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ANALYTICAL INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH LABORATORIES, INC.

North Carolina Certification# 340

\ 1550 37TH STREET, NE

CLEVELAND, TENNESSEE 37312

(423) 476 - 7766  Fax: (423) 476-7714

Lab Report 101502

Date Received
Date Sampled

Tennessee Certification# 02034

2/ 7/2000
01/11/2000

Date Requested  2/21/2000

11\?79f Ik South Atl Rush Status Normal
orfolk Southern/ Atlanta Phone (404) 529-1251
Attention:  Ray D. Dickerson OFax
99 Spring Street, SW PO#
Atlanta, GA 30303
Company: Norfolk Southern o :
Bridge Number: B183.52 M7-2I5@,
Location: Cleveland, OH (High Level)
Kit Number: 3163
" Sample Date: 01/11/2000
Sample Area 1: Span #1 SE Inside Web
Sample Area 2: Span #1 NE Inside Web
Sample Area 3: Span #2 SW Lower Flange
Sample Information
Kit # 3163
Lab Report 101502 Result MDL  Method Date Time Analyst
Sample ID
B183.52-01 Lead (Pb) 167000 mg/Kg 30 6010 2/23/00 1329 JJD
B183.52-02 Lead (Pb) 187000 mg/Kg 30 6010 2/23/00 1325 JJD
B183.52-03 Lead (Pb) 185000 mg/Kg 30 6010 2/23/00 1321 JJD

I hereby certify that the analytical procedures employed are those approved by the
Environmental Protection Agency or other applicable methods for these analyses.

Signed Q\"ﬁ G\ %&bﬂo

Wednesday, February 23, 2000

LA-MJF
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Cleveland, Oh -- Proposed Conveyance to Gateway Economic Development
Corp. ((V4-Ohio/ 13)

Atlanta 2-3-95
file: 109-9785/ jbm

[ 7-2750G
VI EDNAY)) 7
R.L. Williams:

Herewith 5 prints of drawing RD-94-0021, last revised 2-3-95. The
drawing reflects the requested revisions to the proposed area of
conveyance, as identified in your letter of January 3, 1995.

You also requested that we identify the acreage of the area shown blue on
a print attached to your letter. We have attached a sketch identifying the
configuration and acreage for the “Blue Area”.

cy: A.F. Williams
T.J. Drake
J. W. Smith
L.C. Smith
(with print of RD-94-0021)
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Norfolk Southern Corporation ~
Engineering Department
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.This page is left in the original file as a placeholder. The
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Atlanta, GA - June 7, 1994
File: 109-9785 TCH
s117-21506
117-21509

CLEVELAND, OHIOD - Proposed Conveyance of Property

R. L. Williams
Manager Real Estate
Columbus, OH

Please refer to your May 12, 1994 letter requesting comments regarding
bridges in connection with subject preperty sale. This letter was
received in this office attached to G. E. Drake's June 3, 1974 letter
to you. This is the first opportunity we have had to comment on_this
proposal and we have important concerns.

1. Bridges B-183.52 and B-183.94. Neither of these bridges have
have any value for future use to the Railway. The cost Qb remove the
bridge spans and piers is estimated at over $%$300,000. Abutment
removal may cost an additional $100,000. We highly recommend that all
ownership and maintenance of these bridges be be transfered to the
purchaser of the land. " :

2. The E. 92th Street Bridge over RTA (B-184.04) is owned and
maintained by Norfolk & Western. All of the Railway's interest
(ownership and maintenance) must also be transfered to the land
purchaser.

3. Bridge B-184.50 and Retaining Wall east of B-184.50.
The proposed "permanent easement" extending to 25' from center-line of
track is not sufficient to allow maintenace of the east 300' of our
bridge B-184.30. This easement should be increased to a minimum of
40' from center—line of track, on each side of our tracks, from the
bridge abutment to Canal Road. Steps need to be taken to insure that
land under Bridge B-184.350 cannot be used for any purpose without the
Railway's concurrence (such as parking cars}, to prevent vandalism and
damage to our bridge and also to protect the Railway from liability
claims for anything falling off trains on the open deck bridge. In
addition, there is a major on—gocing concern with slope stability and
the potential for failure of a significant retaining wall on the south
side of the eastward main track between the east end of Bridge B-
184.50 and Milepost B-184. This retaining wall, according to the
right-of-way sketch received with Mr. Drake's June 3 letter, appears
to be located on the strip of land that won't be included in the
proposed "“permanent easement". The Railway must retain controcl of
this retaining wall and at very least, the proposed "permanent
easement" should be increased to include all right of way south of our
tracks west of milepost B-184. A better solution would simply be not
to sell the right of way (while increasing the right-of-way width from
the east abutment of Bridge B-184.30 as outlined above) from milepost
B-184 west,




Mr. R. L. Williams
Page 2 109-9785, etc.
June 7, 19924

Clearly there is a benefit to Norfolk Southern to dispose of the
majority of this real estate which is no longer needed for our
operations. However, we cannot recommend the proposed sale of the
right-of-way under our main line through Cleveland as being in the
best interest of Norfolk Southern.

