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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission,
Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement,

Complainant . Docket No. C-2015-2514773

. - RECEIVED
PECO Energy Company, JAN 8 7 2018

Respondent : C T

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
BUREAU

NOTICE TO PLEAD

Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §§ 5.63(a) and (b), you are hereby notified that, if you do not file a
written response denying or correcting the enclosed NEW MATTER of PECO Energy Company
within 20 days from service of this notice, a decision may be rendered against you. All
pleadings, such as a Reply to NEW MATTER, must be filed with the Secretary of the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, with a copy served to counsel for PECO Energy
Company, and where applicable, the Administrative Law Judge presiding over the issue.

File with:

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building

400 North Street, Second Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17120

With a copy to;

Michael S. Swerling, Esq.
PECO Energy Company
2301 Market Street, $23-1

Philadelphia, PA 19101-8699 % /

Dated: January 8, 2016

Romulo L. Digz, Jé.,@/No. 88795)
Jack R. GarfinkletPa. No. 81892)
Michael S. Swerling (Pa. No. 94748)
Counsel for PECO Energy Company
2301 Market Street, $23-1
Philadelphia, PA 19101-8699
Phone: (215) 841-4220

Fax: (215) 568-3389
Michael.swerling@exeloncorp.com



Christopher A. Lewis (Pa. No. 29375)
Thomas M. Duncan (Pa. No. 114794)
Blank Rome LLP

One Logan Square

{30 North {8th Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone: (215) 569-5793

Fax: (215) 832-5793
lewis@blankrome.com
tduncan@blankrome.com



BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission,
Burcau of Investigation and Enforcement,

Complainant Docket No. C-2015-251477
; RECEIVED

V.
PECO Encrgy Company, JAN 8 - 2016

Respondent :
PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
SECRETARY'S BUREAU

ANSWER & NEW MATTER OF RESPONDENT,
PECO ENERGY COMPANY

On November 25, 2015, PECO Encrgy Company (“PECO?, the “Company” or the
“Respondent™) was served with a Formal Complaint (the “Complaint™) filed by the Pennsylvania
Public Utility Commission’s (the “Commission’s” or the *PUC’s™), Burcau of Investigation and
Enforcement (“I&E”) in the above-captioned docket. On December 14, 2015, the Commission
granted PECO an extension of timc to answer the Complaint, providing a deadline of January 8,
2(?16. PECO, by its undersigned counsel, and pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §§ 5.61(a) and 5.62(b),
hereby submits this Answer and New Matter in responsc to the Complaint.

I&E’s Complaint sccks 10 hold PECO 1o a standard that cxceeds existing [ederal and state
requirements and unfairly shifts dutics, sct forth in the PA One Call Law,' from third-party
excavator to facility owner (i.c., PECO). 1&E takes this approach to remedy a third-party

excavator’s failure to comply with its duties under the PA One Call Law (to submit a locate

! Pennsylvania’s Underground Utility Line Protection Law, PA Act 287 of 1974, as amended by
Act 121 of 2008, 73 P.S. 176 et. seq. (the “PA One Call Law™ or the “Act”).
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request? through the One Call System before excavating). 1&E’s request is not in the public
interest and should be avoided because the end-result would: 1) increase liabilities and costs
borne by natural gas distribution companics (“NGIDCs™) (and ultimately their customers); 2)
diminish the accountability of excavators to operate safely around utility equipment; and 3)
cncourage negligent, carcless and reckless behavior by excavators.

I. The Complaint Is Inconsistent with Federal and State Law and Constitutes
Regulatory Overreach.

The Complaint is an improper, unprecedented and unwise attempt to rewrite the PA One
Call Law by imposing wide-ranging, costly and unrcasonable new dutics on NGDCs (duties that
currently apply to excavators under the ’A One Call Law).? According to I&E, PECO’s Gas
Damage Prevention procedure should require PECO to anticipate excavators’ negligence,
carclessness and recklessness by including requirements to: (1) continuously monitor
construction projects; (2) verify that excavators have submitted PA One Call locate requests
before excavating; and (3) proactively relocate underground facilitics at PECO’s and ils
customers’ expense when ¢xcavation oceurs in the vicinity of those facilitics. PECO is
concerncd with this approach because it contradicts the existing PA One Call Law and
disincentivizes excavators from complying with their dutics under the Act. Regardless, 1&15°s
Complaint proposes 1o hold PECO to a higher standard than is required by the PA One Call Law

and the federal gas safety regulations. By requiring PECO to have an enhanced damage

2 A “locatc request” is delined under the Act as “a communication between an excavator or
designer and the One Call System in which a request for locating facilitics is processed. . . .” 73
P.S. § 176. Upon receipt of a locate request, the PA One Call System gencerates a ticket which is
provided to the facility owncr.

3 The PA One Call Law defines “excavator™ as any person who or which performs excavation or
demolition work for himself or for another person. 73 P.S. § 176. For purposes of this Answer,
an cxcavator is not an employcc, agent, contractor or subcontractor of PECO.
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prevention procedure in anticipation that excavators will not fulfill their dutics under the Act
(i.e., to submit a locate request through the PA One Call System before excavating), 1&E is
shifting the duty and liability for making such requests from cxcavator to PECO.

More specifically, on August 7, 2013, Eastern Caisson Corporation (“Lastern Caisson™),
a subcontractor hired by Robert Foss Electric (“Foss Electric™), struck and damaged a 4-inch gas
main owned and operated by PECO, while drilling to install light poles as part of an athletic
facility construction project at Rosemont College in Rosemont, Pennsylvania (the “incident™).
No PA One Call request was submitted by Eastern Caisson. More imporlantly, no PA One Call
request was submitted prior to the incident by amy excavator covering the scope of work
performed by Eastern Caisson to install light poles and excavate at a 14-{oot depth.
Additionally, Eastern Caisson’s work scope was never communicated to PECO.

Prior to the incident, a total of 17 locate requests and 2 design requests were properly
submitled by other entitics in connection with excavation and design work at the site. PECO’s
contractor, USIC, Inc. (“USIC™), properly marked the Company’s lacilitics for all 17 locate
requests made by 7 different excavators during the term of the Rosemont College project.t In
July 2013, PIECO conducted 7 inspections of the main that was ultimately damaged by Eastern
Caisson. On July 9, 2013, USIC installed four permanent marker posts over the main before the
incident occurred to indicate the location of the main that was struck. Despite PECO’s responses
to all 19 One Call requests and the instaliation of permanent marker posts, a subcontractor
working on the Rosemont College site struck PECO’s main. Alter the incident, PECO,
accompanied by PUC inspectors, confirmed that the permanent marker posts, which accurately

identified the location of the main struck by Lastern Caisson, were visible at the time of the

4 Design requests do not require onsite marking of facilitics.
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incident. In fact, the permancnt marker posts were nearby and in plain view from the location of
the incident.

The Complaint is premised on 1&I5°s flawed and unsupportable contention that PECO
was obligated to act 1o prevent the August 7, 2013 incident in the absence of a PA One Call
request. However, PEECO has no duty to prevent an excavator from violating the PA One Call
Law. Atall times during the Rosemont College project, PECO followed its Gas Damage
Prevention procedure, which complies with the federal requirements for a damage prevention
program at 49 C.I'.R. § 192.614. Accordingly, PECO participated in a qualificd onc-call system
and relicd on excavators to comply with the PA One Call Law (i.c., by submitting a locatc
request before digging). A locate request triggers the applicable damage prevention saleguards
in PECO’s procedure. But with the benefit of perfect hindsight, I&E now claims that PECO
could have taken a number of additional actions to anticipate the excavator’s negligence,
carelessness and recklessness, including, but not limited to: (1) continuously monitoring the
project; (2) verifying that the excavator submitted the required PA One Call locate request; and
(3) proactively relocating the main at PECO’s and its customers’ expensc.

However, none of the duties that I&E sccks to impose on PIZCO are required by the
applicable federal regulations, the Pennsylvania Code, the PA Onc Call Law or PECO’s own
policies and procedures. Nor has I&E taken account of the costs and burdens associated with
undertaking such dutics. Most importantly, the Commission may not imposc such dutics where
the General Assembly, in the PA One Call Law, has expressly created a statutory scheme that
places the pertinent duties, and the liabilities associated with them, on excavalors.

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court, in Excavation Technologies, nc. v. Columbia Gas Co,

of Pa., 985 A.2d 840 (Pa. 2009), declared that excavators, not [acility owners, have the duty 1o



identify the precise location of facilitics; and if that duty were imposed on utilities instead of
cxcavators, the costs would inevitably be passed on to consumers, which is a path the Legislature
expressly declined o follow:

Further, excavators, not utility companics, retain the duty to

identify the precise focation of facilitics. To this end, the Act

provides where a utility supplics an excavator with “insufficient

information” to locale facilitics, the cxcavator must cmploy

prudent techniques, which may include hand-dug test holes, to

determine the precise location of underground cquipment. See id.,
§ [77(5)(). ...

... [E]xcavators . . . are in the best position to employ prudent
techniques on job sites to prevent facility breaches. See id, §
177(5)(). . . . [1]f utility companies arc exposed to liability for
cxcavators’ economic losses, such costs would inevitably be passed
on to the consumer; if this is to be done, the legislature will say so
specifically. . .. [cilation omitted].

ld a1 844.

The novel approach advanced by 1&E undercuts the goal of the PA One Call Law o
protect public health and safcty by confusing the dutics that arc now clearly defined in the Act,
Doing so would diminish the accountability of excavators and encourage the behavior that the
Act is designed to prevent: excavating without submitting a locate request to the Pennsylvania
One Call System! Indced, the one certain way to avoid these incidents in the future is o uphold
the PA One Call Law’s lundamental mandate, which is continuously broadcasted all throughout
this Commonwecalth: “Call Before You Dig.” For these reasons, and as explained lurther below,
PLECO respectfully requests that I&E’s Complaint be dismisscd with prejudice.

PECQO responds to the correspondingly numbered paragraphs in the Complaint as

follows.

Il. Parties and Jurisdiction

1. Admitted.



2.

3.

4,

Admitted.
Admitted.

Admitted in part and denied in part. The Respondent’s name of incorporation is

PECO Energy Company. The Respondent provides clectric and natural gas distribution service

to customers in its certificated service territory.

5.

6.

10.

11.

Admitted.
Admitted.
Admitted.
Admitted.
Admitted.
Admitted.

Denicd as stated. While the Commission has jurisdiction to enforee the

Peansylvania Public Utility Code, the legal dutics of NGDC facility owners and excavators with

regard to underground utility line protection are delined by the PA One Call Law and arc

enforced by the Department of Labor and Industry.® The General Assembly placed on each

cxcavator, who intends 1o perform cxcavation or demolition work within the Commonwealth, the

following legal dutics:

a. The duty to request the location and type of facility owner lines at cach

sit¢ by notilying the facility owner through the One Call System. 73 P.S,
§ 180(2.1);

b. In a complex project or if an excavator intends to perform work at
multiple sites or over a large arca, the duty to take reasonable steps to
work with facility owners, including scheduling and conducting a
preconstruction meeting, so that they may locate their facilities at a time

3 The Fines and Penalty Section (7.2(a)) of the PA One Call Law authorizes the Department of
Labor and Industry, in consultation with the Attorney General, to enlorce provisions of the Act
in any court of competent jurisdiction. 73 P.S. § 182.2(a).
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reasonably in advance of the actual start of excavation or demolition work
for cach phase of the work. 73 P.S. § 180(3); and

The duty to exercise due carc and to take all reasonable sieps neeessary 10
avoid injury to or otherwise interfere with all lines, including, where
insufficient information is available, the duty to employ prudent
techniques, which may include hand-dug test holes, vacuum excavation, or
other similar devices, to ascertain the precise position of the facilitics. 73
P.S. §§ 180(4), (5), (15).

The subject matter of the Complaint is an incident where the excavator failed to perform

cach of the legal duties assigned to it by the PA One Call Law.,

Similarly, the General Assembly placed on cach facility owner the lollowing legal dutics:

d.

Not more than ten business days aficr receipt of a request Irom a designer
who identifics the site of excavation or demolition work for which he is
preparing a drawing, to initially respond to his request lor information as
to the position and type of the facility owner's lines at such site based on
the information currently in the facility owner's possession or to mark the
plans which have been provided 1o it by the destgner by [icld location or
by another method agreed 1o by the designer, excavator and facility owner,
or their agent. The facility owner shall so advisc the person making the
request of the facility owner's status at the site through the One Call
System. 73 P.S. § 177(4).

After receipt of a timely request from an excavator or operator who
identifies the site of excavation or demolition work he intends to perform
and not later than the business day prior to the scheduled date ol
excavation:

To mark, stake, locatc or otherwise provide the position of the facility
ownet's underground lines at the site withmn eighteen inches horizontally
from the outside wall of such linc in a manner so as to enable the
excavator, where appropriate, to employ prudent techniques, which may
include hand-dug test holes, to determine the precisc position of the
underground [acility owner's lines. This shall be done 1o the extent such
information 1s available in the facility owncer's records or by use of
standard locating techniques other than excavation. Standard locating
techniques shall include, at the utility owner's discretion, the option to
choose available technologies suitable to each type of line or facility being
focated at the site, topography or soil conditions or to assist the facility
owner in locating its lines or facilitics, based on accepted engincering and
operational practices. Facility owners shall make reasonable cfforts during
the excavation phase to locate or notify excavators of the existence and

7



type of abandoned lines that remain on the continuing property records of
the facility owners. 73 P.S. § 177(5)(i).

g

Aller receipt of a timely request from an excavator or operator who
identifies the site of excavation or demolition work he intends to perform
and not later than the business day prior to the scheduled date of
cxcavation:

To respond to all notices through the One Call System, provided the
request is made in the time frame set forth under this act. The response
shall be made not later than the end of the sccond business day following
reccipt of the notification by the One Call System, excluding the business
day upon which the notification is reeeived, or not later than the day prior
to the scheduled date of excavation il the excavator specifics a later date
or, in the case of an emergency, to respond through the One Call System
as soon as practicable following receipt of notification of the emergency
by the One Call System. 73 P.S. § 177(5)(v).

PECO did not violate any of the legal duties assigned to it by the PA One Call Law, nor
docs public policy support shifting the dutics created by the PA One Call Law from excavator to
facility owner.

1.  Background

12. Admitted in part and denied in part. The allegations in Paragraph 12 of the

Complaint are admitted, except that the contractual relationships between the partics involved

were as [ollows:

e Roscmont College hired Dale Construction to serve as the general contractor for
the construction of an athletic facility.

e [oss Electric was the electrical contractor for Dale Construction.
e Lastern Caisson was the subcontractor for Foss Iilectric.
e [astern Caisson was hired 1o install light poles for an athletic field.

s A number of additional contractors and subcontractors conducted excavation
activities at the sile for Rosemont College.



13.

Admitted in part and denied in part. It is admitied that contractors working on

Rosemont College’s project placed backfill over PECO’s facilities causing them 1o be buricd at a

depth of approximately 14 feet at the time of the incident. While this occurred, it did not causce

an unsalc condition, nor was it a proximate causc of the August 7, 2013 incident. To the

contrary, the August 7, 2013 incident occurred because of Eastern Caisson’s negligence,

carclessness and recklessness in excavating: 1) without submitting a locate request; 2) without

using prudent techniques to locate the utility line; 3) in violation of multiple provisions of the PA

One Call Law; and 4) in violation of the Occupational Salety and Health Act (*OSH Act™)

regulations at 29 C.I.R. § 1926.651(b)(2), which require cmployers to contact and advise utility

companics ol proposed cxcavation work before initiating that work.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Admitied.
Admitted.
Admilted.

Denied. PECO avers that three contractor employees were working near the

ignition site. Two were taken to the hospital as a precaution and were released the same day.

The third refused medical treatment.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Admitied.
Admitted.
Admitted.

Admitted,

Denied as stated. A true and correct summary of the PA One Call tickets received

for the Rosemont College construction project is attached hercto as Exhibit C. Additionally, true

and correct copics of the actual PA One Call tickets reccived, and the responses thereto, for the



Rosemont College construction project are attached hereto as Exhibit D. PECO denics that any
locate request was received for the light pole installation activities that resulied in the incident on
August 7, 2013, To the contrary, while PECO received 19 design and locate requests for the
overall construction site, none of the requests related to the scope of work of installing light
poles; none related to the depth of excavation involved in installing the light poles; and none
were submitted by Fastern Caisson or on Eastern Caisson’s behallt Eastern Caisson excavated:
1) without submitting a locate request; 2) without using prudent techniques to locate the utility
linc; 3) in violation of multiple provisions of the PA One Call Law; and 4) in violation of the
OSH Act regulations at 29 C.IF.R. § 1926.651(b)(2).

23. Denicd as staled.  No locate request related to the incident is identilied in the
Complaint. PECO received locate requests for other excavation work performed by other
excavation contractors on the project, but those requests in no way covered the work that was
performed by Eastern Caisson. See Exhibits C, D. Additionally, PECO properly marked its
facilitics, where necessary. in response to every locate request reccived for the Rosemont
College project. See Exhibits C, D.

24. Denied as stated. The July 12, 2013 and July 16, 2013 locale requests were
submitted by Cavan Construction Co., Inc. and had nothing to do with the work perlormed by
Eastern Caisson or the Rosemont incident. While these locate requests listed the duration of
Cavan Construction Co, Inc.’s excavation as three months, that excavation involved a diffcrent
arca of the project site, a different depth and work performed by a different contractor. See
Exhibit D. These locate requests, like all locate requests, must be considered as separate and

distinet excavations.



25. Denied as stated. PIECO admits that for PA One Call Identification Numbers
20111682524 and 20130071986, it lefl an interim KARL response of “con{lict, lines nearby.”
Furthermore, PECO avers that USIC’s KARL responses (“Conilicl. Lines Nearby.”) were
appropriate for these types of One Call requests, which were design in nature. A KARL
response of “Conflict, Lines Nearby” is a valid KARL response recognized by the PA One Call
Users Guide® and the PA One Call System, which includes this as a prepopulated option to
complete the design request. There was no need or requirement for PECO 1o mark its [acilitics
during this preliminary design phase.

26. Denied as stated. PA One Call No, 20132200925 covered the scope of work ol
“drilling holc posts™ and was submitted by Foss Electric on August 16, 2013 {ninc days alter the
incident). First, this request, which was submitted after the incident, in no way caused the
incident.

Sccond, this locate request was to mark-out the new main that was installed to replace the
main that was damaged by zastern Caisson. The ticket for this request, attached as part of
Exhibit D, states: “Caller states there is a new line at the site that is not marked . .. .

Third, while PECO admits that USIC left a KARL response of “Not Marked — Due to No
Acccess,” this response was made in crror. USIC has informed PECO that the line was in fact
marked in response to this request but that USIC unintentionally entered an incorrect response in
the KARL system. Furthermore, PECO denies that this response in any way contributed to the

- August 7, 2013 incident.
27. Denied. Alter reasonable investigation, PEECO lacks knowledge or information

sulficient to form a belicf as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 27 ol the

® Indecd, in its Relief Requested, 1&L requests that PECO be ordered to modify its Gas Damage
Prevention procedure to be consistent with the PA Onc Call Users Guide.
11



Complaint. Accordingly, those allegations are denied. By way of further answer, PECO avers
that its facilitics for Rosemont Coliege were accurately mapped and marked. USIC visited
Roscmont College multiple times in response 1o locate requests submitted by contractors
working on the project, and accurately marked the gas main, where necessary, in response to
those locate requests. In addition, PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector installed permancent
marker posts on the site 10 alert all contractors ol the location of the gas main. The marker posts
were visible on August 7, 2013, when Eastern Caisson began drilling. True and correct copies ol
photographs taken on August 8, 2013, depicting the permanent marker posts, arc attached hercto
as Exhibit I'. The photographs in Exhibit F illustrate that the marker posts were nearby in plain
view from where Lastern Caisson was drilling when the incident occurred. Additionally, true
and correct copies of two maps depicting the arca of the Rosemont College construction project
before and afler the August 7, 2013 incident are attached hercto as Exhibit G.

By way of further answer, PECO avers that, at all times relevant to the Rosemont College
project, it [ully complied with its duties under the PA One Call Law. The only reason that the
August 7, 2013 incident occurred is because Eastern Caisson acted negligently, carclessly and
recklessly by failing to submit a locate request and cxercise recasonable care as required by the
PA Onc Call Law.

28. Denied as stated. PECO admits that it used marker balls at the site, but these
marker balls arc not intended to be used by excavators. Instead, they are used by PECO’s
locating contractor, USIC, to accurately locate and mark underground facilitics. At the time of
the incident on August 7, 2013, five marker balls existed under the permanent marker posts that

accurately identified the location of the main.



29. Admitted in part and denied in part. PECO expressly denies 1&LE°s contention
that PEECO was not using any procedure to install marker balls. The marker balls used by PECO
al the construction site are called *i) Ball Markers™ which are a product of 3M Dynatel (“3M™).
The marker balls contain a radio-lrequency identification (“RFID™) chip and are buried in the
ground to help accurately locate PECO’s underground facilitics. The marker balls can be
identified using a 3M Elcctronic Marking System (FEMS”) receiver called EMS-iD Locator
1420. PECO maintained and relied upon the marker ball standards and specific operations
parameters found in the tollowing 3M documents: 3M EMS iD Ball Marker Installation
Instructions; 3M Dynatel EMS-iDD Locator 1420 Operators Manual; and 3M Dynatel 1420 EMS-
iD Marker Locator - Marker Locating Quick Reference Guide. True and correet copies of these
3M documents are attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

At the time of the incident, PECO was still studying and testing the use of marker balls.
PECO has since developed an internal standard that has essentially incorporated the standards
and instructions contained in the 3M documents at Exhibit [. A true and correct copy of PECO’s
marker ball standard is attached hercto as Exhibit J. PECO denics that the lack of an internal
standard lor marker balls at the time of the incident caused or relates to the incident, particularly
where PECO still relied on cssentially the same standard as in the 3M documents at Exhibit I.

30.  Denied as stated. In addition to mark-outs by USIC, PECO’s Damage Prevention
[nspector conducted site visits in response to locate requests submitted by excavators performing
work on the site. See Exhibit E for the records of cach inspection. No locale request was
submitted for the work being performed by Fastern Caisson, and consequently PECO’s Damage
Prevention Inspector could not perform an inspection of the Eastern Caisson excavation prior to

the incident on August 7, 2013,
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31. Denied as stated. The PA One Call Law places on the excavator, not the (acility
owner, the legal duty 1o schedule a preconstruction mecting, if necessary. See 73 P.S. § 180(3).
Dale Corporation did not make any PA One Call requests and did not schedule any mectings
with PECO 1o discuss excavation work. PLECO denics that there is any requirement that it meet
with the General Contractor, who hired an clectrical subcontractor (Foss Electric), who then
hired an excavator (Eastern Caisson).”

32. Denicd as stated. There was only one gas main at Rosemont College. Portions of
the site were re-graded by various contractors or sub-contractors. By August 7, 2013, the grade
at the location of the incident had been raised so that the main was located approximately 14 feet
below grade. This was done without PECO’s knowledge, consent, or approval. PECO docs not
have a maximum depth requirement for its gas mains. Accordingly, the 14 foot depth is within
PECO’s construction standards.

33. Denied. PECO denics that its main was located at a depth [ar beyond Company
standards and unrcachable with normal excavation cquipment. PECO does not have a maximum
depth requirement [or its gas mains. Accordingly, the 14 foot depth is within PECO’s
construction standards.

34, Denied as stated. While concrete stairs were present at the time of the August 7,

2013 incident, the location of the concrete stairs did not contribute to the August 7, 2013

" Indeed, Foss Electric hired Eastern Caisson on the morning ol the incident (Wednesday, August
7, 2013) to perform the excavation that caused the line strike. The PA One Call Law requires
excavators 1o provide three business days” notice to utilities, but not more than ten business days
prior to the start ol cxcavation. 73 P.S. § 180(2.1). The first lawful start date for an excavation
is determined by the scheduled excavation date in the One Call request. Excavation work cannot
begin prior to the first lawful start date but no later than 10 business days from the day of the
Onc Call request. Therefore, the earliest lawful date by which Eastern Caisson could have
excavated if it had made a locate request would have been Monday, August 12, 2013.

14



incident. Furthermore, the conerete stairs provided no safety or access concerns that required
PECO to relocate its facilities.

35,  Admitled in part and denied in part. PECO adimits that 1t was onsile numerous
times during the construction project. PECO specifically denies thatl the main needed to be
relocated as a result of the Rosemont College project gencrally, the Rosemont incident, the depth
of the main, the concrete stairs or any other reason. The main remained in place and in operation
until the time of the incident on August 7, 2013 when it was squeezed off. PECO avers that,
after the incident, it installed a new section of the main in a different location for the convenience
of PECO and its customers. [Furthermore, had Eastern Caisson excavated according to PECO’s
permancnt marker posts, the main would not have been compromised in its existing location.

36. Denied. After reasonable investigation, the Respondent is without knowledge or
information suflicient to form a belicf as to the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 36.
Accordingly, those allegations are denied. However, PECO avers that, at the time of the
incident, its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2, adequately
complicd with existing federal and state requirements and was not out-of-date.®

37. Denied. PECO specifically denices that it did not follow its Gas Damage Safety
procedure. &L has misread and misconstrued PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure.
PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure complics with the PA One Call Law in that
preventive actions arc taken alter receipt of a timely PA One Call request. Because no PA One
Call recquest was submitted for the light pole installation work, the requirements under PECO’s

Gas Damage Prevention procedure was not triggered for that work. PECO followed its Gas

% Unless otherwise indicated, all references to PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure in the
Answer and New Matter refer to Revision No. 2 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure,
GO-PE-9003.
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Damage Prevention procedure at all times during the Rosemont College construction project,
which allowed the Company to salcly respbnd to all 19 One Call requests received.

38. Denied. PECO denies [&E’s contention that the construction site qualilicd as a
high profile job because it involved major construction, use of marker balls o locate the main,
installation of pipeline markers and the removal of the reference road. 1&E has misrcad and
misconstrued PECO’s Gas Damape Prevention procedure. PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention
procedure, LExhibit A, provides guidelines for PECO’s locator to identify high profile
cxcavations, if needed. As noted above, PECO reccived no locale request for the work
performed by Eastern Caisson, so the “High Profile” provisions of the Gas Damage Prevention
procedure is wholly irrelevant to this incident.

39.  Denicd as stated. There was no PA One Call ticket covering the entire site,
therefore, PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure neither required nor permitted PECO 1o
mark the job as high profilc.

40. Denicd. [&E has misread and misconstrued PLECO’s Gas Damage Prevention
procedure. Because no PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole installation work,
the requirements under PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure was not triggered for that
work. For a further explanation, see PECO’s response to Paragraph 38.

41. Denicd as stated. While PECO admits that the Writer, Reviewer, Technical
Approver, Safety Approver, UFAM Approver or Reason Written were not named in Revision
No. 2 of GO-PE-9003, PECO cxpressly denics that by not listing this inlormation in Revision
No. 2 the procedure is rendered “incomplete.” Furthermore, PECO expressly denies that the lack
of this information rclated in any way to the August 7, 2013 incident. Indeed, in Revision No. 3

of GO-PE-9003, PECO did subsequently identify the writer (Maurcen Ludwick) and reviewers
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(Rob Bedics, Dave Haverstick, Joc Beerley) of Revision No. 2, as well as the reason for writing
Revision No. 2 (“Periodic review™). A true and correct copy of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention
procedure, GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 3 is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

42. Denied as stated. While PECO admits that, at the time of the incident, PECO
Administrative Procedure GO-PE-9003-Gas Damage Prevention, Revision No. 2, had been last
reviewed internally by PECO on April 26, 2013 and that USIC was PECO’s PA One Call locator
at the time of the August 7, 2013 incident, PECO expressly denics 1&15°s contention that “scveral
key changes within the document were not made™ and expressly denies any implication that the
change from STS, Inc. (“STS”) to USIC in any way contributed to the August 7, 2013 incident.
To the contrary, during the course of the project, USIC adequatcly responded to all PA One Call
requests at the site in accordance with all applicable laws, regulations and PECO’s Gas Damage
Prevention procedure. The August 7, 2013 incident oceurred because the excavator, Eastern
Caisson, failed to [ulfill its legal dutics under the PA One Call Law to submit a locate request
and, in the absence of sufficient information, to exercise rcasonable care in conducting its work.
By way of further response, PECO states the Gas Damage Prevention procedure were
subscquently revised to reference USIC instead ol STS. See Exhibit B.

43, Denied as stated. While PECO admits that 8T8, rather than USIC, is referenced
on pages 4, 18, 19, 20, 23, 28-31 and 33-34 of Revision No. 2 of GO-PE-9003, PECO denics the
contentions in Paragraph 43 of 1&E’s Complaint to the extent that they were intended 1o apply to
subscquent versions of GO-PE-9003. Furthermore, PECO cxpressly denies that including STS
instcad of USIC in Revision No. 2 had anything to do with the August 7, 2013 incident. The
locating contractor, USIC, adequately responded to all PA One Call requests at the site in

accordance with all applicable laws, regulations and PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure.
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V. Alleged Violations

COUNT ONI:
44.  All responses in paragraphs 1-43 arc incorporated as if fully set forth herein.
45, Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 45 arc conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way ol further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
writlen program to prevent damage 1o a buriced pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO also denies that it failed (o follow its
Gas Damagc Prevention procedure, section 4.2.1.1, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.
Morcover, the PA One Call Law places the duty on the excavator, not PECO, to initialc a
prceonstruction meeting:
In a complex project or if an excavator intends to perform work at
multiple sites or over a large arca, he shall take reasonable steps to
work with facility owners, including scheduling and conducting a
preconstruction meeting, so that they may locate their facilities at a

lime reasonably in advance ol the actual start of excavation or
demolition work for cach phase of the work.

73 P.S. § 180(3).

By way of further response, section 4.2.1 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure,
not scction 4.2.1.1, requires pre-excavation mectings to be conducted on an as-needed basis with
excavators, Section 4.2.1.1 requires pre-construction studics and planning for activitics
involving blasting, tunncling, explosive demolitions, large cxcavations, foundation work,
underground tank removal, etc. [&E has misrcad and misconstrued PECO’s Gas Damage
Prevention procedure. The procedure does not state that pre-cxcavation meetings will occur
when large excavations and foundation work could impact facilitics. 1&E incorrectly presumes

without any lactual support that a pre-excavation meeting would have prevented the Rosemont

incident. However, Eastern Caisson needed to make a One Call request belore any
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determination as to the necessity of a pre-excavation meeting could be made. The lack of a pre-
excavation meeting did not cause or contribute to this this incident; Eastern Caisson’s failure to
utihze the PA One Call System prior to digging caused the incident.

COUNTTWO

46.  All responses in paragraphs 1-45 arc incorporated as if fully set forth herein,

47.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 47 are conclusions of law to which no
responsc is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
writien program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline [rom excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO further denics that it failed to follow its
Gas Damagce Prevention procedure, section 5.6.3, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.

According to section 5.9.1.4 of the Gas Damage Prevention procedure, PECQO’s locating
contractor identifics high profile tickets. After a particular PA One Call request is identified as
high profile, scction 5.6.3 requires PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspectors to consider a number
of factors in determining the need for and extent of audits/inspections.” 1&E incorreetly
presumes without any factual support that an inspection would have prevented the Rosemont

incident. However, Eastern Caisson needed 1o make a One Call request belore any

? PI2CO’s Damage Prevention Inspectors consider the factors listed in scction 5.6.3 of the Gas
Damage Prevention procedure in determining the need for and cextent of audits/inspections for
high profile PA One Call requests. These factors include:

*  The type and duration ol the excavation activity involved
* The proximity to the operator’s [acilitics
» The type of excavating cquipment involved
« The importance of the operator’s fagilitics
»  The type of arca in which the excavation activity is being performed
» The potential for a scrious incident should damage occur
» The past expericnce of the cxcavator
« The potential for damage occurring that may not be casily reccognized by the excavator,
such as improper support during excavation and backlill
» The potential for facility markings to become obscured
19



determination as to the necessity of an inspection could be made. The lack ol an inspection did
not cause or contribute to this this incident; Fastern Caisson’s [ailure to utilize the PA One Call
System prior to digging caused the incident.

Additionally, the prudent excavator would have easily recognized the potential for
damagc inherent in drilling to install the light poles at the location of the incident based on the
existence of visible marker posts and il prudent techniques were used to locate the main, as
required by the PA One Call Law. [n [act, the prudent excavator would have known the potential
for damage inherent in drilling to install the light poles at the location of the incident becausc the
prudent cxcavator would have submitted a PA One Call locate request.

COUNT THREL

48. All responses in paragraphs 1-47 arc incorporated as if fully set forth herein.

49, Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 49 are conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way ol further response, PECO denies that it [ailed to carry out a
writlen program to prevent damage (o a buried pipeline from excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO also denies that it failed to [ollow its
Gas Damage Prevention procedure, scetion 5.6.4.2, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2,
PECO (urther denies 1&E’s contention that section 5.6.4.2 requires conlirmation that aff
cxcavators have valid PA One Call requests. In determining the need for an inspection/audit,
Scction 5.6.4.2 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure requires the Damage Prevention
Inspeetor to confirm that an excavator’s existing One Call ticket is valid and correet. This
scction does not require PECO to ensure that every excavator or potential excavator makes a PA
One Call request before excavating. The PA One Call Law places that responsibility solely on

the excavator.,
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COUNT FOUR

50. All responses in paragraphs 1-49 arc incorporated as il fully set forth herein.

51.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 51 arc conclusions ol law to which no
response is required. By way ol further response, PIECO denics that it failed to carry out a
writlen program {o prevent damage to a buried pipeline [rom excavation activities under 49
C.I".R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO further denics that it failed to follow its
Gas Damage Prevention procedure, scction 5.6.4.3, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No, 2.
Section 5.6.4.3 of the Gas Damage Prevention procedure provides that when inspections are
warranted the Damage Prevention Inspector will review the One Call ticket 10 ensure that the
excavator and locator have the same understanding of the job site. & incorrectly presumes
without any factual support that PECO did not follow this section because it was unaware that a
concrete stair structure was constructed over the gas main, PECO avers that the concrete stairs
provided no safety or access concerns to PECO’s facilitics.

52. All responses in paragraphs 1-51 are incorporated as il fully set {orth herein.

53. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 53 are conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
written program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activitics under 49
C.I-.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO lurther dentes that it failed to follow
scetion 5.6.4.4 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.
I&E has misread and misconstrued PECO's Gas Damage Prevention procedure. In performing
inspections/audits (in response to a PA One Call request) section 5.6.4.2 of PIECO’s Gas Damage

Prevention procedure requires the Damage Prevention Inspector to determine the schedule of
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when the Company’s facilitics will be crossed in the context ol an existing One Call excavation
tickct. Because no PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole installation work, such
a determination could not have been made. Had Eastern Caisson submitied a locate request,
PECO would have communicated with Eastern Caisson about the excavation work and would
have investigated the location/markings of its main. Furthcrmore, had Eastern Caisson
excavated according to PECO’s permanent marker posts, the main would not have been
compromised in its existing location.

COUNT SIX

54. All responscs in paragraphs 1-53 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.

55.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 53 arc conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
wrilten program to prevent damage (o a buricd pipeline from excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Codec § 59.33(b). PECO further denics that it failed to foliow
section 5.6.4.7 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.
Nowhere in its Complaint does I&E provide facts that underlie this claim.

