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Of the twenty-eight covered bridges of Columbia and Montour Counties, 
one is shared by Montour and Northumberland Counties and three are 
shared by Columbia^ and Northumberland Counties. All four of these 
bridges were nominated with the nomination known as, Covered Bridges 
of Northumberland County. They will be mentioned and -included in 
this nomination merely to present the total picture of these two 
counties. They are:

Columbia/Northumberland
1. Lawrence L. Knoebel (38-4-9-13, 38-19-39)
2. Krickbaum (38-19-32, 38-4-9-12) . -- , -. - . 

(38-19^01, 38-4-9-07)  " :~" ' : '" ';   . - /" '- ' '

Montour /Northumberland  
1. Gottlieb Brown/Sam.Wagner/Rishel (38-^-7-01, 38-5+9-11)

The majority of the bridges (24-) are evenly divided between the Queen- 
post truss type and the purr arch truss type. The remaining truss 
types include one Kingpost, and three Warren. A comparison of their 
lengths, types and dates of construction can be seen on the following 
chart .

QUEENPOST KINGPOST WARREN

18H-6 

18H-7 

184-9

1850

Rohrback 
38-19-31

E. Paden (75') 
38-19-11-

Rupert 185'V 
38-19-33

Stillwater .
(151O
38-19-21

W. Paden (112' 
38-19-12 .
"^ . * .4' " .',-." I

Davis (87'1 M ) 
38-19-16

Hollingshead
(116'10 U )
38-19-3H-



FHR-8-300A 
(11/78)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
INVENTORY -- NOMINATION FORM

Covered Bridges of Columbia & Montour Counties
CONTINUATION SHEET ITEM NUMBER 7 PAGE 2

QUEENPOST BURR KINGPOST WARREN

Wagner (56'5") 
38-19-15

Snyder (60'2 ff )

L.Knoebel 
38-19-39, 38-^9-13

Jud Christie 55'10" 
38-19-25

Parr's Mill (6V3") 
38-19-29

Riegel (107'3") 
38-19-29

Welles Hess (126' ) 
38-19-13

J. ^ess (105'2") 
38-19-10

Patterson (8l'8") 
38-19-26

S.Eckman
65'2 n
38-19-08

Krickbaum 
62'2" 
38-19-32 
38-1+9-12

Richards (68'8") 
38-19-01, 38-^9- 

07
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YEAR QUEENPOST BURR KINGPOST WARREN

1882 

188^

1886

1887

Shoemaker 
38-19-06

Kramer ( 50 ' ) 
38-19-23

Creasyville (¥+'6" 
38-19-36

Furnace (100 '10") 
38-19-20, 2 spans

Fowlersville (H-0') 
38-19-05

"Y" (76') 
38-19-22

Gottlieb Brown 
86'8"
38-^7-01,38-^9-11

Johnson 60'9" 
38-19-37

Wanich (98'9") 
38-19-18
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The procedure for planning and building a new bridge in these two 
counties was as follows: A petition was presented by the inhabitants 
of a township; then, arrangements were made for appointed viewers to 
inspect the site and decide if a bridge was necessary. The Grand 
Jury's approval was sought, and if granted, a bridge letting was 
scheduled for bids on a contract. The successful bidder was given 
a completion date (from 1870 a performance bond was also required). 
When a structure was built, the workmanship was inspected and payment 
was made in accordance with the progress of construction.

Of the twenty-eight bridges nominated here the builder is known 
for 26 of them.
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The twenty-eight covered bridges of Columbia and Montour Counties are 
the largest best preserved lifter Lancaster County) group of the wooden 
covered bridges in Pennsylvania. Each bridge offers a unique example 
of the art of wooden engineering with examples of every truss type, 
except Town truss, ever used in'Pennsylvania. ; These-bridges-meet.the 
National Register criteria in the areas of engineering and transportation. 
These bridges were needed to facilitate travel and as a link in the 
commercial transportation system of the counties.

An unusually large number of creeks and streams flow through Columbia 
County, winding their way either north or south on route to the 
Susquehanna River. It is easy to believe that, in 191*+ 5 the county 
had over two hundred bridges to keep in repair. Even then many of the 
smaller ones were being replaced by concrete and iron structures which 
did not require so much maintenance. Today Columbia County is left 
with 2.6 old, wooden, covered bridges.

Montour County has fewer streams, with Chillisquaque Creek being the 
principal tributary. Consequently, not as many bridges were built, 
and, only two. are still standing today. . . . , ir .

The river bridges over the Susquehanna at Cata,wissa,, p.anville,., Blpoms^urg, 
and Berwick began their existence as wooden covered bridges of'extra- ' 
ordinary lengths. Even the railroad bridges began as lattice-work 
wooden structures, but were soon replaced by trestles.

Bridges were needed to facilitate travel, when a complex network of 
roads took shape in the early history of the county, especially 
between fast-growing towns. At first, open wooden bridges were 
popular, but their short life span of ten or fifteen years was 
impractical; and those that did not rot aWay, were often removed 
by floods.

