n·rJlnet•d 
with a modern steel structure. As sufficient time has elapsed to enable the 
company to come to a decision in this matter, and as nothing has been done 
a further inspection has been made. It is strongly RECOJ\IM:ENDED that the 
company replace the structure, as the cost of the needed repairs would go 
a Jong \V<l_\- towanl,..; t]H• en•dio11 of a mndPl'll ]Wl'IWl!l<'llt "tl'lJl°tlll'i'. nf'
COlllll1Cl1dationR an~ n;;; fo1lows: 

Bents. 

t To make the location of the affected parts an easy matter. the bents tiave 
been numbere<l from north to south.) 
Bent #2. 

New sill. 
New cap. 

Hent #3. 
1 new bati r post. 

Rent #4. 
New sill. 
1 i1Pw hatir post. 
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I:1nt ~5. 

!\" ew sill. 
New cap. 

Bent #6. 
I new batir post. 

Bent #1. 
New sill. 
l new batir post. 
~\ew cap. 

Bent #8. 
New sill. 
Xe1y elevation blocks under sill. 

Bent #9. 
New cap. 
New sill. 
l new batir post. 

Hent ~10. 
\"e1,· sill. 

Bent #11. 
Xew sill. 

Bent #12. 
New sill. 
I new batir post. 
I new plumb post. 
Fle\·ation hloC'ks nnder sill. 

~fr1if t, 13. 

I new cross brace. 
r=l Pvation bloC'ks under sill. 

/1Ptif frJ~. 

I new batir post. 
l new cross brace 

Hent f,15. 
~PW sill. 
I IH'\\' hatir post. 
l new plumb post. 
\'('W cap. 

Bent #16. 
~e\Y sill. 
'\p,,· cap. 
~ i1Pw batir posts. 
Elevation bJocks under sill. 

Rent f,17. 
Xew Rill. 
l new hat ir post. 

Bent #18. 
N°PW siJl. 
l nPw hatir post. 
~1·an o\'\'I' rn ilrnnd. through plate girder in good condition, but should be 

paintPd. 
Bent #19. 

'New cap. 
New sill. 
l new batir post. 
1 110w ProsR brace. 
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Uent #20. 
New sill. 
~ ne\v plumb posts. 
2 new batir posts. 

Rent #21. 
J plumb post. 
I batir post. 
~cw sill. 

Rent #2B. 
New sill. 
l plumb post. 

Bent #23. 
New sill. 
l plumb post. 
I batir post. 

Hent #24. 
New sill. 
New cap. 

Bent #25. 
l new batir post. 

Rent #26. 
New sill. 
l plumb post 

Hent #28. 
New sill 

Hent #2!). 
New sill. 
1 batir post. 

I:ent :t+.'W. 
New sill. 
~ batir posts. 
2 plumb posts. 

Hent #31. 
New sill. 
I batir poRt. 

/font #32. 
New cap. 

8tringers. 

To be replaced: 
One stringer bet\H'en bent I and 3. 
nne stringer between bent 0 and 8. 
< )ne stringer hetwet•n hc11t 10 an<l 11-span over F'i11klP Lane. 
l)nc stringer between lw11t 15 a11d 16. 
One stringer between bent Hi and 18. 
One i'trirwer between bent 19 and 21. 
'1nP ~tringPT hPtwPen hPn1 27 ancl 29. 

neck. 

ti x 8 wooden guard to ibe renewed. 
r ron railing supports to be tightened. 
F'oot walk to be renewed or removed. 

457 

J>oRts to be placed 1111dPr all tif·;.; which sustain standards for trolley wire. 
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Between bent ti and 7, two ties. 
Between bent 8 and 9, two ties. 
In railroad span, five ties. 

'l'ies. 

Between bent 20 and 21, two ties. 
Between bent 24 and 25, two ties. 
Between bent 26 and 27, two ties. 
Between bent 28 and 29, two ties. 
W'ork to be started immediately, and to be finished before May 15th, 1912. 

MORRIS COUNTY TRACTION COMPANY. 
The ... vlorris County Traction Company runs from .Elizabeth on the south 

to its northern terminus at Bertrand's Island on Lake Hopatcong. 'lhe road 
is at present being operated from Elizabeth to Summit, and from Morris
town to Bertrand's Island. Construction work is still going on from Summit 
to Morristown. 1his will be in operntion in :::;pring, leaving a :short stretch 
between Madison and Morristown which cannot be constructed until the liti
gation coneer11ing the (~ornknrning of right of \\·ay 1Jet,vet•11 tlH,.;p point,; is i:let .. 
tled. 

:::;iuce the. prescu t compauy has taken over the road, the old work has been 
largely reconstructed, tra<'.k realigned and surfaced, overhead work r~
newed, bndges built or rebuilt, a new power station iustalletl, streets paved 
<tnd roads rnade, all in a manner which reflects credit 011 the engineer::; and 
management-in face the general policy seems to be to construct a road that 
i,; Ja-;ting. PH",\' ui nwtii1.11lill1l·t· ;t. d ;tii:pl: -;uliit·it·nt to Lil,1· 1-;tl'l' of t\:e in
crease in traHic which will a{·crne to it through the building up of the com1-
try through which it pas,;;p,;;-itsclf ueiug a large factor in tlw population 
of the comm1rnity. 

1 l•: • .\:-;TEI{:\ Dl\'l:-ll0:>:.1 

'/'ruf'k a,11d !load 1rc1,11. 

( '!'l'Y Ob' ELJZABETil: 

:{:mo frpt lrn,.;ed from l'ublic Service Railway Company. 

.\JO.\ lO\L\~iJIH': 

Double track ......................... . 
Single track 
Overhead work .. 

SPHDUFIELD Tow \'SHIP: 

Double tnu·k 
Single track 
On•rlleacl 

CITY OF Su:u~nT: 

Co11strnctio11 not completed. 

( 

0

HATIL\:\l 110ROUGII: 

Double tral'k ..... 
Single track ............... . 
Overhen<l mirier construction. 

Old track . New track. 
2.7 miles 
2.13 
7.33 

1.7 
.:3 
3.68 

1.3 milef'. 
.35 
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~lADI80i'i BOROUGH: 

Double track ................... . 
Single track .................... . 
Overhead under construction. 
Private Right of Way, 27,454 feet. 

BRA,'\; CHES: 

To .Mapl~woo<l, 6530 feet. 
, To Millburn. 5500 feet. 
Number of tum-outs, eight. 
Rail, 80 lb. girder; 70 lb. "T." 

Overhead Oonstntction: Side pole and bracket. 
Trolley wire, 4/0 capacity. 
Feeders, 2,500,000 cir. m. capaeity. 
Power leased from Public Service in City of Elizabeth. 
~uh-sbttion flt .Millburn. 

(WESTERN DIVISION.) 

Track and Roadway. 

MORRISTOWN: Old track. 
Double track 
Single track ............................. . 1.43 miles 

l.43 Overhead .......................... . 
Rail, Trilby; weight, 90 lbs. 

HANOYEI: Tow:\:,;1nP: 

Double track. ................... . 
Single track .............................. . .74 miles 

.74 OverhecHl ......................... . 
Rail, ''T:" weight, 70 lbs. 

J{OCKAWAY TOWXSHIP: 

Double track .......... • .... . 
Single track ....................... . 
Overheacl ..................... . 

• HocKA WAY Bououan: 
Double track ....................... . 
Sirnrle track 
Ove~·head 
Sidings ......................... . 
Rail. "T:" weight, 70 lbs. 

DOVER: 

Double trnek. 1.05 miles. 
Single traek,· 1.1 miles. 
Overhead, 3.2 miles. 
Rail, girder: weight, 80 lbs. 

HANDOLPH TOW:'\SHIP: 

Double track, .08 miles. 
Single track, 2.37 miles. 
Overhead, 2.5~{ miles. 

.1 miles 
3.65 

...... 3.86 

New track. 
1.7 miles 

.76 

New track. 
.87 miles 
.53 

1.33 

.21 miles 
4.94 
6.43 

.09 
1. 
1.18 

.15 miles 
1.21 
1.63 
.2 
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ROXBURY TOWNSHIP: 

Double track ............................. . 
Single track .............................. . 
Ovc~rhead ...................... · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Rail, "T;" weight, ·70 lbs. 

BRANCHES. 

~lORRIS PLAL\S ASYLUl\f: 

Old track. 
.28 miles 

5.14 
5.69 

New trMk. 
.06 miles 

1.21 
1.98 

The traction company operates over 5,607 f~t of track leased by the State 
of New Jersey to the D. L. & \Vi. Railroad. 1,333 feet built by the Morris 
County Traction Company. 

BooxTox BRANCH: 

From Denville Junction to Boonton, 25,886 feet. 
Sidings, 3. 
Rail, "T;" weight, iO lbs. 
In Boonton 6.000 f.ert of 80 lb. girder rail. 

\VnARTOX Bn~(~,'cH: 

5.555 feet. No tum-outs. 
Rail, girder; weight, 80 lbs. 
Beyond I.anding, Lake Hopatcong, the Traction Company operates over 

:1.4:~9 fcpt of track. kaspd from D. L. & \V. R. R. This is protected by staff 
signals. From this point, Traction Company operates over Hopatcong Shore 
Railroad Company's tracks to Bertrand's Island. 'fhis is a subsidiary com
pan:·. 

lfrirlgrs u11 lVcsfrr11 Diris ... 011: 

On~H \YATCIIUNG CREEK: 

Span, 20 feet; abutments, conl'.rcte; 2 20 ft. I beams under each rail; 
c>ltannel bracing: deck, standard construction; culvert, 48" cast iron 
pipe, eoncrde head walls. 

Cattle pass on D.:ivenport farm. 
Rpan, 6 ft.: ahntnwnts: conerete: 3 5" I hcarns undf'r Pacli rail. 

Ac:iwss LACKAWAXNA R.R.: 
A pproacliPs. :rn..:t ft.: 2 24" T beams under each rail. The railroad span, 

(i(j fed; tl ft. plate Qirder: standard rlPck. conf•rde ('llhert: (j" ~ 
reinforced concrete slab construction. 

VIADUC'l' ACROSS POWDER MILL GULCH: 

Length, 260 ft. over all; spans, 10 ft.; 1 24" I beam under each rail: 
hen ts, stPe] lattice, concrefo pedestals; abutments. concrete. 

UNDER PAss, D. L. & vv. MAIN LINE: 

fl ft. plate girc\pr: Cnoper K ;10 loading: abutments, concrete. 

Ov1rn DEX BROOK: 

Span, 28 ft.; 2 24" I beams under each rail; abutments, concrete; dPck, 
standard. 

Acnoss MORRIS & EssEx CANAL, VVIGGIN's BRANCH: 

Span, 49 feet; 6 ft. plate girder; abutments, concrete; deck, standard. 
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• .\<'ROSS MORRIS & ESSEX CANAL, DICKERSON'S BRANCH; 

Span, 50 ft.; 6 ft. plate girder; abutments, concret<': deck. stamlanl. 

.\CROSS HIGH BRIDGE BRANCH OF CENTRAL RAILROAD: 

Span, 20 ft.; 2 20" I beams under each rail. Abutments, concrete; 
deck, standard. 

ACROSS LACKAWANNA R. R., MORRIS & ESSEX MAIN LINE: 

Span, 20 ft.; 6 ft. plate girders; approaches, concrete. 

ACROSS MORRIS & ESSEX CANAL AT LEDGEWOOD: 

Span, 60 ft.; 6 ft. plate girder; abutments, concrete: deck. standard. 
Power plant, car shops at Dover. 

MOUNTAIN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

This is a single track line, bvo miles in length, with two sidings and three 
switchbacks, two of 'which may be used for passing sidings on two car opera
tion. The line runs from Christopher Street, Orange Valley, across in a 
general northwesterly direction to Hock Spri11g,; at ~ortl1fiC'11l Avenue. \Yest 
Orange. In summer, two cars are operat('d, hnt in winter one enr <·a1i <'asily 
take care of the traffic. 

The first railway to operate up the Orange ::'.fountains was a cable road. 
This was superse<led by an overhead trolley system, but after a bad accident 
in which a car ran away down the mountain through failure of the brakes, it 
was decided to lengthen the line and ease the grades by taking a winding course 
up the mountain. To this encl, thr~e switchbacks were put in, the grades 
being on the variou:-; ,;lopes 9.;)7(. 7</c. /.;)% to thP top of the mountain. 
and on Northfield Avenue approximately 4% is obtained. There are two de
railing switches insta1led on the steepest grade. These were originally con
structed to throw a car off into the ditch, but have been recently changed 
to "sand switclws,"-a form highly to be recommende<l on steep grades, as 
when the car takes the derai 1 .the progress is clwcked b;.' running through long 
channels of sand. 

The track, roadway and equipment are in good condition and every r<'a
sonable care seems to be taken to provide for the safety of passengers. 

Structitres. 

There are no ·bridges on this line. 

Power. 

Power is leased from Public Service Electric Company. 550 volts on sep
arate feeder from plant. 

NORTH JERSEY RAPID TRANSIT COMPANY. 
This line is a single track line, running from Broadway, Paterson to Suf. 

fern, N. Y. This road has been in operation since June, 1911. The track, 
roadway and structures are all of standard construction, and are well kept 
up. The ·only construction going on at present is the building of shelter 
stations at various points along the line. 
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Track and Roadu;ay. 

Length of single track in New Jersey, 14.6 miles. 
Number of turn-outs, 8. 
Rail, "T;" weight, 75 lbs. 
Ties, chestnut, oak. 
Line signals, U. S. recording. 
Steam road connection with Erie Hailroad at Allendale. 

Bridges and Structures. 

Bergen County Bridge, over Bergen CDunty Branch, Erie R. R. 
Total length, 1,155 feet; railroad span, 114 feet. 
'lype, Pratt pony truss; railroad span, 85 feet, through plate girder; ap-

proaches, 30 feet; plate deck girders. 
~ reinforced concrete slab bridges across Hohokns Brook. 
2 spans of 26 feet. 
\Yaldrick Bridge, across Y tracks of Erie; total length, 282 feet; deck 

plate girders; 30-foot spans; 30-inch I beams; 20 foot spans, 24-inch 1 
beams; 242 foot span, 27% inch I beams. 

Over small stream, concrete slab construction, reinforced with %" twisted 
steel rods; span 12 feet across Voll Brook; flat slab concrete reinforced with 
I inch twisted steel rods. 

Over brook: Flat concrete slab. span 10 fed. oYer l\Lthwah Riv<·r: dN·k 
plate g~rders; 2 30 foot spans. 

Power leased from Public Service 13,000 a. c. 

PHILLIPSBURG HORSE CAR RAILROAD. 

The Phillipsburg Horse Car Railroad is a single track electric line, with 
sidings, operahng under a traffic agreement with the controlling corpora
tion, (namely, the Easton Transit Company) over the tracks of the Easton 
1 rans it Company from Centre Square in the town of Easton, Pa., a dis
tance of 2/lOth miles to the western end of 'the Delaware River Bridge. 
The line is operated from the western end of the bridge to the eastern end of 
the hr'dge, under certain trackage rights-the Phillipsburg Horse Car Rail
road Company paying a certain sum as a lease. This is a distance of l/lOth 
of a mile. At this point the line enters the town of Phillipsburg, and di
vides, being designated as the South :\lain f:-;treet Divisjon and the North 
)1ain Street Division. South 1\Jain Street Division, which runs through the 
strnets of Phillipsburg, and taking the side o_f the highway under franchise, 
runs to the town of Alpha, where large portland cement works are located. 
This is a distance of 3.83 miles, all on public streets and 1rnys. The other 
section of the line, namely the North Main Street Division, also operates 
through the streets of Phillipsburg, and on the public ways, a distance of 
2.711 miles to a point in close proximity to the Ingersoll Rand Drill \Yorks . 
. 188 miles of this di.vision is on private right of \V<1.'', heing the onl~, private 
right of way belonging to the company. A steel and concrete car repair 
house lrns been erected in Phillipsburg, with a capacity of 20 cars. Power 
is supplied by the Easton Power Company, which is a subsidiary company 
to the Easton Transit Company. The overhead construction is for the most 
part good, cross span construction being used in the streets of Phillipsburg 
and wood side pole and bracket being used when the line takes the side of the 
highway. The track is largely of the same type, namely a tram girder rail 
with built up joints on chestnut ties, 3 foot centres, being filled in between 
rails except on private right of way. A modification of the Ramsey hand
thro\v signal is used on all switches. 
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The track in geHeral is of poor surface and alignment, and while much 
could be done in the way of temporary repairs, it 'Would seem that as so much 
work would have to be done to rehabilitate the present line, that with a 
comparatively small additional cost, the line could be entirely rebuilt. 

When the line is rebuilt, it is further RECOMMENDED that a change be made 
from the present gauge, namely 5' 21/i" to what is known as the standard 
gauge or 4' 8V2 ". The benefits derived from this change would be manifold. 
The controlling company at present operates over a standard. gauge track, 
and the difference in gauges precludes any possibility of change of equipment 
on these lines. '' liit'\1 of conrse would be extremely advantageous. ·1 herP are 
<~ertaiu ty1w,s of equipment which would not have to be duplicated, namel~·. 
the snow plows, scrapers and sweepers. Al,so when a car of the Phillipsburg 
Horse Car Railroad was to be repaired, it could readily be run to the shops 
of the Easton Transit Company, where all the facilities are had for making 
any and all repairs. Another benefit which wonld accrue from this change 
of gangP woultl lit> tliat it \Youltl allow the t•ntrnrn·e of the Easton & 'Yash
ington Traction Company into the centre of the town, which the difference 
in gangP no,,· prol1ihits. 

lt<·r·rrm111 c11tlu li<n1;.;. 