I&E has misrcad and misconstrucd PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure. As
plainly stated in that procedure, PECO’s requirements arc triggered by the submission and
reccipt of a PA One Call locate request. Because no PA One Call request was submitted for the
light pole installation work, the requirements under PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure,
including scction 5.6.4.7, were not triggered for that work. As a result, PECO could not conduct
or document any sile meetings relative to Eastern Caisson’s light pole cxcavation work via an

clectronic inspection report. PECO did in fact document via an electronic inspection report all
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site meetings before or during all excavation activities covered by the PA One Call requests
received in connection with the Rosemont College construction site.

COUNT SEVIEN

56.  All responses in paragraphs 1-55 arc incorporated as if fully sct torth herein,

57.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 57 are conclusions ol law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PIECO denies that it failed to carry out a
writlen program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO further denies that it failed to lollow
scction 5.6.4.8 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PLE-9003, Revision No. 2.

First, &L has misrcad and misconstrued PIECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure. As
plainly stated in that procedure, PECO’s requirements are triggered by the submission and
reeeipt of a PA One Call locate request. Because no PA One Call request was submitted for the
light pole installation work, the requirements under PECQO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure,
including section 5.6.4.8, werc not triggered for that work. As a result, PECO could not review
locator marks for accuracy in connection with Eastern Caisson’s light pole installation work.

Sccond, PECO did in fact review locator marks for accuracy during inspections at the
construction site. See Exhibit E. In fact, PECO reviewed for accuracy the permancnt marker
posts installed over the main that was struck by Eastern Caisson. See Exhibit =,

Third, in the weeks following the incident, PECO, accompanied by PUC inspectors,
confirmed the presence of visible marker posts on the site that accurately identified the location

ol the main.

COUNT EIGHT

58. Al responses in paragraphs 1-57 arc incorporated as if fully sct forth herein,
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59.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 59 are conclusions of law to which no
responsc is required. By way of further response, PECO denics that it failed 1o carry out a
writlen program 1o prevent damage to a buried pipeline {from excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO also denics I&E’s contention that PIECO
failed to follow section 5.9.1.3 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PE-9003,
Revision No. 2. Furthermore, it is denied that section 5.9.1.3 directs PECO to document the
results of a locate request by completing all required documentation on the elecironic close
screen within the ticket management system, with a positive response to the PA Onc Call KARL
system. Rather, section 5.9.1.3 dirccts the locating contractor to document those results. To the
extent that I&E is referring to PA One Call request numbers 20111682524, 20130071986 and
20132200925, referenced in Paragraphs 25 and 26 of the Compilaint, PECO denics that thosc
requests at all relate to the August 7, 2013 incident.

Furthermore, the phrase “positive response” in PECO’s Damage Prevention procedure
refers to the twelve facility owner responses used by the KARL system. These include interim
responses that provide applicable guidance to excavators and designers, including the need for
further information or action. For each design and locate request identified in Paragraphs 25 and
26 of the Complaint, PECO provided a positive response, as contemplated by the KARL sysicm.
Furthermore, PECO avers that no response was provided in connection with the August 7, 2013
incident because no PA One Call locate request was cver submitted. For a further explanation of
the requests referred to in Paragraphs 25 and 26 ol the Complaint, please sce Paragraphs 25 and
26 of the Answer, above.

COUNT NINE

60. All responses in paragraphs 1-59 arc incorporated as if [ully sct forth herein.
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o1, Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 61 arc conclusions ol law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denics that it failed to carry out a
wrillen program to prevent damage 1o a buried pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.F.R. §192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO further denics that it failed 1o follow its
Gas Damage Prevention procedure, section 5.10.4, found in GO-PLE-9003, Revision No. 2, under
which it is tasked with maintaining a copy of the responses to the designer and an electronic
rceord of the disposition of the PA One Call requests. See Exhibit D lor a copy of PECO’s
clectronic responses One Call requests related to the Rosemont College construction project.
PLECO denies that scction 5.10.4 at all rclates to the August 7, 2013 incident because no PA Onc
Call request was submitted [or the work performed by Eastern Caisson.

CQUNT TEN

62.  All responses in paragraphs 1-61 are incorporated as il fully sct forth herein.

63. Denicd. The allegations in Paragraph 63 arc conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it [ailed to carry out a
written program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.I'R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Codc § 59.33(b). PECO further denics that it failed to follow
scetion 5.10.5 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PIE-9003, Revision No. 2,
under which PECQ is required to document the results of completion of the design request by
completing all required documentation on the electronic close screen within the ticket
management system with positive responsc to the PA One Call KARL system. PECO denics
that section 5.10.5 at all relates to the August 7, 2013 incident beeause no PA One Call request

was submitted for the work performed by Eastern Caisson.
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[Furthermore, as explained in Paragraph 59, above, the phrase “positive response™ in
PECO’s Damage Prevention procedure refers to the twelve facility owner responses used by the
KARL system. These include interim and linal responses that provide applicabie guidance to
excavators, including the need for further information or action. For each PA One Call request
identificd in Paragraphs 25 and 26 of the Complaint, PECO provided a positive response, as
contemplated by the KARL system. Furthermore, PECO avers that no response was provided in

connection with the August 7, 2013 incident because no PA One Call locate request was cver

submitted.
COUNT ELEVEN
64. All responscs in paragraphs 1-63 arc incorporated as if fully sct forth hercin.
63. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 65 arc conclusions ol law to which no

response is required. By way of {urther response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
writlen program Lo prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.I.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO further denies that it failed to follow
scction 5.9.1.4 of its Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.
PECO denies I&E’s allegation that PECO failed to identify high profile jobs at the site. PECO
denics that it was obligated Lo identily Eastern Caisson’s light pole installation work as high
profile. PECO’s locating contractor identifies PA One Call tickets as high profile on a ticket-by-
ticket basis. PECO could not have identified a ticket for Eastern Caisson’s light pole installation
work as high profile because no such ticket was submitted.

COUNT TWELVE

66. Al responscs in paragraphs 1-65 are incorporated as if fully sct forth herein.
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67. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 67 arc conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
writlen program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activitics under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO also denies that it lailed to lollow its
Gas Damage Prevention procedure, found in GO-PE-9003, Revision No. 2.

Furthermore, it is denied that PECO and its localing contractor did not provide the
additional supervision required by a high profile job. Scction 5.9.1.4 of PEECO’s Gas Damage
Prevention procedure requires PECO’s PA One Call locators to review PA One Call requests to
determine on a ticket-by-ticket basis whether any individual request qualifies as high profile. No
PA One Call request was submilted for the light pole installation work that resulied in the
incident, so no ticket for that work could been identified by USIC as high profile.

In addition, PECO denics that it is required to provide weckly reports to the dig-safe
instructor for high profile PA One Call tickets. PECO’s “High Profile Process,” provided in
PECO’s Gas Damagc Prevention procedure, requires PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector 1o:
“Return[] all completed audits and summary to PECO Dig Safe Supervisor weekly.” That
statement only speaks to the deadline for returning completed audits and summarics to PECO’s
Dig Salc Supervisor. That statement docs not require PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector to
complete audits and summarices cach week. To the contrary, the purpose of section 5.6.3 of the
Gas Damage Prevention procedure is to provide factors that PECO’s Damage Prevention
Inspector must consider in determining the need for and extent of audits/inspections,

COUNT THIRTEEN

08. All responscs in paragraphs 1-67 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.
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69. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 69 arc conclusions of law to which no
response 1s required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
written program to prevent damage (o a buried pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.F.R. § 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b). PECO expressly denies that naming STS
instcad of USIC in Revision No. 2 had anything to do with the August 7, 2013 incident. PECO’s
locating contractor, USIC, adequately responded to all PA One Call requests at the site in
accordance with all applicable laws, regulations and PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure.
See Exhibits B, C. Furthermore, PECO states the Gas Damage Prevention procedure were
subscquently revised to reference USIC instead of STS.

COUNT FOURTEEN

70.  All responses in paragraphs 1-69 are incorporated as if fully sct forth herein,

71. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 71 are conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
written program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline from excavation activities under 49
C.F.R. §192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(b).

PECO expressly denies 1&15’s contention that, at the time of the incident, PECO was not
using any procedurc to install marker balls. PECO used the standards and specific operations
parameters found in the following 3M documents: 3M EMS iD Ball Marker Instaliation
Instructions; 3M Dynatcl EMS-iD) Locator 1420 Opcerators Manual; and 3M Dynatel 1420 EMS-
i Marker Locator - Marker Locating Quick Reference Guide. See Exhibit . At the time ol the
incident, PECO was still studying and testing the use of mark;:r balls. PECO has since
developed an internal standard that has essentially incorporated the standards and instructions

contained in the 3M documents at Exhibit [ See Exhibit J. PECO denies that the lack of an
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internal standard for marker balls at the time of the incident caused or relates to the incident,
particularly where PECO still relied on essentially the same standard as in the 3M documents at
Exhibit L

Further, PECO cxpressly denies that the location of the marker balls contributed to the
incident. In this instance, PECO did place permanent marker posts on the site o notify
excavators that a gas main was present, and the marker posts were still visible even afier the re-
grading of the site. Nevertheless, Eastern Caissém proceeded to drill to install light poles without
submitting a PA One Call request and without paying attention to the permanent marker posts.
See Exhibits F, G.

COUNT FIFTEEN

72. All responscs in paragraphs 1-71 are incorporated as 1f fully set forth herein.

73.  Denicd. The allcgations in Paragraph 73 are conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it failed to carry out a
wrilten program to prevent damage to a buried pipeline [rom excavation activities under 49
C.F.R.§ 192.614(a) and 52 Pa. Codce § 59.33(b). PECO’s Damagce Prevention procedure
included requirements for communication with third-party contractors during the scopc of
excavations.

First, alter submission ol a locate request by an excavator, section 4.2.1 ol PECO’s Gas
Damage Prevention procedure required PECO and/or its locating contractor to conduct, where
appropriate, a pre-excavation meeting with the excavator to discuss all aspects ol the planned
cxcavalion activitics. PECO had no duty to conduct a pre-excavation mecting with Eastern
Caisson prior to the August 7, 2013 incident because no PA One Call locate request was

submitted that would have alerted PECO to Eastern Caisson’s planned excavation activitics.
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Second, after submission of a locate request by an excavator, if PECO’s Damage
Prevention Inspector determines the need {or an inspection under section 5.6.3, the inspector
must: 1) confirm that the excavator has a valid locate request, 2) review the locate request scope
of work and insure that the excavator and locator have the same understanding of the extent of
the job site, and 3) insure that the excavator has knowledge of proper clearances and back il
techniques for the respective facility type. No PA One Call locate request was submitted for the
light pole installation work prior to the August 7, 2013 incident, so PECO had no duty and no
opportunity to communicate with the third-party contractors at the Rosemont College
construction site during the scope of the light pole installation activitics that resulted in the
August 7, 2013 incident.

COUNT SIXTEEN

74. All responses in paragraphs 1-73 arce incorporated as if [ully set forth herein.
75. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 75 arc conclusions ol law to which no

responsc 1S required. By way of further response, PECO states that it did relocate the main after
it was compromised by Eastern Caisson’s failurc to comply with the PA One Call Law and such
re-location—which occurred afier the incident—obviously did not in any way contribute to the
incident itsell. Furthermore, PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure adequately addresses
the prevention of damage to buried pipelines both before and after any relocation.

CQUNT SEVENTEEN

76.  All responses in paragraphs 1-75 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.
77. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 77 are conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denices that it failed to have a required

procedure lor continuing surveillance of its facilities under 49 C.F.R. § 192.613(a) and 52 Pa.
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Code § 59.33(b) to determine and take appropriate action concerning unusual operation and
maintenance conditions. The proximate cause of the incident on August 7, 2013 was the fajlure
to submit a locate request as required by the PA Onc Call Law. PIECO had no duty to be present

on the site for activities that were not covered by a PA One Call request.

COUNT EIGHTEEN
78. All responses in paragraphs 1-77 arc incorporated as if fully set forth herein.
79.  Denied. The allcgations in Paragraph 79 are conclusions of law to which no

response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it had any reason to believe
that its main would be damaged by excavation activities at the site performed by Eastern
Caisson. To the contrary, PECO was never notified of the scope of work undertaken by Eastern
Caisson, and Eastern Caisson neither submitted a PA One Call request nor exercised reasonable
care in conducting its excavation. PECO did conduct such inspections as {requently as neccssary
when it received locate requests from the other contractors or subcontractors at the construction
site. See Exhibits C, D, E. PECO based the frequency of its inspcctions on the criteria in scction
5.6.3 laid out in Paragraph 47, above.

COUNT NINETEEN

80. All responscs in paragraphs 1-79 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.

81. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 81 arc conclusions of law to which no
response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it did not usc every
reasonable cffort o protect the public [rom danger and did not exercise reasonable care to reduce
hazards under 32 Pa. Code § 59.33(a) because PECO did not to remove the line from service.

No PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole installation work that resulted in the

incident. As a result, PECO had no reason to belicve that such work would occur and therefore

31



had no reason to consider removing the line from service. PECO denies that it is reasonable to
expect PECO to know about excavation activity that is not associated with a PA One Call
request, PECO denies that it is rcasonable to expect PECO to shut off service to its customers in
anticipation of the recklessness of excavators who fail to comply with the PA One Call Law, fail
to submit a PA Onc Call locate request, and fail 1o use prudent techniques to identify the precise

location of underground facilitics before excavating.

COUNT TWENTY
82.  All responses in paragraphs 1-81 are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.
83.  Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 83 arc conclusions of law to which no

response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that 1t did not usc every
rcasonable effort to proteet the public from danger and did not exercise reasonable care to reduce
hazards under 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(a) because PECO allegedly did not communicate intended
site aclivity with the excavation contractors, No PA Onc Call request was submitted for the light
pole installation work that resulied in the incident, so PECO had no knowledge of Eastern
Caisson’s intentions to conduct any work, and PECO had no duty to communicate such unknown
intentions with other excavation contractors. To the extent that I&L is relerring to “intended site
activity” other than the light pole installation work, PECO denies that communicating such other
site activity with the excavation contractors would have had any impact on the August 7, 2013

incident.

COUNT TWENTY-ONE

84.  All responses in paragraphs 1-83 are incorporated as if fully set forth hercin.
85. Denied. The allegations in Paragraph 85 are conclusions of law to which no

response is required. By way of further response, PECO denies that it did not use every
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reasonable cffort 1o protect the public from danger and did not exercise reasonable care to reduce
hazards under 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(a) because PECQO allegedly did not adequately monitor the
activitics around the gas main running through the construction site. PECO responded 10 19 PA
Onc Call requests, installed marker posts, and inspected the construction site 7 times in July
2013. See Exhibits C, D, E. No PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole
installation work that resulted in the incident, so PECO had no reason to believe that those
activitics should be monitored. Prior to Eastern Caisson commencing the light pole installation
work at the site, Eastern Caisson did not subimit a8 PA One Call request and did usc prudent
techniques required by the PA One Call Law, and notwithstanding the fact that marker posts that
accurately identified the location of the main were visible on the site at the time of the incident,
see Exhibits F, G, Eastern Caisson proceeded to drill 1o a depth ol 14 fect and strike PECO’s gas
main.

V. Relief Requested

WHEREFORE, PECO Encrgy Company respectfully requests that the Commission deny
the relief requested by the Burcau of Investigation and Enforcement of the Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission and dismiss the Formal Complaint with prejudice,

NEW MATTER OF RESPONDENT, PECO ENERGY COMPANY

PECO, pursuant to 52 Pa, Code 5.62(b), further responds to the Complaint and states as

(ollows:

VI. Additional Relevant Facts

1. PECO hereby incorporates by reference its responscs to Paragraphs 1 through 85
ol the Complaint, as well as its introductory comments preceding those responses, as if (ully set

forth herein.
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2. Rosemeont College hired Dale Construction to serve as the general contractor for

the construction of an athletic facility.

3. Foss Electric was the clectrical contractor for Dale Construction.

4, Eastern Caisson was the subcontractor for Foss Electric

5. Eastern Caisson was hired (o install light poles lor an athletic ficld.

6. A number of other contractors and subcontractors conducted excavation activitics

at the site.

7. A true and correct copy of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure, GO-PLE-
9003, Revision No. 2, is altached hereto as Exhibit A.

8. The specific duties set forth in PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure arc
triggered by the submission of'a PA One Call locate request.

9. As stated in section 1.2 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure, GO-Pl-
9003, Revision No. 2, “[a] portion of Gas Operations Damage Prevention Program is fulfilled by
participation in the Pennsylvania One-Call System.”

10. The PA Onc Call Law requires owners of [acilitics, such as gas pipelines, to be a
member of and give writlen notice to PA One Call. 73 P.S. § 177(1).

11. PECO’s pipeline system is covered by PA One Call.

12, The PA One Call Law places a duty on the excavator to “request the location and
type of facility owner lines at each site by notifying the facility owner through the One Call
System.” 73 P.S. § 180(2.1).

13. IZastern Caisson had a legal duty under the PA One Call Law to request the
location and type of facility owner lines by notilying the facility owner, PECO, through the One

Call System, 73 P.S. § 180(2.1).
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14, Eastern Caisson cngaged in excavation for the installation of light poles on
August 7, 2013 without first submitting a locate request as required by the PA One Call Law.

15. Eastern Caisson failed to perform its legal duty to submit a PA One Call request.

16. Regulations under the OSH Act at 29 C.IF.R. § 1926.651 require ecmployers,
before inihating cxcavation work, to comply with the following:

Ulility companics or owners shall be contacted within established
or customary local response times, advised of the proposed work,
and asked to establish the location of the utility underground
installations prior to the start of actual excavation. When utility
companics or owncrs cannot respond to a request 1o locale
underground utility installations within 24 hours (unless a longer
period is required by state or local law), or cannot cstablish the
exact location of these installations, the cmployer may procecd,
provided the cmployer docs so with caution, and provided
detection cguipment or other aceeplable means Lo locate utility
installations are used.
29 C.F.R. § 1926.651(b)(2).

17. Eastern Caisson had a duty under 29 C.F.R. § 1926.651(b)(1) to contact PECO
within cstablished or customary local response times, advise PECO ol the proposed work and
ask PECO to cstablish the location of the utility underground installations prior to the start of
actual cxcavation,

[8. Eastern Caisson failed to meet its duty under 29 C.IF.R. § 1926.651(b)(1) to
contact PECO within established or customary local response times, advise PECO of the

proposed work and ask PECO (o establish the location of the utility underground installations

prior to the start of actual excavation.

19. In the absence ol'a PA One Cali request, Eastern Caisson had a duty under 29
C.IF.R. § 1926.651(b)(1) to proceed with caution and usc detection cquipment or other aceeptable

means to locate utility installations.
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20. Eastern Caisson [ailed to meet its duty under 29 C.F.R. § 1926.651(b)(1) to
proceed with caution and use detection equipment or other acceptable means to locate utility
installations.

21, A true and correct summary of the PA One Call tickets received for the Rosemont
College construction project is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

22, True and correct copics of the PA One Call tickets received for the Rosemont
College construction project arc attached hercto as Exhibit D.

23, On August 16, 2013, Foss Electric submitted PA One Call request No.
20132200925 for “drilling hole posts.”

24, PA One Call No. 20132200925 was submitted alicr the August 7, 2013 incident
and therefore did not in any way cause or contribute to the August 7, 2013 incident.

25. PA One Call No. 201322009235 was submitted to request a mark-out of the new
main that was installed to replace the main that was damaged by Eastern Caisson, and therefore
did not causc or relate to the August 7, 2013 incident.

26. USIC entered an incorrecet responsc in the KARL system of “Not Marked ~ Duc
to No Access” for PA One Call No. 20132200925.

27. USIC marked the new main in response to PA One Call No. 20132200925,

28. No locate request was reeeived on or prior to August 7, 2013 for the light pole
installation activitics that resulted in the incident on August 7, 2013.

29.  Nonec of the locate requests received on or prior to August 7, 2013 for the athictic
facility project related to the scope of work of installing light poles.

30.  None of the locate requests received on or prior to August 7, 2013 for the athletic

facility project related to the depth of excavation involved in installing the light poles.
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31, None of the locate requests received on or prior to August 7, 2013 for the athletic
facility project were submitted by Eastern Caisson.

32, Foss Electric, the electrical contractor that hired Eastern Caisson, submitted the
following PA One Call requests prior to the incident: PA One Call No. 20131421231, dated
May 22, 2013 and PA One Call No. 20131840770, dated July 3, 2013,

33.  Neither PA One Call No. 20131421231 nor PA One Call No, 20131840770
related to the scope of work of installing light poles.

34, Neither PA One Call No. 20131421231 nor PA One Call No. 20131840770
related to the depth of excavation involved in installing the light poles.

35.  Neither PA One Call No. 20131421231 nor PA Onc Call No. 20131840770 was
submiticd by Eastern Caisson.

36.  Neither PA One Call No. 20131421231 nor PA One Call No. 20131840770
covered the timeframe for the light pole installation work on August 7, 2013, the date of the
incident.

37.  PA One Call No. 20131421231 states that Foss Electric was working at Rosemont
College at Cardinal Hall installing electric service and a generator.

38. PA One Call No. 20131840770 states that Foss Electric was working at Rosemont
College at Kistler Library and Kaul Hall installing electric service and a gencerator.

39. Both PA One Call No. 20131421231 and PA One Call No. 20131840770 listed an
excavation depth of 3 fect.

40. Both PA One Call No. 20131421231 and PA One Call No. 20131840770 were

submitted by [Foss Electric.
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41. PA One Call No. 20131421231 lists lawful start dates of May 29, 2013 through
June 6, 2013 and provides a duration of two weeks.

42, PA One Call No. 20131840770 lists lawful start dates of July 9, 2013 through
July 18, 2013 and provides a duration of two weeks.

43, The July 12, 2013 and July 16, 2013 locate requests submitted by Cavan
Construction Co, Inc. were not relatled to the August 7, 2013 incident.

44, Neither the July 12, 2013 request nor the July 16, 2013 request submitted by
Cavan Construction Co, Inc. related to the scope of work of installing light poles.

45.  Neither the July 12, 2013 request nor the July 16, 2013 request submitted by
Cavan Construction Co, Inc. related to the depth of excavation mmvolved in installing the light
poles.

46.  Neither the July 12, 2013 request nor the July 16, 2013 request submitted by
Cavan Construction Co, Inc. was submitted by Eastern Caisson.

47, PA One Call Identification Numbers 20111682524 and 20130071986 were not
related to the August 7, 2013 incident.

48, Neither PA One Call No. 20111682524 nor PA One Call No. 20130071986
related 1o the scope of work of installing light poles.

49, Neither PA One Call No. 20111682524 nor PA Onc Call No. 20130071986
related to the depth ol excavation involved in installing the light poles.

50.  Neither PA One Call No. 20111682524 nor PA One Call No. 20130071986 was
submitted by Eastern Catsson.

5. The PA One Call Law requires facility owners, afier receipt of a timely request

from an excavator or opcrator who identifics the site of excavation or demolition work he intends
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to performn, to respond to all PA One Call notices and to mark, stake, locate or otherwise provide
the position of the facility owner's underground lines at the site within eighteen inches
horizontally from the outside wall of such line in a manner $o as to enable the excavator, where
appropriate, 1o employ prudent technigues, which may include hand-dug test holes, (o determine
the precise position of the underground facility owner's lines, See 73 P.S. § 177(5).

52. PECO fulfilled its legal duty under the PA One Call Law 1o accurately mark its
facilitics in responsc to all PA Onc Call requests submitted as part of the Rosemont College
athletic facility construction projcct.

53. PECO’s locating contractor, USIC, responded to PA One Call No. 20131421231
on May 28, 2013 and marked the arca ol the main with yellow paint and fHags.

54, PECO’s locating contractor, USIC, responded to PA One Call No. 20131840770
on July 8, 2013 and marked the arca ol the main with yellow paint and lags.

55. True and correct copies of the inspection reports prepared by PECO’s Damage
Prevention Inspector at the Rosemont College construction site is attached hercto as Exhibit E.

56. On July 9, 2013, PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector installed five marker balls
and four permancnt gas marker posts 1o mark the main that was cventually struck by Eastern
Caisson. See Exhibit .

57. On July 30, 2013, PIECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector installed two marker
balls two feet below grade. See Exhibit E.

58.  PIECO’s marker balls arc used by PECO’s lacator, USIC, to accurately locate and
mark underground facilities,

59.  Truc and correct copics of the following 3M documents are attached hereto as

Exhibit I: 3M EMS iD Ball Marker Installation Instructions; 3M Dynatel EMS-1D Locator 1420
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Operators Manual; and 3M Dynatel 1420 EMS-iD Marker Localor - Marker Locating Quick
Reference Guide.

60. At the time of the incident, PECO maintained and relied upon the marker ball
standards and specific operations parameters found in the following 3M documents attached as
Exhibit I 3M EMS iD Ball Marker Installation Instructions; 3M Dynatcl EMS-iD Locator 1420
Opcrators Manual; and 3M Dynatel 1420 EMS-1D Marker Locator - Marker Locating Quick

Reference Guide.

6l.  Atthe time of the incident, PECO was still studying and testing the use of marker
balls.

62. A truc and correct copy of PECO’s marker ball standard is attached hercto as
Exhibit J.

063. Since the time of the incident, PECO developed an internal standard for marker

balls that has essentially incorporated the standards and instructions contained in the 3M
documents at Exhibit 1. See Exhibit J.

04. The lack of an internal PECO standard for marker balls at the time ol the incident
did not cause or relate to the incident, particularly where PECO still relied on cssentially the
same standard as in the 3M documents at Exhibit I. See Exhibit 1.

63. True and correct copics of photographs taken on August 8, 2013 depicting the
permancnt marker posts are attached hereto as Exhibit F.

66. The photographs in Exhibit IV illustrate that the marker posts were nearby and in

plain view [rom where Eastern Caisson was drilling when the incident occurred.
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67.  True and correct copies of two maps depicting the arca of the Rosemont College
construction project before and after the August 7, 2013 incident are attached hercto as Exhibit
G.

68. At the time of the incident on August 7, 2013, the permanent marker posts were
still visible.

69.  Onthe day afier the incident, August 8, 2013, PECO, accompanicd by PUC
inspectors, determined that the permanent marker posts were visible and that the two marker
balls were located under the marker posts,

70. On August 16, 2013, PECO, accompanicd by PUC inspectors, confirmed through
excavations that the two marker balis installed on July 30, 2013 and the marker posts accurately
identified the location of the main.

71. PECO docs not have a maximum depth requirement (or its gas mains.

72, The main damaged by Lastern Caisson, located 14 fect below grade, was located

at a depth within PECO’s construction standards.

73.  Concrete stairs were present at the time of August 7, 2013 incident.
74. During PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector’s July 30, 2013 site visit, the

ispector observed no cvidence of installation of the concrete structure.

75. PECO never received a {ocate request or any other notification regarding the
mstallation of the concrete stairs.

76.  The location of the concrete stairs did not contribute to the August 7, 2013
incident becausc the excavation occurred clsewhere.

77. The location ol the concrete stairs provided no safety or access concerns that

would require PECO 1o rclocate its facilitics.
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78. PECO had no duty undér the PA One Call Law or fedcral regulations to inspect
the concrete stairs prior to the August 7, 2013 incident because no PA One Call locate request
was submitted for the concrete stairs.

79.  The PA Onc Call Law places a duty on the excavalor to “exercise duc care.” 73
P.S. § 180(4).

80.  The PA One Call Law provides:

When the information required [rom the facility owner under
clausc (5)(i) of section 2 cannot be provided or due to the nature of
the information reccived from the facility owner, 1t is reasonably
nceessary for the excavator to ascertain the precise location of any
line or abandoned or unclaimed lines by prudent techniques, which
may include hand-dug test holes, vacuum cxcavation or other
similar devices, the excavator shall promptly notify the project
owner or the project owner’s representative, either orally or in
writing.
73 P.S. § 180(15).

81. Even where insuflicient information is provided by a facility opcrator in responsc
to a locate request, Section 5(15) of the PA One Call Law requires the excavator to rcasonably
ascertain the precise location of any line by prudent techniques, which may include hand-dug test
holes, vacuum cxcavation, or other similar devices. 73 P.S. § 180(15).

82. A true and correct copy of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court’s decision in
Excavation Technologies, Inc. v. Columbia Gas Co. of Pa., 985 A.2d 840 (Pa. 2009), is attached
hercto as Exhibit H.

83. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court explained in Lxcavation Technologies, Inc. v,

Columbia Gas Co. of Pu., 985 A.2d 840 (Pa. 2009), that, under the PA One Call Law,

“cxcavators, not utility companies, retain the duty to identify the precise location of facilities™
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because excavators “arc in the best position to employ prudent technigues on job sites to prevent
facility breaches.” /fd. al 844,
84.  The General Assenmbly, by enacting the PA One Call Law, declared that

excavators, not utility companics, retain the duty to identify the precise location of facilitics.

85. Eastern Caisson excavated to install the light pole without exercising duc care.
86. Eastern Caisson failed to perform its legal duty under 73 P.S. § 180(4) to exercise

due care in excavating to install the light pole.

87.  Eastern Caisson excavated to install the light pole without ascertaining the
location of PECO’s main by prudent techniques, as required by the PA One Call Law.

88. [Zastern Caisson [ailed to perform its legal duty under 73 P.S. § 180(15) to
ascertain the location of PECO’s main by prudent technigues prior to excavating to install the
light pole.

89. Holding PECO 1o a standard that exceeds existing {ederal or state requirements
and unfairly shifting dutics and liabilitics sct forth in the PA Onc Call Law from excavator (0
facility owner, would increase liabilities and costs borne by NGDCs (and ultimately their
customers); diminish the accountability of excavators, who arc in the best position to prevent
facility breaches; and encourage negligent, carcless and reckless behavior,

90. The term “complex project™ is defined under the PA One Call Law as “an
cxcavation that involves more work than properly can be deseribed in a single locate request or
any project designated as such by the excavator as a consequence ol its complexity or its
potential to cause significant disruption to lines or facilitics and the public, including excavations

that require scheduling locates over an extended time frame.” 73 P, 8. § 176.
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91.  The PA One Call Law places a duty on the excavator, “[i|n a complex project or
if an excavator intends to perform work at multiple sites or over a large arca, [to] take rcasonable
steps to work with facility owners, including scheduling and conducting a preconstruction
mecting, so that they may locate their facilitics at a time rcasonably in advance of the actual start
of excavation or demolition work for cach phase of the work. 73 P.S. § 180(3).

92. If the excavator doces not believe that a preconstruction meeting is nccessary, the
PA Onc Call Law requires the excavator to indicate such belicfin its notice. 73 P.S. § 180(3).

93. Where an excavator has initiated a preconstruction meeting for a complex project
under Section 5(3), the PA One Call Law requires lacility owners to participate in that
preconstruction meeting. 73 P.S. § 177(5).

94. PECO had no duty under the PA One Call Law to initiale a preconstruction
meeting at the construction site.

95. PECO had no duty under the PA One Call Law to initiate a preconstruction
mecting lor the light pole installation work that resulted in the August 7, 2013 in(‘:idcnl.

96. PECO had no duty 1o have a meeting with Eastern Caisson prior to its light pole
installation activitics.

97. astern Caisson had a duty under the PA Onc Call Law to take reasonable steps to
work with facility owners, including scheduling and conducting a preconstruction meeling, so
that they may locate their {acilities at a time reasonably in advance of the actual start of the light
pole installation activitics.

98. [Zastern Caisson failed to perform its duty under the PA One Call Law to lake

rcasonable steps to work with facility owners, including scheduling and conducting a
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preconstruction meeting, so that they may locate their facilities at a time reasonably in advance
of the actual start of the light pole installation activitics.

99, The PA One Call Law provides that, “[a]fler commencement ol excavation or
demolition work, the excavator shall be responsible for protecting and preserving the staking,
marking or other designation until no longer required for proper and safe excavation or
demolition work at or near the underground facility, or by contacting the One Call System to
request that the facilities be marked again in the cvent that the previous markings have been
compromised or climinated.™ 73 P.S. § 180(3).

100.  PECO had no duty under the PA One Call Law or federal regulations (o review
locator marks for accuracy in connection with Eastern Catsson’s light pole installation work.

101.  No requests were received from Foss Electric or Eastern Caisson to mark or re-
mark facilities after PA Onc Call 20131840770s lawful start dates of July 9, 2013 to July 18,
2013 and belore the August 7, 2013 incident.

~102.  Under the PA One Call Law, *an excavator shall incur any obligation or be
subject to liability as a result of an excavator’s demolition or excavation work damaging a
facility owner’s facilitics . . . “[w]herc an excavator has failed to comply with the terms ol this
act or was otherwisc negligent .. ..” 73 P.S. § 180(6)(1i).

103. A prudent excavator would have casily recognized the potential for damage
inherent in drilling to install the light poles at the location of the incident based on the existence
of visible marker posts, see Exhibits F, G, and if prudent techniques were used to locate the
main, as required by the PA One Call Law.

104. A prudent excavator submits a PA One Call locate request prior to excavating,
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105. A prudent excavator would have known the potential for damage inherent in
drilling to install the light poles at the location of the incident becausce the prudent excavator
would have submitted a PA One Call locate request.

106. A designer, which the PA One Call Law defines as “any architect, engincer or
other person who or which prepares a drawing for a construction or other project which requires
excavation or demolition work,” has a duty to submit a request to PA One Call for linc and
facility information. 73 P.S. §§ 176, 179(2).

107.  The PA One Call Law requires facility owners to respond to design requests for
information as to the position and type of the facility owner's lines at such site based on the
information currently in the facility owner's possession or to mark the plans which have been
provided to 1t by the designer. 73 P.S. § 177(4).

108.  The PA One Call Law places a duty on the designer to “show upon the drawing
the position and type of each facility owner’s line.” 73 P.S. § 179(3).

109.  The PA One Call Law places a duty on the designer to “make a reasonable cifort
{0 prepare the construction drawings to avoid damage to and minimize interfcrence with a
facility owner’s facilitics in the construction arca by maintaining the clearance as provided for in
the applicable casement condition or an cighteen-inch clearance of the facility owner’s facilitics
if no cascment restriction exists.” 73 P.S. § 179(4).

110.  Afler PECQO’s initial review of the design map for the Rosemont College
construction site, the PA One Call Law did not place a duty on PECO 10 conduct any lurther
review of the design map.

111.  PECO maintained a copy ol the responses to the designer and an clectronic record

of the disposition of the PA One Call requests. See Iixhibit D.
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112, Section 5.10.4 of PECQO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure does not relate o
the August 7, 2013 incident because whether PECQO’s locating contractor maintained a copy of
the response to the destgner and electronic record of the disposition of the PA One Call requests
did not in any way causc the August 7, 2013 incident.

113, PECO documented the results of completion of the design request by completing
all required documentation on the clectronic close sereen within the ticket management system
with positive response to the PA One Call KARL system.

114, Section 5.10.5 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure does not relate to
the August 7, 2013 incident because whether PECO’s locating contractor documented results of
completion of the design request by completing all required documentation on the clectronic
close screen within the ticket management system with positive response to the PA One Call
KARL system did not in any way cause the August 7, 2013 incident.

115, Section 192.614(c) of the lederal pipeline safety regulations [ists the minimum
requirements for damage prevention programs. 49 C.F.R. § 192.614(c).

116.  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure contained the minimum requirements
for damage prevention programs at 49 C. IR, § 192.614(c). See Exhibit A,

117, Section 192.614(b) of the federal pipeline safely regulations provides: “An
opcrator may comply with any of the requirements of paragraph (c) of this section through
participation in a public scrvice program, such as a onc-call system, but such participation docs
not relicve the operator of responsibility for compliance with this scction.” 49 C.F.R. §
192.614(b).

118.  The minimum requirements of a damage prevention program listed at 49 C.F.R. §

192.614(c) arc triggered by the submission of PA One Call requests.