E. Bond
cc: P. R. Ogden ' ;
R. F. Cothran AR
J. D. Bagley .ﬁ"ﬁ

T. J. Drake
J. A. Geary
M. J. Freeman
G. E. Drake
E. E. Kelle
L. D. Hale
M. D. Manion
R. W. Parker
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Form 333

12.31

Nicker figre Roan

THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY
JOINT WORK REPORT

Report of Work Performed in Repairing or Operating Tracks, Buildings, and Other Facilities Used Jointly by This
and One or More Other Companies; Cost of Repairing Industrial Tracks (except from Switch point to thirteen foot clear-
ance point); also Supplies Furnished Joint Crossing Watchmen, etc.

28 ) . e

Lo

Name of Track or other Property ;.cfer..B:Brigéé o
Location Uleveland, Ohio. Joint With C.T.1, & C.I.R.R.

Section No. Siding Ref: , Dates of Work Done___J anuary 1933

DESCRIPTION OF WORK PERFORMED ' | ”“T‘" Sall oy venlioas

Install downspouting on C,I,R,R,bridge | 6 Hrs. @ $.58% |

~__(C.w.,Vaters)

77777 e l
MATERIAL AND SUPPLIES USED

Aniiint | Ay ‘ ¥ Description (Also whether new, second-hand or scrap) T -
| = - - . =
1pe,  Down Spouting 5" x 48" Lot Order No,7227
_1 pe. | Down Spouting 5" x 71" Lot Order No.7227 —

23 { T B
|

Note—See instructions on other side.

NONE The above statements correct:




1. The Labor and Material shown on this repor. should agree with Distribution of Labor
Report and Material Report.

2. This report should be made after each joint job has been completed, or if the work is
not completed at end of month, separate report should be made for each month.

3. When no joint work has been performed during the month, a report should be made

with notation to that effect.
4. Show all material used and taken up.

5 When two or more Foremen are engaged on the same piece of work, each should report
only his own charges, so as to avoid duplication.

6. Under ‘‘Material Taken Up’ show quantities of second-hand or scrap material received.
The quantities of most material, especially rail, should be the same as the quantities used. State
in all cases whether second-hand or scrap material is taken up.

7. Under “Work Equipment Used’’ show engines, steam shovels, spreaders, unloaders, flat
and bunk cars, and other equipment used so that proper rental charge may be made.

8. This blank is also to be used for reporting repairs made to industrial tracks, the expense
of which is to be borne by the industry. However, no work of this kind should be done until an
estimate of the repairs has been sent to the Roadmaster and he has taken the matter up with the
Asst. Chief Engineer. When the repairs have been authorized, the Foreman will be notified. Care
should be taken to repair only such portion of the track for which authority has been granted. If
it is necessary to use a greater amount of labor and material than originally estimated, additional

authority must be secured in advance.
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Cleveland , Chio
Jamary 8, 1836 - mb

¥r, Bergen -

Your letter of December 156 relative to the East Approach Easement lease
now being unegotiated with the C.U.T., which provides that the latter is granted
slope rights en certain portions of the Nickel Plate property end which further
provides that until such time as the Nickel Plate uses all or any portion of'ite
property covered by slope rights, the C.U.T. shall pay all taxes and that after
used by the Nickel Plate, the Nickel Plate assumes the texes on the portion used,

In connection with the two looations at which the latter wovision comes inte
effeot at the present time; namely, one along Ontario Street, west of Central Ave-
nue where the €,7.B, has leased portion of Nicksl Plate land for gas station and
parking purposes, and another at Andes Court where we recently constructed an in-
dustrial track, I am enclosing blue print of plan E 184-4 showing fence as relocated
at Andes Court, and blue print of H-22413 showing fence along Ontario Street at the
loocation desoribed,

A, C, Harvey
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Nicxer p‘: Roan

THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

Conneaut, 0. Jan.2, 1935,

Fom / mn e -
iry A.C. Harvey,=
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s been plotted on the attached blue prints,
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Mr. Sprague -

¥r, Bergen adviges that, under the East Approach Easement lease now
being negotiated with the C,U,T,, the latter is granted slope rights on
certain portions of the Nickel Plate property and it is provided that, until
such time as the Nickel Plate uses all or any portion of its property covered
by slope rights, the C.U.T, shall pay all taxes end that, after use by the
Nickel Plate, the Nickel Plate mssumes the taxes on the portion used.

There are two locations at which the lJatter provision comes into effect
at the preogent time; one along Ontario 5S¢, west of Central Avenue where the
C.T.B, hag leased portion of Nickel Plate land for gas station and parking
purposes, end another at Andes Court where we recently eonstructed an indug-
trial track,

¥r, Borgen has asked to bo advised ss to the location of the fences at
thege two points so that he may agree with the C,U.T. as to the area upon which
the Niekel Plate will assume ths taxes.