It is therefore RECOl\1.MENDED that the tracks of th~ .Phillipsburg Horse Car 
ltailroad Company be rebuilt to conform as nearly as possible to the standard 
construction used on their lines in Easton, and further 

That the pn~,;;t•11t ga11gt·. irnrn<'ly .. )' 21,4", be C'liangctl to tht' standard gauw· 
or 4' 81/2 ". 

No time is mentioned in these recommenl1ations. as the matter will re
quire consideration hy the company. 

TRENTON, PENNINGTON & HOPEWELL STREET 
RAILWAY CO. 

An inspection has been made over the Trenton, Pennington & Hopewell 
Line of the Trenton & Mercer County Traction Corporation. The Company 
has been doing a certain amount -0f work on this line for the past year in 
the matter of re-tieing the line, but the work done has been entirely in
suflicient for the safe operation of this line. There an• 1mmerons places 
along the line where it is possible to pull out spikes with the fingers, also 
over long stretches of track, the bolts which fasten the joints have worked 
loose. 1f this is allowed to go for any length of time, the joints natnrally 
would soon wear out. The straight track, at what is known as Feed Mill 
siding, is in absolutely dangerous condition, not one spike in ten is of any 
value as to holding the rail, and it is possible to shake a 30-foot length of 
rail with tlie foot. 

Following is a list of the various renewals which should be made: 
Greene's Curve, north from Geene Lane, 800 new ties, resurfaced and re-

aligned. 
South of Ewingville, 150 ties, realigned and resurfaced. 
In culvert south of Cornell switch, track to be realigned and resurfaced. 
On tangent north of Cornell siding, 500 ties. 
Track south of new siding, realigned and resurfaced, 500 ties. 
Track for approximately 1,000 feet south of Pennington siding, to be re· 

surfaced and realigned. 
Straight track at Feed Mill siding to be completely re-tied. 
Track north of bridge across Philadelphia & Reading Railroad, 50 ties. 
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Track for 100 feet north of Philadelphia & Reading Railroad Crossing to 
be realigned and resurfaced, south of Calena Siding, 300 ties. 

South of Philadelphia & Reading spur to quarry, 200 ties . 
.Kote.-It is thought that the company intends to relocate its line at 

this point. lf this is the case, tlw recornm011dat'o11 eonrPrning this portilln of 
tl1e track ma Y he discarded. 

Frnm :Niar~hall's Oorner to School House, 200 ties. 
Track on cu.rve south of Stony Brnok to be resurfaced, giving sufficient 

Ple\ ation to outside rail. 
Track between Stony Brook bridge and Pennington and Hopewell pikes. fiO 

ties. 
At Stone Crusher Switch. ;)0 ties. 
It will als·o be neeessary to go over the entire line and wherever joints are 

exposed so that there is possibility of their working loose, that nut locks 
of approved pattern be placed on the bolts. Further the spikes on the track 
which are not affeded ln- thest• recn111mP1Hlations hP driYPn hnm•'. and if 11<'~ 
cessary be redriven in s·o.lid wood. 

TRENTON, LAWRENCEVILLE AND PRINCETON R. R. 

Thi,; road extends from Trenton to Princeton, a distance of eleven and 
11ve-teuth mile-.;. rt is operated by overhP:ll1 trolley. It j.;: single track, 
ballasted with stone cinders, gravel and dirt. The track has been very much 
run down, but is now being put in good condition. It is laid with 60-pound 
rail whieh iR in ~·oOll. fair comLtion. About sewn mile,.; of trnek Jun' !wP11 
p11tirely r·etied, t~n thousand ties have been used for the purpose. There iR 
still between four and five mi1€s that have not been completed but will be 
by ::'.'{ovember 1st. There is considt•rable track that needs filling in, also lin
ing and surfacing, more noticeable where tie renewals have not been made. 
The ditches should. be cleaned before winter sets in., also renew cattle guards 
af crossings. The track is in safe condition where tie renewals liave been 
made, and reasonably so where they have not for the rate of spPer1. wliieh 
is about twenty miles per hour. 

Recomrnenda tions. 

That ail nnsomHl ties be renewed before November 1st this year. 
That the track be lined and surfaced and filled in and dit'ches elt'<lllf'd lH'

fore the winter Refs iu, and that the cattle guards be put in shape this year. 

lfrirlges. 

Except in the case of Stony Brook Bridge, none of the recommendations 
made in the report of Aug. 28, 1911, have been complied with. 

At St<my .Brook, the "·ooden trestle approaches at each end have been 
replaced with the plate girders previously reported at site, which girders 
have been altered to fit the existing masonry and new stone abutments have 
ueen built at €ach end. 

The company is preparing to rebuild all the remaining wooden bridges in 
permanent form. :Vfeanwhile the restriction of coal and freight cars to loads 
not exceeding 80,000 pounds over all bridges is still in effect ag recommended 
in report of Aug. 28, 1911. 

Considering the fact that the contemplated repairs are more comprehen
sive than recommended, a further recommendation is herein made stating the 
time in which a reply should bP made stating definitely what construction is 
proposed for each bridge. 
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Recommendations. 

Within 30 days from date hereof, the Trenton, Lawrenceville and Prince
ton Railroad Company will submit to the Board of Public Utility Commis
sioners, a repor't with plans where necessary, showing in detail what ('(in
struction has been adopted for the rebuilding or repair of each of the 
bridges on this line, stating the time when sucn work may reasonably be 
~ar~~ · 

INSPECTION AND CALIBRATION OF GAS METER 

PROVERS. 

On October 17th, 1911, the Board after due hearing adopted rules estab
lishing adequate and serviceable standards and just and reasonable regula
tions to be observed and followed by companies engaged in the production,. 
sale and distribution of gas in the State of .New Jersey. 

Rule I. States that a meter may be considered correct if, when passing 
gas at the rate of s1x cubic feet per hour per light capacity, it shows, in 
comparison with a standard gas prover, an error which is. not greater than 
two per cent. 

Rule IV. Each gas company shall provide itself with equipment neces
sary for testing met.ers, such equipment to consist of a. standard meter prover 
with suitable accessories. Each provpr will be inspected by the Board and, 
furnished with an inspection tag or plate. Provers will be set up per
manently in the location where they are to be used, and ·will be tested by an 
Inspector of the Board, using a standard cubic foot bottle which has been 
previously calibrated and certified by the National BurBau of 8tandards at 
Washington. 

On or about January 1st, 1912, the standard cubic foot bottle, to be used 
by inspectors of the Board in testing meter provers of the gas companies in 
accordance with HulB lV. as quoted above, was received from the National 
Bureau of Standards, where it had been sent to be tested. This bears the 
seal of the Bureau; and a certificate No. 511 issued by it shows that the 
bottle has been tested and calibrated by the Bureau. 

In order to familiariw th.e inspectors of the Board with the use of the 
standard cubic foot bottle, some time was spent in testing and experimenting 
at the meter testing rooms of the Gas Inspector of the City of Newark. The 
bottle was then sent to the meter rooms of the Pubilc Service Gas Company 
in Newark, and subsequently trnts have be0n made. 

When provers are found to be correct, the prover scale is sealed to the 
prover bell by means of a wire which is passed through a small hole drilled 
in the top of the scale and the two ends of wire are brought 
together and soldered to the bell. These ends are then covered 
with sealing wax held in place by means of a small tin rrnO' 
which is also soldered to bell or prover. The wax is the~ 
stamped wit.h a steel stamp showing the number and date of the test. 
This makes it impossible to remove the seal from the prover without break
ing the seals of the Inspectors, and it also furnishes a means of identifying 
each prover as by comparing the number stamped in wax on prover bell with 
the corresponding number on the prover test card on file in the office of the 
Inspectors of the Board, a complete report on the results of the test can be 
obtained. 
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All provers in the State have now been tested, with the exception of th, 
provers which have been rejected and which will have to be ,,. "te<l, the work 
of testing meter provers is complete. 

Examination of the accompanying table of tests sl
eonditions surrounding the testing of gas meters W' 

The detailed reports, submitted in connection witi 
tained recommendations referring to several .r 

tion: 

'1e general 
;sfadory. 

t,3e COn· 

(:;~ ... ..,rrec· 

1st. The gas meter prover itself consi · 
2nd. The conditions of the room •· 

cial reference to maintenance of f? · 
3rd. The lighting, natural ". 
4th. The space and facil" '"'' "'<t; 

0~ .,8. 

on promptly and efficient!'' 
'Ihe results obtainerl 

complied with the ,. 

pu,. 

··:-;one 
286 

'Kone 
None 

itrn 
296 
:!i\8 

103 

5 

5 

·asse 
10 .P.iec 

10 
5 

'asst 

asse Not Known 
Am. Mtr. Co. 
Helme & Mclll\ennY 

218 
103 

106 
~51 

84 

,town 
Ave., su:nunlt 

Am. :Mtr. Co. 

Not known 
Am. Mtr. co. •"st., orange 

-::-+" -.,vinklf' Sts., Ruth- MeDonald Co. 
-.'" ,n Am. Mtr. Co. 

dt., Hackensack 

~" st., Paterson 
;\TeDonald co .. 

Arn. Mtr. ('o. 

;\leDonal<l \'o. 

11 .. 1mt- & :\TeI11wnn~ 

'Kone 
None 

138 

t•'.lf'(' 
.-Y-assf· 

No1w :le.frc 
Nont·2asse 

ill' 
Non• tejec 

11PaRSf' 

11 

""o· 
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IETER PROVERS. 

Result o-f TPsts of Prov"r ~'kal•~i<. 

st Test. ~econd TPst. Third 'l'Ast. 

Datt'. Results. 

7 /31 /12 
7 /30 /12 

7/30/12 
cloid 3/11/12 PassPrl 

3/12/12 
3/12/12 
3/26/12 

3/21/12 
3/2ii/12 
3/28/12 Mark Pd new 

scale 

3/29/12 
4 /3 /12 RPjectPd 

4/12/12 
4/17/12 Marked new 

scale 
4 /24 /12 
4 /26 fl:! 
5/1/12 Marked seal!• 
5 /6 /12 Pasiwd on 
5 /7 /12 condition 
5 /8 /12 Marked !lcale 

5/20/12 
5/20/12 

5/21/12 
5/22/12 
5/23/12 

6/4/12 
6/5/12 
6/6/!Z 
G/7 /12 

6/8/12 

6/11/12 

6/12/12 
6/13/12 Passer1 
6/25/12 
6/25/12 
6/26/12 

7 /1 /12 
7/3/12 
7/9/12 

7 /10/12 

7/11/12 
7/12/12 
7 /15/12 

7 /16/12 
7/17/12 

7/18/12 
7 /22/12 
7/23/12 

7 /24/12 
7 /25 /12 
7/25/.12 

9/26/12 

Date•. HNnilts. 

1 l /21 /1 2 

4 /6 /12 1-'a:o;st•d 

G/27 /12 

4/23/12 

5/2/12 
10/3/12 

fi/10/12 

12/6/12 
12/24/12 
12 /24/12 
12/26/12 

12/li/12 

Datt'. 

4/10/12 

4/29/12 

RRMARKR. 

l mpossihle to makP tPl'lt owing to lacl• of 
gnidf' !'l)(]S. 

To be rP!ocaletl owing to radiator. 

HejPcted owing to poorly graduated scale, 
no guide rods. Conditions corrected. 
Prover 0. K. 

'l'o be relocated owing to radiator. 
Leaks in prover. Does not balance. In

correct scale. 
Leaks in water gauge to bt' rPpaired. 
Rejected owing to incorn•ct scale. To 

be relocated. 
To be relocated. New connections. 

Ci/lG/12 He.iected owing to incorrect scale. 
Co.ndemned owing to location. r\o tlH'r

monieter. 
fi/l~/12 Rpjected owing to incorrect scale and 

binds between roller and guidP rods. 
Incorrect scale.I Cycloid too light. 
Incorrf'ct scale. Binds between rollPr and 

guide rods. 
Jneorrect scale. Leaks in valve. 
J nco.rrf'ct scale. 

Jnco.rrect scale. 
Jnco.rrect scale. 
Incorrect scale. 
Jnco.rrt'ct scale. 

Providl'd cycloid weight be corrpcted. Also 
leak in valve repaired. 

Incorrect scale. Cycloid weight too Jigh t. 
Lack of guide rods and thermometPr. 

Incorrect scale. Cycloid ""Pight too light. 
Tnco.rrect scale. 
J ncorrect Scale. 
J nco.rrcct scale. 
Jnco.rrect scale. 
JnC'O•l'rPCt scale. 

Provided binds be eliminatPd. 
Provided binds be eliminatf'd. 
Provide>d prover be eQuippt'd with guid1· 

rods. 
Jncorr!'ct scale. 

Inco.rrPct scale. 
Provided corrt'ct cycloid WPight lw at

tached. 

Binds. Leaks in air va!Ve>R. Movable 
po.intPr. 

Provided air valvf' be repairecl. tixecl point
!'!' and suitablf' connection l>e attaf'hf'fl. 
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TESTS OF GAS METE 

State l\lanufacturPr's Size 
Company. LoC'atinn of Prover. Cu. SP rial 

Xumber. Xame. Xo. Ft. Resu 

52. Public Snvice Gas Co. 

53 

54 

42nd St. & A VP. B., Bayonne Am. l\ltr. Co. 

16 Tm'rs Ave., Jersey City 
55 

56 

57 

16 Unknown 
St. Paul & James Ave., Jprsey City Am. Mtr. Co. 

l\lcDonald 
58 
59 

no 
61 
62 
63 
r,4 

65 

66 

67 

68 
69 

70 

71 
72 

73 
74 
7S 
'iG 

78 
79 

Clinton & Elm Sts., W. Hoboken 

Clinton & 13th Sts., Hoboken 

35 Front St., N<>wark 
35 

35 

35 

35 
35 
35 
35 
35 
35 
35 
35 

80 Hackensack 
81 Paterson 
82 Princeton 
83 New Brunswick 
S4 Plainfield 
85 New Jersey Northern Gas Co. Flemington 

Am. 1\Itr. Co. 

l\1cDonald 

Am. Mtr. Co. 

D. l\1cDonald 

Am. :.\Hr. Co. 

D. McDonald 
American 
Am. Mtr. Co. 

J. J. Griffin Co. 

Pass< 

None 

99 
None 
None 10 Passe 

None 5 Rejet 
None Pass<' 
None 

None Re kc 
None 10 
None 5 Passe 
None 5 

98 
116 

9 

None 

279 
Co. 3 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 

Co. 10 
121 5 

Co. 12 5 
co .. 11 5 
Co. 7 
Co. 8 

Co. 13 10 
No)'le 5 
None 5 

260 5 
R-2 5 RP.iec 
R-1 5 Passr< 
313 Re.iec 
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PROVERS-Continued 

Results of Tests of Prover Scales. 

·st Test. Seco.nd Test. 

DatP. RPsults. Date. 

10/8/12 

10/8/12 

10/24/12 
10/24/12 Passed 
10/25/12 

10/29/12 
10/29/12 

10/30/12 

10/30/12 
10/31112 
11/14/12 
11/14/12 

11/15/12 
11/15/12 
11/19/12 

11/19/12 

11/21/12 
11 /26 /12 
11/26/12 
11/26/12 
11/29/12 

11/29/lZ 
12/4/12 
12/9/lZ 
12/1111~ 

12/11/U 
12/11/12 
12/12/12 
12/17/12 

12/19/lZ 
12/24/12 
12/26/U 
12/27 /12 
12/30/12 

12/20/12 

12/20/12 

12/20/12 

12/20/12 
10/31/12 

12/20/12 

12/20/12 

Third Tt•st. 

Hesults. Date 

466b 

REMARKS. 

Provided new cycloid be attached. ValVPI! 
repaired, prover relocated and ther
mometer attached. 

Providl'd provPr be relocatPd, guide rods 
and accurate thermomPter attached. 

Provided prover be relocated. 
Jnco.rrPct scale. 

Incorrect scales. 

Pro\·ided prover be relo.catPd and guid1• 
rods attached. 

Incorrect scalPs. 
Impo!"sible to test owing to binds. 

Provided certain changes be made in il
lumination of tPsting room. 

Provided certain changes be made in il
lu min a ti on of tPsting room. 

Binds bPtWPen rollers and guide rods. 

Impossible to make accurate test owing 
to tf•mperature c-0°nditions. 
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Inspectors' Report on Accidents. 

PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD-Derailment-November 17, HJll-Mon
. mouth Junction. 

As passenger train No. 132 was passing over cross-over on track No. 1 
to track No. 2, on the main line of the Pennsylvania Railroad, at Mon
mouth Junction, at 5:04 P. M., November 17th, it was derailed; engine 
was thrown on the left side with pilot over wN,tbound passenger track. 
}"our Pullmans were derailed, and three cc,aehes remaineil on track. 
Investigation developed that the train was running at a high rate of 
speed over the cross-over, although there is a limit of speed of fifteen 
ruiles per hour at this point. The accident rci;:ulted in the deaths of the · 
engineer and fireman, and s1ight injuries to the baggage-ma.::ter. 

This nccident was macle the subject of ir1vf'stigation by fhe Board; 
its formal finding referring to the same will be found in that section 
of this report devoted to the formal :findings of the Board. 

WEST JEHSEY AND SEASHORE RAILHOAD-Crossing Accident-No
vember 28, 1911-Clayville. 

As light engine No. G03!J, of the 'Yest .Tersey and Seashore Hatlroact 
Company, was backing· up on siding leading to the Clayville :\lining and 
Brick Company's Works, it co1lided with car No. 14 of the MillviJle Trac
tion Company, on the highway near Clayville, The engine was derailed, 
and the trolley car completely demolished. 

Inspector recommended that d<>rnils be placed jn Traction Company's 
track, seventy-five feet from nearest rail; that the lever for operating 
same be not more than six feet from steam track, and so constructecl that 
normal position must be for ground, am1 the derail must be held in 
place by conductor while car is passing over; the conductor to see and 
know that the way is clear before sig-nnlling- the motorman to proceed. 