47



119, Subsection (c)(3) requires an operator to provide a means of recciving and
recording notilication of planned excavation activities. 49 C.F.R. § 192.614(c)(3).

120.  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure provided a means of receiving and
recording notification of planned excavation activities, in compliance with 49 C.F.R. §
192.614(c)(3). See Exhibit A.

121, Subscction (¢)(4) requires that “[i]f the operator has buriced pipelines in the area of
excavation activity, [the operator must] provide for actual notification of persons who give notice
of their intent to excavate of the type of temporary marking to be provided and how to identify
the markings.” 49 C.I'.R. § 192.614(c)(4).

122, Under Subscetion (c)(4), only those persons who give notice of their intent to
excavate must be provided actual notification of the type of temporary marking to be provided
and how to identify the markings.

123, Under Subscction (¢)(4), a person who docs not give notice of their intent to
cxcavale is not entitled to be provided actual notification of the type of temporary marking (o be
provided and how to identify the markings.

124, PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure included a means of providing lor
actual notification of persons who give notice of their intent to excavate of the type of temporary
marking to be provided and how to identify the markings, in compliance with 49 C.F.R. §
192.614(c)(4). See Exhibit A.

125.  Subscction (¢)(5) requires an operator to “[p]rovide for temporary marking of
buricd pipelines in the arca of excavation activity before, as far as practical, the aclivity begins.”

49 C.F.R. § 192.614(c)(5).
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126.  Subsection (¢)(5) imposcs a duty on the operator to mark the location of its lincs
only after notification that excavation activities are going to take place in the vicinity ol its lincs,
49 C.F.R. § 192.614(c)(5), but ultimately “excavators, not utility companies, retain the duty to
identily the precise location of facilitics.” Excavation Technologies, Inc. v. Columbia Gas Co. of
Pa., 985 A.2d 840, 844 (Pa. 2009).

i27.  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure complied with 49 C.[F.R. §
192.614(c)(5), by providing for temporary marking of buried pipelines in the arca of excavation
activily before the activity begins. See Exhibit A.

128.  Subsection (¢)(6)(i) requires the operator to provide [or inspections as frequently
as nceessary during and afler excavation activities to verify the integrity of a pipeline that an
opcrator has reason to believe could be damaged by such excavation activities. 49 C.I'.R. §
192.614(c)(6)(i).

129.  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure provided that inspections must occur
as [requently as necessary during and after excavation activities to verify the integrity of a
pipeline that PECO has reason to believe could be damaged by such excavation activities, in
compliance with 49 C.I.R. § 192.614(c)(6)(i). See Exhibit A.

130.  PECO had no rcason (o belicve that the main could have been damaged by
Eastern Caisson’s light pole installation activities because PECO was not alerted to those
activitics through a PA One Call request.

131.  The term “High Profile” is defined PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure,
GO-PI:- 9003, Revision No. 2 as “PECO Encrgy’s numeric designation for PA 1 Call tickets
received by S.T.S., Inc. that may require further action by a PECO Damage Prevention

inspector.” See Exhibit A.
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132 PA Onc Call tickets are identified as high profilc on a ticket-by-ticket basis. See
Exhibit A,

133, An entire construction project is not identificd as high profile unless the entire
construction project is covered by a single PA One Call tickei, which was not the case lor the
Rosemont College construction projeet.

134.  Scction 5.9.1.4 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure requires PECO’s
locators to review PA Once Call requests to determine whether any individual request qualifics as
high profile. See Exhibit A.

135. PLECO would have had the opportunity to respond to a PA Onc Call request for
Eastern Caisson’s light pole installation work had such a request been timely submitted prior to
the August 7, 2013 incident,

136.  PECO could not have identified a ticket for Eastern Caisson’s light pole
installation work as high profilc prior to the incident because no such ticket was submitted prior
to the incident.

137.  Scction 5.6.3 of PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure provides factors that
PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector must consider in determining the need for and extent of
audits/inspections. See [Exhibit A.

138.  PECO is not per sc required to provide weekly reports to the dig-sale instructor
for high profile PA One Call tickets. See Exhibit A.

139.  Naming STS instcad of USIC in Revision No. 2 neither contributed to nor caused

the August 7, 2013 incident.

50



140.  The locating contractor, USIC, adequately responded to all PA One Call requests
at the site in accordance with all applicable laws, regulations and PECO’s Gas Damage
Prevention procedure,

141, The fact that Revision No. 2 of GO-PE-9003, attached as Exhibit A, did not list a
Writer, Reviewer, Technical Approver, Safety Approver, UFAM Approver, or Reason Writlen,
did not in any way rclate to the August 7, 2013 incident, nor was it a cause ol the August 7, 2013
incident,

142, A truc and correct copy ol PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure, GO-PLE-
9003, Revision No. 3 is attached hercto as Exhibit I3,

143.  Revision No. 3 of GO-PE-9003 identifics the writer (Maurcen Ludwick) and
reviewers (Rob Bedics, Dave Haverstick, Joe Beerley) of Revision No. 2, as well as the reason
for writing Revision No. 2 (“Periodic review™). See Exhibit B.

144.  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure was subsequently revised to reference
USIC instcad of STS. See Exhibit B.

145.  Section 5.6.4.2 of PIXCO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure only requires
PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector to confirm that an excavator has a valid PA Onc Call
reqticst when the inspector is conducting an inspection in connection with that excavator’s PA
One Call request. See Exhibit A,

146.  PECO’s Damage Prevention Inspector was never presented with the opportunity
to confirm that a PA One Call request for the light pole installation work that led to the incident

was valid because no such request was submitied.
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147.  PECO had no duty under the PA One Call Law or federal regulations to determine
the schedule ol when PECO facilitics would be crossed by Eastern Caisson’s light pole
installation work because no PA One Call request was submitted lor that work.

148.  PECO had no duty under the PA One Call Law or lederal regulations to document
all site meetings before and during Eastern Caisson’s light pole excavation work via an
electronic inspection report because no PA Onc Call request was submitied for that work.

149.  PECO documented via an electronic ingpection report all site meetings before or
during excavation activities covered by a PA One Call request at the construction site. See
Exhibit E.

150.  Fedceral regulations at 49 C.IF.R. § 192.614(a) do not require PEECO to have
procedures o address relocation of facilities when such facilitics arc compromised by excavation
and construction activitics, and no other federal or state law or regulation imposes such a
requircment.

151, PECO had no duty to consider relocating the gas main based on Eastern Caisson’s
work.

152.  TFederal regulations state that: “Each operator shall have a procedure lor
continuing survceillance of its facilitics to determine and 1ake appropriate action concerning
changes in class location, lailures, lcakage history, corrosion, substantial changes in cathodic
protcetion requirements, and other unusual operating and maintenance conditions.” 49 C.F.R. §
192.613(a).

153.  PECO has and complics with a procedure for continuing surveillance of its

facilitics 1o determine and take appropriate action concerning changes in class location, failures,
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leakage history, corrosion, substantiai changes in cathodic protection requirements, and other
unusual operating and maintenance conditions.

154, Excavating without submitting a PA One Call locate request does not per sc
constitute an “unusual operating condition or an “unusual maintenance condition™ under 49
C.F.R. § 192.613(a).

155, PECO used every reasonable cffort to protect the public from danger and
cxercised reasonable care to reduce hazards under 52 Pa. Code § 59.33(a).

156.  No PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole installation work that
resulted in the incident, so PECO had no reason to believe that that work would oceur and
therefore had no reason to consider removing the line from service.

157. 1t would not be reasonable to expecet PECO to know about excavation activity that
is not associated with a PA One Call request.

158.  No PA One Call request was submitted for the light pole installation work that
resulted in the incident, so PECO had no duty under the PA One Cail Law to communicate with
other excavation contractors about Eastern Caisson’s intentions to conduct that work.

159.  No PA One Call request was submitted [or the light pole installation work that
resulted in the incident, so PECO had no reason to believe that those activitics should be
monitored.

160.  [&LE’s position that PECO should have acted to prevent the August 7, 2013
incident in the absence of a PA One Call locate request would put the Commission’s obligalions
on pipeline operators ahcad of the Pennsylvania General Assembly’s obligations on excavators
and would inappropriatcly shift excavator risks and responsibilitics under the PA One Call Law

from excavators to NGDCs.
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161, 1&I3's contentions in the Complaint assumé that excavators will not submit PA
One Call requests, as required by law.

{62.  PECO has no duty to anticipate that excavtors will excavate without submitting
any PA One Call locate request.

163, Allter the August 7, 2013 incident, PIECO promptly and voluntarily took steps to
restore Rosemont College’s service.

164.  After the incident, PECO installed a new section of the main in a different
location for the convenience of PECO and its customers.

165.  The new main did not need to be relocated as a result of the Rosemont College
project generally, the August 7, 2013 incident, the depth of the main, the concrete stairs or any
other reason,

166.  Prior to the August 7, 2013 incident, PECO had no duty to replace the main that
was damaged by Eastern Caisson.

167.  The new main was placed in operation on August 22, 2013.

168. PECO incurred a cost of approximately $68,000 to install the new main.

169.  PECO fully cooperated with the Commission’s investigation into the August 7,
2013 incident.

170.  For the reasons stated above, PECO maintains that the amount of the civil penalty
assessment is inappropriate. Accordingly, il any violation by PECO, technical or otherwise, did
occur, it was unrclated 1o the August 7, 2013 incident and did not impact safety, and any civil

penalty for such a violation should be in a de minimis amount.
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VII.  Affirmative Defenses

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

171, Al allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Maticr are incorporated as if fully
set forth herein.

172, The Complaint fails to state a ¢laim upon which relief can be granted because
PECO at all times maintained a damage prevention program as required by 49 C.F.R. § 192.614.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

173, All allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Matter are incorporated as if fully
set forth herein.

174, The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted because 52
Pa. Code § 59.33 docs not imposc any salcty standards on natural gas public utilities beyond
those issued under the federal pipeline safety laws found in 49 U.S.C.A. §§ 60101-60503 and as
implemented at 49 C.F.R, Parts 191-193, 195 and 199, and PECQO has complicd with those
federal pipeline safety laws and regulations.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSIZ

175, All allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Matter are incorporated as 1f fully
sct forth hercin.

176.  Under the PA One Call Law, the General Assembly has vested authority in the
Department of Labor and Industry, not the Public Utility Commission, to enforce violations ol

the PA One Call Law:

(c.1) In addition to any other sanctions provided by this act, the
department shall have the authority to issue warnings and orders
requiring compliance with this act and may levy administrative
penaltics for violations of this acl. Any warning, order or penalty
shall be served on the person or entity violating the act at their last
known address. The departiment shall consider the factors sct forth
in subscction (¢) in determining the administrative penalty to be
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assessed. Any party aggrieved by the imposition of an order or
administrative penalty imposed by the department may appeal such
order or penalty as provided in 2 Pa.C.S. Ch. 5 Subch. A (relating
to practice and procedure of Commonwealth agencics) and Ch, 7
Subch. A (relating to review of Commonwealth agency action).

() The sceretary or his designee shall have the autherity to issuc
subpoenas, upon application of an attorncy responsible for
representing the Commonwealth in actions before the department,
for the purpose of investigating alleged violations of this act. The
department shall have the power to subpocna witnesses and
compel the production of books, records, papers and documents as
it deems necessary or pertinent (o an investigation or hearing.

73 P.S. §§ 182.2(c.1), ().
177.  Inasmuch as the subject matter of the Complaint is compliance with the PA One
Call Law, the Commission lacks jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Complaint.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

178.  All allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Matter are incorporated as 1l fully
sct forth herein,
179.  The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relictf can be granted because

PECO at all times complicd with the requirements of the PA One Call Law.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSI

180.  All allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Matter are incorporated as if fully
sct forth herein.

181, The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted because the
Public Utility Commission may not imposc dutics on facility owners (public utilitics) regarding
the Pennsylvania One Call System that differ from those imposed by the General Assembly in

Scction 2 of the PA Once Call Law.
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SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

182.  All allegations in paragraphs 1-171 of the New Matter arc incorporated as if fully
sct forth herein,

183.  The proximate causc of the incident was the failure to submit a locate request for
the light pole installation activitics, and nonc of PECO’s conduct was the proximate cause of the
incident. [f Eastern Caisson had made the One Call request, the following would have oceurred:

o  PECO’s Gas Damage Prevention procedure would have been triggered;
s PECO would have visited the site to review the accuracy of its markings;
e PECO would have determined whether it was a high profile request; and

e PLECO would have communicated with Eastern Caisson,

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

184.  All allcgations in paragraphs 1-171 ol the New Matter arc incorporated as if fully
sct forth hercin.

185.  Evenifany of PECO’s actions was a proximate cause ol the incident, the failure
to submit a locate request for the light pole installation activities was a superseding causc of the
incident.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

186. Al allcgations in paragraphs 1-171 ol the New Matler are incorporated as if fully
set forth herein.

187. PI:CO had neither actual nor constructive notice that Eastern Caisson would lail
to comply with its dutics and responsibilitics under the PA One Call Law.

188.  Lastern Caisson’s violation of the PA One Call Law was unforesceable.

189.  Asamatter of law, PECQO has no duty to erect saleguards against risks that arc

unloreseeable or to prevent unforesceable conduct.
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190. It is contrary to public policy for PECO to be held liable, by means of an
enforcement proceeding, for third-party conduct that is unforeseeable.
WHEREFORE, PECO Energy Company respectfully requests that the Commission deny

the relief requested by the Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement of the Pennsylvania Public

Utility Commission and

Respectfully,
708 [

Dated: January 8, 2016

Romulo L&%@P / No. 88795)

Jack R. G Z(Pa. No. 81892)

Michael S. Swerling (Pa. No. 94748)

Counsel for PECO Energy Company

2301 Market Street, S23-1

Philadelphia, PA 19101-8699

Phone: (215) 841-4220

Fax: (215) 568-3389
Michael.swerling@exeloncorp.com

Christopher A. Lewis (Pa. No. 29375)
Thomas M, Duncan (Pa. No. 314794)
Blank Rome LLP

One Logan Square

130 North 18th Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone; (215) 569-5793

Fax: (215) 832-5793

lewis @blankrome.com

tduncan @blankrome.com
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VERIFICATION

[, Brian Camfield, hereby state that | am Manager of Gas Engincering and Asset
Performance for PEC(; Energy Company; that I am authorized to make this Verification on
behalf of Respondent PECO Energy Company; and that the statements made in the foregoing are
true and correct Lo the‘bcsl of my knowledge, information, and beliel. I understand that the

statements herein are subject (o the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. § 4904 relating to unsworn

falsification 1o authoritics.

<
Date: January 8, 2016 ﬁfﬁ”\ M

Brian Camﬁelc{




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of the foregoing Notice to Plead
and Answer and New Matter of Respondent, PECO Energy Company upon the parties, listed

below, in accordance with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54 (relating to service by a party).

Notification by First Class Mail addressed as follows:

Heidi Wushinske, Esq.

Michael L. Swindler, Esq.
Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

P.O. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

Tl JD.
Dated: January 8, 2016 LA A

Thomas M. Duncan
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Level: 3
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1. Purpose

1.1.  This program is written to comply with Pennsylvania Act 187 and the Code of

Federal Regulations 49CFR 192.614.

1.2. A portion of Gas Operations Damage Prevention Program is fulfilled by participation
in the Pennsylvania One-Call System (POCS). The System allows communication
between designers, contractors, and excavators to notify all member utilities in the
system (including PECO Energy or its authorized locating agent) by placing only one
phone call. More information on POCS is available in Attachment GO-PE-8003-1.
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2. Precautions and limitations

21. Precautions
2.1.1 None.
2.2. Limitations

2.2.1 |F acontractor is not responsive to or is in violation of the Pennsylvania
Underground Utility Line Protection Law (PA Act 287 of 1974 as amended by Act
187 of 1996, 73P.S. & 176 et.seq.), THEN the Claims and Security Division
and/or local police authorities shall be contacted to initiate injunctive action
against the contractor to protect PECO Energy facilities.

2.2.2 The information set forth in this procedure represents the minimum requirements
for the protection of PECQO Energy facilities. Field conditions may require
additional restrictions,

3. Prerequisites
3.1. None
4, Procedure

4.1. PECQ Energy Use of POCS

4.1.1 PECO Energy will make the proper nofifications to POCS in accordance with the
Underground Utility Line Protection Law, PA Act 287 of 1974 for:

4111 Design work
4.1.1.2  Demolition work
41.1.3 Routine/Planned excavation work
4.1.1.4  Emergent excavation work
4.2.  Prior to Excavation Aclivities

4.21 Damage Prevention and/or authorized locating agent, will CONDUCT, where
appropriate, a pre-excavation meeting with the excavator to discuss all aspects
of the planned excavation activities.

4.21.1 The following excavation activities require pre-construction study and
planning due to the possible impact on facilities and their surrounding
supporting soil and are prime candidates for re-inspection by company
personnel;
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1. Blasting

2. Boring

3. Tunneling

4. Backfilling in proximity to PECO facilities

5. Removal of above ground structure by explosive or mechanical

means

6. Moving operations (e.g., large excavations, foundation work,
underground tank removal, grading, etc.)

4.3. During Excavation Activities

4.3.1 Exelon crews and COC's will excavate in accordance with the Exelon Rules to
Dig By work practice (see Attachment GO-PE-9003-8)

4.4. After Excavation Activities

4.4.1 PERFORM a leakage survey, in accordance with leak survay procedures, over
any gas facilities that had the potential of being affected during excavation
activities,

4.4.2 PERFORM surveillance for settlement of backfilled excavations and related
secondary construction work, such as sewer lateral connections.

4.4.3 |F damage to protective coatings or cathodic protection facilities is suspected,
THEN NOTIFY the Corrosion Control Division in order that tests may be
conducted promptly to verify coating integrity and continuity of anode protection
systems.

4.4.4 |Fitis suspected excavator has violated PA Act 187, THEN NOTIFY PA Dept. of
Labor and Industry via Utility Line Protection Act Incident Report

5. Roles and responsibilities

5.1. PECQ's Construction & Maintenance Damage Prevention organization provides the
following services:

5.1.1 Damage Prevention Inspectors who provide for the safety of the general public
and PECO’s Facilities in areas where excavation activity is ongoing.

5.1.2 Proactive education of excavators and the general public about PA One Call
Law, CFR title 49 parts 192.614 & 192.755, and PECO Energy Underground

Construction Standards.
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5.1.3 Maintaining, tracking, and analyzing damage data to identify trends and
recommend solutions to proactively reduce damages due to excavation work on
the PECQ system.

5.2. POCS provides the following services:

5.2.1 Listing and maintaining on a current basis, organizations and persons that might
engage in excavation activities in the service area,

5.2.2 Education of the public of the existence and purpose of damage prevention
procedures.

5.2.3 Yearly notification, by direct mailing, of organizations and persons identified as
being involved in excavation activities.

5.2.4 Explaining how to learn the location of underground pipelines.

5.2.5 Maintaining a record of all incoming and outgoing requests to or from parties
involved in excavating activity or being notified of an excavation.

5.3. Damage Prevention - PECO
5.3.1 Manager, Damage Prevention

5.3.1.1
5.3.1.2
53.1.3
3.3.1.4

5.3.1.5

Provides oversight and direction to the Damage Prevention function
Oversees the day-to-day activities of the locating vendeor

Manages and Maintains external industry and asscciation relationships
Participates as an active member of the PA 1 Call Board of Directors

1. Attend PA1 Board Meeting 4 times per year

Participates in Qutreach Programs

1. Philadelphia Water Department

2. American Water

3. STS Locators

4. Verizon FTTP/FIOS

5. 5. Bucks County Municipal Forum

6. Montgomery County Municipal Forum
7. Chester County Municipal Forum

8. PECQ COC Damage Prevention Reviews
9. Shainline

10. Delmont

11. Caddick

12. Brubacher

13. Bulldog

5.4. Analyst, Damage Prevention
5.4.1 Maintains a database to track all damage data caused by excavation work
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54.4
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Produces monthly reports to identify trends and recommend programmatic
changes to reduce damages

Liaison between PA 1 Call, external contractors and locating vendor for emergent
issues

High Profile Contractor list

5.5. Supervisor, Damage Prevention

5.5.1
55.2
5.5.3

Provides direct supervision and direction to Damage Prevention Inspectors
Interacts with locating vendor and external contractors
Provides education and assistance to field employees as needed

5.6. Damage Pravention Inspector

5.8.1

5.6.2

5.6.3

Resolves, or refers to other PECO groups, customer concerns that arise in the
field when working around PECO facilities.

Audits and documents PECO Energy locating agent's proper identification of
underground facilittes of High Profile jobs,

The Damage Prevention Inspectors will consider the fellowing factors in
determining the need for and extent of audits/inspections:

5.6.3.1 The type and duration of the excavation activity invoived

5.6.3.2 The proximity to the operator’s facilities

5.6.3.3  The type of excavating equipment involved

5.6.3.4  The importance of the operator's facilities

5.6.3.5 The type of area in which the excavation activity is being performed
5.6.3.6  The potential for a serious incident should damage occur

5.6.3.7  The past experience of the excavator

5.6.3.8 The potential for damage occurring that may not be easily recognized by

the excavator, such as improper support during excavation and backfill

5.6.3.9 The potential for facility markings to become obscured

564

Inspections will include but are not limited to the following actions:

5.6.4.1 LOCATE AND CHECK distribution valves and other means of emergency

shutdown in the event they are necessary for control.

5.6.4.2 CONFIRM excavator has valid POCS request
5.6.4.3 REVIEW POCS request work scope INSURE excavator and locator have

same understanding of extent of job site

5.6.4.4 IDENTIFY type and/or size of PECQO facilities in conflict, DETERMINE

schedule of when those facilities will be exposed and/or crossed
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5.6.4.5 INSURE excavator has knowledge of proper clearances and backfill

techniques for respective facility type.

56.46 Completion of all required fields on the electronic inspection report
5.6.4.7 DOCUMENT all site meetings before or during excavation via electronic

inspection report

5.6.4.8 REVIEW of locator mark accuracy
5.6.5 Lending assistance and training to contract locators as necessary to identify

PECO facilities.

§.7. Construction Designers

571

Shall at least ten (10) working days in advance, but not mare than ninety (90)
working days in advance of the final design CALL POCS AND GIVE the call taker
the required information in accordance with the law

5.7.1.1 RECORD the following:

1. Serial number identifying the request for information
2. POCS phone number

3. SHOW on job sketch all PECO & foreign (if known} underground
facilities in the work area

4. LIST (adjacent to the title block) companies to be contacted prior to
construction (names, phone number, and notification serial number)

5.8. (Gas Field Personnel

5.8.1

58.2
5.8.3

584
58.5

CALL POCS [not less than three (3) por more than ten (10) working days prior
to start] for routine/planned excavation work

CALL POCS immediately for emergent excavation work

Ensure ail facility owners have responded to the POCS request prior to beginning
excavation

Excavate in accordance with the Exelon “Rules to Dig By"

MAINTAIN all markings of facility locations in the work area during construction
to ensure awareness of utility locations.

5.9. Exelon Authorized Locating Personnel

5.9.1 Routine, Demolition, and Emergent Excavation Notifications
5.9.11 Receive and respond to all POCS requests within the prescribed legal
timeframes.
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5.9.1.3

5.9.1.4
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1. IDENTIFY (mark, stake, locate, or otherwise provide position of)
PECO underground gas, electric, water and fiber lines within the
scope of the work site.

a. In such cases where identification cannot be performed within
the legal timeframe NOTIFY the contractor via POCS, KARL
(Kathy Automated Response to Locate System) conflict may
exist and atternpt to make direct contact, if an extension is
granted from contractor DOCUMENT such.

1. IDENTIFY position of underground lines at the site within 18 inches
horizontally from outside wall in such a manner to enable the
contractor to employ prudent techniques (e.g., hand dug test holes) to
determine the precise position of underground lines.

2. PERFORM the above identification utilizing PECO Energy records,
and by use of standard locating technigues other than excavation as
prescribed in the “10 Steps to a Proper Locate”, Attachment GO-PE-
9003-8.

3. PECO Energy may PERFORM excavation around its facilities in
fulfillment of its locating responsibilities.

4. FOLLOW designated color codes for utilities:

a. High Visibility Safety Yellow - Gas Distribution and
Transmission

b. Safety Red - Electric Power Distribution and Transmission
c. Safety Red - Cathodic Protection Facilities
d. Safety Orange — Fiber Optic or other PECO Telecom Facilities

e. Blue — PECO water lines (feed to Limerick Nuclear Plant)

5. IDENTIFY the size of the facilities if over 2”.
a. Do not give facility depth.

Fax a copy of all Demolition POCS requests to the appropriate PECO
Cantractor and Builder Services organization

DOCUMENT results of locate by completing all required documentation
on the electronic close screen within the ticket management system with
positive response to the POCS KARL system

Identify High Profile jobs to PECO Damage Prevention Inspectors in
accordance with the High Profile work process (see Attachment GO-PE-
9003-5, Page 4 of 4) which include:

1. Cast Iron gas mains
2. Transmission Gas pipelines
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3. Large Gas Distribution mains
4. Gas Gate Station and Regulator Stations
5. Directional Boring/Drilling Work
6. Long jobs
7. Blasting
8. Road Widening
9. High Profile Contractor
10. High Profile Customer
11. Problem locate jobs
12. Heavy underground locations
13. PECO Facility record discrepancies

5.9.1.5 Maintain an electronic record of the disposition of all POCS requests as
specified in the contractual agreement with PECO

5.9.1.6 Provide access to the POCS request software to PECO Energy for
purposes of viewing the disposition of requests and retrieving tickets of
special interest. (Example, requests by a specific contractor, or work
proposed in specific areas.)

5.10. Design Notifications

5.10.1 Receive and process all POCS Design requests within the prescribed lawfu)
timeframe

§.10.2 Review work scope identified on the Design request with PECO facility records

5.10.3 Send letter in accordance with the Design Ticket work process (see Attachment
GO-PE-9003-7) to the designer indicating conflicts/no conflict

5.10.3.1 Enclose copies of PECO Energy underground facility maps with all
conflict responses

5.10.4 Maintain a copy of the response to the designer and an electronic record of the
disposition of the POCS requests as specified in the contractual agreement with

PECO

5.10.5 DOCUMENT results of completion of the design request by completing all
required documentation on the electronic close screen within the ticket
management system with positive response to the POCS KARL system

51051
5.11. Letters and Calls Received Qutside POCS
5.11.1 Non-emergency

5.11.1.1 iF_calls or letters are received directly from designers/excavators that are
not related to the direct work of the locating vendor, THEN DIRECT them
to call the regular POCS number:

1. Calls made from within Pennsylvania - 1-800-242-1776
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2. Calls from outside of Pennsylvania - 1-800-248-1786

5.11.2 Emergency

5.11.2.1 IF acall is received reporting damage or imminent damage to PECO
Energy facilities, THEN REFER the caller to the PECO Energy
emergency number (1-800-841-4141, option #1) and PA 1 Call at 1-800-

242-1776.
6. Documentation

6.1. None.

7. Terms and definitions

7.1.  Facility Owner: Public utility, political subdivision, municipality, authority, rural
electric cooperative or its named representative trade association, or other person or
entity who or which owns or operates an underground line.

7.2. Excavation Work: The use of powered equipment or explosives in the movement of
earth, rock or other material, and includes but is not limited to anchoring, augering,
backfilling, blasting, boring, digging, ditching, drilling, driving-in, grading, plowing-in,
ripping, scraping, trenching and tunneling.

7.3. Demolition Work: The partial or complete destruction of & structure, by any means,
served by, or adjacent to a line or lines.

7.4. PECO Energy Emergency Number: 1-800-841-4141, Option #1

7.5. POCS: Pennsylvania One Call System

7.5.1 POCS Telephone Numbers:
7.5.1.1 ALL Areas: 811
7.5.1.2  From within Pennsylvania: 1-800-242-1776
7.5.1.3  From outside Pennsylvania; 1-800-248-1786
8. References

8.1. Supersedes OP-X-505-DAMAGE PREVENTION

8.2. Supersedes Gas Instruction Letter, Mains and Services, Mains, General 1-7,
Damage Prevention Program

8.3. Supersedes Gas Distribution Foreman's Manual [ll-A-4, Damage Prevention
Program

84. Code of Federal Regulations 25CFR 211.62
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Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 1926.651

Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 1926.850

Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 1926.900

Code of Federal Regulations 49CFR 192.614

DS-X-107, Pennsylvania One-Call System (POCS)

Procedure GO-PE-309-Repair and Replacement of Gas Mains and Services
Procedure GO-PE-104-Gas Leakage Surveys

Procedure OP-G-515, Procedure for Handling and Recording Outside Leaks
Pennsylvania Act 187

9. Attachments

9.1. GO-PE-5003-1, Pennsylvania One Call System Information
9.2, GO-PE-9003-2, 29CFR 1926, Subpart P Excavations, Trenching And Shoring
9.3. GO-PE-8003-3, Title 25 - Rules And Regulations, Chapter 211 - Storage, Handling
And Use Of Explosives; Section 211.62 - Blasting in the vicinity of utility lines
94. (GO-PE-9003-4, PECO Facilities Audit Report
9.5. GO-PE-9003-5, High Profile Process
9.6. (GO-PE-9003-6, Rules to Dig By
9.7. GO-PE-9003-7, Design Ticket Process
9.8. GO-PE-9003-8, Ten Steps to a Proper Locate
99. GO-PE-9003-9, Screen Captures
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10, Development history

Revision 0 Date: 10/26/2004
Writer Kathy Lloyd (Damage Prevention), William Nuss (Gas Engineering)
Reviewer(s) John Frantz (Gas Engineering);

Technical Approver(s)

John Frantz (Manager, Gas Engineering), Marie Furey (Manager, Damage
Prevention);

Safety Approver(s)

Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s)

UFAM Name, core function and title

Reason written

Rewrole procedure 10 focus on natural gas damage prevention. Updated
organizational names and re-formatted in accordance with the Exelon
managemeni Model. THIS PROCEDURE REPLACES OP-X-505.

Revision 0 Date: 5/12/2008
Writer Gary Bartnik (Damae Prevention)

Reviewer(s) Gas Engineering

Technical Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

Safety Approver (s) Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s) Diane DiMarco

Reason written

Updated Manager responsibilities. Replaces GO-PE-903

Revision 1 Date: 11/7/2011
Writer Maureen Ludwick (Damage Prevention)
Reviewer(s) Rob Bedics (Damage Prevention)

Technical Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

Safety Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s) Steve Singh (Gas Asset & Perf)

Reason written

To provide instruclions to prevent excavation or demalition work from
damaging PECO underground pipelines.
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Revision 2 Date: 4/8/2013
Writer Click here fo enter text.

Reviewer(s) Click here to enter text.

Technical Approver(s) Approver’s name and work group;

Safety Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s)

Reason written

Click here to enter text.
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PENNSYLVANIA ONE-CALL SYSTEM INFORMATION

When a designer or contractor contacts POCS, the operator gives the caller a
serial number and inputs the information received from the caller into a
computer. The computer transmits this information to each member who has
underground facilities in the political subdivision where the excavation is fo
take place.

Printers have “answer back” feature that enables the computer to determine if
each receiver for which a message is intended is operative at the beginning
and end of each message. If a receiver is inoperative at either time, then the
message is repeated after a short interval. If the receiver still does not
respond, an operator will telephone the message and notify the receiving
location that its printer is inoperative.

When POCS receives an emergency call reporting damage or imminent
damage to a member's underground facilities, the caller is given a
notification serial number and told to call the affected company directly at the
supplied emergency phone number. The computer also electronically sends
a confirming message to all members who have underground facilities in the
political subdivision,

POCS has been given the hours that the receiver is manned including a list
of holidays PECO Energy observes. Any calls received at night, on
weekends, or on a holiday that requires action before the printer is
scheduled to be manned will be phoned to the PECO Energy authorized
locating agent’s answering service. The proper emergency telephone
number and a confirming order will electronically be sent to the printer.

Attachment GO-PE-9003-1
Page 1 of 1
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29CFR 1926, SUBPART P EXCAVATIONS, TRENCHING AND SHORING

The estimated location of utility installations, such as sewer, telephone, fuel, electric,
water lines, or any other underground installation that reasonably may be expected to
be encountered during excavation work, shall be determined prior to opening an
excavation.

Utility companies or owners shall be contacted within established or customary local
reasponse times, advised of the proposed work, and asked to establish the location of
the utility underground installations prior to the start of actual excavation. When utility
companies or owners cannot respond to a request to (ocate underground installations
within 24 hours (unless a longer period is required by state or local law), or cannot
establish the exact location of these installations, the employer may proceed, provided
the employer does so with caution, and provided detection equipment or other
acceptable means to locate utility installations are used.

When excavation operations approach the estimated location of underground
installations, the exact location of the installations shall be determined by safe and
acceptable means.

"Subpart T" - Demolition; Section 1926.850 - Preparatory Operations (¢) All electric,
gas, water, steam, sewer and other service lines shall be shut off, capped or otherwise
controlled, outside the building line before demolition work is started. In each case,
any utility company that is involved shali be notified in advance

“Subpart U’ - Blasting and the use of explosives; Section 1926.900 - General
Provisions (o)

Blasting operations in the proximity of overhead power lines, communication lines,
utility services or other services and structures shall not be carried on until the
operators and/or owners have been notified and measures for safe control have been
taken.

Attachment GO-PE-9003-2
Page 1 0of 1
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TITLE 25 - RULES AND REGULATIONS, CHAPTER 211 - STORAGE, HANDLING
AND USE OF EXPLOSIVES; SECTION 211.62 - BLASTING IN THE VICINITY OF
UTILITY LINES.

These regulations set forth the blasting requirements in the vicinity of utility lines. They require
the blaster to inform himself or herself of the location of underground utilities and to use a
drilling pattern and blast initiation procedure that will provide the greatest possible relief in a
direction away from utility lines. Item (d) of this Section reads as follows:

(d) All blasting in the vicinity of utility lines shall be conducted as follows:

(1) Excavation from the surface to a depth corresponding fo the elevation of the
top of the buried utility can proceed at the discretion of the blaster using
accepted techniques.

(2) VWhen the excavation has attained a depth equal to the elevation of
the top of the buried utility line or if the line is exposed in and makes
solid contact with the surface, the vertical depth of subsequent blast
holes will be restricted to one-half the horizontal distance from the
closest portion of the pipeline. In this instance, blast hole diameter
will be restricted to a maximum of three inches with nc more than
one hole being initiated per delay period.

An example of the requirements of Item d is shown in the diagram below and explained in the
following text.

SEE NOTE_ (A) 6'-0 BLAST HOLE
ON NEXT PAGE‘\
N ~ N ~ // ~ \ ‘V\ &‘{
)
- \\\
LGAS MAIN 6/2-3
\ n-g-
(DEPTH OF
_1 EXCAVATION)
6/2-3
CONTRACTOR'S A
TRENGH =

7=
|
]
2
}

/

NN
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The contractor should drill and blast in four steps, removing material after each step.

Contractor may remove this trench section down to an elevation equal to the depth of the buried
facility (in this case 42 inches). If blasting is used for this section of trench, then the drill hole for

the charge may not be greater than 42 inches in depth,

The vertical depth of the drill hole for a blasting charge in this section is limited to one-half the
horizontal distance from the closest portion of the buried facility (in this case, 6 x 2 or 3 feet).

The removal of this section and every succeeding section will be identical to section 2 with the
blast hold depth being limited to one-half the horizontal distance from the closest portion of the

buried facility.

NOTE A:

Underground facilities shall be marked on the surface prior to construction.
The contractor is responsible for determining the exact location of the
underground lines, but when mutually agreeable, a distance of 18 inches
each side of the marked location may be used as the designated near edge

of the line.