For your convenience, I am emclosing blue print showing the industrial
track at Andes Court and, although this shows by pemeil line the approximate
relocation of the fense, it is not sufficiently definite for our purpose and
will you please indicate on this blue print the emmet location of the fence as
relocated, I am alsp enclosing a blue print showing the property in the
vieinity of Ontario St. wost of Central Avemue whers land hes been leased for
gas station and parking purposes snd will you please indicate on this blue
print the exact location of the fense so that I may advise Nr, Bergen sccorde

ingly?
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THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

December 15, 1934.

Mr. A. C. Harvey -

Under the East. Approach Basement lease now being
negotiated the C.U.T. RN granted slope rights on certain por-
tions of Nickel Plate property and it is provided that, until
such time as the Nickel Plate uses all or any portion of its
property covered by slope rights, the C.U.T. shall pay all
taxes. After use by the Nickel Plate, the Nickel Plate assumes
the taxes on the portion used. There are two locations at which
the latter provision comes into effect at the present time;

One, along Ontario Street West of Central Avenue, where the C.T.B.
has leased portion of Nickel Plate land for gas station and park-
ing purposes, and another, at Andes Court, where we recently con-
structed a track. Please advise me as to the locations of the
fences at these two points (in the latter case, when you have
agreed with the C.U.T. as to location of the fence, in accordance
with my letter of the 6th inst.) so that I may agree with the
C.U.T. as to the area upon which the Nickel Plate will assume the
taxes.

W. J. Bergen

2.9/,

WJB/HC




Mr. W, I, Edwards

Engincer M, of W.,

Cleveland Interurban Railway Co,
Cleveland, O,

Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of November 30, 1932, calling our
attention to & condition existing at our east high level bridge
over the Cleveland Interurban Railway Co's tracks west of East 34
Street,

Mr, Koch, our Supervisor of Bridges & Buildings, advises that
the condition complained of has been taken care of,

Yours truly,

Engineer of Track
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THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

Conneaut, Ohic Jan, 10, 1933,

D

u¥s G. H, Tinker,
Bridge Engineer,

Cleveland, Ohio.

Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of December 14th and
other correspondence in regard to condition that exists
at easterly bridge over C. I, R, R. Company tracks at our
Bast High Level Bridge,

This work has been com pleted as outlined in

my letter of December 10, 1932,

Yours truly,

- A/ T et

VEH:AT éﬁfv'r B, &[B,




— -_—
5.7/

)

December 14, 1932

¥r. E. L. Foch
Suypervisor B, & B.

Desr S4r:

Referring to vour letter of December 10, with reference to mine
of the 2nd, in regard to condition at easterly bridge over C, I. R. R.
Co. track at East High Level Bridge, Cleveland,

If all thet is neeessary is to meke an ingtalletion to eare for
the drainage according to your sketeh, you can cere for this work
without any further authority as the expense will be small,

1

Please, however, see that it is done as scon as possible,

Yours truly,

-

Bridge Engineer
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THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

FORM 935

Conneaut, Yhio Dec, 10, 1932,

¥File H,

Mr, ¥. 5. Hales,
Cleveland, Ohio,

Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of December 2nd, 1932
in regard to condition at easterly bridge over C.I. R,R,
Ce's track at east high level bridge.

Attached is sketch showing what is required to
take care of the situation.

Yours truly,

AL/Geh

HLK :AJ Supv'r B. & B,
incs
|
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December 2, 1832
File H

Mr, ¥. L. Kech
Supervisor B. & B,

Dear Sir:

¥Mr, W. W, Edwards, Engineer of leintenance of Way, of the Rapid
Transit has written me as follows:

"y wish to eall yowr attention to & condition that existe at
your easterly bridge over the C.I. R.R. Co's tracks at your east
high level bridge,

"In freeszing weather icicles form st the outlet of the deck
drainage system of this bridge, ereating a hazard te our trans=-
portation, If you desire, I will gladly go over this situation
with you on the grou:d,"

I assume that what Mr, Edwards refers to is icicles fomming at the
bottom of the floor drainage pipe and I wish you would make an inspection
at your convenience the next time you are in Cleveland and advise what
is necessary to take care of the situation,

Yours truly,

Bridge Engineer



December 2, 1952

File H

Mr, W, W, Edwards

Engr. M. of W,

The Cleveland Interurban Reilrocad Ceo,
Terminal Tower

Cleveland, O,

Dear Eir:

Referring to your letter of November 50 to lr, Tinker in comnection
with icicles forming at the outlet of the deck drainage system on our east
high level bridge.

1 have instructed ouwr Supervisor of Bridges and Buildings to look this
situation over and advise what is necessary to overcome the condition com-

plained of. i

Yours truly,

Engineer of Track
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FORM 501

— Nicker Foage Roan

THE NEW YORK., CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

November 20, 1932.

¥r. H. D. Jﬂuett‘
Chief Engineer,
Cleveland Union Terminals Company.

Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of the 4th inst.,
regarding expense of cleaning up along the Nickel
Plate high level lead tracks near East 34th Street,
I wish to say that as to the catenary structures
there is no obligation on the part of the Nickel Plate.
As to the washing of dirt on the €. U. T. right of way
it 1s the obligation of the Wickel Plate to prevent or
clean up the material. I am therofore willing %o accept
such part of your charge of $29,.81 as applies to the latter
item. I should also request that in case of recurrence
that this Company be notified as it may be preferahle to
de the work with our own forces.

Yours truly,

Engineering Ass't to President

WJB/HC

CC = Fn Bn Ealea




Mr, W, J. Bergen
Engr, Asst.to President

Dear Sir:

Referring to the attached letter from Mr, Joustt, Terminal Manager,
under date of November 4, that you noted to me in commeetion with the
f£illing washing down over the retaining wall along the high level lead.

It has been arranged for our Roadmaster to have his forees cover
the slope with cinders in en endeavor to oversome the filling washing
down onto the tracks and Roadmastor has also instruocted his foreces to

remove and clean up any dirt that meay wash down onto the wall after each
rain, h

It-is evident that our forces have {ailed to stop this over-run in
one or two instances and we are agreeable to scocepting bill for $29.81,

We would apprecgiate the €, U, T. advising Mr, Wallace's of'fice at once
should it beeome negessary for them to aguin cleam up at this point,

Yours truly,

Bngineer of C. T. 1.
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Nicker Rar§Roas

THE NEW YORK., CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

Rocky River, Ohilo
November 23, 1932

Mr. J. C. Wallace
Ass!'t. Chief Engineer

Dear Sir:

Yoﬁr letter November 10th relative to letter from
Mr. Jouett in regard to dirt washing over retalning
wall along high level lead.

It is an extremely difficult proposition to pre-
vent any dirt washing over the top of this retaining
wall during a heavy rain. However, I have instructed
my foreman to remove and ¢lean up any dirt washing
down onto the wall after each rain. I have also instru-
cted him to cover the slopes with cinders in an endeavor
to overcome the bank washing and we will prevent as
much of this dirt washing over the wall as is possible.

I do not think we should start the practice of
accepting bills from the Terminals Company for this
kind of work as there are a great many new fills in
Cleveland territory which have not been covered with
¢inders and if we accept one bill from them for labor
of this kind they will want us to reimburs them for
dirt washing down into side ditches at all ather points.

PJP:R
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« THE NEW YORK. CHICAGO AND ST."LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY
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November 10, 1932

lr'- F, J. Parkhurst
Roudmastey

Dear Sir:

Mr. Jouett, Terminal Manager of the Cleveland Union Terminals
Company, has addressed the following letter to Mr, Bergen, Engineering
Assistant to President, under date of November 4;

"At the time the Nickel Plate filled behind the high level lead
retaining walls between E, 54 St. and the east high level lead bridge,
this Tilling was put in in such a wey that it ran dowm over the top of
the retaining walls, From time to time our catemary maintenance men
have hed to clean some of this dirt awey from around the catemary
supports, and recently there has appeared in our books charges of the
Track Dept, for removal of dirt washed down from the Nickel Plate retsine
ing wall between the Nickel Plate high level lead bridge and B, 34 St,.
It seems to me that it is only fair that the Nickel Plate reimburse the
Terminals Company for cleaning up such dirt, Kindly advise if you are
willing to accept a bill for such cleaning, The two charges now on the
books total $29.,81, There may have been other work of this kind of

which we have no record,”

Will you please lock into the matter and after your inmvestigation ad-
vise whether the Terminals Company would be justified in billing us in this
emount ,

Please also see that hereafter the fill is maintained so that the
filling will not run down over the top of the retaiming wall, cleaning wp
any material that happens to run over the top of the wall, if necessary,

Yours truly,

'\\ / Asst, Chief Engineer
B'B \\. | ‘-,\




October 27, 1931

lir, Fo S, Hales
b Bl of V. 7.1,

Bear 81ir:

Flease refler to our letter of September
17th to Hr, Bergen, copy to you, on thegret}cal retain-
ing wall in place of east abutment and "C" Wall at bridge
}82:08, East Hign Level Freight Lend, and correct the

Y ne of the cost setup pertaining to waterproofing,
to read as follows:

4dg Vaterproofing - 2189 se.f. at $0.156 $328,.35
Total for theoreticel wall $4548.40

' The figure 2189 sq. ft. instead of the
old figure of 3352 sg. ft. 1s what we azreed on with

¥r. Marsh's force and understood that this correction

is all that is now necessary for approval by the C.U.T,

It may Ve necessary for you to revise
your percentage of lqﬁ on the item of engineering, super-
vision, etc. to correspond to the new total cost ilguae
above of $4548.40. :

After msking above correction on
the waterproofing you will be in a position to render
the final bLill against the C.U.T,

Very truly yours,

OEH/3 Bridge Englneer,
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THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

File 700-3-1

Sept, 21, 1931,

ll'. W, Jo"rs.ﬂ.
Bn‘f. Asst. to President,

Dear Sir:

lir, Tinker has furnished me copy of his letter of
Sept. 17 %o you in ecommeotion with the Bast High Level Bridge, re-
questing that I furnish you with seetions supporting the amount of
£3,338,11 paid Culbertson for extra exesvation in eonnection with
the West abutment,

Wish to advise that therso are no seetions awvailable
which show the yardage of material removed, The work was done by
Culbertson on a ¢ost plus basis and dome becsuse of the fact that
the Wickel Plate and the Cleveland Union Terminals Company could not
agree on who was responsible for the removal of this dirt, The
material had to be removed in order to construet the bridge so I
ordered Culbertsom to do so.