As this recommendation was not compJiecl with by the Company, 
tl1e Board i-,irned a formal order, under clatP. of February 5th, Hl12, which 
will be found in that section of this report devoted to formal findings 
of the Board. 

EIUE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-December 1, 1911-County Road. 

As E>ngine No. 18 was passing over County R0ad Crossing on the North
ern Hailroad of New Jersey, it struck a ·vehicle and sligMJy injured the 
idriYer. The cro:-\sing- is on a level grade, 11rotected by gates and bell, 
gates being operated from a tower from 7 A. M. to 7 P. M. 

Inspector recommended that as additional trains are being run over 
this crossing between 7 P. M. and 7 A. M., the crossing should be pro
tected at all hours. 

The Company advised that arrangements had been made to place :flag
man at this crossing temporarily, it being the Company's intention, as 
soon as practicable, to carry the traffic across the New York, Susquelmnna 
and Western Railroad Company's overhead br1dge at this point, when the 
situation as to the necessity for protection will be materially altered. 
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l!.;RIE RAILROAD-Electric Car struck on crossing-December 1, 1911-
Carlstadt. 

As car No. 1917, of the Public Service Hailway Company, was passing 
over crossing at the east en<l of Carlstadt Station, it collided with New 
Jersey and New York Railroad train No. 001. The rear end of the street 
railway car was struck, turned partly around, and the body bauly dam
aged. The crossing "\vas protected by gates fr0m 7 A. M. to 12 o'clock 
midnight. 

Certain recommendations were made and submitted to the Railroad 
Company and the Street Railway Company. Following several hearings 
and the taking of testimony, the Board file,1 a formal decision in the 
matter under date of May 31, 1912, which will be found in that section 
of this report devoted to formal findings of the Board. 

NEW YORK AND LONG BRANCH RAILlWAD-Crossing Accident-De
cember 5, 1911-Hazlet. 

As passenger train No. 216, of the Pennsylvania Railroad, was crossing 
Hazlet. Avenue, Hazlet, on December 5th, at 2 P. M., it struck a horse 
pulling a snow scraper. There are two main tracks at Hazlet Avenue, 
with a siding on the easterly side ending near the northeasterly corner 
of the highway. It was stated that Keyport Road, the next crossing 
north of Hazlet Avenue, is protected by gates during the entire year, 
while Hazlet Avenue is prot·ected by flagman only during the Summer 
schedule. 

Inspector recommended that cars be not allc"\Yed to stand on the siding 
nearer than one hundred and fifty feet north of the highway, and that 
notice to this effect be displayed on a board located at said point. 

The Company stated it has arranged to comply with the recommenda
tion. 

DELAWARE, LACK.\WANNA & WESTEHN RAILROAD--Crossing Acci
dent-December 13, 1911-Millburn. 

A passenger alighting from train No. 287 at Millburn Station, crossed 
over siding south of the station and was struck by engine No, 620, and 
fatally injured. As all persons alighting from passenger trains, desiring 
to proceed south of the station, are obliged to cross this siding track, the 
Inspector recommended that movements over the same be protected by 
one of the trainmen. 

At a meeting of the Board on January f;th, 1912, the recommendation 
was taken up for consideration, and formally endorsed by the Board. 

NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTEHN RAILROAD-Head-on Col
lision-December 2G, 1911-Stockholm. 

As second class train No. 962, consisting of engine and twenty-one cars, 
was passing Stockholm, at 2:02 A. M., December 26th, it collided head-on 
with light engine No. 111, badly wrecking both engines and blocking 
track for fourteen hours, killing one ernpia.1ee and injuring four others. 
Engine No. 111 left North Paterson at 12:50 A. M., with orders to run 
extra to Beaver Lake. Engineer should have taken siding for No. 962 
at Oak Ridge, as his order gave him no right other than to run extra, 
keeping out of the way Of all regular or >ichedule passenger trains. 

This accident was made the subject of a formal hearing before the 
Board. The Board's finding with respect to this will be found in that 
section of this report devoted to formal findings of the Board. 
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l'fEW YORK AND GREENWOOD LAKE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident
December 27, 1911-Soho Park. 

As train No. 509 was crossing Willetts Street, five hundred feeet west 
of Soho Park, it struck a. vehicle, slightly injuring the driver. The street 
is crossed at right angles by three tracks, two main and one siding. 
There was no protection at the crossing, but it was stated that the view 
h: good in all directions. Inspector stated that a box car was standing 
on the siding close to the sidewalk. 

Inspector recommended that standard warning sign be erected at this 
crossing, and that cars be kept sixty -reet from sidewalks, clearance 
boards to be erected indicating the dista1h.~e. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

HARITAN RIVER RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-December 28, 1911-
N ear South River. 

Train of the Raritan River Railroad, westbDund, struck a vehicle at 
crossing known as Back Road, on the Serviss Branch near South River, 
at. 12.30 P. M., December 28, 1911, dem.olishing same and killing the two 
occupants and both horses. It was stated by the Inspector that the 
view from either approach is unobstructed ·when within sixty feet of the 
track. There are but two regular train movements over this brnnch 
daily, with occasional exceptions, depending on the amount of freight 
to be removed. The train consisted of an engine and nine cars, the en
gine pulling two and pushing seven. A brakeman was on the front end 
of coal car; conductor and another brakeo:nan on the second car. It vvas 
further stated that the brakeman say the wagon approaching, but thought 
it would stop before reaching the crossing. The usual crossing signal 
was blown, but evidently was not observed by the occupants of the 
vehicle. 

Inspector recommended that a whistling board be placed five hundred 
feet from each side of the crossing; that when engines are pushing cars, 
engineer should sound the whistle at such distance from the crossing 
as will properly notify pedestrians or vehicles on the road that train is 
approaching; that when engines are pulling cars whistles be sounded at 
the boards; also that speed of trains over this crossing be not greater 
than ten miles per hour. 

Following correspondence with the Railroad Company, it developed that 
it would be impossible to comply with the reccmmendation for a speed 
of ten miles, as at this point heavy trains are obliged to attain a speed 
of at least fifteen miles in order to make the 11h% grade and 12° curve 
just north of this crossing. The recommendation was, therefore, amended 
lo allow a speed of fifteen miles per hour over. the crossing. 

The recommendation was adopted by the C< mpany. 

\!\!EST SHORE RrdLROAD-Crossing Accidr:nt-December 29, 1911-
Ridgefield Park. 

As two pass-engers alighted from New York, Susquehanna ana ·western 
train No. 941, due at Ridgefield Park at 3:14 P. M., instead of walking 
to crossing, which is protected by :flagman < nd warning hell, they started 
to cross traPks seveuty-:five feet west of cro~sing, and were struck by the 
Continental Limited on the West Shore ~{ailroad, which vrns forty-five 
minutes late and running at a high rate of speed.. Inspector stated that 
this' train could have been seen for a distance of two thousand feet, but 
that the noise from the train they had just left prevented the passengers 
from bearing the same. It was further sta':ed that tliere is an overhead 
hrH.Jge twenty-two fret in height at the west end of the station, but this 
iR seldom used. 
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1t was recommended by the Inspector: 
(1.) 'Ihat an inter-track fence be built coD•ffiencing at the cross-over 

east of the statjon and extending as :far west as conditions may demand. 
(2.) That a fence be built at the west encl of the New York Susque

hanna and 'Vestern Railroad Station to prevent passengers fr~m cross-
ing track at that point; · 

That pending compliance with these recommendations, when a New 
York, Swsq uehanna and \Vestern Railroad passenger train jg standing at 
the station, West Shore trains reduce speed to twenty miles per hour 
while passing this point. 

'The Board was advised that both Companies would comply with the 
recommendations. 

DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD-Man struck by 
train-January 19, 1912-Chatham. 

A commuter from Chatham, intending to take train No. :374, which was 
standing at station, walked up westbound track, and while crossing the 
track sixty feet east of the crossing, was struck by bumper beam of 
engine Nu. 949, and fatally injured. The station is located on the east 
side of the• tracks between two h1ghway crossings, which are protected 
by gates. Inspector stated that there is space enough on the Company's 
right of way opposite the station for the erection of a platform and 
shelter she<l, and conditions are such that an inter-track fence would 
cause little i'llconvenience to passengers living on the east side of the 
tracks. 

It was recommended by the Inspector that an inter-track fence be built, 
extending as far east and west of the crossings as conditions demand. 

After correspondence with the Company, it developed that plans are 
being prepared for the elevation of the road through Chatham; the 
elimination of grade crossings, and the cornstruction of a new station 
and the Company submitted that in view of this, they are reluctant t~ 
spend any money on the existing situntbn. After bearing, the Board 
adopted a Memorandum in the matter, which wi11 be found in that sec
tion of this report devoted to formal findings of the Board. 

WEST .HWSKY AND SEASHOHE RAILllOAD-Crossing Accident
February 3, 1912-Glassboro. 

As electric express train No. 1038 of the 'Vest J·ersey and Seashore 
Railroad was passing over Boulevard Crossing in Glassboro, at 12: 01 
P. M., February 3rd, it struck a wagon, demolishing same, fatally injuring 
the driver and killing the horse. There are hvo main electric tracks and 
one siding track at this crossing. Inspec':or reported that there was no 
proi.,ection at the crossing, but as all trains on the main line do not 
stop at Glassboro, there is a speed limit of twenty-five miles per hour 
through the municipality. 'West ·Of the main tracks are hvo tracks of 
the Briclgeton Branch, with cross-over in the highway. Inspector stated 
that when approaching from the westerly side, owing to the location of 
shelter house, tower, water tank and the possibility of ·cars standing 
south of the highway on the Bridgeton Branch tracks, the view of north
bound trains is obstructed, and the view of southbound trains is onlv 
fair, owing to the curve north of the highway. Approaching from the 
easterly side, the station bnilding obstructs the view of northbo1md 
trains after passing a point about one hundred and seventy-fivi: feet from 
the crossing, but qefore reaching the easterly line of the station building 
the view of trains is good, ancl after passing this building- line the high
way and tracks converge untH the crossing is reached, rendering- the situa
tion dangerous. View of southbound trains is obstructed, owing to the 
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curve nnrl trees along the embankment of the right of way. It was 
al~o stated that there is considerable travel over the highway, as a con
m~cting road west of the tracks has been constructed between the Malaga 
Turnpike and the Boulevard, thus increasing travel over the Boulevard 
crossing. 

It was recommended by the Inspector that a flagman be placed at 
this crossing between 7 A. M. and 8 P. M. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

WEST JERSEY AND SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-:Peb
ruary 2, 1912-Gloucester. 

Southbound extra freight train No. 6031, while passing over Monmouth 
Street Crossing, Gloucester, at 7:02 A. M., February 2nd, struck and 
fatally injured a woman. The crossing was protected by a flagman be
tween 7 A. M. and 7 P. M. 

When the accident occurred the flagman was not on duty; he arriving 
immediately after the accident. At this crossing, which is the first north 
of the station building, there are three main tracks. The station building 
is on the southbound side, with shelter shed on northbound side, and 
inter-track fence between tracks. This woman intended to cross over to 
northbound side to board a train leaving a felv minutes after seven, and 
as she started to walk diagonally over the crossing she failed to notic>e 
the approach of the southbound train. 

It was recommended by the Inspector that this cr©ssing be protected 
by the installation of gates, same to be opeiated between the hours of 
6:30 A. M. and 8 P. M. 

The recommendation was adopted' by the company. 

LEHIGH & HUDSON RIVER RAILWAY-CroE:sing Accident - Febr11ar.v 
8, 1912-Woodruff's Gap. 

As a vehicle was passing over the highway crossing just west of Wood
ruff's Gap Station, it was struck by train No. 25, and the driver seri
ously in.iured. There is one track at this crossing; the north approach 
is on a descending grade and trains can be seen for two thousand feet 
when thirty feet from the track. Inspector reported that driving sonth 
the view for eastbound trains is unobstructed, but for westhound train!' 
badly obstructed by station building and creamery. There is consider
able. traffic over this crossing, it being the main roa:d to Lafayette anrl 
Culver Lake. 

It was recommended by the Inspector that a standard crossing sign 
be erected, and a standard crossing alarm bell be installed; also that a 
distance sign he erected on the north side of crosi;;ing, not less than one 
hundred and fifty feet from same, read ing-"Danger-H>O feet to Ra.iJ
road Crossing." 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

NEW ):ORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN HA fI,ROAD M:in struck hy 
train-February 10, 1912-Little Ferry. 

As a passenger alighted from West Sh,,)re train at Little Ferry, he 
passed through the waiting room and attempted to cross the New York, 
Susquehanna and \Vestern Uailroad tracks fifty feet west of the crossing, 
anrl vvaR struek by train No. 943, due at G: 05 P. l\f., and fatally injured. 
Little Ferry is used as a union station, and stands between the tracks of 
the two roads mentioned. 'rhe crossing at the station is protected by 
gates, and persons using the station should pass over the crossing. 

Inspector recommended that a fenc·e be erected alongside the east-. 
bound track, commencing at the gate and rnnning- one hnndrefl feet 
west of same. 

The recommendatiou was adoptfld hy the Company. 
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WEST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-February 
10, 1912-Camden. 

As passenger train No. 838, northbound, on the West Jersey and Sea
shore Railroad, was passing over Jefferson Street, Camden, at 7.30 P. M., 
February 10, it struck a wagon, demolishing same, and killing the driver. 
The crossing was protected by flagman from 6 A. M.. to 6 P. M., and 
bell from 6 P. M. to 6 A. M. Inspector stated that the view from eas
terly and westerly approaches is obstructed by buildings and cars stand
ing on siding tracks. It was further stated that a boy riding 011 rear 
of the wagon called out to the driver that c1·ossing bell was ringing, 
but the driver proceed·ed. There is considerable travel over this t'ros:,;
ing, as a large number of manufacturing plants are located near samP, 
and there are a large number of train movements over the tracks about 
6 P. M., the time the flagman is scheduled to leave the crossing. 

Inspector recommended that the hours of the watchman should extend 
to 7 P. M., instead of 6 P. M. 

The rt::commendation was adopted by the company. 

WEST SHORE RAILHOAD-Brakeman struck by switch stand-February 
21, 1912-Weehawken. 

As brakeman of the \Vest Shore Railroad was riding on side of car 
No. 26,087, he was struck by switch stand, knocked off car, under same, 
and fatally injured. Inspector reported th8.t tbis switch stand is thirty
eight inches high, thirty-seven inches from rail, and that the location 
of the tracks will not allow any greater ciear2.nce. 

The Inspector recommend·ed that when rene,vals are made, lower stands 
should replace the high ones now in use. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Con1pany. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JEHSEY--Struck by overhead bridge--
March 2, 1912--Elizabeth. 

While extra freight ::\o. -J-Gfl2, main line of the Central Railroad, was 
passing under Cherry Street bridge, Elizabeth, at 1.30 A. M., ~farch 2nd, 
brakeman walking o-..-er the train was struck and injured by said bridge. 
Inspector stated that the accident was caused by the brakeman getting 
on t<1p of cars after the train hau passed briuge guards, and before reach
ing the bridge. It was further stated that this bridge is of the low type. 
and owing to this fact and the further fact that at times the ropes of the 
guards becom·e tangl€cl and are blown over the span rope Ly exhaust 
from engines and high winds, trainmen .ire apt to pass nnder the guards 
without receiving the necessary warning. 

lnspector recommended that the bridge he rab·ed, and that the officials 
of the Railroad Company take the matter up with the City of Elizabeth, 
with a view to carr.ving out the recommendation. 

Copy of this report was sent to the Hai lroall Company and the Mayor 
of the City of Elizabeth, stating that in the opinion of the Board it would 
be desirable for the representatives of the City and the Railroad Com
pany to arra:ng·e for a conferene·e to consider the matter. 

CE:N'fHAL RAILHOAD OF NEW .TEHSEY-Strnck by overhead bridge
Mareh ti. Hl1~?-Somerville. 

As freig·ht train :'\o. D."i, main line of the Ce11tral Hailroad, was passing 
under Centre Street bridge, Somerville, at 8 P. M., March 6th, fireman, 
who \Vas passinµ· OYer the tender to observe whether there was sufficient 
water in t11c tank, was struck by said bridge and fatally injured. Inspe·c-
1;or stated that the fireman attempted to pass OYer the tender to reach 
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the tank after the train had passed the bridge guards and before reach
ing the bridge. It was further stated that this bridge is .of the low type, · 
and owing to this fact and the further fact that at times the ropes 
of the guards become tangled and are blown over the span rope by ex
haust from engines and high winds, trainmen are apt to pass under the 
guards without re('eiving the necessary '.Yarning. 

The Inspector recommended that the bridge be raised, and that the 
officials of the Railroad Company take +he matter up with the City of 
Somerville, with a view to carrying out the reC'ommendation. 

Copy of this report was i:;ent to the Railroad Company and the Mayor 
of the City of Somerville, statir.g that in tl1e opinion of the Boa rd it 
-vvould be desirable for the repre-,;·entatives of the Citv anrl the Railroad 
Company to arrange for a conference to consider the 'matter. 

PENNSYiiYANT A RAILROAD-Crossing Accidrnt-March 14, 1912-Bur-
lington. 

Train No. 494, northbound, on the Ambov Division of the Pennsvlvania 
Railroad, struck a vehirle at Washington· Street, Burlington, on ·March 
14th, at 3 :liO P. M., demolish;ng same and iniurinQ" the drivn. Thie:; croqsing 
is unprotecterl. The single main track is located in the CPntre of thP hig-h
way. A drill train was standing on siding, and partially obstrnrted the 
view of the approaching train. From the nature of the accident, it appf'ared 
that the driver saw the train annroachinQ" and attemr>tPd to turn. hnt h,,fore 
the wagon could clear the tracks the engine struck the rear of the vel1icle. 
It was reported by the InspP<'tor that thne is a snPed regulation of ten miles 
per hour between West liurlington and East Burlington. and 

The Inspector rer>ommenrled thflt engineer complv strictlv w;th s11<'h spf'ed 
regulation, and that if snch regulation is not complied with, protection will 
be recommended at Washington Street. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

RRIE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-March 15, 1912-Waldwick. 