A blasting contractor may apply for a change in these requirements if one or
more of these regulations provide an operational or safety-oriented hardship.
Application must be made to the Department of Environmental Resources for
a waiver of the regulation(s) in question. This waiver may be granted if, in the
judgment of the Department, the altemative procedure does not endanger the
utility line. Any waiver should be made known to the utilities involved.

Attachment GO-PE-8003-3
Page 2 of 2
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PECO Facilities Audit Report

Utility Involved: Gas___EIeclric__.F"hone___Water__ Sewer__ CATV__ OTHER___

PA Cne Call #: Ticket Open Ticket Closed
Address:
Township: County:

Contractor Co.:

Company Work Done for:

Key Map/ADC Page: Gas Map: Electric Map:

Time Arrived: Time Departed:

Marks OK: Marks OFF: NO Marks:

Other Paperwork : DDIF Incident Report PILR

11. Criteria Involved or Referred BY:

Notes -

Damage Prevention Inspector Date:
Attachment GO-PE-9003-4

Page 1 of 1
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HIGH PROFILE PROCESS

PURPOSE

To provide general guidelines to the S.T.S., Inc. workforce and PECO Dig Safe
employees in the function and use of the High Frofile Reporting tool located on the
S.T.S., Inc. web page.

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

High Profile: PECOQO Energy’s numeric designation for PA 1 Call tickets received by
5.7.8., Inc. that may require further action by a PECO Damage Prevention Inspector.

High Profile Reporting Tool ~ S.T.S., Inc. web-based PA 1 Call ticket management
system (www.stsus.net) Custom Reports/High Profile

High Profile Designation Numbers — See attachment #1

PA 1 Call System, Inc. {PA 1 Call) -- non-profit Pennsylvania corporation created to
protect the underground facilities of members through communication with any

person{s) planning to disturb the earth.

PA 1 Call Ticket — Routine, Dig Up, Emergency, and Design notifications to facility
owners of specific excavation information so that the lines can be marked

Dig Up Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in for a mark out by excavators who have
hit’”damaged an underground facility line

Emergency Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out who need
to dig on a job that involves a clear and immediate danger to life or property

Routine Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out under normal
conditions not addressed by a Dig Up or Emergency ticket

Demolition Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out under
normal conditions not addressed by a Dig UP or Emergency ticket where the excavator
will demolish the building/facility

Design Stage Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by design firms, engineering firms,
and contractors requesting prints of underground facilities during the design phase of a

project prior to excavation

Damage Prevention Specialist (DPS) — S.T.S,, Inc. field employee responsible for
marking PECO underground facilities and completing PA 1 Call tickets

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 1 of 4
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Damage Prevention Inspector (DPI} — PECQ Energy field employees responsible for
proactive damage prevention of PECO underground facilities

ST.S. Inc. - PECO Energy's locating vendor responsible far completing PA 1 Call
tickets in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery and York Counties

RESPONSIBILITIES
S.T.5., Inc. DPS

Marks out and or clears Dig UP, Emergency, Routine, and Demolition PA 1 Call tickets
received as per the scope specified on the PA 1 Call ticket

|dentifies High Profile jobs as per Attachment #1 on Emergency, Routine, and
Demolition and Dig Up tickets only.

Design tickets do not require a High Profile designation
On the S.T.S., Inc. ticket management completion screen:

- Clicks on the High Profile option and notes the High Profile designation number(s) in
the Film Roll section using the following format standards:

- Enter number only. Do not use # of other symbols {(e.g. 1)

- Separate multiple designation numbers with a comma (e.g. 1,5)

- If the high profile designation number(s) is the same for both the electric and gas,
only check the High Profile option and enter the number(s) in the Film Roll Field for
either the electric or gas completion screen area. Do not enter duplicate information
in both completion screens.

- [fthe gas and electric high profile reasons are different, check the high profile option
and enter the appropriate number in the film roll field of each completion screen

Clicks on the appropriate close codes (e.g. Painted, Flagged, Excavation Site Clear)
Enters the PECO print # in the Plat# field
Enters any necessary comments in the Driver Remarks

Notifies S.T.S., Inc. supervisor immediately of any PA 1 Call tickets designated with
an 8 (Problem Locate)

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 2 of 4

Confidentfal and Proprietary - @ Exelon Corporation 2013 Page 19 of 34



= PECO.

An Exelon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-2003

Revision No.: 2
Notifies S.T.S., inc. Supervisor immediately of any tickets designated with a 7R (PECO gas
regulator station)

S.T.S.. Inc. Supervisar
Reviews the High Profile Report daily to ensure tickets are properly coded
When notified by S.T.S., Inc. DPS of a 7R, PECO Regulator Station:

- Immediately calls the PECO DOC at (610) 941-1599.
- Documents, in writing, the date, time, and name of PECQO employee notified

When notified by S.T.S. DPS of a Problem Locate (High Profile number 8), assists the DPS in
locating the facilities.

Contacts the designated County DPI for assistance when necessary

Notifies the PECO Dig Safe Analyst at (610) 941-1631 with any changes to the High Profile
Report

PECO DPI

Reviews the High Profile Report on the S.T.S., Inc. web site daily for tickets in their assigned
county

Prioritizes the work giving high priority o cast iron, problem contractors, and probiem iocates for
follow-up action

Tickets designated 7S (substation) or 7G(gate station):

- Determine if scope of work is inside the perimeter of the station
- Work with PECO T & S personne! to complete the mark out within the perimeter of the
PECO sub-station or gate station

Makes field visit/inspections/audits/contact as necessary
Completes a PECQO Damage Prevention audit report for every audit conducted
Returns all completed audits and summary to PECO Dig Safe Supervisor weekly

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 3 of 4
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ATTACHMENT 1
CRITERIA # CRITERIA HIGH PROFILE
1 CAST IRON MAIN In the scope of the job.
2 L ONG JOB Greater than 500 feet,
3 GAS TRANSMISSION Print shows { —-N—PE-—N—), {--- NG -—), { ---Do Not Tap---).
GAS GE DJS U S | Mains equal to and greater than 10 inch,
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION Greater than 34,000 volts
A SMISS  Cooling water supply lines. (Bucks & Mont. Co, onfv)
4  BLASTING Identified on ticket, and anywhere in the vicinity of the job scope,
5 IGH PROFILE CONTRACTOR From the High Profile Contractor List,
6 HEAVY UNDERGROUND Very conaested map,
7 EGULATOR / GATE / SUB-STATION Anywhere in the vicinity of the job scope
8 PROBLEM LOCATE The Locator & Supervisor have exhausted all resources & CNL.
s . lls PECO DPL liatel
10 DIRECTIONAL BORING / DRILLING In the scope of the job,
11 QAD WIDENING Il tickets called jn for road widening projects i
12 HiGH PROFILE CUSTOMER

# 9 is not a criteria.
One of the following must be noted
in locator remarks |

When # 9 is selected, It Is notification of :
No Print = No Sketch, No Map, No Record. Nothing!

Blank Print = No info on print, record, or map.

Insufficient information on print, record, or map.

© (© |© |o

Incorrect Information on print, record, or map = DDIF |

Dig Safe 12/16r2002

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 4 of 4
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DESIGN STAGE TICKETS

PURPOSE
To provide general guidelines on the process to complete PA 1 Call Design ticket requests

PROCESS

8T8, Inc.
Receives all Design request tickets frem PA 1 Call

Reviews the scope of the ticket and prints all appropriate PECO underground facility maps within the
defined job scope

Completes the PECO/STS Design Ticket form letter (Attachment 1)

Mails the letler and any PECO underground facility maps found within the scope of the PA 1 design licket
to the contact information specified in the PA 1 Call ticket

Maintains a file of all Design request tickets including:
o A copy ofthe PA 1 Call ticket
o A copy of the form letter
o A record of the prints that were sent

Closes the PA 1 Call ticket using the #2 "Conflict Lines Nearby, Direct Contact to follow by
Facility Owner’ KARL response code

Attachment GO-PE-9003-7
Page 1 of 1
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ESketch™ Documentation Requirements

Documentation Requirements

A sketch in eSketch™ is required anytime and every time you status a client on a ticket.

Whether the status change is from “—R,” ready to mark, to “M,” marked, or from “O,” ongoeing, to
“NL,” no locate required, a sketch is required. Any status change always requires an eSketch™.

An eSketch™ must be done every time you go to a site. For example, you may locate 500
feet a day cn a long job, Sketch what you do every day. Or you may go to a site with a locked
gate. Create an eSketch™ while you are onsite that documents that you were there and why
you could not perform the locate at that time.

*100% of the tickets you work will have an eSketch™. *

Marked Tickets:
Sketch complete and GPS position is recorded on site.
Utilities are accurately drawn.
Tie downs are included according to the company’s tie-down best practices.
All other eSketch™ requirements are met, including iegal signature.

Marking may be complete in one or more visits due to circumstance. Do an eSketch™ for
gach visit.

arsge
Note: All sketches must be started
and ended on site, At no time is it
acceptable to leave a site with
eSketch™ open and running. All
sketches must be completed prior to

driving off fo the next site / location,

Attachment GO-PE-2003-8
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PECO IT Solutions
Damage Prevention Screens

12. Search for HP Cases

13. Search Results
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14. Ticket Details
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bamact PRCYCNTION
HICH PROFILE CASLS
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16. Modify — Job Brief {populated sample}

pamACE PREVENTION
HICH PROFILE CASES
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17. HP Case Detail Entry- (empty sample)

bamact pRCVCATION
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18. HP Case Detail — (populated sample})
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20. Subsequent Modify Attempt on Same Day
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bamadce PRCVERTION
HICH PROFILE CRSES
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1. Purpose

1.1.  This procedure is written to comply with Pennsylvania Act 187 and the Code of

Federal Regulations 48CFR 192.614.

1.2. A portion of Gas Operations Damage Prevention Program is fulfilled by participation
in the Pennsylvania One-Call System (POCS). The System allows communication
between designers, contractors, and excavators to notify all member utilities in the
system {including PECO Energy or its authorized locating agent) by piacing only one
phone call. More information on POCS is available in Attachment GO-PE-9003-1.

2. Precautions and limitations

2.1. Precautions
2.1.1 None.
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2.2. Limitations

2.2.1 [F a contractor is not responsive to or is in violation of the Pennsylvania
Underground Utility Line Protection Law (PA Act 287 of 1974 as amended by Act
187 of 1996, 73P.S. & 176 et.seq.), THEN the Claims and Security Division
and/or local police authorities shall be contacted to initiate injunctive action
against the contractor to protect PECO Energy facilities.

2.2.2 The information set forth in this procedure represents the minimum requirements
for the protection of PECO Energy facilities. Field conditions may reguire
additional restrictions.

3. Prerequisites
31. None
4, Praocedure

41. PECO Energy Use of POCS

4.1.1 PECQO Energy will make the proper nofifications to POCS in accordance with the
Underground Utility Line Protection Law, PA Act 287 of 1974 for:

4.1.1.1 Design work
4.1.1.2 Demolition work
4.1.1.3 Routine/Planned excavation work
4.1.1.4 Emergent excavation work
4,2.  Prior o Excavation Activities

4.2.1 Damage Prevention and/or authorized locating agent, will CONDUCT, where
appropriate, a pre-excavation meeting with the excavator to discuss all aspects
of the pianned excavation activities,

4.2.1.1 The following excavation activities require pre-construction study and
planning due to the possible impact on facilities and their surrounding
supporting soil and are prime candidates for re-inspection by company
personnel:

4.21.1.1 Blasting

421.1.2 Boring

421.1.3 Tunneling

4.2.1.1.4 Backfilling in proximity to PECO facilities

4.2.1.1.5 Removal of above ground structure by explosive or mechanical
means
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4.21.1.6 Moving operations (e.g., large excavations, foundation work,
underground tank removal, grading, etc.)

4.3. During Excavation Activities

4.3.1 Exelon crews and COC's will excavate in accordance with the Exelon Rules to
Dig By work practice (see Attachment GO-PE-9003-6})

4.4. After Excavation Activities

441 PERFORM a leakage survey, in accordance with leak survay procedures, over
any gas facilities that had the potential of being affected during excavation
activities.

4.4.2 PERFORM surveillance for settlement of backfilled excavations and related
secondary construction work, such as sewer lateral connections.

44.3 |F damage to protective coatings or cathodic protection facilities is suspected,
THEN NOTIFY the Corrosion Control Division in order that tests may be
conducted promptly to verify coating integrity and continuity of anode protection
systems.

4.4.4 |Fitis suspected excavator has violated PA Act 187, THEN NOTIFY PA Dept. of
Labor and Industry via Utility Line Protection Act Incident Report

5. Roles and responsibilities

51. PECQO's Construction & Maintenance Damage Prevention organization provides the
following services:

5.1.1 Damage Prevention Inspectors who provide for the safety of the general public
and PECO's Facilities in areas where excavation activity is ongoing.

5.1.2 Proactive education of excavators and the general public about PA Cne Call
Law, CFR title 49 parts 192.614 & 192.755, and PECO Energy Underground
Construction Standards.

5.1.3 Maintaining, tracking, and analyzing damage data to identify trends and
recommend solutions to proactively reduce damages due to excavation work on
the PECO system.

5.2. POCS provides the following services:

5.2.1 Listing and maintaining on a current basis, organizations and persons that might
engage in excavation activities in the service area.

5.2.2 Education of the public of the existence and purpose of damage prevention
procedures,

5.2.3 Yearly notification, by direct mailing, of organizations and persons identified as
heing involved in excavation activities.

5.2.4 Explaining how to learn the location of underground pipelines.
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5.2.5 Maintaining a record of all incoming and outgoing requests to or from parties
involved in excavating activity or being notified of an excavation.

5.3. Damage Prevention - PECO
5.3.1 Manager, Damage Prevention

5.3.1.1 Provides oversight and direction to the Damage Prevention function

5.3.1.2 Oversees the day-to-day activities of the locating vendor

5.3.1.3 Manages and Maintains external industry and association relationships
5.3.1.4 Participates as an active member of the PA 1 Call Board of Directors

1.

Attend PA1 Board Meeting 4 times per year

5.3.1.5 Participates in Qutreach Programs

5.3.1.5.1
5.3.1.5.2
5.3.1.5.3
5.3.1.54
5.3.1.5.5
5.3.1.56
53.1.5.7
5.3.1.5.8
5.3.1.5.9

Philadelphia Water Department

American Water

USIC Locators

Verizon FTTRP/FIOS

5. Bucks County Municipal Forum
Montgomery County Municipal Forum
Chester County Municipal Forum

PECO COC Damage Prevention Reviews
Shainline

§.3.1.5.10 Delmont
5.3.1.5.11 Caddick
5.3.1.5.12 Brubacher
5.3.1.5.13 Bulldog
5.3.1.5.14 PA One Call Cross Bore Task Force
5.4. Analyst, Damage Prevention
5.4.1 Maintains a database to track all damage data caused by excavation work

§.4.2 Produces monthly reports to identify trends and recommend programmatic
changes to reduce damages

5.4.3 Liaison between PA 1 Call, external contractors and locating vendor for emergent

issues

5.4.4 High Profile Contractor list
55, Supervisor, Damage Prevention
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5.5.1 Provides direct supervision and direction to Damage Prevention Inspectors

5.5.2 Interacts with locating vendor and external contractors
5.5.3 Provides education and assistance to field employees as needed

5.6. Damage Prevention Inspector

5.6.1 Resolves, or refers to other PECO groups, customer concerns that arise in the
field when working around PECO facilities.

5.6.2 Audits and documents PECO Energy locating agent’s proper identification of
underground facilities of High Profile jobs.

5.6.3 The Damage Prevention Inspectors will consider the following factors in
determining the need for and extent of audits/inspections:

5.6.3.1 The type and duration of the excavation activity involved

5.6.3.2 The proximity to the operator's facilities

5.6.3.3 The type of excavating equipment involved

5.6.3.4 The criticality of the operator’s facilities

§.6.3.5 The type of area in which the excavation activity is being performed
5.6.3.6 The potential for a serious incident should damage occur

5.6.3.7 The past experience of the excavator

5.6.3.8 The potential for damage occurring that may not be easily recognized by the
excavator, such as improper support during excavation and backfill

5.6.3.9 The potenitial for facility markings to become obscured
5.6.4 [nspections will include but are not limited to the following actions:

5.6.4.1 LOCATE AND CHECK distribution valves and other means of emergency
shutdown in the event they are necessary for control.

5.6.4.2 CONFIRM excavator has valid POCS request

5.6.4.3 REVIEW POCS request work scope and ENSURE excavator and locator
have same understanding of extent of job site

5.6.4.4 IDENTIFY type and/or size of PECQO facilities in conflict, DETERMINE
schedule of when those facilities will be exposed and/or crossed

5.6.4.5 ENSURE excavator has knowledge of proper clearances and backfill
techniques for respective facility type.

5.6.4.6 Completion of all required fields on the electronic inspection report

5.6.4.7 DOCUMENT all site meetings before or during excavation via electronic
inspection report

5.6.4.8 REVIEW of locator mark accuracy
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5.6.5 Lending assistance and training to contract locators as necessary to identify
PECOQO facilities.

5.7. Construction Designers

5.7.1 Shall at least ten (10) working days in advance, but not more than ninety (90)
working days in advance of the final design CALL POCS AND GIVE the call taker
the required information in accordance with the law

5.7.1.1 RECORD the following:
5.7.1.1.1 Serial number identifying the request for information
§7.1.1.2 POCS phone number

§.7.1.1.3 SHOW on job sketch all PECO & foreign (if known) underground
facilities in the work area

5.7.1.1.4 LIST (adjacent to the title block) companies to be contacted prior to
construction (names, phone number, and notification serial number)

5.8. Gas Field Personnel

5.8.1 CALL POCS [not less than three (3) nor more than ten (10) working days prior
to start] for routine/planned excavation work

5.8.2 CALL POCS immediately for emergent excavation work

5.8.3 ENSURE all facility owners have responded to the POCS request prior to
beginning excavation

5.8.4 EXCAVATE in accordance with the Exelon “Rules to Dig By”

5.8.5 MAINTAIN all markings of facility locations in the work area during construction
to ensure awareness of utility locations.

5.9. Exelon Authorized Locating Personnel
5.9.1 Roeutine, Demolition, and Emergent Excavation Notifications

5.9.1.1 Receive and respond to all POCS requests within the prescribed legal
timeframes.

5.9.1.1.1 IDENTIFY (mark, stake, locate, or otherwise provide position of)
PECO underground gas, electric, water and fiber lines within the scope of
the work site.

5.9.1.1.1.1 In such cases where identification cannot be performed within the
legal timeframe NOTIFY the contractor via POCS, KARL (Kathy
Automated Response to Locate System) conflict may exist and
attempt to make direct contact, if an extension is granted from
contractor DOCUMENT such.
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5.9.1.1.2 IDENTIFY position of underground lines at the site within 18 inches
horizontally from outside wall in such a manner to enable the contractor to
employ prudent techniques (e.g., hand dug test holes) to determine the
precise position of underground lines.

5.9.1.1.3 PERFORM the above identification utilizing PECO Energy records,
and by use of standard locating techniques PECO Energy may
PERFORM excavation around its facilities in fulfilment of its locating
responsibilities.

59.1.1.4 FOLLOW designated color codes for utilities:
5.9.1.1.4.1 High Visibility Safety Yellow - Gas Distribution and Transmission
5.9.1.1.4.2 Safety Red - Electric Power Distribution and Transmission
5.9.1.1.4.3 Safety Red - Cathodic Protection Facilities
5.9.1.1.4.4 Safety Orange — Fiber Optic or other PECO Telecom Facilities
5.9.1.1.4.5 Blue — PECQO water lines (feed to Limerick Nuclear Plant)
5.9.1.1.5 |DENTIFY the size of the facilities if over 2"
5.9.1.1.5.1 Do not give facility depth.

5.9,1.2 Fax a copy of all Demolition POCS requests to the appropriate FECO
Contractor and Builder Services organization

5.9.1.3 DOCUMENT results of locate by completing all required decumentation on
the electronic close screen within the ticket management system with positive
response to the POCS KARL system

5.9.1.4 Identify High Profile jobs to PECO Damage Preventicn Inspectors in
accordance with the High Profile work process (see Attachment GO-PE-
9003-5, Page 4 of 4) which include:

59.1.41 Castiron gas mains

59.1.4.2 Gas transmission pipelines

59.1.4.3 Large gas distribution mains

5.9.1.44 Gas gate station and regulator stations
5.9.1.4.5 Directional boring/drilling work
5.9.1.4.6 Long jobs

5.9.1.4.7 Blasting

5.9.1.4.8 Road widening

5.9.1.4.9 High profile cantractor

5.9.1.4.10 High profile customer
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5.9.1.4.11 Prablem locate jobs

5.9.1.4.12 Heavy underground locations
5.9.1.4.13 PECO facility record discrepancies

5.9.1.5 Maintain an electronic record of the disposition of all POCS requests as
specified in the contractual agreement with PECO

5.9.1.6 Provide access to the POCS request software to PECO Energy for purposes
of viewing the disposition of requests and retrieving tickets of special interest.

(Example, requests by a specific contractor, or work proposed in specific
areas.)

5.10. Design Notifications

5.10.1 Receive and process all POCS Design requests within the prescribed lawful
timeframe

5.10.2 Review work scope identified on the Design request with PECO facility records

5.10.3 Send letter in accordance with the Design Ticket work process (see Attachment
GO-PE-9003-7) to the designer indicating conflicts/no conflict

5.10.3.1 Enclose copies of PECO Energy underground facility maps with all
conflict responses

§.10.4 Maintain a copy of the response to the designer and an electronic record of the

disposition of the POCS requests as specified in the contractual agreement with
PECO

5.10.5 DOCUMENT results of completion of the design request by completing all
required documentation on the electronic close screen within the ticket
management system with positive response to the POCS KARL system

5.11. Letters and Calls Received Qutside POCS
5.11.1 Non-emergency

5.11.1.1 |F calls or letters are received directly from designers/excavators that are
not related to the direct work of the locating vendor, THEN DIRECT them to
call the regular POCS number:;

5.11.1.1.1 Calls made from within Pennsylvania - 1-800-242-1776

5.11.1.1.2 Calls from outside of Pennsylvania - 1-800-248-1786
5.11.2 Emergency

5.11.2.1 IF a call is received reporting damage or imminent damage to PECO
Energy facilities, THEN REFER the caller to the PECO Energy emergency
number (1-800-841-4141, option #1) and PA 1 Call at 1-800-242-1776.
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6. Documentation
6.1. None
7. Terms and definitions

7.1.  Facility Owner:

7.1.1 Pubilic utility, political subdivision, municipality, autherity, rural electric
cooperative or its named representative trade association, or other person or
entity who or which owns or operates an underground line.

7.2. Excavation Work:

7.2.1 The use of powered equipment or explosives in the movement of earth, rock or
other material, and includes but is not limited to anchoring, augering, backfilling,
blasting, boring, digging, ditching, drilling, driving-in, grading, plowing-in, ripping,
scraping, trenching and tunneling.

7.3. Demolition Work:

7.3.1 The partial or complete destruction of a structure, by any means, served by, or
adjacent to a line or lines.

7.4. PECO Energy Emergency Number:
7.4.1 1-800-841-4141, Option #1
7.5. POCS:;
7.5.1 PBennsylvania One Call System
7.5.2 PQCS Telephone Numbers:
7.5.2.1 ALL Areas: 811
7.5.2.2 From within Pennsylvania: 1-800-242-1776
7.5.2.3 From outside Pennsylvania: 1-800-248-1786

8. References
8.1. Supersedes GO-PE-903 GASDAMAGE PREVENTION

8.2. Supersedes Gas Instruction Letter, Mains and Services, Mains, General 1-7,
Damage Prevention Program

8.3. Supersedes Gas Distribution Foreman's Manual lll-A-4, Damage Prevention
Program

8.4. Code of Federal Regulations 25CFR 211.62
8.5. Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 1926.651
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8.6. Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 1926.850

8.7. Code of Federal Regulations 29CFR 19286,900

8.8. Code of Federal Regulations 49CFR 192.614

8.9. DS-X-107, Pennsylvania One-Call System (POCS)

8.10. Procedure GO-PE-3009-Repair and Replacement of Gas Mains and Services
8.11. Procedure GO-PE-1004-Gas l.eakage Surveys

8.12. Procedure OP-G-515, Procedure for Handling and Recording Cutside Leaks
8.13. Pennsylvania Act 187

9. Attachments
9.1. GO-PE-9003-1, Pennsylvania One Call System Information
9.2. GO-PE-9003-2, 29CFR 1926, Subpart P Excavations, Trenching And Shoring

9.3. GO-PE-8003-3, Title 25 - Rules And Regulations, Chapter 211 - Storage, Handling
And Use Of Explosives; Section 211.62 -~ Blasting in the vicinity of utility lines

9.4. GO-PE-9003-5, High Profile Process
95  GO-PE-9003-8, Rules to Dig By

9.6. GO-PE-9003-7, Design Ticket Process
9.7. GO-PE-9003-9, Screen Captures
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10. Development history

3

Revision 0 Date: 10/26/2004
Writer Kathy Lloyd {(Damage Prevention), William Nuss (Gas Engineering)
Reviewer(s) John Frantz (Gas Engineering);

Technical Approver(s)

John Frantz (Manager, Gas Engineering), Marie Furey (Manager, Damage
Prevention);

Safety Approver(s)

Approver's name and work group,

UFAM Approver(s)

UFAM Name, core function and title

Reason written

Rewrote procedure to focus on natural gas damage prevention. Updated
organizational names and re-formatted in accordance with the Exelon
management Madel. THIS PROCEDURE REPLACES OP-X-505.

Revision 0 Date: 5/12/2008
Writer Gary Bartnik {Damae Prevention)

Reviewer(s) Gas Engineering

Technical Approver(s) | Approver’s name and work group;

Safety Approver (s} Approver’s name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s) Diane DiMarco

Reason written

Updated Manager responsibilities. Replaces GO-PE-903

Revision 1 Date: 11/7/2011
Writer Maureen Ludwick (Damage Prevention)
Reviewer(s) Rob Bedics (Damage Prevention)

Technical Approver(s) | Approver's name and work group;

Safety Approver(s) Approver’s name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s) Steve Singh (Gas Asset & Perf)

Reason written

To provide instructions to prevent excavation or demolition work from
damaging PECO underground pipelines.
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Revision 2 Date: 04/08/2013
Writer Maureen Ludwick.

Reviewer(s) Rob Bedics, Dave Haverstick, Joe Beerley
Technical Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

Safety Approver(s) Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s)

Reason written

Periodic review

Revision 3 Date: 03/10/2014
Writer Maureen Ludwick (Damage Prevention Analyst)
Reviewer(s) Rob Bedics (Damage Prevention), Dave Haverstick (Damage Prevenlion),

Brian Camfield {Gas Asset Management & Performance), David Bonner
(Gas Asset Management & Performance)

Technical Approver(s)

Approver's name and work group;

UFAM Approver(s)

Nicole LeVine (Director Regional Operations Gas Distribution)

Reason written

Updated locating vendor to USIC, Inc. throughout procedure and
attachments, added PA One Call Cross Bore Task Force to gutreach
programs for Manager of Damage Prevention and editorial changes.
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PENNSYLVANIA ONE-CALL SYSTEM INFORMATION

When a designer or contractor contacts POCS, the operator gives the calier a
serial number and inputs the information received from the caller into a
computer. The computer transmits this information to each member who has
underground facilities in the political subdivision where the excavation is to
take place,

Printers have “answer back” feature that enables the computer to determine if
each receiver for which a message is intended is operative at the beginning
and end of each message. If a receiver is inoperative at either time, then the
message is repeated after a short interval. If the receiver stili does not
respond, an operator will telephone the message and notify the receiving
location that its printer is inoperative.

When POCS receives an emergency call reporting damage or imminent
damage to a member's underground facilities, the caller is given a
notification serial number and told to call the affected company directly at the
supplied emergency phone number. The computer also electronically sends
a confirming message to all members who have underground facilities in the
political subdivision.

POCS has been given the hours that the receiver is manned including a list
of holidays PECO Energy observes. Any calls received at night, on
weekends, or on a holiday that requires action before the printer is
scheduled to be manned will be phoned to the PECO Energy authorized
locating agent’s answering service, The proper emergency teiephone
number and a confirming order will electronically be sent to the printer.

Attachment GO-PE-9003-1
Page 1 of 1
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29CFR 1926, SUBPART P EXCAVATIONS, TRENCHING AND SHORING

The estimated location of utility installations, such as sewer, telephone, fuel, electric,
water lines, or any other underground installation that reasonably may be expected to
be encountered during excavation work, shall be determined prior to opening an
excavation.

Utility companies or owners shall be contacted within established or customary local
response times, advised of the proposed work, and asked o establish the location of
the utility underground installations prior to the start of actual excavation. When utility
companies or owners cannot respond to a request to locate underground installations
within 24 hours (unless a longer period is required by state or local law}, or cannot
establish the exact location of these installations, the employer may proceed, provided
the employer does so with caution, and provided detection equipment or other
acceptable means to locate utility installations are used.

When excavation operations approach the estimated location of underground
installations, the exact location of the installations shall be determined by safe and
acceptable means.

“Subpart T" - Demolition; Section 1926.850 - Preparatory Operations (c) All electric,
gas, water, steam, sewer and other service lines shall be shut off, capped or otherwise
controlled, outside the building line before demolition work is started. In each case,
any utility company that is involved shall be notified in advance

"Subpart U" - Blasting and the use of explosives; Section 1926.900 - General
Provisions {(0)

Blasting operations in the proximity of overhead power lines, communication lines,
utility services or other services and structures shall not be carried on until the
operators and/or owners have been notified and measures for safe control have been
taken.

Attachment GO-PE-9003-2
Page 1 0of 1
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TITLE 25 - RULES AND REGULATIONS, CHAPTER 211 - STORAGE, HANDLING

AND USE OF EXPLOSIVES; SECTION 211.62 - BLASTING IN THE VICINITY OF

UTILITY LINES.

These regulations set forth the blasting requirements in the vicinity of utility lines. They require
the biaster to inform himself or herself of the location of underground utilities and to use a
drilling pattern and blast initiation procedure that will provide the greatest possible relief in a
direction away from utility lines. Item (d) of this Section reads as follows:

(d)
(1

(2)

All blasting in the vicinity of utility lines shall be conducted as follows:

Excavation from the surface to a depth corresponding to the elevation of the
top of the buried utility can proceed at the discretion of the blaster using

accepted techniques.

When the excavation has attained a depth equal to the elevation of
the top of the buried utility line or if the line is exposed in and makes
solid contact with the surface, the vertical depth of subsequent blast
holes will be restricted to one-half the horizontal distance from the
closest portion of the pipeline. In this instance, blast hole diameter
will be restricted to @ maximum of three inches with no more than
one hole being initiated per delay period.

An example of the requirements of Item d is shown in the diagram below and explained in the

following text.
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The contractor should drill and blast in four steps, removing material after each step.

Contractor may remove this trench section down to an elevation equal to the depth of the buried
facility (in this case 42 inches). If blasting is used for this section of trench, then the drill hole for
the charge may not be greater than 42 inches in depth.

The vertical depth of the drill hole for a blasting charge in this section is limited to one-half the
horizontal distance from the closast portion of the buried Facility (in this case, 6 x 7z or 3 feet).

The removal of this section and every succeeding section will be identical to section 2 with the
blast hold depth heing limited to one-half the horizontal distance from the closest portion of the

buried facility.

NOTE A: Underground facilities shall be marked on the surface prior to construction.
The contractor is responsible for determining the exact location of the
underground lines, but when mutually agreeable, a distance of 18 inches
each side of the marked location may be used as the designated near edge

of the line.

A blasting contractor may apply for a change in these requirements if one or
more of these regulations provide an operaticnal or safety-oriented hardship.
Application must be made to the Department of Environmental Resources for
a waiver of the regulation(s) in question. This waiver may be granted if, in the
judgment of the Department, the altermative procedure does not endanger the
utility line. Any waiver should be made known to the utilities involved.

Attachment GO-PE-8003-3
Page 2 of 2
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HIGH PROFILE PROCESS

PURPCSE

To provide general guidelines to the USIC., Inc. workforce and PECQO Dig Safe
employees in the function and use of the High Profile Reporting too! located on the
USIC., Inc. web page.

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

High Profile: PECOQO Energy’'s numeric designation for PA 1 Call tickets received by
USIC., Inc. that may require further action by a PECO Damage Prevention Inspector.

High Profile Reporting Tool — USIC., Inc. web-based PA 1 Call ticket management
system (USICINC.COM) Custom Reports/High Profile

High Profile Designation Numbers — See attachment #1

PA 1 Call System, Inc. (PA 1 Call} — non-profit Pennsylvania corporation created to
protect the underground facilities of members through communication with any
person{s) planning to disturb the earth.

PA 1 Call Ticket — Routine, Dig Up, Emergency, and Design notifications to faciiity
owners of specific excavation information so that the lines can be marked

Dig Up Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in for a mark out by excavators who have
hit¥damaged an underground facility line

Emergency Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out who need
to dig on a job that involves a clear and immediate danger to life or property

Routine Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out under normal
conditions not addressed by a Dig Up or Emergency ticket

Demglition Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by excavators for a mark out under
normal conditions not addressed by a Dig UP or Emergency ticket where the excavator
will demolish the building/facility

Design Stage Ticket — PA 1 Call tickets called in by design firms, engineering firms,
and contractors requesting prints of underground facilities during the design phase of a
project prior to excavation

Damaaqe Prevention Speciatist (DPS) — USIC., Inc. field employee responsible for
marking PECO underground facilities and completing PA 1 Call tickets

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 1of 4
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Damage Prevention Inspector (DPI) ~ PECO Energy field employees responsible for
proactive damage prevention of PECO underground facilities

USIC., inc. —PECO Energy’s locating vendor responsible for completing PA 1 Call
tickets in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery and York Counties

RESPONSIBILITIES
USIC., Inc. DPS

Marks out and or clears Dig UP, Emergency, Routine, and Demolition PA 1 Call tickets
received as per the scope specified on the PA 1 Call ticket

Identifies High Profile jobs as per Attachment #1 on Emergency, Routine, and
Demolition and Dig Up tickets only.

Design tickets do not require a High Profile designation
On the USIC., Inc. ticket management completion screen:

- Clicks an the High Profile option and notes the High Profile designation number(s) in
the Film Roll section using the following format standards:

- Enter number only. Do not use # of other symbols (e.g. 1)

- Separate multiple designation numbers with a comma (e.g. 1,5)

- If the high profile designation number{s} is the same for both the electric and gas,
only check the High Profile option and enter the number(s) in the Film Roll Field for
either the electric or gas completion screen area. Do not enter duplicate information
in both completion screens.

- Ifthe gas and electric high profile reasons are different, check the high profile option
and enter the appropriate number in the film roll field of each compietion screen

Clicks on the appropriate close codes (e.q. Painted, Flagged, Excavation Site Clear)
Enters the PECO print #
Enters any necessary comments in the Driver Remarks

Notifies USIC., Inc. supervisor immediately of any PA 1 Call tickets designated with
an 8 (Problem |ocate)

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 2 0of 4
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Notifies USIC., Inc. Supervisor immediately of any tickets designated with a 7R (PECO gas
regulator station)

USIC., Inc. Supervisor
Reviews the High Profile Report daily to ensure tickets are properly coded
When notified by USIC., Inc. DPS of a 7R, PECO Regulator Station:

- Immediately calls the PECO DOC at (610} 941-1599.
- Documents, in writing, the date, time, and name of PECQO employee notified

When notified by USIC. DPS of a Problem Locate (High Profile number 8), assists the DPS in
locating the facilities.