I attach hereto sopies of correspondence and memorandum
in this comnneetion whieh I believe is self-explanatery.

i 4y :izziéé;’
HJB:B mm JF C. !o Io

y__:hcc' °. H. !m.r'
0. E, K.

FORM $0
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File 700=-3~1

Degember 1, 1928,

My, W, J. Bergen,
Engr. Asst, to President.

lir, A, C, Harvey,
Chief Engineer.

Gentlemeon:

Attached herewith is a memo coneernming the
condition at the East High Level Bridge.

I wish to advise that, sinee this meme, there
hag been enother large slide and I have instructed Mr.
Culbertsom to get it out as promptly as possible,

The situation at this point is rather serious

ag it affeots the work emd I believe the only thing to do is
to get the work out as quiekly as possible,

Yours truly,

(8igned) P, S, HALES

FSH:E ENGINEER OF C. T. 1.




; & ¥ov. M, 1928,
N c‘ .

MEMO OF MEETING WITH MR, FROLKING OF THE
CULBERTSON COMPANY REGARDING THE
EAST EIGH LEVEL BRIDGE AS IT
IS APFECTED BY THE (,U.T.
GRADING

There has been considerable discussion and several meetings and memos
made eongerning the grading at this point holding up progress on the somstructiom
of the bridge end, slthough the C. U, T claimed they were out of our wey, it is
e fact that our gontrastor has been held up for et least a week and has also been
delayed previous to that time, " It appears that the removal of the dirt on the
site of the north abutment wing wall, together with the removal of the reamp as well
as the removal of the old bridge pier, was not completed until about the seme
time thet the two shovels divided by a f£ill et the old brewing property met each
other with their eut, This meeting emabled the grading eomtractor to proseed
further with his work but hes delayed our comtractor regardlessof the pro's and econ's
of the differemt conversations. : !

It developed l'm that the grading contractor had not excavated
far enmough west to allow our conbrastor to proseed with the abutment due to
danger of the upper portion of the eut sliding in, ,

This morning Mr, Frolking and I discussed this on the ground and,
while doing so, the ehief of party for the €. U. T, im that territory came wp
and, in discussing the matter with him, he stated that they came as far west
as our man originally told them, but our stalkes show thet they did not and tha¥,
4w sddition to the streteh on top, which is about 6 £, deep, 15 ft, wide and 30
£t, long, smounbing to arownd 100 yards, there is also about 300 or 400 yards eb
the west end whish it is negessary to move before the wall can be sonstructed,

In view of the previous corregpondenge and the inability to agree as
40 why or why not the proper amount of grading has not beenm done by C.U.T.and
8lsc in view of the fact that it is very neeessary that Culbertson be allowed
to proseed promptly, I instructed him this morning to arrange to remove thet
portvion on top which is liable to cave in and alse to arrange +to exosvate the
portion on the west end at actusl eost plus 10%. :

Tt appears to meé that this is the only thing to do and, regardless

of whose obligation it is, the thing of importanse at this time is to get it
done and we can disouss the matter of peying for it with the C, U, T. later.

F. 8. HALES,




THE CLEVELAND UNION TERMINALS CO,

1010 Terminal Tower,
Cleveland, 0,

¥ov. 14, 1928,

My, F. 8§, Hales, Engr, of C.T.1,,
Nickel Plate Railroad Co,,
Cleveland, Ohio,

Dear Sir:

Please be advised that the slip at the loeation of
your Bast High Level Freight Bridge just east of East 25th
Street will have been removed by 11500 o'eloek today, Will
you pleese arrange for your contrastor to take possession ime-
diately?

The ramp referred to will not interfere with the em-
struction of this North Abutment, Tt is plamed shortly to be
able to remove the lower part of this ramp, and gradually the
exeavator will be working awsy from the operations of yowr sontraetor,

In this eommeetion, the contractor desires to lay e
track from your line imto the location of this abutment, This will
negesasitate him leaving in or filling wp part of the excavation
whioh s under our conmtrast, end this should be removed by him
before he completes his work.,

Very truly yours,

(8igned) N, H. SULOFF
HHS :HD Engineer of Construction

GCs Messrs, Bergem
Joustt
Bigelow




Hovember 7, 1928,

My, N, H, Buleff,

Engineer of Constructiom,

The Cleveland Union Terminals Co.,
CIQ'VOIQM, s [

Doar Sir:

A few days ago, Mr, Bergen called Mr, Jouett's
attention to the condition exiwting at Bast 265th Street at
the location of our Bast High Level Lead Bridge.