As a vehicle was crossing the tracks at the higliwav seventv-nvp fpet east 
of Vi7aldwick Station, it was strn<'k b:v train No. 32!l. the driver iniured. horse 
ki11ed and wagon badly ilamaged. Inspector reported that the view is not 
good. rxcept when travelling east on the highwav for easthound trnins. The 
crossing is protected bv crossing alarm bell and gates, operated by man in 
towPr from 7 A. M. to 7 P. M. 

The Inspector rPcommended that the gates be operated between the honrs 
of 6 A. M. to 10 P. M. 

'the recommmidation was adopted by the Company. 

P~~NNSYLVANTA RAILROAD-Collision-March 2L 1912-Near Barnegat 
Pier. 

As passenger train No. 398, rastbound, from Camden to Long Rranch. on the 
Phiiadelphia and Long Branch Division of the Pennsylvania Railroad, was 
passing switch No. 2. located hetwePn Ocean Gate and Barne,gat Pier, at 6 :04 
P. M., March 21st, it took siding track and collided with local freight train 
No. A-15 standing on the siding, partially destro-drni· both engines. tenders 
baggage and mail cars; killing two employees, injuring four emplovees and 
five passengers. The Engineer stated that as he approached switch No. 2 he 
saw headlight of the local frei!;!ht about half a mqC' distant, but c011ld not 
see switch light owing to fog- hanging close over the ground. From the main 
track at switch No. 2, swi.tch leads to passing siding and from that a snur 
track known as "maintenance of way track" for storing equipment. The 
passing siding is 1350 feet long. Block sicrnals controlling movements of 
trains from the weRt are located at Island Heights Junction: from the east 
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at Seaside Park, a distance of 5.1 miles. DurinO' the Summer schedule there 
is an additional block and telegraph station at the west end of Bnrneuat 
Pier. As local freight train cleared switch No. 2 to take passing siJing. 'the 
conductor and flagman got -0ff, flagman threw the switch while the conuul'tor 
telephoned from the booth at the switch to Island Heights reporting hi" train 
"into clear." As train was backing, it appears that the flagman instead of 
waiting at the switch to set it for the main line movement, went back into the 
caboose, leaving the conductor to set same, after telephoning, which the 
conductor failrd to do. Switch Xo. 2 is half high banner with Century stnnd, 
and the flagman claimed that after throwing switch for sitling he turned the 
lever into keeper, put in the lock but did not Jock it when he set switch for 
main line movement. Engineer of passenger train, which was running at a 
speed of fifty miles per hour, when within one half mile of switch saw head
light of engine on siding track, but did not observe switch light on account of 
mist and fog; got clear block at Island Heights, seeing headlight of engine 
on siding track, believed he had a clear track; the first reduction of speed, 
under such conditions, would be for the Barnegat Pier stop. When within 
six hundred feet of switch No. 2 the Engineer got first glimps of red light of 
switch. Emergency brakes were applied immediately. but before train was 
stopped it took siding, colliding ,.,·ith freight train and shoving it some dis
tance on siding. All cars of pas"lenger train took the siding with rear car 
about fifty feet east of switch. It was estimated that the speed of train 
that passed over No. 10 frog was thirty-five to forty miles per hour. Flagman 
of the passenger train immediately after the collision ran back with lantnn, 
and as he passed the switch light he saw clearly it showed "red." Tllis 
statement was verified by Engineer of passenger train and a fireman who was 
riding as a pas"lenger, who examined the condition of the light while investi
gating the cause of the accident. 

The Inspector recommended that a distant signal in connection with Switch 
No. 2 be installed. 

This recommendation was endorsed and adopted by the Board, 

NEW YORK AND GREEN\VOOD LAKE RAILROAD-Woman struck by 
train-March 30, 1912-Glen Ridge. 

This woman arrived at the Glen Ridge Station about twenty minutes be
fore the arrival of train No. 507; sat in station until the train was due, then 
crossed track in front of train and was killed. Inspector stated that in 
boarding westbound trains passengers cross both tracks to platform opposite 
station. The highway crossing just east of the station is protected by flag
man during the day, the flag housr being located on the north side of the 
tracks east of the crossing seventy-five feet from the station. 

The In:;;pector recommended that the flag house be moved west of the cross
ing where the flagman could protect the cro:;;sin.u- a"' well a.s persons crossing 
to board trains. 

The rPconrnwndation was adopted b>- the Company. 

PEN~SYLVANIA RAILROAD-Cro"'sing Accident-April ~. 1912-Perth 
Amboy. 

As train No. 304, northbound, on the Perth Amboy Branch of the Penn
sylvania Railroad, was passing over Hall Avenue Crossing Perth Amboy, at 
6 :02 A. M., April 3rd, it struck a vehicle, damaging same, and slightly 
in mring the driver. 'I his crossing is single track. with a curve east of the 
highway, and was protected by gates between the hours of 6 :45 A. M. and 
6:45 P. M. Inspector stated that the view from either approach is only 
fair; that as travel over the highway is considerable, it should be protected 
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from 6 :00 A. M. to 6 :45 P .. M., and recommended that the crossing be pro· 
tected from 6 :00 A. M. to 6 :45 P. M. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JERSEY-Crossing Accident-April 9, 
1912-Bayonne. 

As Standard Oil Company's Engine No. 2 wa::; shoving a draft of cars in 
the yard of"the Standard Oil Company in Bayonne, at 4:30 P. M., April 9th, 
it s~ruck a wagon, damaging same and fatally injuring the driver. This 
crossing is protected by a watchman of the Standard Oil Company, who 
was on the crossing when the vehicle was struck. The Inspector stated that 
while investigating conditions at the crossing he noted cars standing on the 
siding track close to the highway line, and was inforn~ed that this is a gen
eral condition. As the hig!•way runs parallel with the tracks for some dis
tance west of the crossing the H1Jving cars could not be seen by the driver 
of this vehicle, owing to the cars standing on the siding track. 1 he Inspector 
further stated that 111 his opinion watchman should cross ov.er to the south
erly side of track and flag vehicles approaching on the highway, then re-cross 
to northerly side and protect vehicle::; coming from that direction, when east
bound movements are to be made over the crossing. Inspector reported that 
the Yard Master of the Standard Oil Company advised that instructions 
will be issued to protEct the crossing as sugge:>ted. 

W\EST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-April 11, 
1912-;-Camden. 

As northbound train No. 256, of the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad, 
was passing over Mechanic Street, Camden, at 8: 26 A. M., April 11th, it 
struck n. bakery wagon, demolishing same and slightly injuring the driver 
and another occupant. The main line tracks are crossed diagonally by Me
chanic 8treet, and about sixty feet north Lewis Street also diagonally con
verges at the tracks. At the northeasterly corner of Lewis Street is a double 
alarm bell located about one hu11dred feet from Mechanic Street. Mechanic 
Street was not protected, with the exception of such protection as the bell 
located at Lewis S~J'Eet ·would give. 1here are no crossing signs at either 
approach on Mechanic Street. Inspector reported that approaching from the 
easterly side of Mechanic Street, the view of northbound trains is good, when 
within one hundred and fifty feet of the northbound rail, and fair of south
bound trains. Approaching from the westerly side, after passing a row of 
buildings on the southerly side, a view is had of trains passing around the 
curve south of the crossing. Approaching closer, the view is entirely ob
structed by a tool house located on the southwesterly corner. The view of 
southbound trains is unobstructed within a reasonable distance of the track. 

The Inspector recommended that an electric alarm bell be installed on the 
southeasterly corner of the crossing, and that tool house 'on thC' southeasterly 
corner be removed. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN RAILR.OAD-Crossing Acci
dent-April 13, 1912-Andover. 

As vehicle was crossing tracks at Andover, it was struck by train No. 609 
of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad, on April 13th, the driver 
injured, both horses killed and wagon demolished. Inspector stated that 
the view at this crossing, which is the main road to Newton, is bad. Trains 
cannot be seen in either direction for more than five hundred feet when with
in t1Jirty feet from track. There was no protection at the crossing. 

The Inspector recommended that a standard warning bell be installed. 
The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 
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LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-April 13, 1912-Roselle 
Park. 

As extra engine No. 1682, eastbound, on the Lehigh Valley Railroad, was 
passing over Chestnut Street Crossing, Roselle Park, at 2: 25 A. M., April 
13th, it struck a milk wagon, demolishing same and killing the driver. At 
this point there are two main line tracks and two siding tracks, with butting 
blocks on the westerly side of the crossing. The crossing is protected by 
gates, operated night and day. The gateman is notified of the :1.pproach of 
trains by signal bells operated in shanty. It appeared from investigation 
that there is a roadway between the arm of the gate over the sidewalk on the 
northwesterly corner and the standing cars at the butting bl<><!ks, this road
way leading to the freight house. 

It ·was suggested that it would be safer to close the roadway between the 
butting blocks and the sidewalk, and this the Company did. 

ERIE RAILROAD~Crossing Accident-April 26, 1912-Passaic. 
As milk wagon was being driven over Harrison Street, Passaic, at 4: 53 

A. M., April 26th, it was struck by train No. 103, causing slight damage to 
the wagon. This crossing was protected by au:omatic crossing bell, and by 
crossing gates between the hours of 6 A. M. and 7 :30 P. M. 

The Inspector recommended that on account of the track on both approaches 
being on curve, and the view obstructed, the crossing be protected night and 
day. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NE\V JERSEY-Brakeman caught oetween gate 
and side of car-May 3, 1912-Plainfield. 

~.\s drill engine No. (j;) was shoving two cars in L011zeanx Lumber Yard, 
at Plainfield, a brakeman, who was riding on side of car, \\·as caught be
tween gate and side of car, and injured. 

The Inspector recommended that the distance between the {!ate and the 
nearest rail be not less than five feet. 

The Company advised it would take up with the Lumber Company the 
question of providing clearance recommended. 

ERIE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-May 17, 1912-Ridgefield. 
As a vehicle was crossing the highway west of Ridgefield Station, it was 

struck by train No. 238, and the driver killed. There are two main line 
tracks and one siding track at this crossing, protected by an alarm bell 
and gates operated by man in tower between the hours of 7 A. M. and 7 P. M. 
Inspector state(l that He view is obstructed in both directions; that persons 
driving cannot see trains until within a few feet from track. Investiga
ticn ncvC'Joperl that the higlma~· is used at night clnring the summer by a 
number of farmers go!ng to market. 

The Inspector recommended that the crossing be protected between the 
hours of 6:40 A. M. and 11:45 P. ::vr. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD-Woman struck 
by train-May 17, 1912-0akland. 

This woman was about to cross the tracks to the highway just east of 
Oakland Station, when she was struck by a train and injured. This road is 
crossed by one track, protected by a flagman between the hours of 7 A. M. 
and 7. P. M. Inspector s~ated that trains can be seen when sixty feet from 
track for a distance of five hundred feet; that the view is then obstructed 
by station until within twenty feet from track, when they can again be 
seen for five hundred feet; that the westbound tracks can be seen for one 
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thousand feet when fifty feet from track; the above applying to persons trav
elling west. Travelling east when twenty feet from track westbound trains 
can be seen for one thousand feet. Eastbound, when thirty feet from track, 
for the same distance. · 

The Inspector recommended that the crossing be protected by standard 
warning bell in addition to the protection now afforded, and that the flag
man remain on duty until after train No. !)OS has passed. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

NEW YORK & GREENWOOD LAKE RAILROAD-Man struck by train
¥ay 22, 1912-Little Falls. 

Train No. 513, while passing over Stevens Avenue Crossing, Little Falls, 
on ,May 22nd, struck and killed a man. It was n~ported that trains can be 
seen in either direction for eight hundred feet when fifty feet from the track. 
Investigation developed that this man was eighty years old and deaf. The 
Inspedor noted that the warning sign at the crossing was rusted, so that the 
letters could not be read. 

The Inspector recommended that this sign be replaced by a standard sign. 
The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

RARITAN RIVER RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-June 5, 1912-South 
River. 

As train No. 3, westbound, on the Raritan River Railroad, was passing 
over Willett Avenue Crossing, South River, at 9 :50 A. M., June 5th, it struck 
a wagon, demolishing same, and seriously injuring the driver. At this 
crossing, which is unprotected, there are three tracks, one main line on curve 
and two siding tracks. Inspector stated that when approaching from the 
southerly side the view of westbound trains is obstructed by buildings and 
siding track on which cars stand. It was further stated there are few train 
movements over the crossing, and travel over the highway is light, the road 
being simply a path for travel over the tracks. It was also stated that 
regular alarm was sounded for the crossing; engineer saw the vehicle and 
sounded the whistle again. 

The Inspector recommended that whistling board be located ~at proper diS
tance at both sides of the crossing. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JERSEY-Crossing Accident-June 17, 
1912-Lincoln. 

As observation engine No. 900, westbound, on No. 2 track, of the Central 
Railroad, was passing over Cedar Avenue Crossing, Lincoln, at 3 P. M., on 
June 17th, it struck an automobile, demolishing same, fatally injuring two· 
occupants, and seriously injuring the chauffeur. The automobile approached 
the crossing from the northerly side. At this croc;;sing are four tracks of 
the Central Hailroad and two of the Lehigh Valley Railroad. RetwcPn the 
Lehigh Valley and Central tracks is a space of forty-five feet with grade to 
Central tracks, the latter tracks being about three feet higher than those of 
the Lehigh Valley. The crossing is one hundred and ten feet in length. In
spector stated that approaching from the easterly side, there is a good 
view of eastbound trains on the Lehigh Valley; fair view of westbound trains, 
and a good view of trains in both directions on the Central Railroad. Ap
proaching from the northerly side, the view of westbound trains of the Cen
tral Railroad is obstructed by brush and trees until a point is reached about 
fiftv feet from the nearest rail when westbound trains can be seen for about 
one

0

-quarter of a mile, and eastbound trains, owing to curve west of the high
way, about one-eighth of a mile. Before reaching track No. 2, from the north
erly side, it is necessary to pass over a siding track and westbound Iocat 
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track. It was stated that a good view of the observation engine conld liave 
?een had _about fi.fty feet from track. There \\"as no protection at this cross
mg for either railroad. At bo:h approac:hc>s there is a small ruilron1l sio-n, 
also sign "Danger-Two Crossings," the latter signs having been placed 

0
at 

the crossing at the request of tltis Board. , 
The Board recommended "that crossing signs be erected both hY" the Cen

tral Railroad Company of New Jersey all!! "the LPhigh Valley Railroad Com
pany, in accordance with the standar<ls adopt<'d by this Board; that a loud 
crossing alarm bell be installecl midway bel\l"l'cn the tracks of the two roads, 
which wi!l ring on the approach of all trains, said bell to commence ringing 
when trams are not less than two tlto11sand feet from crossing, and continue 
to ring until they have passed over same." 

The recommendations were adopted hy the Companies. 

WEST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY 
-Collision-June 29, 1912-Camden. 

As crosstown car of the Public Senire Railway Company No. 3024 arrived 
at Kaiglm's Avenue, Camdm, at 11 :4!'i P. M., Jnne 2!lth, flagman of the Rail
road Company was flagging approaching northbo1111d electric train. 1111t the 
motorman of the trolley car evicl~n~ly thought the signal was intf'1HIE'1l for 
him, for after slowing down, he called to his conduetor that it was all right, 
and throwing on his power started across the tracks. The motorman of the 
electric train attempted to stop, but not in time to aYert the coll isio11. The 
trolley car was. turned almost completetly around and crushed considerably; 
the motorman and two passengers were inj11rP1l. InspPctor stafrd tlwt the 
motorman was a new man on the line, and thinking the· signal of the flag
man was for him, he did not think it necessary to wait until the conductor 
preceded him across the trnrk;;, as is the usu a 1 rule. The cond11rtnr. l:ow
ever, knowing that he shoul<l prece1le t11e ca1· over the tracks, was .inst pre
paring to alight from the rear platfom an1l go ah<'nu when th(' motoman 
threw on his power and went across. In order to avoid any repetition of an 
acc:dent of this sort, 
'It was recommended by the Tnspec:or that derail" he placed in tlie trolley 

tracks on the east and west sides of the steam railroad track!'!, the opNating 
mechanism to be in tl1e centre between the north ancl so11thhon111l pns,.;pngrr 
tracks of the \Yest Jersey and Seashore Ilailroad, the work to he started 
forthwith and finished within sixty clays. 

After hearings, this recomrnrndation was modified to allow the placing of 
levers five feet from steam railroad tracks and outside of all ob::otructions 
to view. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JERSEY-Man struck by train-June 30, 
1912-Jersey City. 

As extra engine No. 177, eastbound on the Newark Rranch of the Central 
Railroad was passing over Randolph Avenue. Jersey City, at 12:-L> A. M., 
June 30th, it struck and injured a man. There are three tracks at tliis cross
ing-two main line and one siding. Between the east and westbonnil tracks is 
an intertrack fence, ending at the westerly side of Randolph AYenue. The 
crossing is protected by gates, operated from 6 A. M. to 7 P. l\l.; in addi
tion to the gates, by an automatic bell from 7 P. l\f. to 6 A. M. The gateman 
on leaving the crossing at night adjusts the switch so that the hell will 
ring for the approach of all trains, protecting the crossing during the hours 
he is not on duty. 

The Inspector recommended that, in order to assure proper adjustment of 
the switch before the gateman leaves the crossing, he adjust the bell to 
ring one-half hour before leaving the crossing. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 
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NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD-Crossing Acci
dent, July 1, 1912-Ridgefield Park. 