Contacts the designated County DI for assistance when necessary

Notifies the PECO Dig Safe Analyst at (610) 941-1631 with any changes to the High Profile
Report

PECO DPI

Reviews the High Profile Report on the USIC., Inc. web site daily for tickets in their assigned
county :

Prioritizes the work giving high priority to cast iron, problem contractors, and problem locates for
follow-up action

Tickets designated 7S (substation) or 7G(gate station):

- Determine if scope of work is inside the perimeter of the station
- Work with PECO T & S personnel to complete the mark out within the perimeter of the
PECO sub-station or gate station

Makes field visitinspections/audits/contact as necessary
Completes a PECO Damage Prevention audit report for every audit conducted
Returns ail completed audits and summary to PECO Dig Safe Supervisor weekly

Attachment GO-PE-9003-5
Page 3of 4
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ATTACHMENT 1
CRITERIA # CRITERIA HIGH PROFILE
1 CAST IRON MAIN In the scope of the job,
2 ONG JOB Greater than 500 feet,
3 GAS TRANSMISSION Print show

LECTRIC TRANSMISSION

GAS LARGE DISTRIBUTION MAINS [ Mains ¢aual to and areater than 10 inch.

Greater than 34.000 volts

WATER TRANSMISSION | Caoolina water suooly lines. (Bucks & Mont Co, onfv)

4 LASTING Identified on ticket. and anvwhere in the vicinity of the job scope, |
5 IGH PROFILE CONTRACTOR, From the High Profile Contractor List,
8 U GROU | Very conaested map.
7 EGULATOR / GATE / SUB-STATION Anvwhere in the vicinity of the job scope.
8 PROBIEM LOCATE The Locator & Supervisor have exhausted all resources & CNL.
Supervisor calls PECO DP) immediately
10 DIRECTIONAL BORING / DRILLING In the scope of the job,
11 OAD WIDENING il tic:c_ets g?jjtla_cl_mt_fgj__m%__wiggmﬁa Inrori]ecisi1 | —
12 HIGH PROFILE CUSTOMER nd other faciltos where ovacuations san occur
# 9 is not a criteria,
One of the following must be noted
in locator remarks |
When # 9 is selected, It is notification of :
g [No Print = No Sketch, No Map, No Record. Nothing!
9 Blank Print = Mo info on print, record, or map.
) [Insufficient information on print, record, or map.
9 llncorrect information on print, record, or map = DDIF !

Dig Safe 12/10/2002

Attachment GO-PE-2003-5
Page 4 of 4
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DESIGN STAGE TICKETS

PURPOSE
To provide general guidelines on the process to complete PA 1 Call Design tickel requests

PROCESS

UsiC, Inc.
Receives all Design request tickets from PA 1 Call

Reviews the scope of the ticket and prints all appropriate PECO underground facility maps within the
defined job scope

Completes the PECO/USIC Design Ticket form letter (Attachment 1)

Mails the letter and any PECO underground facility maps found within the scope of the PA 1 design ticket
to the contact information specified in the PA 1 Call ticket

Maintains a file of all Design request tickets including:
o A copy of the PA 1 Call ticket
o A copy of the form letter
o Arecord of the prints that were sent

Closes the PA 1 Call ticket using the #2 "Conflict Lines Nearby, Direct Contact to follow by
Facility Owner" KARL response code

Attachment GO-PE-9003-7
Page 1 of 2
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= PECO.

An Exelon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003
Revision No.: 3

Design Ticket PROCESS

PA One Call design tickets in the PECO service
territory are sent to the Office Administrator (OA) upon
being processed through the USIC server.

Upon receiving the tickets the OA determines the
extent of the design ticket that prints are needed for.

The OA selects all main prints that cover the area for all
utilities in the services territory (Gas and Electric)

The selected prints are then printed off, stamped with a
disclaimer, placed in an envelope or shipping tube
along with the contact letter with USIC contact info on

it

The ticket is then closed in the One Calls Karl system
as “Conflict- Contact to follow”

The prints are then envelope or shipping tube is then
taken to the PECO mail room where they are sent to the
caller of the One Call

Attachment GO-PE-8003-7
FPage 2 of 2
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= PECO.

Gas Damage Prevention

PECO IT Solutions

Damage Prevention Screens

11. Search for HP Cases

12. Search Results

An Exelon Company

PECQO Administrative Procedure
GO-PE-2003
Revision No.: 3

bamacC PRCVCNTION
WiCH PROFILE <asLs

lomber Cota a) @ C
Baginning Data : 1rza1
Ending Date : 112,201
Insgection : Al
page 1of1
B 22 | iy [cansan
1
1nzan | LISHOR CIRCLE
Print Probler EXCavAIING [°AHTORD TR |
Tong Jo0,
Probliem
$11172011 12021300008 Locata, Print SIGHAL  (HORRISTOWH
KC  |prabiam, High| HARRLEY ST SERVICEmC | BcRo (Maddy )
Profie
Customer
1228 LOWER A F——
110102011 201123010203 . High Profile : i
_—l g | LighPromt l.leemr;guouse UFLCAR cm;r{fnn View | Madify
Tranarmlaston
. POCONG FEST |
1z zn.um;aaa‘ ) Lines, 807 PAXSOI! CHELTENHALI -
KC ReguistorGate|  WE pomlisen e | Modity
Jiation
Teunpnissian I
11112011 201130122221 | Linas, RICGS ABRIGTON
KRG  aguiniariGare| STATIOTI AWVE DI3TLER Twe | Madity,
Station
TInReTT Bp 3012203 . RepulatiGale| COUNTY Uil RIGGS  WMCHTGOLERY]
ke Stavon AR DISTLER Twp [V ] [(Modiy
TR TT 20113000 (5 Figh Prafia | 026 VALLEY TIORTH PETI1 { TOWALIGHICITE
R | Gustomer | FORGERD WTR AUTH WP
DPPER T
112011 20 s 13080016] High Pronte | 1920 vALLEY rerRiHPEnn bt
K€ | Customer | FORGERD VITR &UTH G"‘,;'\L{PEDD [Miaw] |
- RABE - T
111172911 BY 113080017 High Pratite | #39 W DEKALE ! UPPER
KC | Conuacter PIKE Mt UERIGH TWn [Viaw] |
L High Proflia l
= Cantracter, PErINGYLYAT 4 Ca3T
TINr2019 20113050008 (o Problain (2400 SWEDERD ALERICAIL | HORRITON View ] [[Modity
Locate, Print VWITER VP
Feebiam |
paga 1al1 Mgy FiE Ltgvhr Prordoyg Lligzg Flox tgva Lot

Attachment GO-PE-9003-9
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= PECO.

An Exclan Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003
Revision No.: 3

13. Ticket Details

SamACt pRovenion
HICH PRGEILE <ASCE

e w DELNBY LA IR UHUDIRGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTIICH REQUESTIwme=mmwowrwar

mraal HumEar——{f03;1305T01%)-1090] Channelf.alOB31029] [0317]

tGga Tyneas=[IIEM] (EXCAVATION] [EMERGRHNCY ]

Councyres (MONTGOMERY! Hunzeipalizye=-{URPER HERINI THP]
-=173% ¥ pE¥LIE PIKE)

a4t IntwrewoUlonw-{8 BULFH D)

fA. LOCATIQN IS AT COANER

IENBTL WATER BERY] Depsn--{5FT)
Lan-- (31T X 1397%) Hethod o EROmvation--[DIC3ING]
Stremze-ix] Jidewalike-{X} Fub Prope—{X) Fvr Prcpe=~1X] Cthay=-|]

awfil Jtext Datesa=] ] Thraugh |
mduisa LHOA¥ICLlon Oate==[0l-igw-11]
#DOnPw DU Datw--[71-llow-il)

~[(0644] Durssian—-(3 DAYS]

Fhope=cld413-S05-33d3) Xut--{]
Exasvator—— {RADE PLUNDING oL HEaTiNG) Momwavner/Dusine
¥ena~- 1101 CAVERLY arte oy

~IMCGRTON] State-—(Fi] Zip~-{10373]
FEX—-4£10-330-0R82! Emeil==[none]

ork Baing Done Far—- tAGUA!

Feroth Te Ceonztazi--[JOF MCDONOUGH) Phones=s [(10-476-3374) Ext--(]
Bwat Time To Call--[aurTinec]

{OEBQRAN CONTELLY)

—COHEAAT CABLE 11 BE 5 DI -U HEAION THD DIIC DII-U MERISIT TR
=HT&T LOGRL 5VCI HAAD HALR=CORLCAAT-FINER H3 O M3 =aTUR PA
ADUR Pa THE AR KC O RS =PECO PLMO AP O 9P —ENIGCS PIFELINE

2ria] NymnAar—-—Il0113080917)-10087

—wmmw=m Copyrignm (o) 011 hy Eennaylvania wne Call dy Ino.

TMumberr 20113383027
Term: KT
Hazwwa

A2/2/29z2% 3143:21 I

Toue

Tet F3S.ALfrwd Goocuw

d Il BEA3132 AM ---

ting Glamp o pole dagp $O mMmark paivate LlLEY S0 SKans & pesus. ring Siame Lo ULV pire to mesM ilnw %o
Uet meil & 8v¢ o OPPOsite sifle DOC DiaQ. 31gFehss

L3011 B2433:3 A —-—-

11/1/350911 10:06:36 PX

Attachment GO-PE-8003-9
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= PECO.

An Exclon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003
Revision No.: 3

14. Modify — Job Brief (empty sample]

paMmACL PRRVENTION
HICH PROFILE CRSCS

Vnndnr -

_\Company,_

RF\EE ?LUHBING& HEATII‘JG
e e —
Wlazard|Racoy yilssgssient

o Ie 3ll appreprista PPE In place? [0 Commants: l

[Z] &pproved Safety Shees [CIHard Hat [ satay; Glassas ClfR Vest

0 Crtical 3teps vonfied? (1 Commena: ]

0 Eriar Lirely Situalions; [ _I
[CIstip # Tring # Fall Hazard CJwasther Closps 1wid Lia ClLine ctFra [C] Trafic
[CJconstruzhen irea I:IFaﬂguu O pistractions

1 . Thtng that could Happen: | ]
[OEleciizal Shoek: [OFire t Explaston [Daccdent Clran Jnjury

9 Defenses in Place: I :l
[Z1'ee pait cemmunicaion [ClProper PPE [CIsTAR. [l attertion to getan [C1€yes onpatn

Axareness Zone:{ I
w Cauton Zone:| ]

A el )

[ Cominue || SkipJobBrief ]

Attachment GO-PE-8003-9
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= PECO.

An Exelon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003

Revision No.: 3
15. Modify — Job Brief (populated sample)

DAMACE PRIVLNTION
HICH PROLILL (RSES
Homg Beooils

1 Compiny; J\{!d(:!q_

-

RAEE FLUMAING 8 HEATING 738 %Y DEKALB PIKE

Q 15 21 200rconate #PE 0 ptace? commen:s:|
[Fl=pprines Sacely Shoes [¥1Haro Hat [Fl5atei7 Glasses ClFRvest

o Critical sigpy venfied? [¥] Comman:n:l I

0 Ettar Likely Sdustiens: I l
[Clstip 1 'Trips  Fat Hazard [¥]\Wasther ODoegs /vhid Lie Cuine ctFire Traffic
[ZJCanstruzticn area [CIFatigue ClDtetractions

o Worst Thing that could Happan: l !
[Cletectrizat Shack [CIFire t E+ploston [FAaccident ElFan Injury

9 Osgranses nPlace: I
[CITrree pant commun'cadon [#1Psoger PPE [Is.rAR. {¥) Atenuon to detsi [zl €yes on pamn

. L¥Irenass Znnn:i I
Cautien Znne‘.| j
@: Task Zone: l

[ Comivve__ [ SkinJobBriet |

Attachment GO-PE-8003-9
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= PECO.

Gas Damage Prevention

An Exelon Company

PECO Administrative Procedure

16. HP Case Detail Entry- (empty sample)

GO-PE-9003

Revision No.: 3

DAMECC PROCVENTIAN
WICH PROFILE {ASES

Horne Heports

RAEE PLUIIBIHG a HE-\TING

Cnnlmctm Hamg: _ iConifacter Phone Humbei.

Comtractor. excavating withi

B '_' __Status O Marks

Marks OK
Incidart Rapen Dig Safa Pockel Guida Marks Off
PILR Mark Out Card NO Marks
FC Reparl Rautine Natificalion Brachure Marks Compremised
Condition Report Businesa Card PartialMarks
Matks Mot Chackad I
(3 Job Site
¥istad b/
Inspecior
=]
Praconsirucuon
Llasling
[0 servce
Predced by
Inspatier
_DRi‘Actions Taken Be specific abou:,., Location <\¥hat was verfied : Attions perfaimed - Any commerits. _

Attachment GO-PE-9003-9
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= PECO.

An Exelon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-8003

Revision No.: 3
17. HP Case Detail — (populated sample)

CRMACE PRCVLNTION
HICH PROFILL CASES

u‘ﬂecoivadu Ti:lmtrlumhor MumburCodm A w)_—]

s

L L (.mnpmw

RAGE F'I.UHBIHG& HE‘;TII’IG 739 W OEK‘-LEJ PIKE

_Contractor.| Hnrnn I nua:lm[‘honn rrumbel - — Con(mcton Cll\,v _.iType Of Work

oo |

Incident Report Dig Safa Pockal Guida ' Marks OR _ 1
FILR Mark Out Card NOMarks
FC Rapont Reutne Natficaian Brochure Marks Compromised
‘Condiion Repon _] Businesa Card ParbalMarks
Marks Net Checked
[ Job Site T T )
visitad by Pu Wy stree
nspactor -
]
Preconstruction
Liusting
[ sersce
Pronaced by
Inspactor
e
[ Actlons Taken Be specific about... Location - Vihat was verfied -'Actions perdoimed - Any, comments:
some rarke ware off and come were miscing. completed and corrected all marks.

[ Sove Changes |

Attachment GO-PE-9003-9
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=PECO.

An Exelon Company

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003

Revision No.: 3
18. Search Results - (after detail saved)

DAMACC PRCVCNTIGN
WICH PROFILE CASES
Hﬂm Eﬂumr

li¢mbar Code (6} ©  KC
Beginning Date : 11412011
gnding Date : [ 226!
Inspecton :

Moo Fira}
i ; T kot | [
’ Rucuwe‘ L!rlu1ulim.4..c'!u‘

" g ) " LOWER !
1111120411201 ;2972333[ 114HOR CIRCLE BRUBSCHER -
1 KC  [Print Problom EXCAVATING SALFORD TP Viow | | Modify
Long Jeb,
Prghlam
1942011 20113000088 |, Locate, Print | ., SIGHAL  HORRISTOW!L -
2 K€ (prablam Hgh| WARRLEYST SERVICEINC | 80RO (Vo] [Modty
Prente
Custorner
< ; 1225 LOWER
3 [TVVRONZI0I0203 ZL“Q,'ZL?E;" LIEETINCHOUSE MELGAR | GoATEDD
RO e
Trangmission POCONG TEST | l
$111201112011 - Linas, 507 PAXSOH CHELTENHAL '
+ K& QagulateGotls]  &E P ) {Medy |
Stagon
0113012252 Trnsmizslon
111120111201 3301 Unas, RIGGS ABIMGTOM - -
5 Kz RaguknonGste STATION 2VE DISTLER we [
Statign
1120115201 1301925 ResutnariGate] COUMTY LINE RIGGS  jJONTGOIHERY| "
N K Statien RO DISTLER TV , Modity
101200112018 1 - High Pichi'e 1020 7ALLEY FICRTH PEMNTI [TOWSIENCIH —
7 xc Customer FCRGE RD TR 2UTH TP @] ‘@]
S UFPER 7
1992011 (20113050015 High Profi'e | 1020 YALLEY HERTMPENIN | o F -
8 KC | cusiomer | FCRGERD sTRayrH | CHLEDD ] Modtly
- ) RABE T
11220111201 130508 17, High Profia | 738 WOEKALE UPPER — y
¢ - KC Cortractes PIKE PLUMBING & |y o T v ‘.'m.vl Modity
HEATING
High Profite
. Canlroctos, - PEHNSYLVAL 14 E4ST
g [1W011(20113050083 | Hroblem 2400 SWEDERD ERCAL | HORRITAN
Lacata, Print WIATER e
Probfem
page 161 gy Firg} Lgvg Pravioug Lgratigat Llgve Last
Attachment GO-PE-9003-9
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= PECO.

Gas Damage Prevention

19. Subsequent Modify Attempt on Same Day

An Exelon Company

PECO Administrative Procedure
GO-PE-9003
Revision No.: 3

PRMACC PREVENTION
HICH PROFILE ¢ASCS

. (,omp'my
R.-\EE PLUMBIHG 8 HE*.TII!G

MLlllbt‘l CI‘JdL T

[ \Vl.ndm B nDu(uRecelveu Tlr.kul'lumbur

?39 \WDEKALD PIKE

Hazard Recognltion Asse smum_ L Ilmmedrnloly mpannuunn..l '|:|dunmto-upurv- n.

1his case already has a Job Brief for today.

Cnlu.ain Llsl

—

thddrigs

Creata new Job Brief to start a new inspection. . Lt i
i AN
. '
Existing Job Briaf stll applies, Make changes to earfiar inspection. L . :"1'
‘ T
t Tod
ey BEEINE E 4 1 LN
. 4‘\ PR N
4 i A ' STk
i + t e i f

i

Attachment GO-PE-8003-9
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= PECO.

An Exelon Cornpany

Gas Damage Prevention
PECO Administrative Procedure

GO-PE-9003

Revision No.: 3
20. Add New HP Case

R bamAcL PRCYENTION
HICH PROFILE C(ASES
|tema Eengitg
d

choosa ang i

DtherAnknown
Casthon

Long Job
Trunsmission Lingg
Blasung

High Profile Contracicr
Heavy Underground
Ragulatarf3ate Station
Prablem Locale

Print Problem

Directonal Boring/Driling
Read Widening

Migh Profila Customar

Forinstrutiions ¢n how io aelect
mulliple itams ih this list
ar

[ 7 Compony Addross

P e T T A A T T~ T = T ™ T
_. . Conuactortamp:  ContfactanPhone Humber Lontracter Gity Type Ul Woik

Cuntinug

Attachment GO-PE-9003-9
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EXHIBIT C

RECEIVED

JAN 8~ 2016

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
SECRETARY'S BUREAU




Summary of PA One Call Tickets and Responses for Rosemont College Construction Project

Date of One. | One Call Ticket Date of PECO's
Call Request Number Contractor Submitting Request Type of Work Being Performed By Contractor Response to Request PECO's Reponse To One Call Ticket
6/17/2011 |20111682524 |Turner Land Surveying House and Drive Modification Landscaping 6/20/2011 Design/Conflict
12/20/2012 |20123551597 |PR Environmental Designs Inc Test Pits 12/24/2012 Routine / Marked
12/21/2012 J20123561308 [Environmental Management Group Remove Underground Tank 12/28/2012 Routine / Marked
12/27/2012 |20123621150 |Turner Land Surveying Capital Improvements 1/3/2013 Routine / Clear-No Facilities
1/4/2013 20130040494 |PR Environmental Designs Inc Damage Cut/Pulled Comcast Line 1/4/2013 Emergency f Marked
1/7/2013 20130071986  |Turner Land Surveying Capitol Impravements 1/8/2013 Design/Conflict
1/11/2013 |20130111778 |PR Environmental Designs inc Test Pits 1/15/2013 Routine / Marked
1/25/2013  |20130251563  |PR Environmental Designs Inc Tesi Pits 1/28/2013 Routine / Marked
3/14/2013 |20130731577 |Rosemont College Construct Athletic Field 3/15/2013 Routine / Marked
5/13/2013 |20131330232  |Schlouch Inc Field Reconstrudicn 5/16/2013 Routine f Marked
5/22/2013 120131421231 |Robert Foss Electric [nstall Clectric Service & Generatot 5/28/2013 Routine / Marked
6/4/2013 20131551660  iSchlouch Inc field Reconstruction 6/6/2013 Routine f Marked
6/28/2013 20131790696  |Schlouch Excavating Company Field Reconstruction 7/3/2013 Routine / Marked
7/3/2013 20131840770 |Robert Foss Electric Install Electric Service & Generator 7/8/2013 Routine / Marked
7/12/2013 |20131930871 |Cavan Construction Company Inc Install Footings 7/15/2013 Insufficient Time Provided by Contractor / Markec
7/16/2013  [20131970626 |Cavan Construction Company Ing Install Footings 7/16/2013 Insufficient Time Provided by Contractor / Markec
8/7f2013 20132192985 |PECO Energy Repair Gas Leak 8/7/2013 Emergency / Marked
8/8/2013 20132200770  [Schlouch Excavating Company Fietd Reconstruction 8/12/2013 Routine / Clear-No Facilities
Emergency / Net Marked Due to No Access (error -
according to USIC rmanager, fine was marked but
8/16/2013 |20132200925 |Robert Foss Electric Drilling Post Holes 8/16/2013 response was entered incorrectly in KARL system)

RECEIVED

JAN 8 ~ 2016

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
SECRETARY'S BUREAU
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EXHIBIT D

RECEIVED

JAN 8 2015

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
SECRETARY'S BUREAU



Page 1 of 3

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TRTT 201} ]68é524-000 NEW XCAY DSGN

=====PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY L[NB PROTECTION REQUEST=s==s====x -
Serial Number--[201 1 1682524]-[000] Channel#--[1912 WEB][0078]

Message Type--[NEW][ExCA VATION][DESIGN]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP) ‘ R E C E IV E D

Work Site--[1320 WENDOVER]

Nearest Intersection--{MONTGOMERY AVE v
Second Jmersecnon-[[AmDALE ROAD) : JAN 8 2016
Subdivision--[] Site Marked in White--[N] .

Location Information-- ‘ PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
{SITE 1S ROSEMONT COLLEGE]} SECRETARY'S BUREAU

Caller Lat/Lon--{]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
(40.031124/-75.327344,40.030621/-75.329004,40.032384/-75.331 105,
40.033225/-75. 327036, 40 032107/-75.327705]
Map Graphic--[http:// c Vi view 25n=20111682524

Type of Wo;k--[HOUSE AND DRIVE MODIFICATION; LANDSCAPING] Depth--{]
Extent of Excavation--[} Method of Excavation--{]
Street--[X] Sidewalk--[X] Pub Prop--{X] Pvt Prop—[X] Other--[]

Lawful Start Dates--[ ] Through { ]
. Scheduled Excavation Date--[DESIGN]
Response Due Date--[01-Jul-1 1]

Caller--[CHRIS GRIFFO] Phone--[610-489-7797] Ext--[]
Excavator--[TURNER LAND SURVEYING] Homeowner/Business--{B]
Address--[394] CROSSKEYS RD] ‘
City--[COLLEGEVILLE) State--[PA] Zip--[19426]
FAX--[610-489-0791]1 Email--[clgriffo@comcast.net]

Woark Being Done For--[SITE ENGINEERING CONCEPTS)]

Person to Contact--[CHRIS GRIFFQ] Phone--[610-489-7797] Ext--(]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME]

Prepared--{17-Jun-11] at [1913] by [CHRIS GRIFFO]

Remarks--
[REQUESTING PRlNTS AND EMAIL CONFORMATION]

“ADG AD =‘L MERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA. DA @ DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HTD0 HTD=AQUA PA DESIGN KE{ KE =PECO MRTN LKC0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
Mo MI =MCI/VERIZON BUS MMFO MMF=ABOVENET COMM Yl 0 YI=VERIZON EAST |

Serial Number--[20111682524]-{000]

me——m=—== Copyright {¢) 2011 by Pennsylvania One Call System, Inc.

Design Contact Information
COMPANY LOWER MERION TOWNSHIP
ADDRESS: 75 E LANCASTER AVE

about:blank 1/6/2016



i ARDMORE, PA. 19003
CONTACT:PETER L MANCINI

COMPANY: AT&T
ADDRESS: 2315 SALEM RD F11
" CONYERS, GA.30013
CONTACT: NANCY SPENCE -
EMAIL: nspence(@ems.att.com

COMPANY: COMCAST CABLEVISION OF LOWER MERION INC
ADDRESS: 110 SPRINGBROOKE BLVD
* ASTON, PA. 19014
CONTACT: PAUL DABALDO
EMA[L paul_dabaldof@cable.comcast.com

COMPANY: AQUA PENNSYLVANIA INC
ADDRESS: 762 W LANCASTER A VE
© BRYN MAWR, PA. 19010
CONTACT: STEVE PI1ZZ|

COMPANY: PECO ENERGY
ADDRESS: C/O STS LLC
1004 W BTH AVE
. KING OF PRUSSIA, PA. 19406
CONTACT: WAYNE VINCENT
EMAIL: wvincent@stsus.net

COMPANY:LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS LLC
ADDRESS: 1025 ELDORADO BLVD BLDG
BROOMFIELD, CO. 80021
 CONTACT: LEVEL 3 OPERATOR
EMAIL: level3networkrelocations@level3.com

COMPANY: VERIZON BUSINESS
ADDRESS: 2400 N GLENVILLE
. RICHARDSON, TX. 75082
CONTACT:DEAN BOYERS
EMAIL: dean.boyers@mci.com

COMPANY: ABOVENET COMMUNICATIONS INC
ADDRESS: 337 CIRCLE Q PROGRESS DR
POTTSTOWN, PA. 19464
CONTACT: CHRIS RICCIUTI
EMAIL: chris.ricciuti@above.net

COMPANY: VERIZON PENNSYLVANIA INC
ADDRESS: 6TH FLOOR
900 RACE STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 19107
CONTACT: SUZETTE WALKER

about:blan’k

Page 2 of 3
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Pennsylvania One Call
System Response List

Responses for Serial Numbex:
20111682524 asg of 1/6/2016
6:37 AM

i
e

MEMBERYNAM

14 ANEI 2 RIG A CaveT 1




a3 TR

.RESP NSE

T T B e i

N iy
CONFLICT. LINES NEARBY. nmzc:'r com'nc 6/20/2011 10: 29
I

16l o s
B ALY, WN‘QU‘EMLFIJ_IH




ChcC 00000 POC=S MMOD/YY TTTTTT 201 23551 597-000 NEW XCAV RTN
==ze===z==zPENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST=====sxz====
. Serial Number--[20123551597)-[000] Channcl#--[1639032){0229]

Message Type—ANEW][EXCAVATIONROUTINE) '

County--[MONTGOMERY)  Municipality—[LOWER MERION TWP}
Work Site--[WENDGVYER RD] :
Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]
Second Interseciion--[)
Subdivision~{] Site Marked in White..[N]
Locatipn information--
[THE ADDRESS FOR ROSEMONT COLLEGE 1§ 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE. BUT THE WORK
WILL TAKE PLACE ON AN ATHLETIC FIELD W OF WENDOVER RD. WORK WILL NOT
EXTEND PAST THE N ENTRANCE OF KAUL HALL.}
Cailer LavLon--[)
Mapped Type--|P) Mapped Lav/Lon--
[40.032839/-75:330162.40.033874/-75.326879.40.0301 20/-75.32691 |,

40.030005/-75,328585)

Map Graphie—[hp:dwww pal call org/ ViewMap/view.aspx 7sn=20123551597)
Type of Work--[TEST PITS} Depth--[12FT}
Exicat of Excavation--(] . Mc:hod of Excavation--[DIGGING]

Strect-+f ) Sldcwn“l:-—[ 1 Pub Prog--[ } Pv1 Prap--[X) Other--{)

Lawful Start Dates..{27-Dec-12] thru [07-12n-13] Response Dug Date--[ 26-Dec-12]
Scheduled Excavation Date-+[27-Dec-12) Dig Time.-[(800) Duration--{ | DAY]

Caller--{PAUL ROSONE]

Cailer Phone--[610-842.3728) Caller Ext--[}

Excavator--[PR ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGNS INC)
Address—1207 § WHITE HORSE RD)

City--[PHOENIXVILLE} Store--[PA] Zip-[19460]
FAX--[} : Calter Type--[B)

Email- [prcnwmdcstgns@hmmm! com)

Work For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE)

Person to Contact—-[PAUL ROSONE]
Contact Phone--{610-842-3728) Conlaci Exi-(}
Best Time w0 Call--[ANYTIME]

. Prepared--[20- Dec-l") i [1643] by [KATHARINE DAMICO]
. Remarks--

[

ADD AD=L ME:RlONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KED KE sPECO MRTN LKCO LXC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI 0 MI=MCUVERIZON BUS PLLO PLI=ZAYO BANDWIDTH Y10 YI=VERIZON EAST |

Serial Number-[20123551597]-(000]
sz====z==a Copyright {c} 2012 by Pennsylvania One Call System, lnc. sas=s=====

aboul.:blanl;

Page 1 of 1

8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15 . ' ' Page 1 of 1

[ Dn_ﬂ*’mqntﬂﬁ'm ”Esﬁatl.mbﬂlu\s.o.‘n Hunl_:::-s‘ Uat Lochap ” Pennitga a2 S apmy el ie ]I I RERENS 4 FRATY I
. Serial Number Lookup ' .

;. coc SERIAL NUMBER:
o [*ae =] po123s51597 [PIYTYN

UL . N i

RINE Tttt L0 Cage I

]

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Rasponsen for Serial Nuabor: 20123351597 ap of 8/23/2013 20:52 AM

CDC [MEMBER NAMR RESPONSE RESPONSRE DATR INITIALS
KE PECD EMEPGY MARXED 12/3472012 15:38,16 LS

http://phoenix.palcall. org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx Twebsession=c01{d58d-f... 8/23/2013



CDC 00000 POCS MMMD/YY TTTT:TT 20123561308-000 NEW XCAY RTN

s=m=r==a=e==PENNSYLYANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUES Tsm=mensmmss=

Serial Number--[20123561 308)-[000) Channel#-~[ 1 706033}{0220}
Message Type--[NEWJEXCAVATION)ROUTINE)

County--[MONTGOMFRY]  Municipakity--{LOWER MERION TWP)
Work She--{1400 MONTCOMERY AVE]
Nearest Inteesection--[DID NOT KNOW)
Second Tnlerseclion—[}
Subdivision--[] Site Marked in White--[N]
Location Tnformation-- 7
[MARKED WITH AN ORANGE STAKE. WORKING AT THE ROSEMONT COLLEGE AT THE
HEFFERNAN HALL.]
Caller Lutlon-=[]
Mapped Type-(P] Mapped Lav/Lan--
[40.035457/-75.329470.40.0248| 31-75.3;’9797.40.0344751’-7?.328692.

40.035210/.75.128542)
Map Graphic--[hitp/iwww,paleall.orp/ ViewMap/view,aspx Jsn=20123561308)
Type of Work--{REMOVE UG TANK} Depth-{16FT)

Extent of Excavation--[18FT X 10FT]  Method of Excavaiion--[DIGGING)
Swreet--[ 3 Sidewalk--1 ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pvi Prop--[X] Other--[)

Lawful Start Dnlt:s'--lm-]nn-!:%] thru [08-Jan-13] Response Due Date--{01-Jan-13]
Scheduled Excavation Dae—£02-Jan-11] g Time--[0800) Duration--|3 DAYS])

Caller--[KURT SPIESS] .,

Caller Phoae--[610.359.1730} Caller Ext-{} :
Excavalor--[ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT GROUP]
Address--|PO BOX §29] )

Cily--[EDGEMONT] Siate—-[PA) Zip—[19028-0129]
FAX--[610-359-1734) Calier Type--[B]

Ematl--[kspicss @emgpa.com)

Work For--|TOM SZATKOWSKI]

Person 10 Contact--[KURT SPIESS) )
Contact Phonc--[610-359-1730) Contact Fxi—-[]
Bes) Tinte 10 Call;(0900-1700]

Prepared--{11-Oce-12] a1 [1710] by IAMANDA SULLIVAN]
Remarks-- - ’ ’
[ONCEON CAMPUS, CONTACT PUBLIC SAFETY @ 6£10-527-1038 FOR EXACT LOCATION.]

ADQ'AD=LMERIONT  ATMO ATM=ATET ATLANTA DA @ DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS0 HS=AQUAPA  KED KE=PECOMRIN  LXCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
Y10 Y1 =VERIZON EAST |

' H
Serinl Number--[201 2356 130811000
mzss====== Copyright () 2002 by Pennsylvania One Coll Sysicm, Inc, sesess====

about:blank

Page | of 1

82312013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15 Page 1 of I

rm‘-nwuwr ”l.ia-ul-lmm:m g H sharcinn Lt st H Promrsand Darmecss Datave " wrvoen e P ey ]
+ Sorial Number Lookup
coc: SERJAL NUMBER:

AL =] 20123561308 1eket e e |
Myt midt j

’

i
oo

| rour | l [ ]

Pennsylvania One Call System Rasponse List

Repponwen for Serinl Humbex: 20123561308 sa of B/23/2013 10:53 AM

¢DC [MEMBER NAME RESPONSE |RESPONSE DATR INITIALB

YE PECO EHERGY HARKED 12/28/2012 15:1014%q CLs

htip://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx ?websession=c01fd58d-f... 8/23/2013



Page 1 of !

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20123621 150-000 NEW XCAV RTN

s========s=PENNS YLVANIA UNDFRGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUES Teso=s=======
Serial Number-.(201 23621 150]-{000] Channetd--| 1610WER][0347]
Message Type--[NEWI[EXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Wark Site--| 1400 MONTGOMERY AVENUE)

Neares! Intersearion.-[ WENDOVER RD]

Second Intersection--[CURWIN ROAD]

Subdivision—[], Site Marked in White-{ Y]
Location Information--
[SITE 15 ROSEMONT COLLEGE]

Caller Lavlon--(]

Mapped Type~ [P} Mapped Lai/l.on-- '
[40.015685/-75,331352,40,034588/-75.128743,40.033615/-75.3267 16,
40.032556/.75.327486,40.03 1 196/.75.129639,40.013194/-75.332390}

Map Graphic—[hup: fwww palcall.org/ViewMap/view. aspx7sn=201236211 50)

Type of Wark--{CAPTIAL IMPROVEMENTS] Depth--{]

Exi¢ni of Excavation--(] Method af Excavatin.-[)

Sircet--[X] Sidewalie--[X) Pubs Prop--{ X] Pvi Prop—{X} Other--|)

Lawful Stari Dnlts:--[(ﬂ-Jﬂl‘l-lJ] v [} 1-Jan-13) Response Due Date~-[02-Jan-13}
Scheduled Excavation Date--[03-Jan-13] Dig Time--[0700) Duration~[) DAY]

Caller--[CHRISTOPHER GRIFFO)

Calier Phove--[610-489-7797) Caller Ext--[]
Excavater--[TURNER LAND SURVEYING}

Address~[3941 CROSSKEYS ROAD]

City--{COLLEGEVILLE] State--[PA] Zip--{19426]
FAX--[610-489-0791} Caller Type--[8}
Email--{CLGRIFFO@COMCAST.NET)

Work For--ISITE ENGINEERING CONCEPTS)

Person to Conlact:-(CHRIS GREFFO]
Conlacl Phone—-{610-489-7797) Contact Exl--{)
Best Time la CaH-:-[ANYTIMEI

Prepared--(27-Dec-12) ot | 1615] by |CLGRIFFQ]
Remarks-
[RIGHT OF WAY OF MONTGOMERY & WENDOVER HAVE BEEN MARKED IN WHITE

ADD AD=LMERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA D DA =COMCAST 1.WR MER
HS 0 HS =AGUA PA KE 0 KE=PECOMRTN LKCO LKC=1 EVEL 3 COMM
MI10 MI -MCUVERIZON BUS PLLO PLL=ZAYQ BANDWIDTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EAST |

Serial Number-. ["0]236’1 1 501 [000]
m=—== Cupyrlghl(l.) 2042 by Pennsylvania One Call System, Ine, ====smza=s

about:blank | 8/23/2013



Facility wancrs Member Web Access 2.15 Page 1 of 1

Fuﬂﬂlmrlnﬂuu ” Slr-l:!mkruc\un Il:lﬂ‘-‘tl:mlbltud-ju ” P{lu‘i-‘..lu(\!r‘-;rl Dc.\mn]{hwn NW_SI-‘:I l .
Scrial Number Lookup
coc: SERIAL NUMBER:

|'{\LL"__’_"J 1204_2_3521150 . Twhe Lvuate |
. Parpisatss |

wiwt | | eepoct el
Pennsylvanis One call System Responae List

Rosponsaa for Burial Humbar: 20133631150 na of B/23/2013 10:51 AH

CDC |[MEMBER NAKE ' REEPONSE RESPONSE DATE INITIALS
R+ | PECO ENENGY CLEAR - HO FACILITLES DL/03/2033 16: 13151 413

http://phoeinix.pa Lcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx?websession=c01fd58d-f... 82372013



f : ' i Page [ of 2

CDC 000@0 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20130040494-000 NEW DAMG EMER

-—-—===—;—-HPENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST===
Serial Number—[20130040494]-[000] Channel#--{0938017][0191]
Message Type--|[INEW][DAMAGE)[EMERGENCY)

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LLOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER RD]
Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]
Second Intersection--[]
Subdivision--[] Site Marked in Whue—-[N]
Location Information--
[THE ADDRESS FOR ROSEMONT COLLEGE IS 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE. BUT THE WO
WILL TAKE PLACE ON AN ATHLETIC FIELD W OF WENDOVER RD, WORK WILL NOT
EXTEND PAST THE N ENTRANCE OF KAUL HALL ]
Caller Lat/Lon--]
Mapped Type--[P} Mapped Lat/Lon--
[40.032839/-75.330162,40.033874/-75.326879,40.030120/-75.32691 1,
40.030005/-75.328585)
Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx7sn=20130040494]
Type of Work--[DAMAGED CUT/PULLED COMCAST LINE]} Depth--[IFT]
Extent of Excavation--{} Method of Excavation--[DIGGING) o
Street--[ ] Sidewalk--[ ] Pub Prop--{ ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--[]

Lawfu] St;u"t Dates--[ Jthru [ ] Response Due Date--[04-1an 13]
Schcduled Excavation Date--[04-Jan-13] Dig Time--[0945] Duration--[]

Caller--{fPAUL ROSONE] .