As you know, a large amount of dirt caved in at this
point, filling up the exeavation previously made by Sglden and,
unless this dirt is removed promptly end also unless same other
arrangements are made with respeect o locsation of ramps, our
contrasctor will be delayed in the constructicn of this bridge,
The south sbutment will be completed within a few days and I
do not kmow just what we ean do after that until your contractor
gets a little further advenced with his exeavation,

Will you plesse look into this promptly, deing what
you can to assist us in this matter?

Yours very truly,

(sm‘d) F, S, HALES
FSHiS hgine‘r of §.. 2+'%s

CC = My, W, J, Bergen




)

September 17, 1831

Mr, W. J. Bergen
Engr. Asst. %o Pres,

Dear Sir:

In answer %o yours of July 29th ak ing
to reconcile certain differences 4 th the C.U.T. Company
in the sost alloeation of the East High Level Lead Bridges.

, ¥e took the matter up with Mr. Harsh's
force, rechecked thelr figures and came %o verbal agre<ment
with them on the figures Mr. Youett questioned, These
fizures are for the theoretical retaining wall in place of
our east abutment and "C" wall and are now as follows:

Theoreticnl retaining wall in place of west abutment .
[Por plan I0Z-0B-515, sheet I, dated Waron 30, 1951)
L8 Bubmitted before and approved by the

C.U.T, Company in their letter to lir. y
Bergen of July 27th #11,884.,62

Theoretical retaining wall in place of East abutment
an all :
TFer plan 182-08-313, sheet 1, dated March 30, 1931)

Excavation 533 Geye at q;v 1,50 $799.,50
Congcrete 322 CeTe " 10,50 3381.00
1/2" Garey Elas-

tite 158 s.fe " 0e25 39455
As Waterproofing 3352 s.f. " 0.15 502 «80

Cement %est é.H.Herren Co. % 78.54

Your proportion - 41.78% based on

ratio of mnerete in theoretical

walls to total in bridge § 32,81
Engineering, supervision, etc. $5593.74

Your proportion - 16,00% based

on ratip of coet of theoretical
walls to tdtal bridge : $895.,00

/J”f”




-l

Concrete inspection $21 .63

Your proportion - 41,78% based on
ratio of conerete in theoretical ‘
walls o total &n bridge ¢ 9.04

Amount paid H.E.Culbertson to do \
necessary excavating to grade at
the west abutment of the East High
Level Lead Bridge at E. 25th St,
and to remove the top of the west
gbutment bank and the numerous slides £3,338,11

GRAND TOTAL @ = = = = = = = - = = = = = = = = = = = 420,882.,43
Hr, Jonett's question at the hottom of his letter

of July 27th asking for sections on excavation covered by

the smmount of $3,338.,11 shown as the last item of the

Nieckel Flate statement will have to be taken care of by lir,
Hales. .

Very truly yours,

]

OEH/S Bridge Engineer.

CC to Mr, Hzles

My, Hales: ‘lease note last paragraph and supply W.J.B. with

Iinformation.
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A Nicxes PAT. Roao
Py THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO

W. J. BERGEN
ENGINEERING ASS'T TO PRESIDENT

July 29, 1931.

Mr, G, H. Tinker,
Bridge Engineex,

Dear Sir:-

I am handing you herewith copy
of statement of the C.U.T. Co. regarding
allocation of cost of the East High Level
Bridge. Please take up with Mr, Marsh of
the C.U.T. and endeavor to reconcile the
Nickel Plate and C.U.T. statements.

Yours truly,

Engineering Ags't to President.

=
o

=
o
ta

Copy to: Mr. ¥.,S. Hales,
Engr. Cleve. Term. Imp.




Abstract from Mr. Jouett's letter of July 27, 1931.

"' Referring to statement of The Cleveland Union Teminals
Company's proportion of the cost of retaining walls at the
East High Level Lead Bridge which you sent me with your
letter of April 21, 1931.

The estimate of the cost of the wall required in place of
the West Aputment, as given in your statement, is satisfgctory

to me.

I am giving below comparison of the estimated cost of the wall
required in place of the East Aputment and the "C" wall as
shown on your statement and as estimated by us.

N.K.P. ESTIMATE C.U.T. ESTIMATE
Excavation 659 cu.yde.@ § 1.50 $988.50 ¢« 833 cu.yd.@ $1.50 $799.50
Concrete 322 cu.yds.@ 10.50 3381.00 382 % " "-10.50 35381.00 =
#"Carey Elastitel35 sq.ft. " «25 33.75 158.28q.ft." +25 39.55
8" Armco Pipe 241 lin.ft." 1.30 313.30 : None Ve
Waterproofing As 335283.£t.:f, 185 502.80 ~ " 2089 sq.ft. @ = 1 313,35 7

Waterproofing A2 110 24 26.40 None
Oak Raggle 80 1lin.ft.@150.008 6.00 None

$5251.75 Ti535.40

You will note that in our estimate we have omitted the fitems of
8" Armco Pipe, Class A2 Waterproofing and Oak Raggle as these
items would be unnecessary for this type of wall especially

the 8% Armco Pipe which, if buried deep enough to drain the
back of the wall, would be too deep to drain into the ditch

in front. If you do mot agree with our estimate 1 would
suggest that your estimators discuss this with Mr. Mareh.