As vehicle was proceeding over the roadway of the West Shore and New 
York, Susquehanna and \Ve,.:tern Railroads, at Ridg ~field Park, July 1st, it 
was s~ruck by a train, and the horse killed. This crossing is located at the 
east end of the station. The Woest Shore tracks are protected by man on 
the ground and crossing alarm bell. The New York, Susquehanna and West
ern Railroad tracks have no protection. The view of eastbound trains was 
reported to be poor. 

The Inspector recommended that the crossing be protected by flagman be· 
tween tile hours of 6:ao A. 1\1. and 6:30 P. M. 

The Kew York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad Company requested 
that it be allowed to make arrangements with the vVest Shore Railroad Com
pany to ha\'e its watchman protect the crossing of the New York, Srn;riue
banna and \Vcstrrn Railroad. by keeping the gate closed on the \\'est Shore 
side against vehicles when trains are approaching from either direction on 
the :New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad. It was stated by the 
Company that as views approaching from the river side are exceptionally 
goo1l, there should be no necessity for providing any protection for vehicles • 
approaching from this direction. The recommendation was changed to read 
"Install a crossing alarm bell on the southwest side of crossing, New York, 
Susquehanna and Western Railroad." 

'fhe recommendation was adonted by the Company. 

WEST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-July 3, 
ID12-Malaga. 

As an automoh:le was proceeding over the crossing north of Malaµ-a Sta
tion, nt 8.-Hl P. M., ,Jul~' 3rd. it was struck by so11thboun<l ekctric trnin "No. 
1121, on the \Vcs';; ,Jersey ancl Seashore Ra i I road; two occupants i;;eriously 
injured and two occupants fatally injured. The automobile was badly dam
agetl. TliPre was no protection at this crosc;ing, which runs at an angle 
with the tracks and crossps diagonally. Inspector stntPcl that for a consider
al1le <lisbt11ce on the northeast siLle there is a goo1l view of trains in either 
dirPction; that approaching from the soutlmestcrly side, after pnssing be
yoml a point about one hundred feet from the rail, a good view of trains 
is afTorckd in each direction. It was further stated that as the train 
approached the crosc;ing the motorman saw the rear lights of the automobile 
am! hlPw the crossing whistlr: as the trn in approached closer, the motorman 
obs('l'\·ing- the nntomohilr, ngn in so11nd<'cl the whistle. but thought the mRchine 
would stop hefore crossing the northbound trnck; when he ohserved that it did 
not. he thrrw on tl1e emt•rgPncy Lrnkes and. brought the train clown to twenty 
miles per hour. The headlight was lighted and switch for engine bell turned. 
There are no lights on the crossing and no houses in the immediatP vicinity. 

InspPctor recommended that an automatic alarm bell be installed at the 
crossing. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

WEST ,JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Acciden·t-July 3, 
1912-Vi neland. 

As northbound electric train No. 1220, on the West Jersey and Seashore 
Railroad was passing over Soldiers' Home Crossing in Vineland. at 7 :41 A. 
M., on ,Tuly 3rd, it struck a wagon, demolishing same and fatally injuring 
one orcupant. and slightly injuring another. At this crossing, which is not 
protected, there is a single track with the usual railroad sign located on 
each side. On the westerly and easterly side of the right of way is a broad 
boulevard. with no obstruction at or near the crossing, except a row of trees 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIONERS' REPOHT. 

on the southeast corner. After passing the line of trees the view is good. 
Inspector stated that the approach to the crossing could be made less dan
gerous by the removal of the lower branches of trees, and this was recom
mended. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

NE\V: YORK & LONG BRANCH RAILROAD-Crossing Accident--July 9, 
1912-Belmar. 

As an automobile bakery wagon was crossing Sixteenth Avenue, Belmar, 
at 5 :50 A . .M., July 9th, it was struck by train No. 278, northbound, the au
tomobile damaged and the chauffeur seriously injured. At this crossing, 
which is protec~ed from 6: 20 A. l\1. to 8: 25 P. J\I., by flagman, there are two 
main tracks. From the tracks to a point several hundred feet away tlH~ view 
of northbound trains is unobstructed for one thousand feet to the south. To 
the north the view was partially obstructed by brush and trees, which In
spec~or stated have been removed since the accident occurred. It was further 
stated that approaching from the west, the view is only fair; that the hour 
the accident happened the flagman was not on duty. It was further stated 
that there is a small railroad sign on the crossing. 

The Inspector recommended that standard sjgn, adopted by this Board, be 
located at crossing in place of the small sign, and that brush be cleared as 
far as possible on the southwest corner. 

The recommendation was adop~ed by the Company. 

ERIE RAILROAD-Passenger Struck by train-July 22, 1912-Westwood. 

As a passenger was standing at Westwood Station, he was struck by train 
No. 622 and seriously injured. The Inspector stated that the platform at this 
station is gravelled and screened about ten feet wide, slanting toward the 
track, and being even with the top of the rail. It was further stated by the 
Inspector that there should be a dividing line, so that passengers may know 
how much of the platform is reasonably safe to use. 

It was recommended that a curb line, similar to that being built at May
wood, be placed at this station. 

The Company objected. After hearing on October 8th, at which the Com
pany's representative stated that the Company is projecting certain changes 
in its tracks which will be made next spring and asked that it be relieved 
from building the curb line- until the track change is made. this was agri'f'cl 
to, and the matter was laid over until May 6th, 1913. 

NEW YOHK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD-Side Swipe Col
lision-July 22, 1912-Passaic Junction. 

As extra No. 96 left train in Coolburg Yard, placed caboose behind engine 
and was moving backward with caution card, it ran by distant electric signal 
at danger lo~ated nine hundred feet east of cross-over from the Bergen County 
Short Cut, over which Erie extra No. 1873 was passing, colliding with same, 
turning over Erie car No. 28552, derailing caboose and injuring engineer of 
extra No. 96. The accident occurred at 1 :30 A. M., July 22nd. Located just 
east of Coalburg Yard is a caution signal; when this is passed at danger a 
caution card is given to conductor and engineer, which gives them to under
stand that there is a train in the block, or cross-over is being used, which 
compels them to run at a reduced speed looking out for same. In this case, 
the caution card was handed to brakeman, who gave it to the engineer, the 
conductor not receiving any. The signal which is supposed to protect the 
cross-over is located one mile further west. This is painted yellow, and is 
known as distant electric signal. Trains come to a full stop when this sig
nal is at danger, and then pro~eed cautiously. About fourteen hundred feet 
west is located a red semaphore block signal. The Inspector stated that as· 
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~li~l.e~ntuia'.ililig~ah'1ist1~• t;~e1dsoltr1Jpur~ t(l);fl 1pMee'1lil\g .1lhe eross-over; and 
tibetsvv..itmid~dillig tlw:ddnJ it1sheuildl ber>~·~mtoo.lJretl) ahtl·Jcailled, a home signal, 
!wd:J£zy.) fif dtb>tfrall~1q.ttm1ri~1isholild11Sli!t1l"p 'ifrtd"'sit(j'jnfcw!1trh1ess1' bltt of order, the 
£ll'ms~0ver1 mdulrd'1bel ih1rutse}!.iWtl1 ·the Inspector so recommelnid{id. 

On November 2tHh the Company wrote, describing the operation of trains 
betwern Rochelle Park and Passaic Junction. The Inspector reported that 
this operation meets the requirements and is safP, arnl withdrew his recom
mendation of July 22nd. 

NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & \VESTERN RAILROAD---Crossing Acci
dent-July 2,), 1!!12-llamburgh. 

As a· vehicle was proceeding over the crossi11g of the :New York, Susque
hanna and \Vestern Hailroad, one mile west of Hamburgh, on July 25th, it 
was struck by train No. 903, and the driver seriously injured. This road 
crosses the track diagonally Oll a descending grade ·from the south. The 
views are good, with the exception of westbound trains when driving from 
the south, when the view is obstructed by a bank on the southwest side of 
crossing. 

Inspector recomnwnded that thi.s bank be cut back, so a lwttPr Yiew may 
oo had of westbound trains. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Cornpan~-. 

WEST JERSEY A~D SEASHORE RAILROAD-C'rn""ing ~.\<'cident~-.Jnly 2fL 
1912-Collingswood. 

As light engine Xo. 6082 of the \Vest Jersey and Seashore Hailroad was 
pas.sing over Collings A venue crossing, Collingswoou, at !) : -to P. ~\l.. July 
26th, it struck an automobile with four occupants, demolishing same. fatally 
injuring two occupants, and slightly injuring the two others. At this cross
ing are two main tracks. The crossing is pwtecte<l by gafos between the 
hours of 6 A. M. and 8: :30 P. M.; Sundays from 6: 30 A. }f. to 9: 30 P. ~L 
There is also an automatic alarm bell with circuit covering seven-eighths of :l 

mile north and south of crossing. The automobile approached. from the west, and 
to reach the track on which it was struck it was necessary to cross the south
bound track. Seventy-five feet west of southbound tradk trains northbounrl 
can be seen for about fifteen lnmdre<l feet. As northbound trains approac11 
closer to 1the highway the shelter shed on the southbound side somewhat ob
structs the view. The view of southbound trains is unobstructed for about 
one thousand feet. At a point eighteen feet from the southbound track, 
within the line of the shelter shed, there is a good vie\v of northbound 
trains. The Inspector stated that the alarm bell was ringing, also bell of 
engine. Crossing signs are located on both sides of the track. The crossing 
is well lighted. 

l t was recommended by the Inspector that the nos:'li11g lw protPcted for 
the full twenty-four hours each day. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Compai1y. 

T.,EHIGH VALLEY R,\ TL ROAD-Crossing Aeeident-August fi, 1912-Flem
ii1gto11. 

As extra train .:\10. 4!J4 was passing over the crossing lea,ding from FlPm
ington to the Fair Urounds, at 3 :32 P. M .. August 6th, it struck ·an auto
mobile bus, seriously injuring the chauffeur and slightly injuring one of 
the occupants. At this crossing, which was unprotected, there is one track. 
The Inspector stated that from the northerl~T side, the view of trains in 
either direction is good; that from the southerl~, side, the view of trains 
from Flemington i,,; oh,,;trttdt•d by a eorn fiPlll on an Prnbanknwllt. foncP mi\-., 
ctnd shelter shed: that the view of traills in otlH'r dirPctio11 i" fair, but witli 
cars on the siding track, standing close to the highway, the view would he 
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obstruc~d. lt Wfllti ~·~p~J·,iied 11th111rt · ~o 1 lfrei, ~boat eigh wen·. movenie:M:$l cdmity 
over ~his bra~.1c,l,i,1 i!:t···p.;· ctptJ, Qn.-1. ~Yf!liw@.e~J ~s1,.'arei. heM, Gin thei>g1bulnd.S:r?t1btil 
the lnghway lfil:.one .. ()f •1the,;m~un roads frQJn; ·E'lem.ing:iiooi 1 to< ·ilianibei)tville:,::.ufnd 
that there is conS!~erable travel over the cro8$JlJD.g., ... a;nd hea v¥: 1 tua vef·, 1tl1n·1·n.g· 
the time fairs are in progress. 1 ,:. ,. • 1 •• 

It was recommended by the Inspector that the Compau;· arrange to have 
the southeaRterly corner of the highway cleared, so as to afford a reasonable 
view of trains, or to establish a speed of six miles per hour over the cross
ing for trains from Flemington to Flemington Junction: that a flagman be 
. .;;tatimwd on thP erossing during the time fairs are in progress; that a whist
ling post be Pstahlishe<l for the highway, and that standard crossing signs be 
erected. 

The recommendations were adopted by the Compa11y. 

\YERT JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-August 1:3, 
l!H2-Atlantic City. 

A::> express train Xo. 113G, Atlantic City to Camuen, was passing over 
Ohio Avenue, Atlantic City, at 11 :02 P . .\1., August 13th. it struck a bus, de
molishing same, slightly injuring the driver and killing the horse. There an· 
thirteen tracks at this crossing-two main line plectric tracks on the south
erly side. On the northerly side the first six tracks, including the hrn main 
tracks for steam trains, are protected by gates, operateu from a tower behYeen 
the hours of G A. M. and 9 P. M. There iR no gate protection for the re
mairn1cr of the tracks on the highway. In addition to the gates, the tracks 
were protected by hrn flagmen on the ground from 6 A. :M. to fl P.M., one 
flagman protecting the main tracks of the steam line. aud tlH· other flagmall 
protecting the electric line tracks. The Inspector stated that from the 
,:;outherly approach the viiew of trains in both directions is obstructed bv 
building located close to track: that on ·the northerly side the a pp roach is 
ubstructed by buildings on both sides, also located rn•ar the tracks. 

The Inspector recommend('d that the flagman's hours during the summer 
;.;chedule be extended for all movements over the highway nntil the last sched
uled north and south bound train passes. 

Thie recommendation \Vas adopted by the Company. 

PENNSYLYANIA RAJLROAD-Cro;.;sing Accident-August 21, 1912-Bur
lington. 

As engine of freight train _\-:30 was passing over Bordentown Avemw. 
Burlington, near the connection of ~fount Holly tracks with the main li1w 
of the Ambov Division, at 4: 13 A. M., August 21st, it struck a wagon, dam
aging same ~nd injuring the driver. There are two tracks at this crossing. 
Approaching from the northerly side, the view is only fair; approaching 
from the southerly side. the view of eastbound movements is fair-the vie" 
of westbound mo.:ements is obstructed by buildings. Inspector stated that 
there arie not many train movements over the tracks, but 

Hecomme1Hkd, owing to thP view heing limitC'll. that ;..qw<~d of all rnoVP
ments be limited to six miles p,er hour. and that standard grade crossing: 
signs be installed. 

The recommendations were adopted by the Company. 

ERIE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-September 7, 1912-Paterson. 
Train No. 548 struck a vehicle on .Keene Street Crossing, Paterson, Sen

tember 7th, slightly injuring a woman occupant and damaging the wagon. 
There are fiye tracks at this crossing, two main and three siding, and the 
crossing was protected by a flagman between the hours of 6: 30 A. M. anrl 
6:30 P. M. 

It was rel'ommended by the Inspector that protection be extended to fl 
P. M. 
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Thie Company requested that the recommend'ation be modified, and that it 

be allowed to install crossing alarm bell, to be operated from 6: 30 P. M. until 
the watchman comes on duty in the morning. The Chief Inspector of the 
Railroad Division of the Board requested that the alarm bell, if installed, 
be operated during the full twenty-four hours o"i the day and night, the 
flagman to remain on duty as at present. This the Company agreed to, and 
the recommendation was changed. 

CENTRAL RAILROAD OF NEW JERSEY-Crossing Accident-September 
7, 1912-Keansburg. 

While extra work train ~!(). 272 was working in yard in Keansburg, at 
2 :25 P. M., September 7th, it struck an automobile on the first hiirhwav 
crossing west of the station. This crossing is protected by an alarm bell. 
On the day of the accident the bell had been cut out, as the work train wa-; 
moving continually over the crossing on account of construction work near 
the highway. Inspector stated that from the northerly approach a fair view 
of trains is had in either direction; that from the southerly side, at a point 
sixty feet from the track, the view is good in both directions. 

The Inspector recommended that 'when work is being done close to highways, 
necessitating the cutting out of cros;;ing alarm bells, :flagman should be 
placed on crossing during the time the bell is out of service; also that brush 
on the northwes.t~rly side of criossing be cut, if the same is within the right 
of way line. 

The recommeudations ,ycre adopted by the Company. 

\VEST .JEHSEY & SEASHORE ltAILHOAD-Crossing Accident-September 
9, 1912-_Minotola. 

As train No. 1079, southbound, on the electric line of the 'Vest Jersev and 
Seashore Railroad, cleared the southerly side of the road crossing approach
ing :l\finotola Station, at 6 :03 P. M., September 9th, a woman riding a bicycle 
went around rear end of train and attempted to cross the southbound track, 
when she was struck and fatally injured by extra work train No. 6067. The 
station building at Minotola is on the southwesterly side, about two hun
dred feet from the highway. Between the north and south bound tracks is a 
standard inter-track fence. The crossing was protected by electric bell, op
erated by station agent. At the station is a sign reading "Crossing- bells 
are not in use from 12 P. M. to 5 :30"' A. M." Inspector stated there are a 
large number of movements, both local and express, through Minoto)a, to and 
from Atlantic City and Camden. It was further stated that then• is con
siderable traffic over the highway. 

It was r~ommended by the Inspector that gates be installed at the cross
ing, 'to be operat~d daily from 6 A. M. to 7 P. M. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 

WEST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-September 
15, 1912-Malaga Road Crossing. 

As Atlantic City express train No. 1144, northbound, on the electric line 
of th1e West Jersey and Seashore Railroad, was passing over Malaga Road 
Crossing, between Malaga and Iona, at 11 :50 P. M., September 15th, it 
struck a furniture van, demolishing same, killing three occupants also two 
horses. 

The conditions at the crossing at Malaga were made thie subject of a com
plaint to the Board by the Franklin Township Committee. The Board's for
mal recommendation, referring to this complaint, will be found in that sec• 
tion of this report devoted to formal findings of the Board. 
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WEST JERSEY & SEASHORE RAILROAD-Crossing Accident-September. 
25, HH2-Shore Road Crossing, south of :Malaga Station. 

As train No. 1056, northbound, on the electric line of the West Jersey and 
Seashore Railroad, was passing over Shorie Road Crossing, south of Malaga 
Station, at 12 :48 P. M., September 25th, it struck an automobile, damaging 
same, killing one occupant and injuring another. This highway crosses the 
two main tracks diagonally. There are large standard crossing signs on 
both sides, also illuminated signs, bearing the inscription ·'Caution-Hailroad 
Crossing 250 feet." There \Yas no protection at the cros,;;ing, excepting during 
the Summer schedule, when a flagman is on duty Saturdays, Sundays and 
Mondays. 