The routes to and from the saw mills and grist mills, most often near 
creeks of good size, were always busy. In Orange Township, a bridge 
was requested over Green Creek near James Patterson's saw mill "at or 
near the flat log crossing." Many of the remaining bridges bear 
witness to this traffic: The Hollingshead, Parr's Mill, Krickbaum, 
and Jud Christie in Columbia, and the Keefer, near Geringer's mill 
in Montour. Such bridges were named for nearby businesses, residents,
U J- L> (_/ W J.1 S • •
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The commissioners were entrusted with the job of building and maintaining 
the county bridges. Their Minute Books convey the urgency in repairing 
damaged or worn bridges. Often a commissioner would leave the office at 
once to check a report of damages, notify the carpenters, and have the 
work completed quickly. Large repairs were described as "rebuilding." 
When a bridge had to be replaced, a contract was allotted. It is 
sometimes difficult to determine from the records when extensive repairs 
were made, and/or when a new bridge was erected.

The maintenance records began about 1870. The biggest repairs were 
installation of new flooring and roofs and filling around abutments.

In the second half of the century, whenever a new bridge was considered, 
or an old one rebuilt, a covered bridge was preferred. There were a 
variety of plans from which to choose (all types are described'in great 
detail, accompanied by measured drawings, and preserved in Columbia 
County's Bridge Books). The contractors followed the commissioners 
exact specifications, except for the portal, which was not included in 
the plans and presumably was left to the builder's imagination. The 
portals of Columbia County's remaining bridges are not particularly 
distinctive, but in other regions they display the skill and artistry 
often associated with the folk artist. Montour's Keefer bridge has a 
unique portal consisting of a creative facade.

The Columbia County bridge records and the commissioners' minutes 
identify by name the contractors of almost every county-owned bridge. 
Montour County's records provide similar information, but are less 
comprehensive. The builders included prestigious men, politicians, 
speculators, contractors, school teachers, and, in most instances, 
farmers to whom carpentry was second nature.

The year 1887 saw the last flourish of wooden covered bridges with six 
being built within the two county area. With the rapidly increasing 
cost of a wooden bridge and with the realization that iron and concrete 
made more substantial and durable structures, the era of the wooden 
covered bridges was quickly drawing to a close.
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The covered bridge is an important and significant historic structure
in the Commonwealth of Pa. Not only does Pa, have the most extant 
covered bridges today, it probably had the most during the height of 
the covered bridge period 1830 to 1875. Estimates have been made 
that Pa. once had at least 1500 covered bridges. (Alien, 1959s 51) • 
'Not only is the sheer number important but Pa. had the first known 
U.S. covered bridge, as well as the prototypes for most of the major 
truss types.

'The first US covered bridge was located in Philadelphia over the 
Schuylkill, built in 1800 by Timothy Palmer, a master carpenter 
from Newburyport, Massachusetts. From the completion of this first 
bridge, the age of the covered bridge was upon Pa. Not only was the 
truss types of Burr and others first tried out in Pa. but the covered 
bridge spread as the local carpenter adapted it to the local problem 
of crossing the numerous small streams and creeks throughout Pa. The 
covered bridge is also important in the history of bridge building. 
The early stone arch bridges were really only practical on smaller 
streams and then in areas with an abundance of good building stone. 
 The peak of the stone bridge is Pa. can be seen in the Rockville 
Bridge over the Susquehanna River built by the Pa. Railroad and 
contains a quarter of a million tons of stone. The covered bridge 
was the transition from the stone to the cast-iron in most places.

Since the heyday of the covered bridge they have been rapidly dis 
appearing through neglect, flood, arson and progress. Prior to the 
.Agnes Flood of 1972, Pa. had 271 covered bridges, spread across M-l 
of its 67 counties. Since that time the number has been decreasing 
at a fast rate. Because of their importance, the state level National 
Register Review Committee as well as the Office of Historic Preservation 
have embarked'on a covered bridge survey and registration project. A 
survey form and inquiry letter were developed and mailed to county 
bridge engineers, historical societies, members of the Society of 
Industrial Archaeologists, the Theodore Burr Covered Bridge Society 
and numerous others. To date we have information on approx. 3 A of 
the *fl counties containing covered bridges. Our results to date show 
that the number of covered bridges is down about a third from the 1972 
figure of 271. Just since beginning our survey, two bridges have been 
destroyed by arson and one by an overloaded truck. It is because of
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this rapid disappearance rate, as well as their significance to Pa. 
in the history of transportation that we intend to nominate as many 
as possible to the National Register of Historic Places. Because 
of time and the immensity of the task a thematic nomination covering 
the whole state is impossible. We are therefore nominating these 
structures on a county or two county basis. All bridges constructed 
after 3,930 have been excluded unless the bridge has a significance 
of its own. Bridge construction dates and builders are not always 
readily available, therefore after exhasting the files of the bridge 
engineers, historical societies and the archives, we have been 
lenient with the bridges for which we could find no dates, mainly 
on the view that very few have been built in the last 50 years and 
that the registration of all of these fast disappearing resource 
is valuable. Moved structures have been included in our nominations 
for several reasons; firstly in all cases if these structures had not 
been moved they would have been destroyed, secondly they still retain 
their significance as examples of trussing types and while they have 
lost their location they still retain an integrity of location in a 
rural setting.. Therefore we have tended to nominate every eligible 
covered bridge in each county.
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