Will you please furnish me with sections showing the excavation
covered by the amount of $3,338.11 shown as the last item in
your statement.™
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Nicxes Page Roas AGINY

THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND T2 'LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO File 700-3
A. C. HARVEY,

CHIEF ENGINEER '

J. C. WALLACE,
ASST. CHIEF ENGINEER

G. H. TINKER.

BRIDGE ENGINERZR Mﬂ.y 27, 1931.

Mr. G. H. Tinker’
Bridge Engineer,

Dear Sir:

Herewith "as driven" pile charts for

the East High Level Lead Bridge.

Yours very truly,

WJB:E ENGINEER OF C, T. I.
Ene,

CC: O. E, Hager

P




April 13, 1931,

Mr. F. S. H&lea,
Enginser of C. T. I.

Dear Sir:

Replying o yours of April 11, im reference to quan-
tities in the theoretical retaining wall at the E. H. Level
Br 1dge *

The faot thet some of the guantities im the theoretieal
wall are mot im the structure as built, is mo reason lor emitting
them in the theoretical structure. It would be necessary te
obtain prices for some of the work from other eomtracts.

Yours truly,

GHT :JE Bridge Engineer.

(ny

.

Vg \
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FORM 9135

Nicxer aze Roan
\

~ NEW YORK, CHICAGO'AND ‘QLOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO File 700-3
A. C. HARVEY,
CHIEF ENGINEER

4. C. WALLACE,
ASST, CHIEF ENGINEER

G. H. TINKER,

BRIDGE ENGINEER April 11 » 1931 »

Mr. G. H. Tinker,
Bridge Engineer.

Dear Sir:

I have yours of April 7, showing quentities to be used for
theoretieal retaining wall in place of abutments at our East High Level
Lead Bridge. ’

I am unable to apply our ocontraot prices to your estimate
because of the fact that eertain items are ineluded which were not in-
eluded in our eontraect for the econstruetion,

For example; the walls as built were not waterproofed and,
as I understend it, the waterproofing is included beceuse it is standard
practice with the C. U. T, However, in view of the fact that we did not
actually weterproof our work, I believe the C, U. T. would object to
being oharged for waterproofing if a verification of our reecords should
be made.

The same thing is true of the expansion joint material and
oak raggle blocks., We can, of course, use prisces for this work based
on similar work in other contracts, However, I am ealling this to
your attention in the event that you wish to revise your estimate to
inslude only work asctually done under our contract.

Yours very truly,
WJB:E ENGINEER OF C. T. I.

¢cC: 0. E. Hager
R. C. S.
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April 7, 1931,

l!‘. F. 8. Ha].e,
Engineer of C.T.I.

Dear Sir:

In answer to your letter of February 6, requesting
plans and estimated cost for theoretical retaining walls in place
of abutments and "C" Wall at ' our Kast High Level Bridge 182.08,

please note the following:

1. Quantities for theoretical retaining wall in place

of Weat Abutment. . '

Excavation 1710 Cubiec Yards

Concrete lasonry 807 . -

Exgan.iun Joint Haterial

(t Carpy Elastite) 403 Squere Feet

8" Armeco Pipe 100 Lineal Feet

Waterproofing, T "a " 3794 Square PFeetl

ype
Waterproofing, " “Ag‘” 167 Squere Feet
Creosoted Oak Raggle
2" x 2" size 122 Lineal Feet
2. Quantities for retaining wall in place of East
Abutment end "C" wall,
Excavation 659 Cubic Yards
Concrete lasonry 322 Cubic Yards
: Ezgannion Joint laterial
‘t carry elastite) 135 Sguare Feet
8" Armeco Pipe 241 Lineal Feet

raterproofing, Type "Ag"3362 Sguare Feet
#aterproofing, "Ag " 110 Square Feet
'‘Creosoted Oak Raggles

3" x 2" size 80 Lineal Feet

Pe also attach four prints of our sheet 1, file 182-08=-
313, dated March 30, 1951 and showlnﬁ the plans for the theoretical
Walls in place of abutments and the "C" Wall, on which the above
quantities are based.

Yours very truly,

QEH :JE : Bridge Ingineer.
CC: Wr, W.J.Bergen.
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February 19, 1931

=

Hr, & . Hales
" | — - o ) 4
-L‘l] ‘A"_ I‘ - . -

In reference to attabhhed Pegfarding
g to C.U.T. for relocating and repairing sewer
» West High Level Lead Brxidge, 1t looks as 1f
] you can charge
2 the
ne 0.U0.7T. tracks

ke
-}
™~ -

¥r., Jounett is right and the only thin
f oly the cost for rel

~

£
LN
-
=}
-

\180 according to our information,
elevation of floor lime at this manhole is about 46.8
instead of 48.0 as clalmed by Hr. Jouestt,

Very truly yours,




A. C. HARVEY,

J. C. WALLACE,

[S1/S

FORM 915

Nicxes Ratr Roan

THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND T’LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO File T00=2

ASST. CHIEF ENGINEER

G. H. TINKER,

BRIDGE ENGINEER Febm&ry 6 ’ 1931,

Mr, G, H. Tinker,
Bridge Engineer.