The Inspector recommendied that an automatic electric alarm bell be in
stalled at the crossing. 

The recommendation was adopted by the Company. 
This crossing is among those complained of to the Board by the Franklin 

Township Committee. The Board's formal firn1inµ: will be found in that "<P('-

tion O·f this report devoted to formal findings. 

PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD-Collision-Septernlwr 27. 1912-Pertli Am
boy. 

As passenger train No. 333, southbound, on the Perth Amboy Division of 
th\e Pennsylvania Railroad, was passing switch for Langan's siding, in 
Perth Amboy, at 2:47 P. ~1., September 27th, it ran into open switch aad 
collided with freight cars standing on siding, slightly injuring three paf'
sengers. It was claimed by the Engineer that pedestrians walking close to 
the rails prevented him from seeing the signal at the switch. It was re
ported by the Inspector that this switch signal is of the low type. known 
as the pot signa]. At the time of the accident this switch: located one 
hundred and thirt,v-three feet from point of collision, had been left open by 
crew of freight train working at siding prior to the accident. The Inspec
tor stated that while inwstigating the accident it wa,s noticed that clerail was 
closed when switch was set for main track movement. \Vhen switch is in 
this position derail should be open to protect cars from fouling main traek. 

It was recomm;ended by the Inspector that a higher switch stand be in
stalled, and that the derail and switch he connected so as to insure the 
derail in siding when switch is set for main track movement. 

The recommendation was adopted h)l the Company. 

PENNSYLVANIA HAILROAD-Crossing .Accident-October 1, 1912-Perth 
Amboy. 

As light engine No. 783, northbound, on the Perth Amboy Branch of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, was passing over Hall Avenue, Perth Amboy, at 
5 :25 A. M., October 1st, it struck a bakiery wagon, damaging same and 
slightly injuring the driver. This crossing was protected by a flagman from 
6 A. M. to 6: 45 P. }L, this protection covering all passenger train move
ments, with the exception of four trains on weekdays and one on Sundavs. 
It was stated by the Inspector that approaching from the ea,.,t, lmilding-,.; 
obstruct the view of trains in both directions at n point fortv feet from tlw 
track; that approaching from the west, the view of eastbound trains is ob
structed at a point about twenty feet from the track, and of westbound 
trains thirty feet from the track. It was further stated that the crossing 
signs are small and not in proper position to be sl'cn when trn Yelling on thP 
highway approaching the crossing. 

It was recommended by the Inspector that the standard crossing signs re
cently adoptied by the Board be placed at both approaches. 

The recommendation was adopt.eel by the Company. 
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NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD-Collision-Oc
tober 28, 1912-Little Ferry. 

Erie extra No. 1682, with iifty-four cars, en route to Little Ferry Junction, 
collided with Lehigh and 1\cw England extra No. 34, with thirty-four cars, 
at cross-over east of Little Ferry draw at 9: 18 P . .NL, October 28th. Seven 
cars were derailed. Extra No. ;14 was pulling out of switch, necessitating 
crossing eastbound track. Permission to make tl1is movement was !liven bv 
towerman, located at Little Ferry Station, five hundred feet· west of cross
over. It was stated by the Inspector that the towerman should ha~ held 
block five hundred feet west of his tower at danger until extra No. 34 cleared 
westbound track. Instead of doing this he gave extra No. 1862 a clear block, 
causing it to run into the side of extra No. 34. 

The Inspector recommended that a signal be installed east 1of the fouling 
point to govern movements from the switches east of the <!raw brid!!e west' 
of eastbound track. to be interlocked with signal. on eastbound track west of 
Little Ferry, making it impossible to give a dear signal while trains are 
using the cross-over; the same to apply to signals governing cros·s-over in 
connection with signal west of Little Ferry. 

The Company advised that the track circuit controlling· the shmal had 
been changed to include the signals east and west of the draw bridge, so 
that if any of these switches arc in a reverse position the eastbound and 
westbound draw bridge signals and block signals will indicate "stop." This 
was referred to the Board's Inspector, who requested that facing point 
switch on eastbound track east of bridge be bolt locked. so that trains 
cannot come out or foul main line until towerman west of brid~e unlocks 
8ame. The Company advised that the switch referred to will be elctricallv 
locked. Inspector advised this was satisfactory. 

PlTRLIC SERVICE RAILWAY-Derailment-January 28. 1912-Bodine's 
Corner. 

As car No. 1946, on the line from New Brunswick to South Ambov. was 
rounding Bodine's Corner, at 1.50 A. 1\1., January 28th, it was derailed, .the 
motorman slightly injured and the conductor fatally injured. As the car 
proceeded down G'€orge's Road, on a descending grade, the conductor left 
the back platform, walked through the car and tried to open the front door. 
but finding it locked rapped on the glass. The motorman turned and opened 
the door to asoortain what was wanted; as he turned back he saw that the 
car was on the curve. which is very sharp; he threw off his power and at
tempted to apply hi,;; air brake. but it was too late. The car left the rail. 
crossing .the frozen macadam road, struck a cherry tree 16" in diameter. 
breaking it off and throwing it some twenty feet.' The front platform of 
the car was demolished. In the opinion of the Inspector - the accident was 
caused by the motorman not observing the proper caution in wa.tching the 
curve, and in the conductor disobeying the rule. which requires oonductors 
to remain on rear platform when descending steep grades. As the p-rimary 
cause of the accident was in the fact that .the motorman was forced to turn 
around and leave his controller handle to throw open the latch on door. it was 
the opinion of the Inspector that a latch which could be thrown not only 
from the outside. hut from the inside. should be installed on all doors of the 
type similar to that on· this car. 

The Inspedor recommended .that all cars having double doors which are 
fastened by a latch which if; op~rated from the outside, he equipped with 
a latch which is operated from both outside and inside. 

This matter was -taken up with the Railway Company, and, following a 
hearing, the Board modified the recommendation of ithe Inspector. so as to 
allow th~ Railway Company to remove all locks from doors of cars. 
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PUBLIC SERVICE RAILWAY-Collision-February 9, 1912-Newark. 

Springfield Line ca_r No. 2139, eastbound, at 7: 10 A. M., February 9th, 
collided with Bergen Line car No. 137, northbound, injuring fifteen pas
sengers. The Bergen Line car had stopped to allow passengers to alight. 
The motorman stated that after starting the car he looked up and saw a 
:Springfield Avenue car coming towards him at a very high rate of speed, 
about forty fe~t away. As the Bergen car was of the small type, equipped 
only with hand brake, the motorman threw on full power in an attemv.t to 
cross the tracks in front of the Springfield car. As a result the Bergen 
car was struck with such force that it was thrown completd!- off and over
turnied. The car contained thirty-seven passengers, fifteen of whom were re
moved to the hospital. The majority of the injuries were due to bruises and 
broken glass, although the stove, by which this car vrns heated, was over
turned, and several passengers severely burned. The motorman of the Spring
field Avenue car said that he applied air, hut the wheels slid: that he then 
reversed his control and used sand, but was unab1e to brim! his car to :i 

stop. 
The Inspector recommended that the Public Service Railwav Comuanv 

take steps to abolish all stoves located in the body of cars. and install a 
system of heating which will not be a probable danger to passengers in case 
of accident. 

The formal finding of the Board, rieferring to tliis accident. will be found 
in that section of this report devoted to formal findings of the Board. 

TRENTON & ~fERCER COVNTY TRACTION CORPORATION-Crossin!l' 
gate struck car--.~farch 23, 1912-Trenton. 

Oar No. 104, of the Trenton and Mercer County Traction Corporation, be
came d1efective at Liberty Street, Trenton, about 12: 40 A. M., March 23rd. 
Car No. 212, which was following, coupled on to push the defective car 
toward the barn. As these cars were crossing the BordentO\Yn Branch of the 
Pennsylvallia Railroad, at South Broad Street . 'frenton, th1ey were in danger 
of being struck by a 1train. The gate on the north side of the crossing was 
smashed, being pulled entirely from its foundations, and two windows in the 
rear car w1ere broken. The gateman stated that the gates on the north side 
were down, and that he did not have opportunity to put the gate down on 
the south side; that when the car would not stop he attemuted to raiM 
gates on the north sid~. 

The following recommendations were submiHed, whic11 were taken up for 
hearing on April 16th: 

1. That the rigid gate on the southeast side of the crossing at 
Broad and Canal Streets be changed to a type having a swing end 
t-0 enable the Traction Company to place the trolley wire on the 
northbound track in proper line. 

~. That when the gate is replaced by one of suitable design, having
a .swing ·arm, the Traction Company place the trolley wire in proper 
alignment, and further place trolley guards of acceptable design over 
the trolley wires. 

3. That a derail be installed in the northbound troll~v track at a 
point approximately sixty-five feet from the steam railroad crossing, 
but which will be definirtely located on acceptance of this recommienda
tion. This derail to be operated by the gateman at the crossing. 

The derailer and trolley guards have been installed and are in operation. 
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ATLANTIC COAST ELECTRIC RAILWAY-Head-on Collision-June 27. 
1912-Cedars. 

Car No. 38, from Asbury Park to Pleasure Bay, proceeding north, met car 
Xo. 21, southbound, and collided head-on at the middle curve in the Oedars 
at 6:30 A. M., June 27ith. Both cars were damaged, and some few passengers 
slightly injured. Track was being renewed from a point north of Cedar Lane 
to Second A venue, Hollywood, which necessitated single track operation, one 
<'ross-over being at Jijlbcron Station, the other at Second Avenue, Hollywood. 
Car No. 38 was five minutes behind schedule, and had been followin!!' another 
car north. Car No. 21, southbound, was waiHng; on siding at Second Ave
nue, Hollywood. As the car pr~ceding No. 38 passed, the crew of car No. 21 
asked where No. 38's follower was. The crew of No. 38 did not know. sP 
after waiting for several minutes, an Inspector who was on car No. 21 de
cided to proceed ahead. When the motormen of the cars saw each other. 
they attempted to reverse, but as the rail had been recently !!'reased. the cars 
came together with considerable force. 

The Inspector recommended that, if in the future single track operation i" 
attempted, some suitable form of signal be installed. 

The Company did not object to the recommendation, and stated that the 
construction work was completed, and i1t would not be likely to use single 
track for some time. 

Causes of Accidents. 
The causes of the accidents which occurred on steam railroads from De

cember 1st, 1911, to December 1st, 1912, were as follows: 

Collisions- Killed. 
Passengers, ............................................. . 
Employees, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 
Others, ........................................................ . 

Crossing Tra('k at Highway-
Passengers, .................................................... . 
Employees, ............................ · ........ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Others, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58 

Derailments-
Passengers, ................................................. . 
Employees, ..................................... · .. · · · · · · . · · · 
Others, ........................................................ . 

At Bridges and Tunnels-
Passengers, ................... · .. · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Employees, ........................ · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Others, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... , ........... . 

Struck by Locomotives or Cars-
Passengers, ................................ · . · . · ........ · · · · · · · · 
Employees, ........................ · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Others, ................................ . 

Getting on or off Trains-
Passengers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · ..... · · 
Employees ................................................ . 
Others ......................... · · ......... ·. · · ......... ·. · · ... . 

Coupling or Uncoupling Cars-
Passengers, ................. · . · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Employees, ................... · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Others, ........................................................ . 

Other Causes-
Passengers, ..................... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · .... · . · · 
Employees, .......... · .... ·. · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Others, ............ · .......... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

Trespassing on Right of Way, . . . . ............................ . 

2 
73 

'1 

5 
40 

4 
154 

In.iured. 
37 
60 

3 

2 
87 

3 
18 

15 

2 
66 

6 

51 
39 

2 

27 

13 
273 

9 
118 

355 811 
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The causes of the accidents which occurred on electric railways from 
January 1st, 1912, to .January 1st, 1913, were as follows: 

Derailments
Passengers, 
Employees, 
Others, 

Struck by Cars
Employees, 
Others, 

Collisions
Passengers. 
Employees, 

Getting On and Off Cars
Passengers, 

Air Tank Explosion
P.assengers, 

Collapse of Bridge
Pasaengers, 

Number. 
297 

17 

K!lled. In.iured. 

19 
3 
1 

1 
316 

50 
!) 

38 417 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



INDEX 

A 

A.brams, George R., ·vs. D. & A. T. & T. Co ......................... . 
ACCIDENTS, In re 

ATLANTIC CoAST ELECTRIC RAILWAY, Ceda~s, .... 
CEJ\TRAL RAILROAD COMPANY OF NEW }ERSEY-

Bayonne, ............................................. . 
Elizabeth, ............................................... . 
Jersey City, ............................................. . 
Keansburg, .............................................. . 
Lincoln .................................................. . 
Plainfield, ............................................... . 
So111erville, .............................................. . 

DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN R.\!LIWAD-

PAGE 
56 

475 

477 
476 
472 

Andover, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 475 
Chatham, . . . . . . . ................................. r57, 469 
Millburn, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 468 

ERIE RAILROAD-
Carlstadt, ................................................ 117, 468 
County Road, ........................................... . 
Passaic, ................................................. . 
Paterson. . .............................................. . 
Ridgefield, .............................................. . 
Waldwick, ............................................... . 
\V estwoocl, .......................... . 

LEHIGH AND HUDSON RIVER RAILWAY-
\Vooclruff's Gap, ................................... . 471 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD--
Flagtown, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98 
Flemington, ......... : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 r 
Roselle Park, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 476 

>JE\V YORK AND GREENWOOD LAKE RAILROAD-
Glen Ridge, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47 4 
Little Falls, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 477 
Soho Park, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46•) 

Nr:w YoRK AND LoNG BRANCH RAILROAD-
Belmar, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 480 
Hazlet, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 468 

NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA AND WESTERN RAILROAD-
Han1burgh, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 r 
Little Ferry, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........... -+7 r, 484 
Oakland, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 476 
Passaic Junction, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 480 
Ridgefield Park, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 479 
Stockholm, ............................................... 97, 468 

(489) 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



490 INDEX 

:\CCIDEi'iTS-Conti1111cd. 

PE:\NSYLVA!\IA RAILRO.\D
Barnegat Pier. . .. 
Burlington, ...... . 
Monmouth Junction. 
Perth Amboy, ..... 

PUBLIC SERVICE RAIL\L\Y-
Bodine's Corner, 
Carlstadt, ....... . 
~ewark, ......... . 

RARITAN RIVER RAILROMJ-
South River, .. , .................. . 

TRENTON AND MERCER COL\ TY TRACTlO:--: LOR1'0RATIOX---· 
Trenton, ...................................... . 

\VEST JERSEY Ai'iD SE.t1SHORE RAIL!WAD-

Atlantic City, . . . . ........... . 

PAGF. 

473 
473, 482 
. . 41. 467 
. 474, 484 

4/7 

482 
Camden, ................... . ....... 4/2. 415, 478 

467 
481 
470 
471 

Clayville, . . . . . . . . . . . . .............. . 
Collingswood, . . . . . . . ............... . 
Glassboro, . . . . . . . . . . . . ....................... . 
Gloucester. . ....... . 
Malaga, ..................................... . 
Minotola. . ....... . 
Vineland, ............. . 

\VEST SHORE RAILROAD-
Ridgefield Park, ................................ . 
Weehawken, ............................. . 

Acquackanonk Water Co., in re rates, . . . . ................ . 
Adams Express Co., Northwestern ImproYement .·\ss'n .. :\e\\"ark, ;:·s. 
Adams, P. B., vs. Kew York Tele. Co., . . . . . ......... . 
AGREEMENTS, etc., certificates approving, ................ . 
Allenhurst Board of Education 'Vs. Atlantic Coast Elec. Rly. Co .. 
Amendments to Law, Suggested, ............................. . 
Arlt, Max P., vs. New York Tele. Co ............. . 
Atlantic City and Shore Railroad-

Complaint of Citizens of Atlantic County, 
Inspection, ............................................. . 

Atlantic City Electric Co .. in re bond issue, .......... . 
Atlantic City Gas Co., W. T. Thecker vs., .............. . 
Atlantic City Railroad, inspection for 1912, .................. . 
Atlantic Coast Electric Railway, accident Cedars. . ......... . 

. .479. 483 
483 
479 

234 
. .360-371 

34/ 
13 

237 

Atlantic County Electric Co .. in re stock issue ........................ . 

52 
445 
351 
332 
406 
487 
351 

Atlantic County Residents <'S. Atlantic and Suburban Rail\\"ay Co .. 
Atlantic Highlands Gas Co .. in re rates ....... . 

B 

.. J 22. 

52 
J 2-1 

Baltimore and New York R. R. Co., inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 408 
Barnegat City, Mayor of, r-s. D. & A. T. & T. Co.. . . . . . . . . 3"43 
Barnegat City Railroad 

Inspection for r 9 r 2, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 409 
Service, in re, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 214 

Batchelder, Francis J., <'s. P. & R. Railway Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3"43 
Bay Head \Vater Co. 