Caller Phone--[610-842-3728] Caller Ext--[] -

Excavator--{PR ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGNS INC]

Address--[207 S WHITE HORSE RD] _
City--[PHOENIXVILLE] State--[PA] Zip--[19460] -
FAX--[] = Caller Type--[B] :
Email--[prenvirodesigns @hotmail.com)

Work For--fROSEMONT COLLEGE]

Person-to Contact--[PAUL ROSONE]
Contact Phone--[610-842-3728] Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME)] :

Prepared--[04—lan 13] at [09411 by [STACY SURMICK]
Remarks--
[CREW:ON SITE. CALLER STATES THAT LINE WAS U\I'\AARK!ZD
- ek *********’-——ADDITIONAL DAMAGE MORMAT}ON—--********#**i’-**
FACILITY TYPES: CABLE TV, TELECOMMUNICATIONS
EXCAVATION EQUIPMENT: TRACKHOE
HAZARDOUS RELEASE: NOJ

ADO AD=LMERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER

HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE =PECO MRTN LKC0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM .
MI 0 MI =MCI/VERIZON BUS PLLO PLL=ZAYQ BANDWIDTH YIO YI=VERIZON EAST 1

about:blank | ' 8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15

I Date Range Lookup H Seriad Number Loakup H Municipal List Loskup ” Pennsylvan Damages Database H Return to POCS Links
PN FAR A 3 P 9 § g . J B .. - - - .

~ Serial Number Lookup
T CDC: SERIAL NUMBER:

. JraLt>x 2] 20130040494 -

.. Ticket lnquary ... . . —

Responses

Page ) of |

#wINT | | Expart to £xcal |

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

esponses for Serial Mumber: 20130040494 as of 8/23/2013 11:02 AM

CpC |MEMBER NAME

RESPONSE -

RESPONSE DATE

INITIALS

KE PECC EMNERGY

MARKED

01/04/2013 10:353:01

CLs

http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx '?wcbsession:cOlfHSSd-fd62-4d7d-b96c-6? 150bc31fc3

8/2372013
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CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20130071986-000 NEW XCAV DSGN

|

_PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST:
Serial Number--[2013007l986] ~[000] Channel#-[1553WEB][0590]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][FINAL DESIGN]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality—[LOWER MERION TWP)
Work Site—[1400 MONTGOMERY AVENUE]
Nearest Intersection--{WENDOVER ROAD]
Second Intersection--[CURWIN ROAD]
Subdivision--[] Site Marked in White--[N]
Location Information--
[SITE IS ROSEMONT COLLEGE]
Caller Lat/Lon--[]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
[40.030776/-75.327428,40.030455/-75.328970,40.032448/-75.331117,
40.033025/-75.327650,40.031938/-75,327699,40.03 1409/-75.327711]
Map Graphic--(http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx?sn=20 13007 [986]
Type of Work--[CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS] Depth--[]
Extent of Excavalion--[] Method of Excavation--[]
Street--[X] Sidewalk—[X] Pub Prop--{X] Pvt Prop--[X]} Other--[DESIGN]

La\;vful Stanj; Dates—[ 1thru [ ] Response Due Date--[22-Jan-13]
' Scheduled Excavation Date--[DESIGN}

Caller--{CHRISTOPHER GRIFFO]

Caller Phone--[610-489-7797] Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[TURNER LAND SURVEYING]

Address-—-[394] CROSSKEYS ROAD) :
City--fCOLLEGEVILLE) . State--[PA] Zip--[19426)
FAX--{610-489-0791] . Caller Type-{B)
Email--{CLGRIFFO@COMCAST.NET]

Work For--[:S]TE ENGINEERING CONCEPTS]

Person to Contact—-[MICHAEL DEPIETROPAQOLO CELL#H 484-358-5954)
Contact Phone--[610-489-7797] Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call-[ANYTIME]

Prepared--[07-Jan-13] at {1603] by [CLGRIFFO]

Remarks--
[MESSAGE TO WALT THE GAS LOCATOR. | UPLOADED A PDF OF THE EXACT AREA WE ARE
WORKING. CONTACT MIKE 484-358-5954 WITH QUESTIONS AND IF YOU NEED HIM TO
MEET YOQU AT THE SITE. IF YOU NEED THE PDF PLEASE EMAIL ME
CLGRIFF O@COMCAST.NET
UPLOADED DOCUMENT AVAILABLE AT:

hitp://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx?sn=2013007 1986& DE=1]

ADO AD=LMERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HTDO HTD=AQUA PA DESIGN KE 0 KE=PECO MRTN LKCO0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
M1 0 MI=MCI/VERIZON BUS PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 Y!=VERIZON EAST |

Scnal Number—-[ZO 130071986]-[000]
====—==== Copyright (c) 2013 by Pennsylvama One Call System, Inc.

Design Contact [aformation

about:blank ; . 1/6/2016



COMPANY: LOWER MERION TOWNSHIP
ADDRESS: 75 E LANCASTER AVE
. ARDMORE, PA. 19003
'CONTACT: PETER L MANCINI

COMPANY: ATET
ADDRESS:2315 SALEMRDF1I
- CONYERS, GA. 30013
CONTACT: NANCY SPENCE
EMAIL: nspence(@ems.att.com

C.OMPAN}’: COMCAST CABLEVISION OF LOWER MERION INC
ADDRESS: 1004 CORNERSTONE BLVD
: DOWNINGTOWN, PA. 19335
'CONTAC'!‘ :LEE MCGARRITY
EMAIL: lee_mcgarrity@cable.comcast.com

COMPANY: AQUA PENNSYLVANIA.INC
ADDRESS: 762 W LANCASTER AVE
" BRYN MAWR, PA. 19010
.CONTACT: STEVE PIZZI
EMAIL: shpizzi@aquaamerica.com

COMPANY: PECO ENERGY
ADDRESS: C/O USIC
. 450 S HENDERSON RD SUITE B
KING OF PRUSSIA, PA. 19406
" CONTACT:GAVIN HEWITT ‘
EMAIL: gavinhewitt@usicinc.com

COMPANY: LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS LLC
ADDRESS: 1025 ELDORADO BLVDBLDG
: BROOMFIELD, CO. 80021
CONTACT:LEVEL 3 OPERATOR
EMAIL: level3networkrelocations@level3.com

COMPANY: VERIZON BUSINESS
ADDRESS: 2400 N GLENVILLE
RICHARDSON, TX. 75082
CONTACT: DEAN BOYERS
EMAIL: deéan.boyers@verizon.com

COMPANY: ZAYQ BANDWIDTH FORMERLY PPL TELCOM LLC
ADDRESS: C/O STAKE CENTER LOCATING
2920 W DIRECTORS ROW
SALT LAKE CITY, UT. 84104
CONTACT: DAVE MOSIER
EMAIL: locatetickets@sctrl.com

COMPANY: VERIZON PENNSYLVANIA LLC

about:blank

.Page 20f3

1/6/2016



Page 3 of 3

ADDRESé: 180 SHEREE BLVD STE 21060 ROOM N/A
" EXTON, PA. 19341
CONTACT:KELLY BLOUNT
EMAILL: kelley.b.blount@verizon.com

about:blank’ 1/6/2016
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Pennsylvania One Call System Raesponse List

Rosponses for Serial Numboxr: 20130071986 ap of 1/6/2016 6:39 AM
CDC | MEMBER, NAME

RESPONSE RESPONSE DATE INITIALS
FL PECO TURDGY CONFLICT. LINES MEARRY, DIRECT CONTACT TO FOLLOW BY FAULLITY OWNER [DL/AN/30)03 10:15:L6 |44
H

about:blank’ 1/6/2016



Page 1 of 1

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DIYY TT:TT:TT 201301 11 778-000 NEW XCAV RTN

semmansz=a==PENNSYLVAN|A UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQURSTem====<==c==
Serinl Nurher--{20130111 778)-[600) Chonne)#--[ 1756027)10})9)
Message Type-[NEWHEXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

County--[MONTAOMERY]  Municipalivy--{LOWER MERION TWP)
Waork Site--[WENDOVER RD} )
Nearest Iniersection--[MONTGOMER Y AV E]
Second Inlersection-()
Subdivision..[] Site Marked in While—[N]
Location Information--
[THE ADDRESS FOR ROSEMONT COLLEGE IS 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE. BUT THE WORK
WILL TAKE PLACE ON AN ATHLETIC FIELD W OF WENDOVER RD. WORK WILL NOT
EXTEND PAST THE N ENTRANCE OF KAUL HALL.}
Caller LavLon--(]
Magpped Type--(P] Mapped Lav'[on.-
[40.032839/-75,330162,40.0338747-75.326879,40.030120/-15. 3"69] 1.
40.030005/-75.328585)
Map Graphic-- [itep:#www.pal call.org/ViewMapview.aspx 7sn=201301 1 1 778]
Type of Work--[TEST PITS) Depih--[ 1 2FT)
Extent of Excavation--[] Methad of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Sueer--[ ) Sidewalk--[ 1 Pub Prop--[ ] Pvi Prop--[X] Oher-+f)

Lawful $1an Dates--(16-Jan-13] thru [28-Jan-13) Response Due Date--[15-Jan- 13)
Scheduled Excavation Dote—[I6-fan-13] Dig Time--{0860] Muration--{1 DAY]

Caller--[PAUL ROSONE]

Caller Phone..[510-B42-3728] Catler Ext..[]
Excovator--[PR ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGNS INC)
Address—[207 5 WHITE HORSE RD)

. Cily--[PHOENIX VILLE) Slate—[PA] Zip--[17460])
FAX—{] " Caller Type--{B} '
Email--[prenvirodesigns@hatmail com)

Wark For-{(ROSEMONT COLLEGE) -

Person to Contact-(PAUL ROSONE] o
Conzct Phone--1610-842-3728) Contacl Ext--[]
Best Tune 1o Call-{ANYTIME]

Prepared—-{11 Jnn-i3] a1{1758] by (LAUREN SIDWELL}
Remarks--

0]
ADO AD=SLMERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWK MER
HSO HS=AQUAPA  KEO KE=PECOMRTN  LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI0 MI =MCUVERIZON BUS PLLD PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH Y10 VI=VERIZON EAST I

Serial Number—[20130111778]-[000)
erazezs=== Copyright {c} 2013 by Penisylvania Qoe Call System, Ing, #e=aanaszn

about:blan]; : : 8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15

rDate Range Laokup H Serial Number Lookup H Hunicipa? List Lookup ” Pennsyivania Damages Database | I Regurn to POCS Links

Serial Number Lookup

CDC:

SERIAL NUMBER:

]*A;L*ggﬂ];0130111773""j

T Ticket Inguiry”

RESPONSES

Page I of 1

prinT | | Exportto Exce |

Pennsylvania One Call System Responge List

Responses for Serial Number; 20130111778 as of 8/23/2013 10:58 AM

http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/ member_rnain.aspx?wébscss’iori::c() 1fd58d-fd62-4d7d-b96c-67 150bc3 1 fc3

CDC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE RESPONSE DATE INITIALS
KE PECO ENERGY MARKED 01/15/2013 14:04:10 cLs
8/23/2013



CDC 00000 POCS MM/DDYYY TT:TT:TT 20130251563-000 NEW XCAV RTN

—MPE{NNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST=cme=s==m===
Serial Number--[20130251563]-[000} Channel#-- [1800033](0101]

Message Type--INEW][EXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

Counly~-[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site—[WENDOVER RD] i

Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE}

Second Tniersection--(}

Subdivision--[) Site Marked in White--[N]

L.ocation Information—

[THE ADDRESS FOR ROSEMONT COLLEGE IS 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE. RUT THE WORK
WILL TAKE PLACE ON AN ATHLETIC FIELD W OF WENDOVER RD. WORK WILL NOT
EXTEND PAST THE N ENTRANCE OF KAUL HALL.]

Caller Lutl.on--[}

Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--

[40.035763/-75.328231 40.033782-75.332790,40.078449/-75.328743,
40.029723/-75.32380() :

Map Grophic--[mtp:/fwww.paleatlorg/YiewMaplvicw aspx 25n=20130251561)

Type of Work~{TEST PITS) Depth--[12FT]
Extent of Excavation.-[} Melhod of Excavation--{[GGING}
Street—1 ] Sidewatk.-| § Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--[X) Other--[]

Lawful Start Daies-«(30-Jan-13] thro {08-Feb-13} Response Due Date—[29-Jan-13)
Scheduled Excavation Date..[30-1an. 13] Dig Time--[0800] Duratinn--[1 DAY]

Catter—{PAUL ROSGNE]

Caller Phone--{610-842-3728) Caller Ext--{]

Excavator-[PR ENVIRONMENTAL, DESIGNS INC]

Address--[207 S WHITE HORSE RD)

City~[PHOENIXVILLE] Suae--(PA) Zip-[19450]
FAX-[} Caller Type--[B]
Email--fprenvirodesigns@hoimail .com)

Wark For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE)

Person 1o Contact--|PA UL ROSONE] .
Contact Phone--{610-842.3728) * Contact Exr--[)
Best Time te Call-<[ANYTIME]

Prepared--[25-Jan-13) at [1802] by (VALERIE HENZE]
Remarks-- .
1} )

ADO AD=LMERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA'PA HSFO HSF=COMCAST CABLE-F KEQ KE =PECO MRTN '
LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM M0 MI =MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH

Y0 YI=VERIZON EAST |

Seral Number--{20130251563]-[000)
=======ne= Copyright (c) 2013 by Pennsylvania One Call System, Inc. =

L

about:blank

"Page | of 1

8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15 : Page 1 of 1

rﬂate Range Lookup ]Feﬁa& Number Lookup -” Munscipal List toobul “ Pennsylvznia Damages Database ”Tleturn to POCS Lints ‘

Serial Number Lookup

cDC: SERIAL NUMBER: ] .
ClEALLF E (20130251563 . . | o meeUnewsy L L e e ' :
eRINT | | Export 1o xcel |

Pe!insy;lvania One Call System Response List

Responees for Serial Number: 20130251563 as of 8/23/2013 10:56 AM

‘jcpe |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE o RESPONSE DATE INITIALS

KE PECO ENZRGY HARKED : Q1/28/2013 12:21:06 CLS

http://phoenix. palcall'.org/membcrwebacccssfmerﬁber_main.aspx‘?web:session=c0 | fd58d-fd62-4d7d-b96c-67150bc3 1 fc3 8/23/2013



CDC 00000 POCS MM/DDVYY TTITTTT 20130731577-000 NEW XCAV RTN

zma=s=ss=2==PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUESTe===—c==c===
Serial Number—{28130731577)-(000) Channelw--{1235013[1119]
Message Type--[NEWHEXCAVATION|(ROUTINE]

County--{MONTGOMERY|  Municipality--{LOWER MERION TWP}

Work Site--[1 400 MONTGOMERY AVE]
MNenrest Lntersection—-[WENDOVYER AVE]
Sccond fn:crsccunn--[]
Subdivision--[]: Site Marked in White--{Y)

Location Infermation--
[LOCATION IS OFF OF THE SW SIDE OF MONTGOMERY AVE. WORKING AT 2 LOCATIONS
ON CAMPUS OF ROSEMONT COLLEGE, WORKING AT KAUL HALL & KISSTLER LIBRARY.
BOTH BLDGS ARE W OF WENDOVER RD & E OF ORCHARD WAY, WHICH IS W QF THE RR
TRACKS. EXCAVATION DOES NOT GO § OF THE ATHLETIC FIELD, § OF THE
IMMACULATE CONCEPTION CHAPEL. CAMPUS 1S BOUNDED BY MDNTOMI-RY AVE, AIRPALE
RD, THE RR TRACKS, CURWEN RD.]
Caller Lalon--[}

Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lone-
[40.030733/-75.329003,40.031 278/-75,327523.40.033496/-75.326686,
40.034661/-75.327491,40.032971/-75.231696)
Map Graphic--fhiip:/www.pa tcallorg/ViewMap/view aspx?sn=201 30731577]

Type of Work--[CONST ATHLETIC FIELD } Depth--[BFT ]

Extent of Excavation--[) Method of Excavation--[DIGGING)

Sireet-<[ ] Sidewalk--( ] Peb Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--|X] Other--{]

3
Lawful Start Dates--[19-Mor-13] thru {28-Mar-13) Response Due Date--{18-Mar-13]
Scheduled Excavation Date—(19-Mar-13] Dig Time--[0700]) Duration—[3 DAYS )

1
Coller--[TOM SZATKOWSKS |
Caller Phone--[610-527-0100) Caller Ext--[)
Excavator--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE }
Address--[ 1400 MONTCGOMERY AVE )
City--[ROSEMONT | Stale--[PA] Zip-{19010]
FAX--[610-526-2954) Caller Type:-(B]
Emml-—lTSZ.ATKOWSKI@ROSEMO’\!T EDU)
‘Work For-(ROSEMONT COLLEGE |

Persén 10 Contact:[TOM SZATKOWSKI |
Contacl Phone.-[484-614-3562) Contact Exi—[}
Best Time 1o Call -{0700-1500)

Preparcd.-[14- Mar 13] at {1353] by {MARY 10 BAIER]
Reinarks--
fl
ADO AD=L. MERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS ¢ HS =AQUAPA KE & KE=PECO MRTN LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MO MI=MCL . PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[3013073 §77)-{000]
=eszas==== Copyright () 2013 by Pennsy!vania One Call System, lnc. s==—=—====

+
1

about:blank

‘Page ! of 1

'8/23/2013
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| Dale Range Lookup IrSenal Number Lookup ” Municipal List Loakup H Pennsylvania Damages Database 1[ Return 10 POCS Links

Serial Number Lookup
CDC: SERIAL NUMBER:
l*ALL"‘}ﬂ'I20130?.31577' wo = | . - TicketInguiy. . e e -

Responses

- e

Page L of |

PRINT—] l Exgort to Excel l

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

eapanses for Serial Nuwber: 20130731577 as of 8/23/2013 11:05 AM

CDC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE .-

RESPONSE DATE

INITIALS

KE PECO ENERGY HMARKED

03/15/2013 19:01:25

CLS

http://phoenix.pa Icall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx?websession=c01 fd58d-fd62-4d7d-b96c-67150bc3 1fc3

8/23/2013



Page 1 of I
CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20131 330232-000 NEW XCAV RTN

Serial Number—-[ZOI 31330232]-[000] Channel#--[0752004]{0711]
Message Type--[NEW)[EXCAVATION][ROUTINE])

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--{LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER AVE)

Nearesl Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]

Second Intersection--[CURWEN RD]

Subdivision--[] _ Site Marked in While--[ Y}

Location Information--

[ROSEMONT COLLEGE WHICH HAS AN ADDRESS AT 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE BRYNM:
19010. THE WORKSITE IS OFF OF WENDOVER AVE AT KAUL HALL THE SOFT BALL FIELD ‘
'AND THE ATHLETIC SOCCER FIELD.]

Caller Lat/Lon--[] _

Mapped Type--{P] Mapped Lat/Lon--

[40.032675/-75.329905,40.032502/-75.327770,40.030925/-75.327652,
40.030843/-75.329036,40.0321 16/-75.330555]

Map Graphic--[http: fwww., palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx ?sn=201 3 1330232]

Type of Work--[FIELD RECONSTRUCTION] Depth--[12FT]
Extent of Excavation--[480FT X 440FT] Method of Excavatlon--[DlGGlNG]
Street--[ ] Sldewaik--[ ] Pub Prop-—[' ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--{]

Lawful Smrt Dates--[16-May-13} thru [28-May-13] Response Due Date--[15-May-13]
Scheduled:Excavation Date--[16- May 13] Dig Time--[0800] Duration--[3 MONTHS]

Cnller-—[JOHN REINHART]

- Caller Phone--[610-926-7070) Cailer Ext--[]
Excavator--{SCHLOUCH INC.]

Address--[ 132 EXCELSIOR DR]

City--(BLANDON] - State--[PA] Zip--[19510]
FAX--{610-926-7171] Cailer Type--[B]
Email--[jreinhart@schlouch.com)

Work For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE)

Person to Contact--[JOHN REINHART)]
Contact Phone--[610-926-7070] Contact Ext--{]
Best Time to Call--[}

Prepared-_—[:l'S-May-H] at {0803} by [JAMISON BERNHART]
Remarks-- .
[MAP IS AVAILABLE BY REQUEST BY FAX OR EMAIL]

ADO AD #L MERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DAO0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE D KE =PECO MRTN LKC0O LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI0 MI=MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDW[DTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Numbcr—-{ZOJ 31330232} -[000] :
========== Copyright (c) 2013 by Pennsytvania One Call System, Inc. ==========

about:blank : 8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15

| Date Ringe Lookup ” Senal Number Luukuﬂ[ Mumapat List Lookup‘H Pennsylvama Darnag;eé l:_!am_ﬂastt_e_J | Reaturn te r—_ocs Li[tfs )
Serial Number Lookup '
st SERIAL NUMBER:
[*aLL* ] [20131330232 Ticket Inauisy’

RBSHONGRS

Page 1 of |

PRINT | Expart to Excel

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Response.s for Serial Number: 20131330232 as of 8/23/2013 11:11 AM

INITIALS

ChC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE ) RESPONSE DATE
KE PECO ENERGY MARKED 05/16/2013 10:40:22 CLS.
http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx ?websession=c84e582d-8750-4452-8a43-5a269cd tecTe .

8/23/2013



Page 1 of |
ChC OOOQO POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20131421231-000 NEW XCAV RTN

Serial Numb:er-—[ZOI 31421231]-[000] Channel#--[1104006][0533]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP}

Work Site--[ 1400 MONTGOMERY AVE] '

Nearest Intersection--{CURWEN RD]

Second [ntersection--{fWENDOVER AVE]

Subdivision--[] Site Markcd in Whltc -[N}

Location Information--

[ROSEMONT COLLEGE AT CARDINAL HALL BTWN CURWEN RD AND WENDOVER AVE Ob |

SIDE OF MONTGOMERY AVE. SITE WILL BE MARKED IN WHITE.]

Caller Lat/Lon--[]

Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
[40.033290/-75.332018,40.033923/-75.330725,40.033017/- 75 330146
40.032227/-75.331696] .

Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx2sn=20131421231)
Type of Work--[INSTL ELEC SVC & GENERATOR] Depth--[3FT]
Extent of Excavation--[180FT,ISOFT] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Street--[ ] Sidewalk--[ ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--[]

Lawful Start Dates--[29-May- (3] thru [06-] un-13] Response Due Date--[28-May-13]
Scheduledl_ix_cavation Date--[29-May-13] Dig Time--[0700] Duration--[2 WEEKS]

Caller-[LARRY BISIGNANO]
Caller Phone--[267-644-9388] Caller Ext--[]
Excavator—-[ROBERT FOSS ELECTRIC) * -

* Address--[1074 BETHLEHEM PIKE)
City--[MONTGOMERYVILLE] State--[PA) Zip--[18936])
FAX--[] - ' Caller Type--[B] |
Email--[larryb @fossllc.com])

'Work For--{DALE CORP]

Person to Contact--[LARRY BISIGNANO]
Contact Phane--[267-644-6063) Contact Ext--[)
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME]

Prepared--[22-May-13] at [1113] by [VALERIE HENZE]
Remarks-- .
no
ADO AD=LMERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE =PECO.MRTN LKC0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MIO MI =MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 Yl1=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[20131421231]-[000]
m====—===== Copyright (¢) 2013 by Pennsylvania One Call System, Inc. ==========

about:blank , . 8/23/2013 .



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15

| Date Range Logkup H_Senal Number Lonkup1 Fﬂumr.-nai List Lookup—H Pennsylvania Damages Databass I | Feturn o POCS Links t

Serial Number Lookup
. CDC: SERIAL NUMBER:

[*aLL* ¥] 20131421231

Tickat {rauiry

Respensas

Page 1 of |

PRH.‘T_I I_Ezport to Excel ]

Repponses for Serial Number:

Pennsylvania One Call‘System Response List

20131421231 as of 8/23/2013 11:08 AM

INITIALS

CDC [MEMBER NAME RESPONSE RESPONSE DATE
KE PECO ENERGY MARKED 05/28/2013 13:20:26 cLs
http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx ?websession=c01{d58d-fd62-4d7d-b%6¢-67150bc3 1{c3

8/23/2013



‘ ‘ _ . Page 1 of 2

CDC 0000:0 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT.TT 20131551660-000 UPDT XCAVY RTN

PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST=====:
Serial Number--[20131551660]-[000] Channel#--[1303057][0066]
Message Type--[UPDATE](EXCAVATION](ROUTINE]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER AVE]

Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]

Second Intersection--[CURWEN RD]

Subdivision--[] : Site Marked in White--[Y]

Location Information--

[ROSEMONT COLLEGE WHICH HAS AN ADDRESS AT 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE BRYNM;,
19010. THE WORKSITE IS OFF OF WENDOVER AVE AT KAUL HALL THE SOFTBALL FIELD
AND THE ATHLETIC SOCCER FIELD.]

Caller Lau’Lon--[]

Mapped Typé--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--

[40. 032675/-75.329905.40.032502/-75.327770,40.030925/-75.327652,
40.030843/-75.329036,40.032116/-75.330559]

Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx?sn=20131551660]

Type of Work--[FIELD RECONSTRUCTION] Depth--| 12FT]
Extent of Excavation--[4B0FT X 440FT] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Street--[ ] Sldcwalk—-[ 1 Pub Prop-[ ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--(} ‘

Lawful Starl Dates--[07-Jun-13] thru {18-Jun-13] Response Due Date--[06- Jun 13}
Scheduled Excavation Date--[07-Jun-13] Dig Time--[0800] Duration--[3 MONTHS]

Calier--(JOHN REINHART) _ ‘

Caller Phone--[610-926-7070} - Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[SCHLOUCH INC.]

Address--{132 EXCELSIOR DR]

City--[BLANDON] - State—[PA] Zip--[19510]
FAX--[610-926-7171) Caller Type--[B]

Ermail--(jreinhart @schlouch.com)

Work For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE]

Person to Contact--[JOHN REINHART]
Contact Phone--[610-926-7070] Contact Ext--[1
Best Time to Call--{}

Prepared--[04 -Jun-13] at [1304] by [KAY STEFFEN]
Remarks-- !
[MAP IS AVAILABLE BY REQUEST BY FAX OR EMAIL
#xkdook = UPDATE 20131330232-000 --6/4/2013 1304 KAS 57-—"******
UPDATE REQUESTED BY: TROY BAUERS
REASQON FOR UPDATE: WORK IN PROGRESS
REMARK LINES.] .

ADO AD=L MERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DAO0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE=PECO MRTN LKCO LKC=LEVEIL 3 COMM
MI 0 MI=MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[20131551660]-[000)

a_bout:lblanlzc ‘ : 8/23/201 3



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15

|7Dale Range Lookup ” Senat Number Logokup ” Murmcipat List Lookup ” Pennsylvamia Damag'rﬁ Catabase ” Return @ POCS Links

Serial Number Laokup

CDC:

SERIAL NUMBER:

" [FALL*F] [20131551660

Ticket Inauiry

ReSyGISES

Page | of 1

PRINT I Export to Excel I

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Regponses for Serial Number:

20131551660 as of 8/23/2013 11:13 AM

RESPONSE DATE

CDC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE INITIALS
KE _ | PECO ENERGY MARKED . 108/06/2013 14:20:44 cLS
hitp://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx?websession=cB4e582d-8750-4452-8a43-3a269c4 lecTe . 8/23/2013



Page 1 of 1

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20131790696-000 NEW XCAV RTN

—-—-——-—--—-—-PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST==-==_= '
Serial Number--[20 131790696]-[000] Charne!#--[1000014110!144]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

Counly--[MONTGOMERY] Muaicipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER AVE]
Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]
Second Intersection--[CURWEN RD]
Subdivision--[] Site Marked in White--[Y]
Location Information--
[ROSEMONT COLLEGE WHICH HAS AN ADDRESS AT 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE BRYNM;
19010. THE WORKSITE IS OFF OF WENDOVER AVE AT KAUL HALL THE SOFTBALL FIELD-
AND THE ATHLETIC SOCCER FIELD.] .
Caller LavLon--[]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Loa--
{40.032675/-75. 329905 40.032502/-75.327770,40.030925/-75. 327652
40.030843/-75.329036,40.032116/-75.330559]
Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view .aspx?sn=20131790696)
Type of Work--[FIELD RECONSTRUCTION] Depth--[12FT]
Extent of Excavatlon--[480P’I‘ X 440FT] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Street--( Sldewalk--[ 1 Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--(X] Other--(]

Lawful Start Dates--[03-Jul-13] thru [15-Jul-13] Response Due Date--[02-Jul-13]
- Scheduled Excavation Date--[03-Jul- l3] Dig Tlme--[0630] Durdl|on—-[3 MONTHS]

Caller--[TROY BOWERS)

Caller Phone--[610-926-7070] Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[SCHLOUCH EXCAVATING COMPANY]
Address--[PO BOX 69 EXCELSIOR INDUSTRIAL PARK)
City--[BLANDON] State--{PA] Zip--[19510]
FAX--{610-926-7171] Caller Type--[B]
Email--[tbowers@schlouch.com)

Work For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE]

Person to Contact-[TROY BOWERS)
Contact Phone--[610-960-6514] Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME]

Prepared--[28-.!un-13] at [1003] by [LORYNDA POLJAK]
Remarks-- ;
[MAP IS AVAILABLE BY REQUEST BY FAX OR EMA]L
REF 20[3!330232 WORK IN PROGRESS PLEASE REMARK.]

ADO AD =L MERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE=PECOMRTN = LKC0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI 0O MI =MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YIO0 YI =YERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[20131790696]-(000]

about:blank | - 8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15 _ Page 1 of |

I_DaLP. Range Lotkup IrSenal Humber Lookup ” 2Aumaipal List Lookup | | ?ennsylvaﬁia Damages Dotasase “ Return 10 PGS Links
Serial Number Lookup
- CDC: SERIAL NUMBER: _
[*ALLx F] J20131790696 Tickat Inquiry

Respanses

PRINT—I | Expont to Excet |

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Responges for Serial Number: 2013179069%6 as of 8/23/2013 11:16 AM

CbC |[|MEMBER NAME _ RESPONSE o RESPONSE DATE . . INITIALS
XE PECO ENERGY MARKED o 07/03/2013 11:19:51 CLS

http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/me mbcr_main.aspx?websé_ssion=t:843582cl—8750—4452-8a43-53269c4 lecTe 8/23/2013



Page | of |
€DC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TTTT 20131840770-000 NEW XCAYV RTN

Serial Number--[20| 31840770]-[000] Channel#--[091 6003][02 19]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][ROUTINE}

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]

Work Site--[1400 MONTGOMERY AVE]
Nearest Intersection--[CURWEN RD)
Second Intersection--[WENDOVER AVE]

. Subdivision-[] . Site Marked in White--[Y]

Locatien Information-- : '
[WORKING AT ROSEMONT COLLEGE AT KISTLER LIBRARY AND KAUL HALL BTWN CUR}Y
RD AND WENDOVER AVE ON THE W SIDE OF MONTGOMERY AVE. SITES ARE IN THE BAC
OF THE CAMPUS BY A SPORTS FIELD.]
Caller Lat/Lon--[]

Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
[40.033677/-75.329819,40.032700/-75.331793,40.025709/-75.328306,
40.030531/-75.327308,40.032683/-75.327694)
Map Graphic--[http://www.pa!call.org/ViewMap/view.aspx?sn=20131840770]

Type of Work--[INSTL ELEC SVC & GENERATOR] Depth--[3FT]

Extent of Excavation--[400FT] Method of Excavation— (DIGGING]

Street--[ ] Sldewalk--{ 1 Pub Prap--| | Pvt Prop--{X] Other--[]

Lawful.Starr Dates--[09-Jul-13] thru [18-Jul-13] Response Due Date--{08-Jul-13]
Scheduled Excavation Date--{09-Jul-13] Dig Time--[0700] Duration--[2 WEEKS]

Caller--[LARRY BISIGNANO]

Caller Phone--[267-644-9388] Caller Ext--{]
Excavator--[ROBERT FOSS ELECTRIC]

Address--{1074 BETHLEREM PIKE]

Clly—-[MONTGOMERYVILLE] State--[PA] Zip--[18936]
FAX--[] Caller Type--[B]

Emaul»-[larryh@fossltc com)

Work For--[DALE CORP]

Person ta Contact--[LARRY BISIGNANO] -
Contact Phone--[267-644-6063] Contact Ext--(]
Best Time [0 Call--[ANYTIME]

Prepared—-[OS -Jul-13] at [0919] by [COURTNEY FIELD]
Remarks-- !