Dear Sir:

I have the following from Mr, Bergen:

"Please arrange to prepare bill against the C, U. T. for
the estimated cost of retaining walls at the East High Level Lead
Bridge, whieh would be necessary if the bridge abutments had not been
econstructed,

"The principles involved are the same as those involved
at the West High Level Lead Bridge; namely, at the north abutment,
the C. U. T. would have been obligated to build such retaining wall as
would have been necessary to support our set-up yard tracks and leads;
at the south abutment and Wall "C" the C., U. T, obligation was to build
a wall of sufficient height to support the original ground line.

"If not understood, please confer with me and I shall ex-
plain more in detail."

Inasmuch as plans for theoretical walls to be substituted
for the West High Level Lead Bridge were prepared in your office, I
believe you are familiar with what is required. I would suggest that
you prepare plans and estimates to cover this construection and, if you
desire, I will then be glad to confer with youand Mr, Bergen so that
I may prepare bill based upon your estimate,

Yours very truly,

- ;
e L= s 4 -

T G S~

WJIB:E ENGINEER OF C, T. I. /
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|
BAIDGE 182.08 13aD BRIDOE E. of BROWY |
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Hoveaber 19% FRxpenge
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| |
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Ml’. U. c- Uonn"'ll}"
Specinl Engineer.

Dear Sir:

Attached please
each of sheets 1 and 14 of plans for
shich 1s the south wall of the
These

East Hish Level Bridge.

=

Bocember 2, 1930

ﬁind oné print
B* wWall

approach to the
sheets were revised

o ilf
~

fot

11-28=-30 for change in wing at west end and addition

of a crib wall.

We s2lan attach one

nrint

sheet 7 of plams: for south wall to Produce “ead Bridge

approach . This sheet was revised 11-29-30 for
i{ncrease in height to care for final slump and
attached prints are for your file and record.

Very truly yours,

Bridze Engineer.
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H.B.SIERTS PRESIDENT

STRUCTURAL STEEL ERECTORS 9erama.
6 =7 BRIDGES,BUILDINGS,ROOFS,VIADUCTS.

SUITE 1I030-35 OLD COLONY BUILDING
37 W. VAN BUREN ST

Crrreaqo, /e, April 22nd, 1930.

PHONE HARRISON 5818,

SUBJECT:

Mr, Geo. H. Tinker, Bridge Engineer,
The Nickel Plate Railroad,
Cleveland, Ohio.

Desr Sir:--

Referring to our letter to you of the 2lst’
in which we enclosed our bill for overcharge account unlosding
bridge steel with work train at East High Level Bridge, your
bill Ho. .26733. On the bill we sent you, we overlooked the
item of 10% charged on your bill for Superintendent on labor,

We are, therefore, forwarding herewith our
bi11 with this item added, which we trust will reach you in
time so as not to cause you any inconvenience. You can destroy
the bill we sent you in our letter of the 21st.

Yours very truly,
THE FERRO CONSTRUCTIOR COMPANY.

A 73 s
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& DEPARTMHTAL BILL

DEPT, MO..... ol e
,DR. DATE__ 988, 8, 1930
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SERVICE NATURE ke TR

BRIDGE 162,08 LEAD BTIDOE = EASE OF BacADUAY
July 1329 Exyense

109 Gel Netslastic Black
T “ Liageed 041
G0F Red Lead

K. 3.k, 92

iabory Clean 2 Pelnt
Handle Sateriel

THIS FORM MUST BE USED FOR ALL INTER-DEPARTMENTAL BILLS, BUT MUST NOT BE USED FOR BILLS AGAINST OTHER COMPANIES AND INDIVIDUALS.

CORRECT
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| T
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THE NEW YORK. CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO
W. J. BERGEN
ENGINEERING ASS'T TO PRESIDENT

September 22, 1926.

¥r. H. D. Jouett, Chief Engineer,
The Cleveland Union Terminals Co.,
1209 Ulmer Building,
Cleveland, O.

Dear 8iri=-

I hand you herewith blueprint,
dated August 31st, 1926, revised September
21ist, 1928, showing the final lay-out of the
proposed crossing of the high level leads
over the C.U.T., east of Broadway. Flease
advise if this is in any way inconsistent with
C.U.T. plans.

. Yours truly,

g;?"jr: & ). REAGES
Engineering Ass*t to President
W j
ng V//f
CC: Mr. G.H.Tinker,

Bridge Engineer.
Mr. Tinker:-

Herewith copy of above print for your

UEe.

— — 1“’- J- B.

N 9-22-26
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