S. Fisher Miller ·vs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 80 
1 't rt> stock issues, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 354, 35 7 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



INDEX 491 

Beach, George R., vs. Dodd and Childs Express Co., .... . 
Bellville, Rutgers St., Erie R. R., in re, ................. . 
Bo!'rnS A'\'D STOCK IssuEs, ETc., in re 

Atlantic City Electric Co., . . . . ......... . 
Atlantic County Electric Co.. . ..................... . 
Bay Head Water Co., ...................................... 354, 

351 
351 
357 
353 
360 
356 
352 
355 
352 
359 
357 
357 
356 
359 
348 
354 
355 
356 
354 
357 
350 
355 
350 
359 
358 
355 
348 
350 
349 
353 
350 
357 
352 
353 
359 
359 
351 
35I 
358 
358 
357 
360 
354 
354 
358 
352 

Boonton Electric Co., ............................... . 
Bridgeton Electric Co., ....................... . 
Bridgeton Gas Light Co.. . ............................... . 
Camden and Suburban Railway Co., ........................ . 
City Gas Light Co., ................................ . 
Commonwealth \Vater and Light Co.. . ..................... . 
Electric Power Co., ....................................... . 
Elizabeth and Trenton R. n. Co., . . . . . . ................. 349, 
Elmer Water Co., ................................... . 
Farmers' and Traders' Telephone Co.. . ..................... . 
Farmingdale Lighting Co., .................................. . 
Freehold and Jamesburg Light Co.. . . . .............. ~ ... . 
Hillcrest ·water Co., ...................................... . 
Lambertville Heat, Light and Power Co., .................... . 
Lehigh and Hudson River Railway Co., ..................... . 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Co.. . ............................... . 
Long Branch Sewer Co., ................................... . 
Monmouth County Water Co., .............................. . 
Monmouth Lighting Co., ................................... 350, 
Morris and Somerset Electric Co., .......................... . 
Neptunus \Vater Co., ...................................... . 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania R. R. Co., ..................... . 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania Traction Co., ................. . 
New Jersey Gas Co., ...................................... . 
New Jersey Northern Gas Co.. . ............................ . 
New Jersey Telephone Co., ................................. . 
New York Telephone Co., ................................. . 
Normandy Water Co., .................................... . 
Northampton. Easton and· Washington Traction Co ........... . 
Ocean City Sewer Co., ..................................... . 
Peninsula Water Co. . ..................................... . 
Pennsgrove Electric Light, Heat and Power Co., ............. . 
People's Water Co., ....................................... 353, 
Plainfield Union Water Co.. . .............................. . 
Pleasantville Water Co., ................................... . 
Public Service Electric Co., .......................... . 
Public Service Gas Co., ................................... . 
Riverside Traction Co., ................................... . 
South Jersey Gas and Electric Co., ......................... . 
Stockton Water Co., ...................................... . 
Stone Harbor Electric Light and Power Co., ................. 349, 
Stone Harbor Water Co., ................................... . 
Trenton and Mercer County Traction Corporation. . ........... . 
Trenton Street Railway Co., ............................... . 
Trenton Terminal Railroad Co., ............................ . 
Vulcan Electric Light and Power Co ........................ . 
Westville and Newbold Water Co ............................ . 

Boonton Business Men's Association vs. D. L. & \V. R. R. Co., ......... . 
Boonton Electric Co., 1'n re bond issue .............................. . 

• 352 
354 
358 
356 
324 
353 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



492 INDEX 

PAGE 

Bordentown Township, vs. Riverside Traction Co. 
Cedar Lane Switch, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 
Free Transportation of School Children, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Passes, ..................................................... 22, 62 

Bostwick, Rev. A. W., vs. D. & A. T. & T. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Bourgeois, A., vs. P. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 321 
Bradley Beach vs. N. Y. & L. B. R. R. Co., et al., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152 
Bridgeton and Millville Traction Co.. Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 446 
Bridgeton Electric Co., in re stock issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 360 
Bridgeton Gas Light Co., in re stock issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 356 
Bridgeton Rapid Transit Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 447 
Brown, Thomas H., vs. P. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 333 
Rurlington County Transit Co .. i11 re inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 448 

c 

Camden and Suburban Railway Co., in re bond issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 352 
Campbell, \Vm., Wall Paper Co., 'l'S. N". J. and N. Y. R. R. Co., . . . . . . . . . 314 
Carlstadt, Borough of, 'l'S. Hackensack \Vater Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340 
CEKTRAL RAILROAD CoMPAXY OF NEw }ERSEY-

AccrnENTs, (See Accidents, Central Railroad.) 
Claremont station, i11 re..................................... 152 

CoMPLAINTS-

Bradley Beach, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152 

Cochran, Samuel. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 334 
Costello, Thomas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 325 
Highlands Board of Trade, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 346 
\Vashington Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 222 

Inspection for 19 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 409 
New Crossings at grade. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 394 
Steam Grade Crossing, P. R. R. \Voodbridge Junction, . . . . . . . . I 12 

Chalmers, H. C., vs. ·wild wood Water \Vorks Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 5·+ 
Chapman, \V. N., 'Vs. Public Sen·ice Electric Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 338 
City Gas Light Co. 

Complaint, Harry HeadleY, :Mayor Ocean City vs.. . 173 
Issues of stock and bonds. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . :)55 

Coal Stoves in Trolley Cars. (P. S. Rly.) . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 107 

COAST GAs Co.-
C01\l PLAINTS. 

Murphy, Thomas J .. . .......................... , . . . . . . . 182 

Roberts. S. E., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 86 
Cochran, Samuel. vs. C. R. R. of ~. J., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 334 
Cole. David, 1.·s. General vVater Supply Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 341 

Collingswood vs. W. J. & S. R. R.. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 348 
Collingswood Sewerage Company, Collingswood Board of Educati9n vs. . . 344 
Collins, P. J., vs. Hackensack \Vater Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 344 
Commonwealth Water and Light Co., in re issue of notes, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 352 
Commutation Rate Case, The, ..................................... . 
Connelly, Mrs. J. W., vs. New York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 335 
Consolidated Gas Co., in re service, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 
Costello, et al., Thomas, 1.1s. C. R. R. of N. J ., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 325 
Craig, et als., H. R., vs. P. S. Rly., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 325 
Crossing Signs, Standard, in re .............. : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
Crown Sheets. in re dropping, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 127 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



INDEX 493 

D 

PAGE 
Dawes and Son, I. S., ·vs. P. & R. Rly. and P. R. R, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 320 

DELAWARE AND ATLANTIC TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE Co.-
Co111PLAINTS--

Abrams, Geo. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Applegate, Howard, Mayor Barnegat City, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 343 
Bostwick, Rev. A. W., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Hendrickson ancl Dilatush, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 334 
Mansfield Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 336 
McDevitt, W. J ., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .)28 
Trenton Chamber of Commerce, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 

ORDINANCES (See Ordinances, etc., approval of.) 
DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA AND \VESTERN RAILROAD-

ACCIDENTS (See Accidents, D. L. & W. R. R.) 
CoMPLAINTs-

Boonton Business Men's Association, . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . 324 
Fox Hill Station, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 156 
Orcutt, B. S., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 321 
Paterson Board of Trade, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
Reederer, E. G., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 324 
Sinclair, Robert S. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 327 
Uehlein, Geo. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 204 
Union Township Citizens, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88 
\Valsh and Sons Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 312 

Inspection for 1912, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 413 
Ordinance, City of Newark, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 381 

Drinking Water, in re ............................................. 241, 245 
Dunellen, in re ordinance, New York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . r96 
Dusel, et als., E. J., vs. New York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125 

E 

Eastern Tel. and Tel Co., in re trust notes, ........................ . 
East Newark vs. Public Service Railway Co., ........................ . 
East Orange Lumber Co., vs. New York Tel. Co., .................... . 
East Orange vs. Erie R. R. Co., .................................... . 
East Rutherford vs. Public Service Railway, ........................ . 
East Rutherford vs. Erie R. R. Co., Paterson Ave., .................. . 
Eatontown Township vs. Tintern Manor Water Co .................... . 
Electric Power Co., in re stock issue, ............................... . 
Elimination of Crossings, in re .................................... . 
Elizabeth and Trenton R. R. Co., 

Inspection for 1912, ....................................... . 
Lease to Trenton Terminal R. R. Co.. . ...................... . 
New Crossing at Grade, ................................... . 
Stock and Bond Issues, in re . . . . . . .................... 349, 

Elmer, Borough of, 
vs. New Jersey Gas Co., .................................... . 
vs. West Jersey and Seashore R. R. Co., .................... . 

Elmer Water Company, 
In nt issue of stock and bonds, ............................. . 

Erie 
Ordinance, Borough 

Railroad Company, 
of Elmer, ............................. . 

Accidents (See Accidents Erie Railroad.) 
Bridge over Wanaque River, .............................. . 

34 
86 

317 
345 

29 
159 
89 

359 
IO 

223 
172 

357 
379 

233 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



494 INDEX 

ERIE R,\ILlWAD-Co11tin11ed. l':\C:E. 

CoMPLAINTS-

Campbell Wall Paper Co., Wm., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 314 
East Orange, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345 
East Rutherford, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 59 
Farrin Korn Lumber Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 319 
Garfield, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 
Hackensack. Public Health Com111ittee. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 343 
Paterson, Board of Trade, .............................. 95, 329 
Thompson, C. F., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 155 
\Valsh and Sons Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 2 

Inspection for 1912 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 417 
New crossings at grade . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384 
Rutgers Street crossing, Belleville. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 

F 

Farmers' and Traders' Telephone Co .. in re stock issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 356 
Farmers' Telephone Co., i11 re rates. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . roi 
Farmingdale Lighting Company, in re stock issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 359 
Farrin Korn Lumber Co., vs. Erie R. R., et al., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 319 
Fetter, C. Herbert, vs. P. & R. Railway Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 r 
Five Mile Beach Railroad Co., inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 453 
Flemington Water Company, Borough of Flemington z·s., . . . . . . . . 322 
Flitcraft, S. S., vs. New Jersey Gas Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223 
Follmer, George J. H., ·us. Hackensack \Vater Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323 
Fort Lee vs. Hackensack ·water Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 148 
Fox Hill Station, D. L. & W. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 156 
Franklin Township vs. W. J. & S. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 r 
Freehold and Jamesburg Light Co .. in re issue of stock, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 348 
Freehold Gas Light Co., i11 re rates. . . . . . . . . . . ................. 99, 100 

G 

Garfield vs. Erie R. R. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 
Gas Meter Provers, inspection. etc., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 465 
General Principles Regulating Action Upon Petitions for Approval of 

Security Issues, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 161 

General Water Supply Co., David Cole vs., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 341 
Gentilini, G., vs. W. J. & S. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 324 
German Valley Crossing, C. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 222 

Gloucester, City vs. P. S. Railway, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 
Grade Crossings, in re, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
Grimmer, Otto, vs. New York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . 339 
Grounding Secondaries. i11 re. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... 128, 141 

H 

Hackensack, Public Health Committee, 'VS. Erie R. R. et al., . 343 
Hackensack Water Co., 

Complaints-
Carlstadt, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340 
Collins, P. G., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 344 
Follmer, George J. H., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323 
Fort Lee, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 148 
See <ind Depew, Abm. S.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



INDEX 493 

PAGE 

Harrison. Isaac. Edward, 1.:s. Union Transportation Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 327 
Hartmann. Margaretta M., ·vs. \Vildwood Water Works Co., . . . . . . . . . . 83 
Headley, Harry, Mayor of Ocean City, ·vs. City Gas Light Co.. . . . . . . . . . . 173 
Hendrickson and Dilatush ·vs. D. & A. T. & T. Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 334 
Hess, Albert, vs. Pitman \Vater Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . .................. . 
Highlands Board of Trade, vs. C. R. R. of I\. ] ., 

321 
346 
354 Hillcrest Water Co., i11 re bond issue, ..... 

Hopewell. etc .. residents 7.IS. P. & R. Railway Co., 
Hudson and l\fanhattan R. R. Co .. Teeling, E. J. 'i'S .. 

. r4r, 201 

1>~PE<'TJO:\' OF ELECTRIC LINES-

Atlantic City and Shore R. R. Co., 
Bridgeton and Millville Traction Co., 
Bridgeton Rapid Transit Co., ... . 
Burlington Rapid Transit Co., ...... . 
Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad Co., 
Five Mile Beach Passenger Railway, .. 
Mil!Yille Traction Co., ........... . 
Monmouth County Electric Co., .. . 
Morris County Traction Co., ... . 
Mountain Railway, ............ .' 
North Jersey Rapid Transit Co., 
Phillipsburg Horse Car Railroad, 
Trenton, Pennington & Hopewell St. Railway, 
Trenton. Lawrenceville & Princeton Railroad, 

I"" j' ,\ TIO:\' OF STE,\M RAILROAD LINES-

Atlantic City Railroad, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............. . 
Baltimore and New York Railroad, ....................... . 
Barnegat City R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........... . 
Central Railroad of New Jersey, 
Delaware, Lackawanna & \Vestern Railroacl. 
Erie Railroad, ..................... . 
Lehigh and Hudson RiYer Railway .. . 
Lehigh and New England Railroad. 
Lehigh Valley Railroad, ......... . 
Morristown & Erie R. R., ...... . 
New York and Long Branch R. R., ...... . 
New York, Susquehanna & \Vestern R. R .. 
Pemberton & Hightstown R. R., ..... . ...... I.. 

Pennsylvania Railroad, ........... . 
Philadelphia & Long Branch R. R.. 
Philadelphia & Beach Haven R. R., 
Philadelphia & Reading Railway, ... 
Rahway Valley R. R., ........ . 
Raritan River R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............ . 
Tuckerton R. R., ............. . 
West Jersey & Seashore R. R., ....................... . 
West Shore R. R., ................................... . 
\Vharton & Northern R. R., ................................ . 

Inspection of Gas Meter Provers, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .......... . 
Interstate Telephone and Telegraph Co., in re bonds, ................... 34, 
Island Heights, Board of Education 'l'S. Island Heightg Water, Power, 

Gag and Sewer Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .............. . 

406 
408 
409 
409 
413 
417 
421 
421 
422 
424 
425 
426 
428 
429 
435 
435 
436 
437 
437 
438 
438 
443 
444 
465 
108 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



496 INDEX 

J 

PAGE 
J eek, Jacob, v-s. Monmouth County Water Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345 
Jersey Central Traction Co., 

Ordinances-
Long Branch, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 
Monmouth County, ........ .' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384 
Red Bank, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384 

Jersey City, Mayor of, 'l!S. Public Senice Railway, in re fares on turnpike 
line, ........................................... : . . . . . . . . . . . 72 

K 

Kastenclike, \:V. Eclw., 'Z:S. X ew York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323 
Kearny, Town of, z1s. Public Service Railway, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 193 
Kinsey, J. B., vs. I. A. Lee, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 339 

L 

Lambertville Heat, Light and Power Co., in re issue of stocks and bonds 355 
Laurel Springs \\Tater Co., Daisy Maurer, et al., 1•s. . . . . . . . . • . . • . . • . . . . 158 
Lavalette vs. P. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 170 
Law, suggested amendments to, .... '.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Leases, Mergers, etc., approval of, ................................... 360, 37 l 
Lee, Emmor B., 11s. Public Service Railway, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 318 
Lee. I. A., J. B. Kinsey, 7,'S. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . • • • • 339 
Lehigh and Hudson River Railway., 

Accidents, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47 r 
Bond Issue, i11 re, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 356 
Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 l 

Merger, Mine Hill R. R .. etc., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 364 
Lehigh and New England Railroad, inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 421 
Lehigh Valley Railroad, 

Accidents, ............................................. 98, 476, 481 
Bond issue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 354 
Complaints, 

Farrin Korn Lumber Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 319 
Weller, Lester R., .. .. . .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. 341 

Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 422 

New Crossings at grade, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 388 
Liberty Park Station, W. J. & S. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Long Branch Sewer Co., i11 re issue of bonds, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 357 

M 

Mansfield Township 'L'S. D. L. & W. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 336 
Mantua Township 7'S. \V. J. & S. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 126 
Maple Shade Improvement Association vs. Public Service Railway, . . . . . . 27 
Marx, Max, vs. Public Sen·ice Electric Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 
Mattson Rubber Co., vs. Public Service Electric Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 315 
Maurer, Daisy, et al., vs. Laurel Springs \\Tater Supply Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . 158 
McDevitt, W. ]., vs. D. & A. T. & T. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 328 
Mehlin and Sons, P. G., i•s. New York Tel. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345 
Merchantville 11s. P. R. R., .......................................... 19, 239 
Mergers, etc., certificates approving, ................................ 360, 371 
Meter Provers, in re,.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 3 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



IND~X ~7 

p,\(;1 .. 

Metuchen Gas Light Co., Molineaux, L. E., 'i'S.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 185 
Meyer, Fernando, 1•s. Public Service Electric Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 128 

Middlesex & ·Monmouth Electric Light. Heat & Power Co .. ordinances. 382 
:YEiler, S. Fisher, ·z•s. Bay Head \Vater Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 Sn 
Millville Traction Co .. 

Derails, in re. . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... . ··-P, 
Inspection. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... . 

Ministers. transportation of at reduced rates. . ........ . 
Molineux, Leslie E .. Treas .. 'i'S. Metuchen (;as Light Co.. . ......... . 
Mounouth County Electric Company, inspection. 
Monmouth County Traction Company. inspection. . . . . . . . . . .......... . 
Monmouth County \i\Tater Company. 

Complaint, Jacob J eek, ................................. . 
Jn re stock and bond issue, ................................ . 

Monmouth Lighting Company, 

I 12 

345 
350 

Jn re stock and bond issue, ........ . ' ' .......... 350, 355 
Ordinance, ...................... . 

Morris Aqueduct, Frederick P. Ott, 1·s .. 

Ylorris and Somerset Electric Co., in re stock issue. 
Morristown and Erie R. R. Co., inspection. 
Mountain Railway Co., inspection, 
Moyer, H. E. V., z1s. P. R. R., .. 
Murphy, Thomas J ., vs. Coast Gas Co ......... . 

N 

'.......... 380 
. .......... ' 336 

Newark, Board Street and \Vater Commissioners. 'i'S. P. R. I\., . . . . . . 326 
Newark. City of. 1•s. Public Service Electric Co .. et a 1.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 / 

New Brunswick Board of Trade. ·vs Delaware & Raritan Canal Co.. . . . . . . 4.+ 
:'.'J°Ew CROSSTNGS A-r GRADE-

American Dredging Co., Camden. Front St., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 393 
Central Railroad. \i\T oodbridge Township. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 394 
DuPont. E. I.. deNemours Powder Co .. (Morris County), . . . . 397 
Elizabeth and Trenton Railroad. 