(

ADO AD=LMERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE =PECO MRTN LKCO0 LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI O MI=MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Nu mper—-[201 31840770]- [000]

about:blanl:c . : - 872372013
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. CDC: SERIAL NUMBER:
. [*awxE] 20131840770 0 0 | icketauiry

Responses

PFlmrl Fxmrt ;:o Excet J

Pennaylvania One Call System Response List

Respénses for Serial Number: 20131840770 as of B/23/2013 11:18 AM

CDC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE ' RESPONSE DATE INITIALS
KE PECC ENERGY HARXED 07/08/2013 09:40:22 CLS

N

htip://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main .aspx?wcbscssion=684¢582d-87 50-4452-8a43-5a269¢c41ecTe 812372013



Page 1 of |

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20131930871-000 NEW XCAV INSF

===c—=======PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST=====
Serial Number--[20131930871]-[000] Channel#--[0951009](0707]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][INSUFFICIENT)

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Waork Site--[WENDOVER AVE]
Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]
Second Intersection--[CURWEN RD]
Subduws:on--[] Site Marked in Whne—-[N}
Location Information--
[WORKING AT ROSEMONT COLLEGE. WORKING IN FRONT CF KAUL HALL IN THE SOCCEI )
FIELD.]
Caller Lav/Lon--[]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
(40.032478/-75.329615,40.030728/-75.329540,40.030671/-75.327576,
40.032593/-75.327802]
Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx 7sn=20131930871]
Type of Work--]_'lNSTL FOOTINGS] Depth--[3-6FT]
Extent of Excavauon--[] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING)
Slreer.--[ ] S!dewaik--[ ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pyt Prop--[X] Other--[]

Lawful Start Dates--[17-Jui-13] thru {26-Jul-13] Response Due Date--[16-Jul-13]
Scheduled Excavation Date-~[15-Jul-13] Dig Time--[0700] Duration--{1 MONTH]

Caller--[SH'ARON DIETLE]

Caller Phone--[610-356-2966] Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[CAVAN CONSTRUCTION CO INC]
Address—{274 BODLEY RD]

City--[ASTON]) State--[PA] Zip--{19014]
FAX--[484-785-1010] Cauller Type--[B]
Email--[smdietie @cavanconstruction.com]

Work For--[DALE CORPORATION])

Person to Conlacl--[TOM SMITH]
Contact Phone--[610-633-1662) Contact Ext--(]
Best Time to Call--[0700-1700]

Prepared--[l2 -Jul-137 at [ 1003} by [BR]AN MCGUIGAN]
Remarks-- -

(
ADOQ AD=L MERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST L.LWR MER'
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE =PECO MRTN LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MIO MI=MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YI0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[20131930871]-[000]
mmmmmmm—s Copyright (c) 2013 by Pennsylvania One Call System, Inc. ==========

about:blank ' : 8/23/2013
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Serial Number Lookup

CDC: SERIAL NUMBER: 7_

[*aLL*Z] [20131930871 Ticket Inquiry -' T e e .

Responsas

FRINT ‘ Export to Excel I

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Responses for Serial Number: 20131330871 as of 8/23/2013 11:19 AM .

CDC |[MEMBER NAME RESPONSE RESPONSE DATE INITIALS

KE PECO ENERGY MAREKED . . ) 07/15/2013 11:29:39 CLS

http://ghoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx ?websession=c84e582d-8750-4452-8a43-52269c4 lecTe

8/23/2013



Page 1 of |

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20131970626-000 NEW XCAV IN.SF.

Serial Number--[20131970626]-[000] Channel#--[0913017)[0237]
Message Type--[NEW][EXCAVATION][INSUFFICIENT]

County--[MONTGOMERY] Municipality- [LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER AVE]
Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]
Second Intersection--[CLURWEN RD]
~ Subdivision--[] Site Marked in White--[N]
Location Information--
[WORKING AT ROSEMONT COLLEGE. WORKING RIGHT OF SGCCER FIELD, IF LOOKING A’
THE FRONT OF KAUL HALL)
Caller Lat/Lon--{]
Mapped Type--(P] Mapped Latv/Lon-- '
[40.030711/-75.327448,40.030722/-75.328821,40.032140/-75.330108,
40.033151/-75.329068,40.032663/-75.327635]
Map Graphtc--[http /hwww palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx7sn=20131970626]
Type of Work--[INSTL FOOTINGS] Depth--[3-6FT}
Extent of Excavation--]) Method of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Street--[ ] Sidewalk--[ ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--[] .

Lawful Start Dates--{19-Jul- 137 thru [30-Jul-13] Response Due Date--[18-Jul-13]
"Scheduled Excavation Date--(17-Jul-13] Dig Time--[0700] Duration--{1 MONTH]}

Caller--[SHARON DIETLE]

Caller Phone--[ﬁlO 356-2966] Caller Ext—~[]
Excavator--[CAVAN CONSTRUCTION CO INC)
Address--[274 BODLEY RD] )
City--[ASTON) © State--[PA] Zip--[19014]
FAX--[484-785-1010) Caller Type--[B]
Email--[smdietle@cavanconstruction.com]

Work For--[DALE CORPORATION]

Person to Céntacl--[TOM SMiTH] :
Contact Phone--[610-633-1662]) Contact Ext--[)
Best Time to Call--[0700-1700]

Prepared--|16-Jul-133 at [0917] by [STACY SURMICK]
Remarks-- .

(] ’
ADO AD =L MERIONT  ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE 0 KE =PECO MRTN LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MI10 M1 =MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYQO BANDWIDTH Y!O0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Number--[20131970626]-[000]
semzoTSses Copynght {c) 2013 by Penasylvania One Call System, Inc. ====—======

about:blank o 8/23/2013



Facility Owners Member Web Access 2.15 : . Page 1 of 1

l Date Range Lookup “ Serial Number Lookup~” Munu:_:-pal Lest Loqkug ” Pennsyiy.an-{u_a Damaués patabasé “ Return.t\'.) PDAL—_‘; Links—l
Serial Number Lookup

_ o CDC: SERIAL NUMBER: ‘
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Responses

PRINT I Export to Excel 1

Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

Responses for Serial Number: 20131970626 as of 8/23/2013 11:21 AM

CpC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE ' |RESPONSE DATE INITIALS

KE PECO ENERGY ' ' MARKED ) 07/16/2013 13:03:56. CLS

http://phoenix.palcall.org/memberwebaccess/member_main.aspx ?websession=c84e582d-8750-4452-8a43-5a269c4 lec7e 8/23/2013



Pagé lofl

CDC 0000:0 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20132192985-000 NEW XCAV EMER

= ; —DENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST=s===
Serial Number-—[20132 192985]-[000] Channel#--[1649025]{0180]
Message Type--[NEW] [EXCAVATION][EMERGENCY]

County--iIMONTGOMERY]  Municipality--{LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[W MONTGOMERY AVE]’
Nearest Intersection--[WENDOVER RD]
Second Intersection--[) o
Subdivision—[] .Site Marked in White--[N)
Location Information--
[WORKING AT THE NEW CONSTRUCT]ON SITE AT ROSEMONT COLLEGE, ADDRESSED AS
1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE. THERE IS AN-UG GAS FIRE WITH VEHICLES ON FIRE.] -
Calier Lav/Lon--[]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
(40.036043/-75.328660,40.034433/-75.332479, 40 03067 [/-75.329926,
40.032330/-75.325828]
Map Graphm—-[http Hwww palcall, orgN iewMap/view .aspx?sn=20132192985]
Type of Wark--[REPAIR GAS LEAK] Depth--[3FT]
Extent of Excavation--[] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING]
Street-~{X] Sidewalk--[X] Pub Prop--[X] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--[]

Lawful Start Dates--[ fthru [ ] Response Due Date--[07-Aug-13]
Scheduled Excavation Date--{07-Aug-13] Dig Time--[1760] Duration--[]

Caller--[FRANK DONNELLY]

Caller Phone--[610-941-1600] Caller Ext--{]

Excavator--[PECO ENERGY)

Address--[680 RIDGE PIKE] '
City--[PLYMOUTH MEETING] State--[PA] Zip—-[19462-1945]

FAX--[610-941-1315] Caller Type--[B)
Email--[]

Work For--[PECO]

 Person to Contact--[ANYO\IE]
Contact Phone--[610-941-1600) Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME)

Prepared——[OT-Aug— 13} at [1652] by [DIANE AUL]
Remarks-- -

1

ADO AD=LMERIONT ATMO ATM=AT&T ATLANTA DAO0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER
HS 0 HS =AQUA PA HT40 HT4=AQUA PA INC AHR KEO KE =PECO MRTN

LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3COMM MI 0 MI =MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH

Y10 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

Serial Nu 'mber-—[201 32192985]-[000]
========== Copyright (¢) 2013 by Pennsylvania One Cail System, Inc, ==========

about:blank ' 8/23/2013
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CDC |MEMBER NAME RESPONSE RESPONSE DATE

INITIALS
XE PECO ENERGY MARKED 08/07/2013 1B:38:45 CLS
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Page 1 of 2
CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT: TT TT 201 32200770 000 UPDT XCAVRIN

Scrial N umbcr--[20| 32200770]-[000) Channel#--[0944014]{0067)
Message Type--[UPDATE][EXCAVATION][ROUTINE]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[WENDOVER AVE]

Nearest Intersection--[MONTGOMERY AVE]

Second Intersection--[CURWEN RD]

Subdivision--[] o - Site Marked in White--[Y]

Location Information--

[ROSEMONT COLLEGE WHICH HAS AN ADDRESS AT 1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE BRYNM:
19010. THE WORKSITE IS OFF OF WENDOVER AVE AT KAUL HALL THE SOFTBALL FIELD
AND THE ATHLETIC SOCCER FIELD.) .

Caller Ld_u'Lon--[]

Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon-- .

[40.032675/-75.329905,40.032502/-75.327770,40.030925/-75.327652,

. 40.030843/-75.329036,40.0321 16/-75.330559] '

Map Graphic--[http://www.palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx7sn=20132200770]
Type of Work--[FIELD RECONSTRUCTION] Depth--[12FT]
Extent of Excavation--[480FT X 440FT] Method of Excavation--[DIGGING])
Street—[ ] Sidewalk--[ ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--[X] Other--[]

Lawful Slafri Dates--[13-Aug-13] thru [22-Aug-13] Respons;e Due Date--[12-Aug-| 3j
Scheduled Excavation Date--(13-Aug- (3] Dig Time--[0630] Duration--[3 MONTHS]

Caller--[TROY BOWERS] )

‘Caller Phone--[610-926-7070] . Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[SCHLOUCH EXCAVATING COMPANY]
Address--{PO BOX 62 EXCELSIOR INDUSTRIAL PARK]
City--[BLANDON] State--[PA] Zip--[19510]
FAX--[610-926-7171] Caller Type--[B]

Em dll--[tbowerb@ schlouch.com]

Work For--[ROSEMONT COLLEGE]

Person to Contact-.-[TROY BOWERS-]
Contact Phone--[610-960-6514] Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME)

Prepared-—[OS-Aug 13] ar [0945] by [LORYNDA POLJAK]
Remarks-—-
[MAP IS AVAILABLE BY REQUEST BY FAXOR EMAIL
REF 20131330232, WORK IN PROGRESS, PLEASE REMARK.
#xkxk iz UPDATE 20131790696-000 --8/8/2013 0945 LLP [4===trtan®
UPDATE REQUESTED BY: TROY BOWERS
REASON FOR UPDATE: WORK IN PROGRESS
REMARK LINES.] :

ADO AD=LMERIONT  ATMO ATM:AT&T ATLANTA DA 0 DA =COMCAST LWR MER

HS 0 HS =AQUA PA KE (0 KE=PECO MRTN LKCO LKC=LEVEL 3 COMM
MIO MI=MCI PLLO PLL=ZAYO BANDWIDTH YIO0 YI=VERIZON EASTERN

about:blank ' 8/23/2013
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CDC: SERIAL NUMBER:
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Responses o
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Pennsylvania One Call System Response List

esponses for Serial Number: 20132200770 as of 8/23/2013 11:29 AM

CDC |MEMBER NAME . RESPONSE

RESPONSE DATE

- | INITIALS

KE PECO ENERGY CLEAR - KO PACILITIES

08/12/2013 10:129:30

CLS

http://phoenix.pa Icall.Urg/memberwebacccs:s/mcmber_main.aspx?websessio'n=c84eS82da8750-4452-8a43-5326904 lec7e

8/23/2013



Page 1 of |

CDC 00000 POCS MM/DD/YY TT:TT:TT 20132200925-002 RNOT XCAV EMER

s=====m=—==PENNSYLVANIA UNDERGROUND UTILITY LINE PROTECTION REQUEST==———s=ee
Serial Number--(20 132200925]-{002] Channel#--{0922050](0127]
Message Type--[RENOTIFY)[EXCA VATION][EMERGENCY]

County--[MONTGOMERY]  Municipality--[LOWER MERION TWP]
Work Site--[1400 W MONTGOMERY AVE]
Nearest [ntersection--[WENDOVER AVE]
Second Intersection-[]
Subdivision--f] Site Marked in White--[N]
Location Information--
{WORKING AT THE NEWLY EXCAVATED SOCCER & SOFTBALL FIELDS LOCATED ON THE W
SIDE OF WENDOVER AVE APPX .14 MILES SW OF W MONTGOMERY AVF] .
Caller Lathon--[]
Mapped Type--[P] Mapped Lat/Lon--
[40.032190/-75.327727,40.031147/-75.327641, 40 030482/-75.328939,
40.031402/-75.330130,40.032527/-75.329765]
Map Graphic-- [http://www palcall.org/ViewMap/view.aspx ?sn=20 32200925}
Type of Work--[DRILLING POST HOLES] Depth--[22FT]
Extent of Excavation--[36IN DIA] Method of Excavation--[ DRILLING]
Street--[ | Sidewalk--[ ] Pub Prop--[ ] Pvt Prop--{X] Other--{]

Lawful Start Dates--[ Jthru [ ) Response Due Date--[16-Aug-13]
Scheduled/Excavation Date--[08-Aug-13) Dig Time--[1015] Duration--[2-3 WEEKS)

Caller—_—[DAN SOLEAU]

Caller Phone--{267-644-9388] Caller Ext--[]
Excavator--[ROBERT FOSS ELECTRIC]

Address--[1074 BETHLEHEM PIKE]

City--[MONTGOMERY VILLE] State--{PA] Zip--[18936]
FAX--[] - Caller Type--[B] -

Email--[dan@fosstc.com)

Work For--[DA LE CORPORATION]}

Person to Contact -[DAN SOLEAU] .
Contact Phone--{215-290-0883] Contact Ext--[]
Best Time to Call--[ANYTIME]

Job Number--[ROSEMONT COLLEG]

Prepared- [16-Aug-l3] at [0924] by {LAURA STANLEY]

Remarks-- )
[CREW 1 ON SITE.
*¥++—= RENOTIFY 20132200525-002 --8/16/2013 0924 LNS Stk kbt
RENOTIFY REQUESTED BY: DAN SOLEAU )
ATTN PECO YOU HAVE RESPONDED AS MARKED. CALLER STATES THERE IS A NEW
LINE AT THE SITE THAT IS NOT MARKED AND THE ELECTRIC MARKINGS NEED
REFRESHED. PLEASE RESPOND ASAP TO MARK LINES. CALLER IS ON SITE AND
WOULD LIKE YOU TO CONTACT HIM WHEN YOU ARRIVE. HE CANBE REACHED AT
215- 290 (888.]

KE 0 KE=PECO MRTN

Serial Number--[20132200925]-[002]
= Copyright {c) 2013 by Pcnnsylvania One Call System, Inc.

about:blank '  1/6/2016
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Jut 302013 7:02AM
Grade was rased 8bove main i previously installed marker balls at main Idug and instaed 2 marker balls 2° below grade today

A

Y

R

N3
a2 3

.| |91 29 2013 a:00Am
" | Dug test hates on 4" plastic at sidewalk of wendover Rd gated entrance , kicaled and painted, will ddf tater

Jul 11 2013 8:13AM
Startng gewng measurmenis for ddd, To much canstucbon . need to stop back

5 | (wre 2013 1:14Pm
53 '| [Lotsted 4 plastc m 5 locatans instalied § marker balls and 4 gas marker posts
R |Ju18 2013 a:65Am

Piease see ofd nales | | added flags Contractor is supposed to dig test halas but said he coutd nol again today
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Meetng |

Jul 8 2013 1:14PM
Located 4" plastic in 5 locations installed 6 marker balis and 4 gas marker posts

| Ju1 8 2013 B:82AM
" |Flease see old nates , | added flags Coniraclor is supposed o dig test holes but said he could not again today

Jul & 2013 12:44PM .
Contractor was suppased lo dig lest hoes ove 4" plastic but pushed back 10 next week 1located service to Library as best | could by cannecting
to nser

Jul 3 2043 14:20AM

Measurments on 4" plastic main are off roadway which has been removed Localar and | did best we could ta mark 47 pfastic. Met with contractor, 'F
{to go over markings | asked him to i test holes to venfy marn location
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PECO Map of Rosemont College Before the August 7, 2013 Incident
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RECEIVED

JAN 8 2016

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
SECRETARY'S BUREAU

EXCAVATION TECHNOLOGIES, INC., Appellant v. COLUMBIA GAS
COMPANY OF PENNSYLVANIA, Appellee

No. 32 WAP 2008

SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

604 Pa. 50; 985 A.2d 840; 2009 Pa. LEXIS 2794

September 9, 2008, Argued
December 29, 2009, Decided

PRIOR HISTORY: [***]]

Appeal from the Order of the Superior Courl entered
November 7, 2007 a1 No. 1237 WDA 2005, alfirming the
Order of the Court of Common Pleas of Washington
County entered June 2%, 2005 at No. 2004-5279,
Excavation Tuchs. v. Columbia Gas Co., 2007 PA Super
327, 936 A2d 111, 2007 Pa. Super. LEXIS 3845 (Pa.
Super. Ct., 2007)

COUNSEL: For Excavation Technologies, Ine,
ATPELLANT: Philip 1. Clark, Ir., Fsq., Balph, Nicolls,
Mitsos, Flamnery & Clark, P.C.; Allan L. Fluke, Esq.,
Thorp Recd & Armstrang, L.L.I..

For Pennsylvania Utility Contraciors Association, et al.,
APPELLANT AMICUS CURIAL: Kevin John McKeon,
Esq., Watt, Tieder, Moffar & Fitzgerald, L.L.P..

For Columbla Gas company of Pennsylvania,
APPLLLEL: James C. Warmbrodi, Isq., Weliman,
Weinberg & Rels, Co., LPA; Walter Thomas
McGouagh, [r., lsq., Reed Smith, L.L.P..

For Energy Association of Pennsylvania, APPELLEE
AMICUS CURIAE: Donna M. [. Clark, Esq., Energy
Association ol Pennsylvania.

JUDGES: MR. JUSTICE BEAKIN, CASTILLE, CJ..
SAYLOR, EAKIN, BAER, TODD, McCAFFERY,
GREENSPAN, 1), Matlame Justice Todd did nos

participate in the consideration or decision of this case.
Mr. Chiefl Justice Castille, Messrs. Justice Bacr and
McCaffery and Madame Justice Greenspan join the
opinion. Mr. Justice Saylor files a concurring opinion.

OPINION BY: EAKIN

OPINION

[*52] |**841] MR. JUSTICE EAKIN

Before performing excavation work for a waterline
extension project, appeliant requested appellee mark the
locations of gas lines around the work sites pursuant to
the One Call Act {Ac). ! Appellee improperly marked
some lines and failed to mark others. As a resul,
appeilant struck various gas lines, which hampered its
work, resulting fn economic damages of § 74.502.06;
appellant died not any sustaln physical injury or praperty
damage.

1 Act of December 10, 1974, P.L. 852, as
amended, 13 P8, § 177(6)(i} (requiring facility
owner mark position of underground lines upon
request).

Appellant sued appellee on a theory of negligent
misrepresentation [***2] under § 552 of the Restatement
(Second) of Torts, ¢ claiming appellee failed to comply
with its statutory duties under the Act. Appellee [filed
preliminary objections in the naure of a demuorrer,



Page 2

604 Pa. 50, *52; 985 A.2d B40, **841:
2009 P'a. LEXIS 2704, ¥**4

arguing the cconomic loss doctrine precluded liability. 3
The trial court sustained the objections: [*53] appellant
appealed,

2 Sectlon 552, litled "Information Negligemly
Supplied for the Guidance ol Others,” provides:

(1) One who, in the course of his
husiness, prolession or
cmploymeni, or in any other
transaction in which he has a
pecuniary interest, supplies [lalse
information for the guidance of
otliers In their business
transactions, is subject to liability
for pecuniary loss caused (o them
by their justifiable reliance upen
the Wformation, 1M he fails to
exerclse  reasonable  care  or
conipetence  In obtaining  or
communicating the Information.

() Lxcepr as  stated in
Subscetion (3), the liability stated
in Subscction (1} is limited 1o loss
sulfered

{a) by the person
or one of a Umlted
group of persons for
whose bencfit and
guldance he intends
o supply  the
information or
knows  that  the
recipient inlends to
supply it; and

(bj through
reliance upon It in a
fransaction that he
intends the
information lo
***3] 1nfluence or
knows  that  the
recipient so intends
or in a substantially
similar transaction,

{3) The liabillly of one who is

under a public duty to give the
information  extends to  loss
suffered by any of the class of
persons for whose benefit the duty
is created, in any ol the
transactions in which it is intended
(o protect them.

Restatement (Second) of Torts § 552 (1977).

3 The cconomic loss doctrine provides, "no
cause of acilon exists [or negligence that results
solely in cconomic damages unaccompanied by
physical injury or property damage.” Adams v.
Copper Beach Townhomes Communitics, L.P,
2003 PA Super 30, 816 A.2d 3¢, 305 (Pa. Super.
2003).

The Supertor Court  affirmed, recognizing  the
ceonomic loss docirine generally precludes rmcovery in
negligence  actons  for  {njuries which  are  solely
economic. The court noted an exception for claims of
negligent misrepresentation under § 552, which allows
such claims (o evade dismissal even if they assert purely
economic losses.  Fxcavation lechnologies, Inc. v
Columbia [**842] Gas Company of Pennsylvania, 2007
PA Super 327, 936 A.2d 111, 115-16 (Pa. Super. 2007)
(en  bang)  (citing  Bilt-Rite  Contractors, fnc. v
Architectural Studio, 581 Pa. 454, 866 A.2d 270 (Pa.
2005) (finding negligent misrepresentation [ *¥*4] claim
against archileet for economic loss viable under § 552)).
FHowever, the court concluded § 552(1) and (2) did not
apply because, unlike the architect in Bilt-Rine, appellee
was nol in the business of supplying information for
pecuniary gain. fef, al 116-17.

Further, the Superior Court declined to adopt §
552(3), rcasoning the legislature did not intend to impose
liability on utility companies for economic harm
occasioned by an inaccurate response uider the Act, The
court noted the legislature did not provide a privale cause
of action for cconomic loss under the Act. Since the
cconomic loss doctrine was well-established when the
Act was enacted, the court found the legislature did not
Intend 10 impose Hability under these cireumstancus. [,
at [19 (chting Commonwealth v. Mitfer, 469 Pa. 24, 364
A.2d 886, 887 (Pa. 1976) (statures not presumed to make
changes in rules and principles of common or prior
existing law beyond what is expressly declared in
provisions)).



Page 3

604 Pa. 50, *53; 985 A.Zd 8B40, **842;
2009 Pa. LEXIS 2784, ***4

We granted  allowance of appeal o determine
whether § 552 of the Restatement {Sccond) of Torts
imposes liability flor economic losses to a contractor
caused when a gas ulllity company fails 1o mark or
improperly marks the location ol [***35] pas lines. This
is a pure question of law and, thus, our review is plenary.
Bil-Rite, a1 274,

Further, "the standard ol review for
prefiminary objections i the nature of a
demurer 1s limited; the question presented
[¥54] by the demurrer is whether, on the
facts averred, the law says with certainty
that no recovery s possible. Where a
doubt exists as 1o whether a demurrer
should be sustained, this doubt should be
resolved in favor of overruling it.”

I, (clitarions omitied).

Appellant argues appellee should be liable for
cconomic losses umder § 552(1} and (2), asserting thal
like the architectural firm in Bilt-Kite, appellee enjoys an
cconamic bencfit from providing accurate information
aboul the location of its underground lines. Applying §
552 (o Lhis case, according to appellant, will serve the
overall public interest by discouraging negligence among
underground  utllily  owners.  Allernatively, appellant
maintains appellee should be lable under § 552(3)
hecause appellee is under a public duty 10 provide
information about the location of its underground fincs;
wlhen appellee supplies inaccurate or no information in
response Lo a request under the Act, it violates that duty.

Appeltee argues |***6] utility companies should not
be cquated with design prolesstonals who are hired to
prepare plans, drawings, and specifications lor pecuntary
gain. It asserts J-Rire only carved out a narrow
exception to the cconomic loss doctrine for design
professionals. In response to  appellant's  alternative
argument, appellee urges this Court should not impose
Itahility under § 552(3) because it would be contrary to
legislative intent,

We find il apparent our legislature did not intend
utility companies to be fable for economic harm caused
by an inaccurate response under the Act, becanse it did
not provide a private cause of actlon for economic losses,
See generally 73 P.S. § 176 o seq. The cconemie loss
dactrine was well-ustablished in 1ot law when the Act

was cnacled, and when the Act was amended in 1986. See
Aikens v. Baltimore amnd Ohio Railroad Company, 318
Pa. Super, 17, 801 A2d 277, 278-T9 (Pa. Super. 1985)
{¥*843| (roots of ceonomic loss doctrine first recognized
in Robins Dry Dock and Repair Company v. Flint, 275
U.S. 303, 48 S Ci. 134, 72 L. Ed. 290 (1927). The
legislature was presumably aware of the economic loss
docirine when It [*55] establishid the statutory scheme
paverning the relationship among the entlies required to
participate under [*¥*7] the Act. There is simply no
statutery basls lo impose liability for economic losses
here. See In re Rodrigoez, 58T Pa. 408, 900 A2d 341,
345 (Pa. 2003) (courts must assume legislature
understands tegal landscape on which il enacts laws, and
when common law rule is not abrogated, they musl
assume il persists).

This inatter Is faciually distinguishable from Bifr-Rire
and, thus, § 552(1) and (2) do not apply. In Bie-Rite, a
school district and architectural flim entered into a
contract for the design of a new school. As is typical in
public contracting, the scheol district solicited bids from
contractors and included the firm's plans, drawings, and
specifications in the bid documents. Based on this
information, a contractor submilted a bid, which was
accepted. During construction, the contracior discovered
1he firm's specifications were wrong, which caused large
cost overruns. The contractor sued the firm for negligent
misrepresentation. The trial court found no privity existed
between the architec! and the contraclor and dismissed
the claim. Bilt-Rite, a1 272-73. The Superior Cour
affirmed.

We reversed, holding privity was not a prerequisite
for maintaining an action under § 552, and since there
[***8] is no privily requirement, "the economie loss rule
docs nol apply to claims of negligent misrepresentation
sounding under Scetion §52." Kf, at 288. 1n adopting §
552(1) and {2)'s formulation as part of Pennsylvania law,
we noted such adoption "would not supplant the commeon
law version of the Pennsylvania tort, bul rather, would
serve to clarily the clements of the tort as they apply o
those in the business of supplying information 1o others
lor pecuniary gain," [, at 280,

Here, the Superior Court properly found the instant
claim does nol sound under § 552(1) and (2}). More
specifically, the Superior Court aptly explained:

A comparison of thic facts presented in
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Bilt-Rite 1o those alleged in the instant
complaint reveals that Section 552 s
[*56] inapplicable to the current dispute,
[Appellant's] complaint [ails to stalc a
claim withiu the paramcters of Scction
552(1) and (2} because [appellee] is not a
delendant who is akin to the architect in
Bilt-Rite  who  was a2 profossiona]
information provider. The relatlonship
between uidlities and contractors bears no
resemblance Lo the relationships discussed
in Bilt-Rite. As [appellee| points out:

Architects have months
or years to prepare detailed
***9] plans and drawings,
lypically have detailed
tiformation about  the
project, get paid for their
services, and decide what
projects fo take and with
whom and for whom they
will work. By contrast,
utilities are compelled by
law 1o respond ta  all
requests within just  two
working days and without
remuneration, . And  the
requests are not few and far
between ...

A Tacility owner under the Act does
not engage in supplying infonmatlon 1o
others for pecuniary gain. Nor do they
have any other Inlerest or relationship to
the parties involved in the Iransacilon,
here a walerline extension project, which
necessitates the excavation.

Ixcavatton lechnologies, fnc., at 116, Because appellee
is not in the business ol providing information for
pecuniary gain, § 532(1) and (2} do not apply here,

[**844] Further, we decline 1o impose lablliy
under § 552(3). Inhially, we note this Court did not adopt
§ 552(3 n Bit-Rue because the seclion was not
implicated under those facts. Bilt-Rite, av 273 n.l
("Subsecction (3) is not at issue in this case and we offor
no view on whether it has any place in Pennsylvania

law."). Nevertheless, appellant maintains this subsection
applics because appellee was under a duty to provide
[***%10] it accurale information as lo the location of its
underground gas lines, We disagree lor multiple reasons.

First, § 552(3) generally applies Lo non-governmental
entities for the protection of particular "seginents of the
population.” fd. Our review of the Act reveals its purpose
is not to prolect against economic losses -- the Actl's
purpose is (o protect against physical harm to individuals
working on construction  [*57]  sites and to avold
properly damage (o utility equipment and surrounding
siructures, See 73 P.S, § 178(7) (excavators maintain duty
to protect agalnst harm to life, healih, or property); id, §
180(8) (same): sce also id, § 182.2 (enumcrating
penalties  for violalions causing  properly  damage,
personal injury, or deatls).

Further, excavators, not utility companies, retain the
duty to identily the precise location of facilities. To this
end, the Act provides where a utllity supplies an
excavalor with "insufficient information” 10 locate
facilitles, the excavalor must employ prudent techniques,
which may include band-dug test holes, 1o determine the
precise location of underground equipment. Sve i, §
177(5){i). Because the Act does nothing 1o remove the
ultimate responsibility  [¥**11] 1o prevent breaches of
underground laciliiles from the pany doing the digging, §
552(3) docs not apply.

Lastly, we find public policy weighs against
imposing liability here. Permitting recovery would shift
the burden from excavators, who are in the best position
to employ prudent techniques on job sites o prevent
(acility breaches. See i, § 177(0)(): Cuceni v. Koifins
Protective Services Co., 524 Pa. 514, 571 A.2d 565,
575-T6 (Pa. 1990} (Nix, C.J., concurring) {vbjest of tort
law Is to modify behavior through allocatlon of financial
risk on party best positioned to prevem harm). We
recognlze an excavator's breach of gas lines causes delay
in completing projects, but If wilily companics are
expased (o liability for excavators' economlc losses, such
costs would incvitably be passed on to the consumer; if
this is 1o he done, the legistature will say so specifically.
Until that day, we decline to afford heightened protection
to the private imterests of entities who are lully capable of
protecting themselves, at the public’s expense.

Based on the foregoing, the order of the Superior
Court Is affirmed.
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Jurisdiction relinquished.

Madame Justlce Todd did not partlcipate in the
consideration or decision [***12] of this casc.

[*h8] Mr. Chicef Justice Castille, Messrs, [ustice
Bacr and McCaffery and Madame Justice Greenspan join
the opinion.

M. Justice Saylor files a concurring opinton.
CONCUR BY: SAYLOR

CONCUR

CONCURRING OPINION
MR. JUSTICE SAYLOR

1 support the majority’s determinatdon that Scetlons
552(1} and (2) of the Second Restatement are not
applicable, as well as its decision to decllne to expand
Permsylvania common law via the adoption of Section
352(3) of the Second Restatement. [ depart, however,
from the majority’s reasoning 1o the extent that Ul
downplays the obligations of facility owners under the
One Call Aat. See, e.g., Majority Opinion, siip op. at §
("[Alppellant maintains . . . appetler was under a duty (o
provide it accurate [**845] informaltion as to the location
of its underground gas lines. We disagree for multiple
reasons.”}. Further, my assessment regarding Section
552(3) is moderately different.

Under Section 2 of the enactment,
{acility owners have the "duty” to mark,
stake, locale or otherwise provide the
position  of  the facilily owner's
wnderground  lines  al the sile within
clghieen inches horlzontally from  the
atitslde wall of stch line in a marmier sg as
o enable  the  excavalor, where
appropriate, to  [***13] employ prudent
techniques, which may include hand-dug
test holes, lo determine the precise
position  of the underground  Tacility
owner's lines.

73 P.S. § 177(5)(i). The "wolerance zones” resulting from
fulfillment of the facility owner's statutory obligation
have a direct and  substantial  impact on the

respongibilities ol excavalors. See, eg. 73 P.S. § 180
(requiring excavalors working "fwlithin the tolerance
zone” to "employ prudent lechnlques, which may include
hand-dug test holes, to ascertain the precise position of
such [acilities” {emphasis added)),

Like the majority, | recagnize that compliance with
the One Call Act represents a substantial imposition upon
facility owners. Nevertheless, facility owners derive
consitlerable benefits from maimaining ofien exclusive
underground  distribution  nelworks to  serve  their
customers. Moreover, the damage prevention industry
slandards recommended by Common [*59] Ground
Alllance universally recognize that "damage prevention s
a shared responsibility.” ! Various excerpts recognize the
eritical interrelationship between the Tacility owners' and
excavalors respective duties:

More communlcatlon between the
excavalor and the facllity owner operator
Is [***14| a growlng necessity as the area
of cxcavation is gelling more crowded
everyday with new underground facilitics,
... The lacility ownerfoperator is required
1o 1) mark its underground facilities with
stakes, paint or flags or 2) notily the
excavalor that the facility owner/operator
has no undergeound facilitics in the area of
excavation. . . . Once the excavalor has all
of the information necded for the wark
arca, hefshe can then excavate with
confidence wilh safety in mind for the
work crew and the public at large.

Common Ground Alliance Best Practices, Version 6.0 §
5-8, Praciice Description (Feb, 2004), 2

1 Common Ground Alllance is a nonprofit
corporation created pursuant to the ssuance of the
United States Department of  Transportation's
Common Ground Task Force report in 1999, See
73 P.5. § 176. Common CGreund Alliance's best
practices  rccommendations  are  elfectively
incorporated into the One Call Act. See T3PS, §
184 ("Except as otherwise provided for by this
act, persons shall use thelr best efforts o comply
with the Common Ground Alllance  best
praciices.”).

2 In stressing the responsibilities of excavators
aver facility owners, the majority discusses a
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scenarlo  invelving  “lnsufTicient [***15]
information,” which is specifically covered by the
sfatute, then references Section 2 of the One Call
Act as requiring the excavator (o employ prudent
techniques such as hand-dug test holes 1o prevent
breaches of underground facilitles. See Majority
Opinion, slip op. a1 6-T (citing 73 PS. §
177(5)(D). The difficulty with 1his assessment s
that subscction 5(i} of Section 2 appears 10
address the application of prident techilques
within tolerance zones specified by Tacility
owners. See T3 P.S. § 177(5)(i). Thus, the stalute
again reinforces the dependence of excavators, in
the exercise of their own responsibilities, on the
carelul execution of the facility owners' own
obiligations, Indeed, the One Call Act makes
specific provision for instances In which Lhere are
known uncertainties  In locating  [lacililics,
requiring the specific exercise of prudent
techniques if digging is to proceed and providing
for additional compensation by project owners.
See 73 P.S. § 180(15). At least by implicalion, the
same level of caution is not required where the
lacility owner has made a positive ldemification,
and excavation proceeds in arcas outside the
tolerance zones for marked locations.

Notably, [***16] the majority's comments
address only the scenario entalling "Insufficient
information” as to the location of [lacillics,
Majority Opinion, sfip op. at 7, and not one
involving misinformation such as that alleged in
Appellant’s complaint. See Complaint 1’6, R.R. a(
ha faverring  that  Appellee "supplied  Talse
information for guldance 10 plaintiff in Uis
business transactions, causing pecuniary loss to
platntl as a result of plaintifl's  Jusifiable
reliance upon the information the defendant
provided™).

[**846] For the above reasons, 1 belleve the One
Call Act, like the Common Ground Alllance Best
Practices, fosters a sense of shared responsibility for the
profection of buried utilities for [*60] the benefit of the
public at large. In this regard, 1 belleve facility owners are
required to provide accurate Information to the best of
thelr ability and to coordinate with excavators where
there are uncertaintics.

