
42 
 

North Cornwall Township 

Supervisors General Meeting 

Minutes for June 19, 2009 
 
 
Call to Order: 
 

The June 19, 2009 special meeting of the North Cornwall Township Board of Supervisors was called to order by Mr. 
Heister at 5:00 PM.  The meeting was for the purpose of discussing the Chestnut Street bridge replacement over the 
Quittapahilla Creek and was duly advertised and properly posted. 
 
In attendance were Ralph D. Heister, III, Chairman, Kip Kelly, Member and Robin L. Getz, Township Manager.  
Mr. Gelgot was absent. 
 
Also in attendance were Andrea Johnson, Galen Kaylor, John Spencer, Jason Galli and Meredith Glazier. 
 

Public Officials Portion: 
 

John Spencer, Dewberry Goodkind, discussed the project scope and major issued covering the following topic: 
-Project Description 
-Construction Schedule 
-Detour Route 
-Bridge Hydraulics and Flooding Concerns 
-Right-of-Way Acquisitions 
-Environmental Impacts 
-Comparisons Between the existing and proposed typical bridge sections. 

 
Mr. Spencer mentioned that for these local projects, it appears right-of-way is a “hang-up” when trying to get 
projects let for construction.  For this project, Mr. Spencer will forward the updated preliminary Right-of-Way plans 
to the Township to begin coordination with property owners.  It appears takes will be needed from Lebanon County 
and the Hanford Family. 
 
The public officials portion of the meeting adjourned at 5:48PM. 
 

Public Plans Display: 
 
During the public plans display, the plans were shown on several display boards with major features color coded for 
review by the public.  A local resident, Galen Kaylor, from the Quitty Watershed Association attended the plans 
display.  The display boards included the following exhibits: 

-Detour Route 
-Profile view with existing and proposed flood water surface elevations color coded.  A bridge typical 
section was also shown 
-Plan view of project showing the proposed roadway construction limits, Right-of-Way takes, and 
environmental impacts 

 
Overall Discussion: 

 
There was discussion and inquiries from the public officials.  Comments and inquiries were addressed by the project 
team. 
 
There is a lot of interest in preserving and enhancing wetland resources at the bridge location.  In fact, the 
Quittapahilla Creek Watershed Association has received a grant to develop wetlands in the southeast quadrant of the 
bridge and it was asked if the bridge construction will interfere with the wetland development.  It was stated that 
based on locations presented to the project team, the bridge construction will not interfere with the proposed wetland 
development. 
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The Quitty Watershed Association would also like to improve local conditions for the trout habitat by installing a 
“J” hook on the upstream side and wanted to know if that detail could be incorporated into the construction plans.  
The project team is aware of the request and will incorporate the “J” hook detail into the construction plans.  The 
detail will not adversely affect the proposed hydraulic design criteria for the bridge and will be shown on the DEP 
permit application.  The “J” hook can also be permitted separately as a GP1 permit. 
 
It was asked if the words “North Cornwall Township” can be engraved on the fascia bridge beams.  Mr. Spencer 
advised not engraving those words on the prestressed bridge beams, but they can be engraved on the outside face of 
the cast-in-place curb sections of the structure mounted guide rail.  It was agreed to place the words “North 
Cornwall Township” on the bridge elevation views in the cast-in-place curb sections. 
 
It was asked if a sidewalk can be place on the bridge.  This bridge is not a candidate for a bridge sidewalk and will 
not be placed on the bridge.  It was noted that the existing approaches do not have sidewalks. However, the 
increased bridge width and bridge shoulder widths offer substantial safety improvements if there are pedestrians 
who may need to walk over the bridge.  The township mentioned the pedestrian count as very low for this location. 
 
An inquiry was made whether separate bicycle paths can be delineated on the roadway and bridge.  It was stated that 
this project cannot incorporate separate bicycle paths because it would increase the proposed bridge widths and 
approach roadway widths.  This would cause greater impacts to the creek and adjacent property owners.  It would 
also substantially increase construction costs.  However, the current proposed bridge shoulder widths offer 
substantial safety improvements if there are bicycles crossing the bridge. 
 
Another inquiry was then made that if a separate bicycle path cannot be incorporated, can preliminary plans be sent 
to Pat Krebs of the local bicycle association for input on any low cost modifications that will help promote increased 
safety to bicycle traffic.  The response was yes, the plans will be sent to receive input.  Any requested revisions will 
be submitted to PennDOT for evaluation. 
 
It was asked if the bridge construction can use lost cost features such that is doesn’t look like a standard concrete 
bridge.  The substructure units can be cast using special concrete form liners such as stacked stone or many other 
patterns.  For a small bridge such as this, there would not be a substantial increase in construction costs.  The bridge 
beams typically are precast without form liners.  If needed, an epoxy resin can be painted on the fascias to enhance 
the aesthetics for the local community.  It was agreed, Mr. Spencer will forward form liner brochures to the 
Township for possible concrete treatments to the substructure units. 
 
Inquiry was then made if the bridge can be arch or arch shaped.  An arch culvert was looked at for this project, but 
eliminated because of hydraulic requirements at this location.  An arch fascia panel is sometimes installed on larger 
bridges, but would not be conducive for this bridge, specifically due to the low under clearance at the bridge. 
 
Finally, it was asked if the bridge roadway can be higher to reduce flooding.  The answer was no, the hydraulic 
requirements for this bridge are a major component at this location.  To explain, increasing the roadway profile will 
create a “dam” effect and increase backwater flood elevations.  DEP will not approve a permit for increasing any 
flood elevations.  Therefore, flows have to pass over the roadway with water surface elevations that match existing.  
However, this project does offer some improvement to the overtopping flows over the existing conditions.  A study 
was done about five years ago that showed a multi-span bridge (almost like a viaduct) would be required to pass all 
flood flows under the bridge.  This would have been very cost prohibitive compared to the available funding of this 
project. 
 
From discussions, the following items needing Dewberry’s attention developed: 

-Forward preliminary right-of-way plans to the Township to begin coordination with property owners 
-Forward form liner brochure to the Township for possible treatments to the substructure units 
-Forward preliminary plans to the local bicycle club for input of low cost safety improvements for cyclists 
-Incorporate the “J” hook detail into the construction plans 
-Provide details to engrave “North Cornwall Township” on fascia curbs of the bridge 
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The public input portion of the meeting concluded at 7:03PM. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Robin L. Getz 
Secretary 
 
slw 
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