Raritan Township. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 396 
Woodbridge Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 396 

Erie Railroad, P. S. Railway, Paterson. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38..:i 
Lehigh Valley R. R .. Cottage St.. Irvington. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 388 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 

Beach Haven. First St., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 404 
Phillipsburg Horse Car I~. IC Phillipsburg, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 388 
Rahway, Meadow Ave.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 403 

Philadelphia and Beach HaYen f{. R .. Stafford Township, . . 391 
Philadelphia and Long Branch R. R., 

North Seaside Park, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 1 

Ocean Gate. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 400 
l'ublic Sen-ice Railway. 

Paterson Ave .. Eric R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 395 

Paterson. Leslie Elliott Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 390 
Stone Harbor Terminal R. R .. 

Cape May Court House, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 395 
Stone Harbor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 395 

Trenton Terminal H.ailroad. Hamilton Township, . . . . . . 396 
United New Jersey R. R. and Canal Co .. 

,T ersey City, Ault and Wiborg, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 402 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



498 INDEX 

XE\V CROSSINGS AT GRADE-Continued. PAGE. 

\Vest Jersey and Seashore Railroad, 
Atlantic City, Montpelier Ave., ......................... 386, 
Avalon, C. H. Clouting Co., ........................... . 
Bridgeton, Ferracute Machine Co., ..................... . 
Camden, Joseph Campbell Co., ......................... . 
Camden, Victor Talking Machine Co., ................... 3861 

Cape May Court House, Johnson and Mount, ............ . 
Gloucester, Stinson and Dickensheets, .................. . 
Holly Beach, Diamond and Co., ....................... . 
Millville, Lan<lis Ave., ................................ . 
North \Vildwood. ~Iarine Freezing Co., .................. . 

West Side Connecting R. R., Jersey City, ................... . 
\Vildwood and Delaware Bay Short Line R. R. Co., 

Rio Grande, .......................................... . 
Wildwood, ............................................ . 

New Jersey and Pennsylvania R. R., in 1·e bond issue. . ............... . 
New Jersey and Pennsyh-ania Traction Co., receivers' certificates, ..... . 
New Jersey Gas Company, 

Complaints, 
F1itcraft, S. S., ....................................... . 
Elmer, Borough of, ................................... . 
Steward, Harry, ...................................... . 

Issues of stock, ........................................... . 
Merger, Bridgeport and Pennsgrove Gas Companies, .......... . 

New Jersey Northern Gas Company, 
Issues of stock, ........................................... . 
~forger, Lambertville and Flemington Gas Light Companies, .. . 
Ordinances, 

East Amwell To,vnship, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........... . 
Hunterdon County, ....................... . 
\Vest Amwell Township, ............... . 

X ew Jersey School-Church Furniture Company, vs. P. R. R., ........... . 
New Jersey Shore Line R. R., Lease to N. Y. C. & H. R. R. R., ....... . 
New Jersey State Village for Epileptics, vs . . P. & R. Railway, ......... . 
New Jersey Telephone Company, in re issue of stock, ................ . 
N eptunus Water Co., etc., mortgage, ............................... . 
New York and Greenwood Lake Railroad, 

Accidents (See Accidents, New York and Greenwood Lake R. R.) 
New York and Long Branch Railroad, 

Accidents (See Accidents, New York & Long Branch R. R.) 
Inspection ............................................... . 

.:\ew York Central & Hudson River R. R., Lease N. J. Shore Line R. R., 
:"\ ew York, Susquehanna & \Vestern Railroad, 

Accidents (See Accidents New York, Susquehanna & \Vestern R. R.) 
Complaints, 

N ewfoundlan<l residents. . ............... . 
Paterson Board of Trade. . ............................ . 
Stanton, J. J., ......................................... 108. 

Sussex County Citizens. . .............................. . 
Taylor, A. S., et al., ................... . 

Inspection, ............................ . 
?\ e\.v York Telephone Company, 

Complaints, 
Adams, P. B., .................... . 
Arlt, Max P., .............................. . 

399 
398 
358 
355 

379 
376 
379 
313 
372 

93 
349 
359 

234 
337 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



JN lJ EX .+9<:1 

~E\\' YoJ{K TELE!'HO:\E CoMPA><Y--Contin,ued. PAGE. 

Connolly, Mrs. J. \V., .............................. · . . . 335 
Dusel, E. J., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.a5 
East Orange Lumber Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 I 7 
Grimmer, Otto, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 339 
Kastendike, \V. Edwin, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323 
Mehlin, P. G. and Sons, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345 
\Vhite, \V. H., ........................... -. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 346 

Issues of stock, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 353 
Ordinances, (See Ordinances, New York Telephone Co.) 
Ordinance, Dunellen, i11 re, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . 196 

X onnandy \Yater Company, in re issue of stock, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 350 
Northampton, Easton & \Vashington Traction Co., bond issue, . . . . . . . . . 357 
North Jersey Rapid Transit Company, inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 r 

0 

Ocean City vs. City Gas Light Co., .. .. . . . .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 173 
Ocean City Sewer Co., 

Complaint, Samuel Russell, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3z9 
In re bond issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35.a 

Orcutt, B. S., vs. D. L. & \V. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 321 
ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ETC,__: 

Camden Horse Railroad, Camden, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 
Delaware and Atlantic Telegraph and Telephone Co., 

Berlin Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 381 
Cape May County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379 
Elsinboro Township, ................................. , . 384 
Folsom Borough, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 
Gloucester County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 378 
HarYey Cedars, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 382 
Ocean Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379 
Stafford Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 378 
Surf City, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 381 
Union Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 377 
Upper Penns Neck, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 

Delaware, Lackawanna an<l \Vestern R. R., Newark, . . . . . . . . . . 38r 
Elmer \Yater Company, Elmer, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379 
.T ersey Central Traction Co., 

Long Branch. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 
Monmouth County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384 
Red Bank, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384 

.\ficldlesex and Monmouth Electric Light, Heat and Power Co., 
Monmouth County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 

Monmouth Lighting Co., Marlboro Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 
New Jersey Northern Gas Company, 

East Amwell Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379 
Hunterdon County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 376 
West Amwell Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379 

New York Telephone Company, 
Bergen County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 378 
Butler, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38 1 

Essex County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 
Garwood, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 375 
Haworth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 373 
Holmdel Townihip, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 376 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



:ioo INDEX 

::\cw YoRK TELEPHO.'\E Co~rPA.'\1--Co11ti111tcd. PAGE. 

377 
378 
376 
382 

Kearny, ............................................. . 
Keyport, ............................................ . 
Long Branch, ......................................... . 
Mendham, ............................... . 
Middlesex County, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... . 
Secaucus, ............................................ . 
Somerset County. . .............................. . 

Peninsula \Vater Company, Berkeley Township, ............. . 
Penns Grove Electric Light. Heat and Power Co .. Penns Grove .. 
Public Senice Gas Company. 

Hanover Township. . ................................. . 
Public Senice Railway, 

375 
380 

375 

373 

Bogota, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 382 
Jersey City Bel. St. and \Vater Comm"rs ............. 344. 377, 380 
Montclair. . .......................................... 374, 376 
Orange, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 382 
Paterson, ................................... 377, 383 
Ridgefield Park. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 371 

Standard Gas Company, Sea Isle City, ........... 376, 380 
United Electric Company. Montclair, . . . . . . . . . . . . 375 
Venice Park Raihvay. Atlantic City. . . . . . . . . . 378 

Oster. H. C., 11s. Atlantic City Gas Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 332 

Ott. Frederic P., z·s. \forris Aqueduct, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 336 

p 

Passaic District, i11 re Public Service Gas case, . . . . . . . . ... 246-3 1 o 
Paterson Board of Trade 

vs. D. L. & W. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
z•s. Erie R. R . .._ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 329 
vs. N". Y., S. & \V. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 329 

Pernbertown and Hightstown R. R., Inspection. . . . . . . . . . . 428 
Peninsula V/ater Co., issue of ~tock, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 353 

Ordinance, Berkeley Township, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 377 
Penns Grove Electric Light. Heat and Power Co .. 

In re bond issue. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 359 
Ordinance, Penns Grove. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 383 

Pennsylvania Railroad. 
Accidents (See Accidents Pennsylvania Railroad). 
Complaints, 

Bradley Beach, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152 

Bourgeois, A.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 1 

Brown. T. H.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 333 
Dawes, T. S., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 320 
Lavalette. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 70 
Merchantville, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . Tl). 239 
Moyer. H. E.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 208 
New Brunswick Board of Trade, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44 
Newark Board of Street and \i\T ater Commissioners, . . . . . . 3 26 

New Jersey School-Church Furniture Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 313 
Roe. et al., W. S., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 186 
Rocky Hill residents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . l 88 
Well er. Lester R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 4 1 

WafSh & Sons Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 I 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



lN DEX SOI 

PENN~YLV,\NJA RAILROAv-Co11ti1111ed. l'AGE. 

Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 429 
New crossings at grade, ................................ 388, 403, 404 
Steam grade crossings C,_'. R. R .. \Vooclbridge Junction, . . . . . . . . . I 12 

People's \Vater Co .. in re issue of stock and bonds, ................. 353, 359 
Philadelphia and Beach Haven Railroad, 

Inspection. . ............................................... . 435 
New crossings at grade, ................................... . 391 

Philadelphia and Long Branch Railroad, 
Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 435 
New crossings at grade, ............................ 400, 40 r 

Philadelphia and Reading Railway. 
Complaints, 

Batchelder, Francis J ., ................................. . 
Dawes. I. S., .......................................... . 
Fetter, C. Herbert, .................................... . 
Hopewell residents, etc., .............................. . 
New Jersey State Village for Epileptics, ................. . 

Inspection, ..................•.............................. 
Phillipsburg Horse Car R. R .. 

Inspection, ................................................ . 
Standard gauge track, ..................................... . 

Pitman \Vater Company, Albert \V. Hess vs .. ..................... '. .. . 
Plainfield Union \Vater Co., in re stock issue, ........................ . 
Pleasantville 'Nater Co., i11 re stock issue, . . . . . . ................ . 
Public Service Gas Co .. 

Complaints, 
Dismissal of. . ........................................ . 
Newark, .............................................. . 
South Amboy, ........................................ . 

Ordinance, Hanover Township. . ............................ . 
Stock issues, in re . ........................................ . 

Public Service Electric Co., 
Bond issue, in re. 
Complaints, 

Chap111an, W. M., ..................................... . 
Dismissal of. . ................................ . 
Marx, Max, .......................................... . 
Mattson Rubber Co.. . ................................. . 
Meyer, Fernando, ................................ . 
Newark. . ............................................. . 
Pfeiffer, L., ....................................... · · · · · 
Raritan Township. . ................................... . 
Reilly and Manz, .................................... . 
Thatcher Furnace Co., ................................. . 

343 
320 

201 
141 
93 

436 

227 

321 
35 1 

351 

77 
217 

338 
373 
358 

59 
315 
128 
217 
344 
I 13 

58 
330 

111 re rates, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Puhlic Service Railway Company, 

Accidents (See Accidents Public Service Railway). 
Complaints, 

Craig, H. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 325 
Dismissal of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75 
East Newark, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
East Rutherford, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 
Gloucester, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 
Jersey City (Turnpike line fares), . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 

Kearny.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19J 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



~2 INDEX 

PPBLlC SERVICE RAILWAY Co:-.1!'A:\"Y-Co11ti1111cd. PAGE. 

Lee, E. H., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 318 
Maple Shade Improvement Association. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 
Somerville, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 347 
Western Slope Improvement Association, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106 

In re coal stoves in cars, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 107 

Lease of Riverside Traction Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 366 
New crossings at grade, .................................... 384. 390 
Ordinances (See Ordinances Public Service Railway Co.). 

R 

Rahway Valley Railroad in re inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .u7 
Raritan, Board of Commissioners of, vs. P. S. Elec. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ii 3 
Raritan River Railroad, 

Accidents, ................................................. 469, 477 
Inspection, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 437 

Reederer, E. G., vs. D. L. & \V. R. R. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 324 
Reduced rates for ministers, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87 
Reilly and Manz vs. Public Service Elec. Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58 
Rickendorfer, Mrs. L. J., vs. Tintern Manor \Vater Co., 339. 
Riverside Traction Company, 

Bond issue, 1·n re, .......................................... 197, 356 
Complaints, 

Bordentown Township, ............................. 22, 25, 32, 62 
Lease to Public Service Railway Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 366 

Roberts, S. \V., vs. Coast Gas Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18(, 

Rockwell, \V. Locke, vs. Public Service Railway. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 342 
Rocky Hill, residents, etc., vs. P. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . ....... 188, 189 
Roe, \Vm. S., et al., vs. P. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 186 
Russell, Samuel, vs. Ocean City Sewer Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32q 

s 
Sales of land by utilities, certificates approving, ....................... 360-37 1 

Secondaries, grounding of, ......................................... 128-14 l 
See and Depew, Abm. S., vs. Hackensack \Vater Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78 
Sinclaii:. Robert S., 'l.!S. D. L. & W. R. R., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 327 
Somerville, Borough of, vs. P. S. Railway, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 347 
South Amboy vs. Public Sen·ice Gas Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 338 
South Jersey Gas, Electric and Traction Co .. in re bond issue, . . . . . . . . . . 360 
Standard crossing signs, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
Standard Gas Co., 

Jn re rates, ............................................... 120, 123 

Ordinance, Sea Isle City, ................................... 376, 380 
Stanton, John J., vs. N. Y., S. & W. R. R. ........................... 108. 158 
Steam grade crossings, C. R. R. and P. R. R .. \V oodbridge Junction. 112 

Steward, Harry, ·vs. New Jersey Gas Co., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 318 
Stock and bond issues, certificates approving, etc., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 348-360 
Stockton Water Co., in re bond issue, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 354 

Stone Harbor Electric Light and Power Co., 
In re issue of stock and bonds, .............................. 349, 354 

Stone Harbor Terminal Railroad, 
New crossings at grade, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 395 

Stone Harbor Water Co., in re bond issue, .......................... 1 77. 198 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



INDEX 503 

PAGE 
Stoves in cars, coal (Public Service Railway), . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IOi 

Suggested amendments to law, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 13 

Sussex Citizens' Committee 7.JS. N. Y., S. & W. R. R.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63 

T 

Taylor, Andrew S., vs. N. Y., S. & W. R. R., ................... . 
Teeling, E. J., vs. H. & M. R. R. Co. and P. R. R ..................... . 
Telephone case, in re the, .......................................... . 
Thatcher Furnace Co. vs. P. S. Elec. Co... . ........................ . 
Thecker, W. T., vs. Tintern Manor \Vater Co., ..................... . 
Thompson, Charles F., vs. N. J. & N. Y. R. R. Co ..................... . 
Tintern Manor \Vater Company, 

Complaints, 
Eatontown Township, .............................. . 
Rickendorfer, Mrs. L.. . ............. . 
Thecker, Vv. T., ....................................... . 
\Venz, Mrs. F., ....................................... . 

Trenton and Mercer County Traction Corporation. 
Accident, Trenton, ........................................ . 
In re issue of notes, ....................................... . 

Trenton Chamber of Commerce vs. D. & A. T. & T. Co., ............. . 
Trenton, Lawrenceville and Princeton Railroad. inspection. . .......... . 
Trenton Street Railway Company, 

In re honcl issue, .......................................... . 
r nspection. ' .............. ' .................... ' .......... . 

Trenton Terminal Railroad Company, 
In re stock transfer, ...... . 
Lease of Elizabeth and Trenton R. R.. . .................... . 
:\' ew crossing at grade, ..... 

Tuckerton Railroad, in re inspection. . .............................. . 

u 

63 
316 

4 
330 
332 
155 

89 
339 
332 
34i 

Uehlein, George R., vs. D. L. & W. R. R .............................. 204, 208 

Union Township vs. D. L. & W. R. R. Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88 
Union Transportation Co., Isaac Edward Harrison. ·~·s.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32i 
L'nitecl Electric Co., ordinance, Montclair. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3i5 

v 

\·enice Park Railway, Ordinance, Atlantic City .................... , . . . 378 
\rulcan Electric Light. Heat and Power Co .. in re stock transfer, ...... 358, 359 

w 

Walsh and Sons Co., vs. Erie, D. L. & W. & P. R. R. Companies, ...... 3 r r, 3 r 2 

Water, drinking, in passenger trains, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241 

Weller, Lester R., vs. P. R. R. & L. & H. R. Railway, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 341 
\.\'entz, Mrs. F., vs. Tintern Manor Water Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 347 
\\,",,,teru Slope In11wovement Association, 7.'S. P ~; Railwav, .... , . . . . . . . 106 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



504 

West 

West 

INDEX 

Jersey and Seashore Railroad, 
Accidents (See Accidents \\·est Jersey & Seashore R. R.) 
Complaints. 

Camden, Liberty Park station. 
Collingswood. . .......... . 
Eln1er .................................... . 
Franklin Township. . ....... . 
Gentilini. G.. . . . . . . . . . . . ........ . 
Mantua Township. 

Inspection, ........... . 
New Crossings at grade (See ~ ew Crossings, \\". J. & S. R. R.) 

Shore Railroad. 
Accidents, (See Accidents \\.est Shore Railroad.) 
Inspectfon, .................................. . 

\Vest Side Connecting Railroad, New crossing at grade. . ........ . 
\Vestville and Newbold \Vater Company, i11 re hond issue. 
White, W. H. 7.'S. I'\ew York Tel. Co .............. . 
Wildwood and Delaware Bay Short Line R. R .. 

PAGE 

443 
380 
356 
346 

i\ ew crossings at grade. . ............. . . ...... 398, 399 
Wildwood \Yater \Vorks Co .. 

. Chalmers, H. C., ............ . 
Hartman, M. M.. . ............. . 

\Voodbridge _Tunction. steam grade crossing. C. R. R .. ;111d P. T~. R ...... . 112 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library



, 

You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library