In addressing remedies for breach ol a facility

owner's dutles, 1 acknowledge Appellant's
argument for the adoption of Section 552(3):

Section 552(3) 1s narrowly 1ailored 1o
apply in specific instances where a public
duty extends to a class of persons for
whose  benefit the duly was  created.
[***17] Such an instance exists here.
Without the stawtory protections of the
One Call Act, contractors would have ta
dig and perform their services without any
knowledge ol whal 1s beneath the surface.
The One Call Act was enacted, in large
part, to prolect contractors and their
employees  from  these  potentially
dangerous and  faal  situations  where
excavating  ocenrs without  proper
informatton from the facility owners as lo
what was placed bencath the surface. If
facility owners do not provide accurate
information as to the location of heir
underground Tacilities, contractors could,
and probably will, strike or Jamage the
facilities, which would cause harm 10 the
conlractar, the contractor's employees and
the general public. Providing accurate
Information is one of the public duties that
the One Call Act iriggers and facility
owners must be held responsible for their
negligent actions if, as here, such damages
were foreseeable.

Brief for Appellant at 33-34.
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strong

Nevertheless, there are substantial countervalling
considerations, including the soclal impact (including
increased rates |*61] charged 10 consumers) of exposing
facility owners to a new class of litigation. Furthermore,

as [ have otherwise observed:

Our [***18] common-law decisions are
grounded in records of individual cases
and the advocacy by the partics shaped by
those records.  Unlike  the  lepislative
process, the adjudicalory  process s
structured to casl a narrow focus on
matiers framed by litigants before the
Court in a highly dirccted fashion. The
broader tools avallable to the legislative
branch in making social policy judgments,
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including the availability of
comprehensive investigations, are
discussed in Pegram v. Herdrich, 530 U.S,
211, 221-22, 120 5. Cr. 2143, 147 L. Ed.
2d 164 (2000},

Bugosh v. LU N. Am., Inc., 601 Pa. 277, 298, 971 A.2d
1228, 1240 n.19 (2009) (Saylor, J., disseming, juined hy

Castille, C.J.).

On balance, [ support the majority’s decision 1o the
degree It holds that any remedy for cconomic loss
assoclaled with a facility owner's breach ol s locating
duties under the One Call Act is best suited (o legislative
consideration.
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3M™ Electronic Marking System (EMS)

iD Ball Marker

Installation Instructions

1.0 Intreduction

1.1 3M™iD Ball Markers provide an accurate,
convenient, long lasting method of marking
underground lacilitics during construction or
maintenance. ‘They also make the job of preciscly
locating underground facilities casier. Other
buricd markers can be disturbed by backfill
dirt or installed improperly so they don't sty
positioned correctly. The 3M il> Ball Markers
unique self-feveling design ensures the marker is
inan accurate, horizontal position regardless of
how il is placed into the ground. 3M D Markers
cnable you to return to the exact location of the
mirked underground feature and ensure positive
identification by reading the stored data and unique
serial number in cach i) Marker. Unlike surface
markers such as stakes, flags or paint, the i Ball
marker cannol be inadvertently moved or worn
away by weather.

2.0 Removable Identification Number Tag

2.1 Prior to burying the iD Market, remove the
identification number tag and attach il to
“as-builts”, or facility documentation, as reguired
by company procedure.

3.0 Writing Information to iD Markers

3.1 If the iy marker is intended 10 contain specific
facility information, write the information to
the {1y marker prior to burying using onc of the
IM™ Dynatel™ M-Series iD version locators (see
list helow).
3.2 Hold the 3M™ Dynatel™ M-Serics i Locator
receiver over the lop of the i1 marker, The
maximum distance between the marker and the
locator 1ip during writing js 12 in. (30 ¢cm).

For i1> Marker writing instructions, please refer
1o the following Operator’s Manuats: 3M™
Dynatel™ EMS-iD) Locaior 1420, 3M™ Dynarel™
Cable/Pipe/Fault Locator 2250M/2273M Series
or IM™ Dynurel™ Cable/Pipe/tunlt Locator
2550/2573 Series.

March 2010
78-8130-6423-1-D

4.0 Installing the iD Marker

4.1 Beflore placing the i) Marker over the key point
of the facility, decide il a tic down procedure is
necessary to keep it in place, If so, secure the 1D
Marker by inserting a cable tic through one, or
botly, tie down tabs on the iD Marker and the key
point {{for example, pipe, cable or splice).

4,2 I 1he key point is metallic, it is recommended that
the iD Marker be separated from it by a minimum
distance of 4 inches (10 ¢m) of clean fif) din,

4.3 [{the key point in non-metallic, place the i3
Marker over the desired location.

IMPORTANT: The iD Ball Marker cannot refiably
re-radiate the locator's signal at a depth greater than 5
Jeet (1.5 m). If using an E-model locator in countries
Jollowing CE limitations, or equivalent, the maximum
depth is 4 feet (1.2 m). This is the maximm allowable
distance between iD Ball Marker and the locator tip.

4.4  Hand fill a¢ Icast 6 inches (15 ¢cm) of soil over
the iDD Marker (o prevenl movement, or damage,
during backfill,

4.5 Backfill the hole.

RECEIVED

JAN 8~ 2016
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5.0 Specifications

Specifications

Read Depth (max;)
Locator, US-Version
Locator, E-Version

Program Distance (max)

Vertlcal Separation trom Facllity (i)
Horizontal Separation from Facilty (min)
Distance Betwsen (D Markers (min)
Marker Diameler, S_phere

56(1.5m)
1.2m (48 In)

(Telephone, Gas,

Waste Waler,

Communication)

1.0m 40 In)
{Power, Water)

121In (30 cm)
4in* (18.4 e
4in* (10.4 cm)

3511

06 m)
4in (10,

4 cm)

* Target size and material dependent. Depth estimation may be adversely
affected when placing the marker above a large metallic objact, stich
as a manhole cover. T improve depth estlmatlon accuracy, Increase the
vertical separation from the metal object or perform a field test for depth

accuracy.

3M and Dynatel are frademarks of 3M Company.

Track and Trace Solutions
6801 River Place Blvd.
Austin, TX 78726-9000

Please Recycle. Printed In USA.

| |
5t (1.5m) | |

maximum cover with 6 in.

separation | I {15 cm) of firm

‘Mt 0.2m | L | soil before backfill Inset le-don
. maximum See inset
with C-Mode! Locator | ]
| | l
— .
£ ))_L/'\ N 3
minimum 4 in,
(10 ¢m) scparation
from metallic surface
*Max depth for Power and Water iD Matkers with an E-Model is 1 meter (40 .

1-800-426-8688 © 3M 2010, All Rights Reserved.

www, IM.com/dynatel

78-8130-6423-1-D




3M Dynatel™
EMS-1D Locator 1420

Operators Manual

1420
1420E

CE 0678

January 2004
78-8130-6741-6-D




Congratulations! You have just purchased one of the finest, most
advanced EMS locating devices available today!

The 3M™ Dynatel™ Marker Locator 1420 is designed with all of
the functionality of previous Dynatel models, and with the enhanced
capability to read and write unique user information into the new
3M™ EMS iD Ball Markers 1400 Series. Information such as a pre-
programmed uniqgue identification number, facility data, application
type, placement date and other details can all be read, stored and
transmitted back to your PC for enhanced resource management with
this revolutionary equipment. The Dynatel Marker Locator 1420 will
also detect two different types of utility markers simultaneously.

We at 3M are dedicated to bringing you premium equipment with
outstanding reliability, backed by one of the best warranties in the
business, and outstanding service.

Statement of Conformity

“Hereby, 3M Company declares that this Underground Locating Product is in
compliance with the essential requirements and other relevant provisions of Directive
1999/5/BEC.”

www.3m.com/market/telecom/access/conformity/

Statement of Intended Use

These 3M™ Dynatel™ Advanced Marker and Cable/Pipe Locating Products: 1420E,
2250ME, 2273ME, 2250ME-iD, 2273ME-1D models are designed and tested for use
in locating 3M buried markers, utilities and structures. These 3M markers are used to
identify buried utilities and structures. The products have not been tested or proven

safe for other uses. The use of these products may be subject to licensing restrictions.

+xx WARNING *+%

It is unlawful to operate this unit in any country with a configuration setting
that is not specific to that country. In order to prevent the user from operating
this unit with a configuration setting that is not specific to the country where it is
operated, this unit is equipped with conliguration soltware for installing country
specific configurations. Please refer to the initial configuration setup shect.

]
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QUICK START
Battery Installation

.?‘::“:7:'_ 8 “AA”

The receiver batteries are tested for two seconds every time the unit is
turned on.

The bar graph will fill to the relative battery level.
The Battery Icon [8] on the Locate Screen will continuously indicate the

battery level.

CAUTION!

Insure batteries are installed with proper polarity. Do not charge
batteries or dispose of them in fire. Batteries may leak or explode and
cause personal injury. Always remove batteries when storing the units

for long periods of time.

Battery Disposal: Since regulations vary, consult applicable guidelines or
authorities for proper disposal.



Setting the Receiver Clock

Set the tume, date, and date format of the receiver. Depth and read/write
marker information are time and date stamped.

MENU [6] + SETUP [SK] + CLOCK [SK]

01/31/02 [1}6:08

month { day { year 24 Hour

Press OK to Save

(e [ =]+ ]| =»

Press the left/right arrow [SK] to highlight the digit of the date or time to
change.

Press the + or - [SK] to increment or decrement.

When the date format is highlighted, the format will toggle between mm/dd/
yy and dd/mm/yy.

Press OK [SK] to save, or Menu [6] to cancel.

wn
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RECEIVER KEY PAD DEFINITIONS

Figure 1

POWER: [1] Turns unit off and on.

SPEAKER: [2] Adjusts the volume of the receiver (off, low, med and high).
SPEAKER ICON [2A]: Indicates the relative volume level of (he receiver.

CONTRAST: |3] The arrows located above and below the contrast icon will adjust
the contrast of the screen.

GAIN: [4] Adjusts the sensitivity of the receiver either up or down to maintain a
satisfactory signal level.

LOCATE/OK: [5] Sets the receiver to trace mode for locating markers.
Acknowledges setup entries (OK).

MENU: [6] Displays setup screen for configuration of the unit, i.e.: clock, language,
depth units and marker data.

BACKLIGHT: [7] Toggles the backlight low, high, and off.
BATTERY ICON: |8] Indicates battery level.

SOFT KEY: [SK] There are four soft keys on the receiver. The function of each key
is shown above the key on the display screen. The functions will change, depending on
the operation mode of the receiver. For instruction purposes, the display command is
followed by [SK] to identify it as a soft key.

SOFT KEY COMMAND: |9] Definitions for each of the four soft key functions.
SIGNAL STRENGTH: [10] Digital reading of the signal the receiver is detecting.
BAR GRAPH: [11] Graphical representation of the received signal.

GAIN LEVEL: [12] Displays the relative gain level.

Figure 2
EXTERNAL JACK: [13] Not active on this model.

SERIAL PORT: [14] RS232 port to connect the receiver to a PC via straight serial
cable (not included).

EARPHONE JACK: [15] Will fit standard 1/8 inch mini-jack mono earphone plug
(not included).



CONFIGURING THE RECEIVER

In the setup mode the units of depth measurement, time, date, date format
and language can be set. The receiver can be configured to detect specific utility
markers.

Selecting Depth Units

MENU [6] + Setup [SK] +Units [SK]

01/31/02 16:08

monlh / day / yeat 24 Hour

Press OK to Save
Marker PE
Units Clock Type Meora

Press Units [SK].

The soft key command wiil toggle between inches (in),
centimeters (cm), and feet/inches (ft-in).

Selecting a Language
MENU [6] + Setup [SK] + Lang [SK]
The soft key command will cycle through all available languages.



ELECTRONIC MARKERS AND EMS-ID MARKERS

E-Model Initial Configuration

Attention: All E-Model / iD Locators must run the initial configuration
setup found in the 3M™ Dynatel™ Locator PC Tools software.

Activating the Marker Locate Feature

In order to enable the electronic marker location feature of this receiver,
you must identify the country in which the locator will be used. This initial
confi guration 1s required for the 2273ME- ID 2250ME-1D, and 1420E
locator receiver models.

Some countries do not allow all marker operating frequencies. Therelore,
the E-Model locators are shipped with all the marker types/frequencies
disabled.

*¥*% WARNING %%

It is unlawful to operate this unit in any country with a configuration setting
that is not specific to that country. In order to prevent the user from operating
this unit with a configuration setting that is not specific to the country where it is
operated, this unit is equipped with configuration software for installing country
specific configurations.



Initial Configuration

» Install the software provided on the enclosed CD.
(3M™ Dynatel™ Locator PC Tools)

* Close any programs that may be using the COM ports.

» Start the software program.

» Connect the receiver to the PC via the RS232 serial cable.
» Turn the receiver on.

e From the main screen, select the country in which the unit will be
operating. (If the country is not listed, select “All other countries™.)

* A communication window will appear. (Baud rate 38400 / Com Port 1)
Press |OK|.

» Press |Initial Configuration].

» Press |Download].

* Prompt line will display:[Download Completed Successfull

e Multiple units may be configured, at this point by simply connecting the
next receiver, turning it on, and pressing download.

e Press| Exit| when all units have been configured.

10



Enabling/Disabling MarkerTypes
MENU [6] + SETUP [SK] + Marker Type [SK]

/
PWR
< GAS
WTR

Press OK when done

Enabl .
ol | T ]l $ | exi

The unit will default with all markers enabled (v").
Press the up/down arrows [SK] to highlight a utility to enable or disable.

Press Enabl/Disabl [SK].
Only the markers that are enabled (v") will be available in the locate mode.
Press OK [5] to save settings or Exit [SK] to cancel.

Locating EMS Markers
Single Marker Locate

§ 39«
| |
TEL

Marker Locate I 60%

l Markr 1 | Markr 2 || Depth Read

Press Locate [5]
Press Markr 1 [SK Toggle] to select desired utility.
Markr 2 should be OFL.
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Note: Only the marker types enabled in the setup menu will be shown.
(See Enabling/Disabling Marker types).

Adjust the Gain Down [4] until the bar graph opens.
The bar graph will close, the audio will be steady, and the signal strength
will be maximum when the receiver detects a marker of the specified utility.

Dual Marker Locate
Press Locate [5].

g 75 20 @
I NN e
1PWR  2.GAS

Duzal Marker Locate

PWR GAS
Markr 1 | Markr2 Only Only

Press Markr 1[SK Toggle] to select desired Utility.
Press Markr 2[SK Toggle] to select desired Utility.

Note: Only the marker types enabled in the setup menu will be shown.

The third and forth soft key commands will populate with the types of
utilities selected for Marker 1 and Marker 2.

Adjust the Gain Down [4] until the bar graphs open.

The bar graph will close, the audio will increase, and the signal strength will
be maximum when the receiver detects a marker of the specified utility.

When one of the two markers is detected, press the “XXX Only” [SK] for

the detected utility marker. .
The unit will switch to Single Marker Locate in order to pinpoint the marker.

Press Markr 2 [SK Toggle] to return to Dual Marker Locate.

12



Marker Depth Estimate

iD Marker Depth

Lower the tip of the receiver to the ground over the targeted marker.
Press Depth [SK].

The receiver will examine the marker (Calculating signal, please wait...)

If the marker is an 1> marker:
The receiver will display the depth of the marker, and its identification

number.

1D % : 000-000-0000

Depth " 12 in

Press Locate whan dane
Mem
Saleci

Five depth readings can be saved with the time, date, and its identification

number.
To save the depth reading, press Mem Select [SK].

De‘pth: 12 in

ID # : 000-000-0000

M3 12in 0173102 14:15
Mem Clear
Save Select All

Save [SK] will place each entry in sequential order in memory (M1 - M5)
until five readings have been stored. The unit will overwrite saved entries in
excess of five, beginning with M 1.

Press Clear All [SK] to delete all stored depth information.

13



The operator may select the memory location to store the depth readings
by pressing Mem Select [SK]. When the preferred location appears on the
screen, press Save [SK]. The screen and memory location will populate
with the current information.

Each memory location can be reviewed by pressing Mem Select [SK].
Press Locate [5] to return to Marker Locate Mode.

If a 3M™ i) marker 1s detected, but the smrounding conditions are noisy,
or there is more than one marker present, the Unit will display “???7” instead
of the identification number of the marker in the Depth Screen. To retrieve
the data from the marker, press Read [SK] from the marker locate screen.
(See Reading iD Markers)

Depth of Passive, Non-iD Marker

Lower the tip of the receiver to the ground over the targeted marker.

Press Depth [SK].

The receiver will examine the targeted marker. (Calculating signal, please wait)
The screen will instruct the operator to raise the unit 6 inches (15.2 cm)
from the ground.

Raise the unit 6 inches and press Depth [SK] again.

Press the Depth [SK] key again. The estimated depth of the marker from
ground level will display on the screen.

o 1D Marker

Depth: 12 in

Press Locate when done
Mem
Select

Five depth readings can be saved with the time, and date.
To access the memory locations, press Mem Select [SK].

14



No ID Marker

Depth. 12in

M3: 12in  01/31/02 14:15
1 Mem | Clear
I Save | Sotoct |

Save [SK] will place each entry in sequential order in memory (M1 - M5)
unti] five readings have been stored. The unit will overwrite saved entries
in excess of five, beginning with M1.

Press Clear All [SK] to delete all stored depth information.

The operator may select the memory location to store the depth readings by
pressing Mem Select [SK Toggle]. When the preferred location appears on
the screen, press Save [SK]. The screen and memory location will populate
with the current information.

Each memory location can be reviewed by pressing Mem Select [SK
Toggle].

Press Locate [5] to return to Marker Locate Mode.

Reading 3M™ iD Markers

The operator can retrieve the data from the 1D marker by pressing Read
[SK] (on the locate screen or the depth screen).

The receiver tip should be lowered to the ground to reach maximum read
depth.

All the information retrieved from the marker, including the date and tume
read, 1s saved into the ‘Read History’ file of the receiver. (See Reviewing
Marker History)



Writing iD Markers

The write mode enables the user to write or program information into 3M™
EMS 1D markers 1400 Series. It is also possible to edit the information to
be programmed.

MENU [6] + WRITE MODE [SK] +

0. Last Written

1. Template 1
2. Template 2

3. Template 3 l
Select Data. Press View/Edit

=t & ]

Select a template from the list on the screen, to program into the marker by
pressing the up/down arrows [SK] to highlight the preferred template. ‘Last
Wiitten’ is the most recent data that was programmed to a marker by the
recelver.

Press View/Edit [SK].

Company : 3M

Date 1 51012002

App : Splice

Route : 101 l
Press Locate 10 Cancel

pe | 4 | & |wmoow

The screen will display the information from the selected template. The
arrow on the right side of the screen indicates there is more information
than can be displayed on the screen (scroll down by pressing the down
arrow | SK]).

Enter user information that will be written to this marker. (See Editing
Marker Data.)

Verity all information 1s correct.

Press Write Marker [SK].
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Place Locator over Marker

Select Marker Type and

Press Start Write
Starnt Wiite
Write Marker Mode

Select type of marker to be written [SK Toggle].

Hold the receiver directly over the top of the marker. The receiver should be
within 12 inches (30 ¢m) ol the marker.

Press Start Write [SK].

Do you want to permanently
lock the marker data?

Yes Na Exit

The receiver will ask if the user wants to permanently lock the marker data.
Select Yes [SK] or No [SK]. The receiver will write the data to the marker.

Note: Once the marker data has been locked the information contained on
the marker is PERMANENT.

17



Editing Marker Data to be Programmed

To alter the information to be programmed into the marker

Press Menu [6] + Wrile Mode [SK].

Select a template from the list on the screen, to program into the marker by
pressing the up/down arrows [SK] to highlight the preferred template. “Last
Written” is the most recent data that was programmed to a marker by the
receiver.

Press View/Edit [SK].

Company : 3M

Date 1 50172002
Route : 101 l
Press Locate to Cancel

Write .
Ma:ker 1 " " Modify

Press the up/down arrows [SK] to highlight the information to change.
Press Modify [SK].

The operator has two options from the modify screen.

App : Splice

Depti Change
Valve

Press OK when done

2+ 3|F

Option #1: Select a term from the list by pressing the up/down arrows [SK].
Press OK [5].

App . Splice

Telephone
Power

Press OK when done

2+ 3 |F

Option #2: Manually enter information by selecting “User Entry”.
Press OK [5].
18



If User Entry is selected, the following screen will appear.

P i T i ——

%0123 456 789 .
ABCDEFGHI| JKLM
NOPQRSTUVWXYZ
a VL ot E @ ()% S 7

Select
Rowr @ ll L 2 Select

Move the boxed cursor to the ‘back arrow’ and press Select [SK] to delete
the entry to be modified.

Move the boxed cursor by pressing the left/right arrows [SK] or Select Row
[SK] to move the cursor to the next row.

Press Select [SK] to enter the alphanumeric character.

Entry will appear at the top of the screen.

Press OK [5] when enfry 1s complete.

Press Write Marker [SK] to program the target marker.

To cancel press Locate [5].

Reviewing Marker History

Read History
The data review Read history mode 1s a historical file of all information that
has been read from targeted markers (100 memory locations).

MENU [6] + DATA/TEMPLAT [SK] + Read History

mm.dd.yy Time D #
01.01.00 1557 143 -560-.7731
01.01.Q0 1557 143-560-773
03.03.00 1123 150 .-994 - 9540
Record # : 73 LasiRead : 73

Mark .
D:tai?sr 4t ¥ Exit

The Read History screen displays the date and time that each marker was
read, and its unique identification number.

Select the marker data to be viewed by pressing the up/down arrows [SK]
Press Marker Details [SK] to view all data that was retrieved from the
marker.
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Record# : 1938
IDNumber © 123-123-1234

Company : 3M
Vollage : 440V
Section : TRS4.9

1422 PWR XR-ID -Ball

d Il .
ﬁ?:taow ' -‘ Exit

Press Read History [SK] to return to list or
Press Exiat [SK] to return to data review screen.

Write History [SK]
MENU [6] + Data Templat [SK] + Write History

Select the marker data to be viewed by pressing the up/down arrows [SK].

mm.dd.yy Time D #
01.01.00 15:57 143-560-7731
o1.01.00 15:57 143-580-773
03.03.00 11:23 150 - 994 - 9540
Record # : 73

SR EIE

Press Wnite Details [ SK] to view all data that was sent to the marker.
Press Write History [SK] to return to the list of programmed data.
Press Exit [SK] to return to data review screen.
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Creating/Editing Templates for 3M™ iD Markers
In the User Template screen, the operator can create and modify templates
to program 1D markers.

Creating New Templates
MENU [6] + Data/Templat [SK] + User Templat [SK]

0. Create New
1. Template 1
2. Template 2
3. Template 3 1

Select One. Press View/Edit

View! .
é?ﬂn ! ll Exit

Select create new or a preprogrammed template by pressing the up/down
arrows [SK].

Press VIEW/EDIT [SK].
Tempate [

User List  : All

Press OK to Save Template

[Modify 4= ] =) Exit

If creating a new lemplate, name the template.
Press Modify [SK] to populate, or edit a field.
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App : Splice

Telephone
Power

Press OK when done
$ |

= ¢ |

i

Select from a list of labels and terms, or choose User Entry (manual

alphanumeric entry).

If user entry is selected, the following screen will appear.

App.BFEET__

_ =01 23 4586 789 .
ABCBEFGHI JKILM
HOPOQOQRSTUVWXYZ
& - vl @Y% 57
Fress OK when done

S;::fj‘ 4= || * Select

Move the boxed cursor by pressing the left/right arrows [SK] or Select Row

[SK] to move the cursor up or down.

Press Select [SK] to enter the alphanumeric character.

Entry will appear at the top of the screen.
Press OK [5] when entry is complete.

Press Write Marker [SK] to program the target marker.

Press Locate [5] to cancel.

Note: To clear the previous field entry, select the “back arrow” with the

cursor and delete the previous entry.
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Template @ Depth Change
User List  : All
Company : 3M

sp

Press OK to Save Template

[Modify = [ =) Exit

Navigate through the fields on the screen using the left/right arrows [SK].
Press OK [3] to save the template.

Editing Templates

The operator can select an existing template and makes changes to it in the
same manner describe in Creating Templates. The following save screen
will appear.

Template Name already exists
Select one of the oplions

listed below.
Over Save
Write Rename Nave Cancael

Over Write: Saves all modifications that have been made to the original
template.

Rename: Overwrites the old template with the new name and all
modifications. Screen will return to the template name field. Modify the
name of the template and press OK [5] to save.

Save New: Creates a new template containing all information. Original
template remains unchanged. Screen will return to the template name field.
Modify the name of the template and press OK [5] to save.

Cancel: Clears all modifications made to any unsaved template.

Note: User templates can also be created on a PC using 3M'™ Dynatel ™
Locator PC Tools software and then downloaded to the receiver via the
RS232 port [13] on the unit.
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HELP MODE
MENUI 6] + More>> [SK] + Help [SK]

The help screen contains basic information about the unit and its operation.
It is designed to be a quick reference guide.

Press the double up/down arrows [SK] to navigate between sections.

The single up/down arrows [SK] will scroll the screen line by line.

3M™ DYNATEL™ LOCATOR PC TOOLS

The Dynaltel Locator PC Tools is a soltware program for the computer. It
allows the user to transfer Read/Write 1D marker data to PC files, create
templates and term lists to copy to the locator, configure the receiver
(frequencies, units, et¢), and perform software upgrades.

Please refer to operating instructions included with the software.

SELF TEST OF RECEIVER
MENU [6] + MORE>>[SK] + Self Test [SK]

This operation performs a self-test on the receiver.

The receiver will display current information about the unit (model number,
serial number, software revision, and hardware revision).

Press RUN [SK] to start the self test.

A status bar will appear while the self test 15 running.

Results will appear on the screen when the test i complete.
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Specifications (1420, 1420E)

Frequencies / Markers
General Purpose, Communication, Gas, Telephone
Water, Waste Water, Power
Search Range Refer to Marker specifications
Read Range: (XR-iD Ball Markers)
Model: 1420  All Types 5ft(1.5m)
Model: 1420E All Types except Power 4 ft (1.2 m)
Model: 1420E Power Marker 40 in (1 m)
Program Range XR/iD Ball Markers 1 ft (30 cm)
Marker depth accuracy +/- 15% +/-2 in (5 cm)
Dual Marker Locate Mode: Any 2 marker types
Weight w/ Batteries: 4 pounds
Average Battery Life: 20 Hours

Note: The battery life is measured at 73F/23C, with 5% usage of the
backlight at normal level and audio set to medium level.

The ratio of Marker Read operations to Marker Locate is assumed to be 1:1.

[N
N
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c 'This product is in accordance wit the requirements of
the European directive 99/5/EC

3M and Dynatel are trademarks of 3M Company.

Important Notice

All statements, technical information, and recommendations related to 3M's products are
based on information believed to be reliable, but the accuracy or completeness is not
guaranteed. Before using this product, you must evaluate it and determine if it is suitable
for your intended application. You assume all risks and liability associated with such use.
Any statements related to the product which are not contained in 3M’s current publica-
tions, or any contrary statements contained on your purchase order shall have no force
or effect unless expressly agreed upon, in writing, by an authorized officer of 3M.

Warranty; Limited Remedy; Limited Liability. This product will be free from defects

in material and manufacture for a period of one (1) year from the date of purchase.

3M MAKES NO OTHER WARRANTIES INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, ANY
IMPLIED WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE. If this product is defective within the warranty period stated above, your
exclusive remedy shall be, at 3M’s option, to replace or repair the 3M product or refund
the purchase price of the 3M product. Except where prohibited by law, 3M will not be
liable for any loss or damage arising from this 3M product, whether direct, indirect,
special, incidental or consequential regardless of the legal theory asserted.

Communication Markets Division

3M Telecommunications

6801 River Place Blvd. Printed in the USA
Austin, Texas 78726-9000 Printed on Weather Proof © 3M 2004
www.3MTelecommunications.com and Tear Resistant Paper 78-8130-6741-6-D



3M Dynatel™ 1420 EMS-iD Marker Locator
Marker Locating Quick Reference Guide

[1] POWER: Tums unit off and en.
12] SPEAKER: Adjusts the volume of the receiver
T i2A] SPEAKER ICON: Indicates the volume level of
receiver.
Dyl] atel ™ 3] CONTRAST: Adjust contrast of screen
4] GAIN: Adjust the sensitivity of the receiver
1120 BEMS-D Mubier Locator | 2A [5) LOCATE/OK: Sets the recetver to cable locale mode,
Acknowledges setup entries (OK)
6] MENU: Displays screens for configuration of the unit,
—10 i.e.: clock, depth units, etc.
11 |7) BACKLIGHT: Toggles the backlight low, higlh, and
off,
mmmw 12 |8] BATTERY ICON: Indicates battery level.
T |SK] SOFTKEYS: The lunction of cach Soflkey is shown
above the key on (e screen,
9 9] SOFT KEY COMMAND: Definitions for each of the four soft
—SK  key funciions.

{’

8\

~6 [10] SIGNAL STRENGTH: Digital reading of the signal the
receiver is detecting.
[11] BAR GRAPH: Graphical representation of the
received signal.,

\ & j"‘s [12] Gain Level: Displays the relative gain level.
27 4
Locating EMS Markers =

£ E 39« W)
I Press Power (1] L | —
2. Press [ocate [5]
3. Press Marker [SK] ' TEL »
4. Press Markr 1 |SK Toggle| to select desired utility. Marke: Locaio il
z. Marke2 should be OFF. man 1| Mz | Deote Read

In an area where there are no markers,

adjusi the Gein Down [4] unti) the bar graph [10] opens.
7. The bar graph will close, the audio will be steady, and the signal strength (dB) will be maximum when the receiver detects
a marker of the specified utility.

Note: Only the marker types enabled in the serup menn will be shown. (Sec 1420 manual: Enabling/Disnbling Murker type).

1D Marker Depth
1D # : C00-000-0000

1. Turget the marker, .
2. Lower the tip of the receiver Lo the ground. Depth D 12n
3. Press depth [SK]

4. 'The receiver will examine the marker (Caleulating signal, please wait....j Prass Locata when dona
IF the matker is an i marker: Mom ]
‘The receiver will display the depth of the marker, und its identitication number. Select

Depth of Passive, Non-iD Marker D # - DOD-D0D-0000

1. TTarget the marker, .
2. Lower the tip of the recciver to the ground, Depth D 12in
3. Press depth [SK]
The receiver will examine the marker (Calculating signal. please wait...)
“The screen will instract the operator Lo raise the unit 6 inches from the ground, [ 5’2:;"1 I ] ]
4 Raise the unit 6 inches
5. Press Depth [SK) again.
"The estimated depth of the marker from the ground leve! will display on the sereen.

Press Locaio when done

Reading iD Markers
The operator can retrieve the data lrom the i) marker by pressing Read [SK).
The receiver tip should be lowered to the ground Lo reach muximum read depth.

SN

Telecom Access Division
G801 River Place Bhd,
Austin, TX 787269000
B00-126-868%

httpufwww.3M.com/dynatel
78-8135-5022-1  Rev, A
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GAS MARKER BALLS

EV. NO. DATE DESCRIPTION

}j

05.13.2015 | REVISED SECTIONS 5.1.3, 5.5.1, 5.5.2, 5.5.3 AND ADDED SECTIONS 5.1.4 AND 5.5.4

3M MARKER BALL

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

2.1

22

2.3

24

2.5

CODE NO, | SIZE TYPE DESCRIPTION
1636218 4" ALL 4" Diameter sphere - fYellow = &R5
Burial De ife
JAN 8~ 2018
PURPOSE PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISEION

SECRETARY'S BUREAU
Marker Balls provide an accurate, convenient, long lasting method of locating underground
facilities. They are used to identify specific locations in PECO’s underground gas system
such as: valves, dead ends, leaks, damages or places where the pipe changes direction.

This standard applies to new installations and for situations where an existing facilitiy is
exposed.

This standard does not negate the requirements for installing tracer wire associated with
plastic pipe.

Marker Balls SHALL not be used to locate foreign structures or reference points. Marker
Balls installed by PECO Gas SHALL be placed as near as practical to the gas facility they
are marking.

INSTALLATION GUIDELINES

Before placing the Marker Ball over the facility, decide if a tie down procedure is necessary
to keep it in place. If so, secure the Marker Ball by inserting a cable tie through one, or
both, tie down tabs on the ball and attach to the pipe.

If the facility to be located is metallic, the Marker Ball SHALL be installed atleast 4" above
the object with clean fill between the object to be located and the Marker Ball.

Marker Balls are not effective at depths greater than 5'. If the facility to be located has a
depth greater than 5’ then install the Marker Ball directly over the position of the object at

approximately 46",
Minimum distance between Markers Balls is 3' 6"

Hand fill at least 6 inches of soil over the Marker Ball tc prevent movement or damage
duing backfill.
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3.0 SPECIFICATIONS
3.1 Maximum depth of Marker Ball to be installed = 5’ (Refer to Section 2.4)
3.2 Minimum vertical separation from facility = 4”
3.3 Minimum horizontal separation from facility = 4’
3.4 Minimum distance between Marker Balls = 3'6"
4.0 DOCUMENTATION AND RECORDS
41 Location of Marker Balls associated with gas services SHALL be available on GFRs. Field

employees are required to capture the location of newly installed Marker Balls on DDIFs or
the GFR Form.

4.2 Location of Marker Balls associated with gas mains SHALL be available on the quad maps.
Field employees are required to capture the location of newly installed Marker Balls on
DDIFs or on the sketch associated with the as-built.
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APPLICATIONS — WHERE TO INSTALL

New Service Installations

Install Marker Ball on gas main approximately 4" from service tee. Install on the north/east
side of the service tee.

Install Marker Ball at curbcock/underground valves north/east over service pipe

Install Marker Ball where service crosses under curb or edge of roadway (or hole closest to
curb or edge of paving for long side services)

Install Marker Ball at any point the service changes direction
New Stub Service Installations

Install Marker Ball on gas main approximately 4" from service tee. Install on the north/east
side of the service tee

Install Marker Ball at end of stub/end cap

If stub service serves a house without a house number (Lot/Block) the employee must
check “Add sketch to gas quad” box on GFR

Retired Service Locations

Install Marker Ball at location of retirement
NOTE: A DDIF will need to be completed for the retirement

Existing Distribution Mains

Install Marker Ball at all leak locations (excluding steel mains) including cast iron/ductile
iron joints, cast ironfductile iron breaks, and areas where the gas main and/or coating was
damaged.

Install Marker Ball at tie-in locations including plastic squeeze off locations, line stoppers,
tapping tees (2" and larger), and mechanical couplings.

NOTE - If there is a conflict with the minimum spacing (3’ 6”), then install Marker Ball at
squeeze off, line stopper or tapping tee.

Install Marker Ball at locations where the main changes direction.
Install Marker Ball at dead ends/end caps.

Install two Marker Balls at emergency valve locations. The Marker Balls SHALL be
installed two fest on either side of the valve cutside of the valve box over the main.
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Install Marker Ball at Nupi fittings (aka camera launch locations).

New Distribution Mains

Install Marker Ball every 150" along the new main (installed via direct bury).

Install Marker Ball at locations where the main (installed via direct bury) changes direction.
Install Marker Ball at dead ends/end caps (all installation methods).

Install Marker Ball to show the extents of the main that was installed via directional drill.

Install two Marker Balls at emergency valve locations. The Marker Balls SHALL be
installed two feet on either side of the valve outside of the valve box.

Existing Transmission Lines

Install Marker Ball at any location where the fransmission line is exposed.
NOTE: A copy of the PILRR SHALL be sent to Gas Asset Management & Performance.
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