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SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS FOR THE FY2015
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) FOR PENNSYLVANIA

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) has a long history of public
participation in its planning process. We firmly believe in the principles of public participation by
reaching out to as many stakeholders and members of the public as possible in an equitable
and timely manner. Public participation is the only way to ascertain the interests of a wide
variety of residents across the region. The need for public involvement is inherent to sound
decision-making. DVRPC strives to provide a variety of opportunities for residents to be
informed, participate, and be made aware of the decisions that will affect the future of this
region.

DVRPC engages in an extensive public outreach program in order to provide a variety of
opportunities to comment and receive information on the TIP. DVRPC encourages the public to
pose questions about the TIP to state, county, transit, and DVRPC staff through its ongoing
public involvement process, and in particular, during the 30-day public comment period. The
public comment period for the DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania opened on May 30, 2014,
and closed on June 30, 2014 at 5:00 p.m. (EST). Notice of the public comment period and the
scheduled public meeting were distributed to over 13,500 individuals and organizations that
comprised a variety of stakeholders in the region, including: non-profit organizations; traditional
transportation and transit users; underserved, minority and low income populations; the private
sector; and the general public. TIP documents were also mailed to Tribal representatives for
comment.

Legal notices were placed in the Philadelphia Inquirer, the Philadelphia Tribune, Al Dia, the
Trentonian, and the Courier-Post. An article also appeared in DVRPC’s monthly newsletter.
Announcements were made on DVRPC'’s Facebook page and Twitter feed. Public notices and
requests for comment were sent to Tribal organizations. A public meeting was held on:

THURSDAY, JUNE 26, 2014

4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.

DVRPC Conference Center

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8" FI.
Philadelphia, PA 19106

The public was also given the option of participating in the meeting remotely via webinar.

DVRPC's website (www.dvrpc.org) is a vital tool in public outreach, and continued to serve a
useful purpose during this TIP update cycle. The public notice and the entire TIP document was
placed on the DVRPC website, as were the date and location of the public meeting, and other
general information. TIP information and public commenting were made available online as part
of DVRPC'’s web-based TIP public comment application at www.dvrpc.org/TIP. Users were able
to submit project-specific or general comments online.

In addition, an email address was established (tip-plan-comments@dvrpc.org) to facilitate the
submission of comments. Comments were also received by U.S. Mail.

For those without internet access, TIP documents were available at selected area libraries (see
Table X) for review, at the DVRPC Resource Center, at the public meeting, and were mailed to
individuals by request.



Index of Comments
on the

DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

ITEM # COMMENTOR

Comments Received from the Individuals

Bucks County

for PA

SUMMARY OF COMMENT

MPMS #64781 - Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek

Al Rep. Steve Santarsiero

MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2

A.2 Rep. Steve Santarsiero

MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line Item

A3 Patricia L. Scott

A4 Jim Nietupski

A.5 Willard Mismer Jr

A.6 Bob & Monica Kennedy
A7 James P. Deegan

A.8 Greg Lippincott

A.9 Marianne Morano

A.10 Marianne Morano

A1l Carol Critelli
A.12 Bill Trolio

A.13 Fred Kershaw
A.l4 Fred Kershaw

A.15 Pete Boyce
A.16 Chris Tate

A.17 Joe Berardi
A.18 Joe Berardi

A.19 Richard Althouse
A.20 Evelyn Althouse
A.21 Sharon & Chris Staehle

A.22 Theodore S. Valentine
A.23 Hans Schnitzler
A.24 Ed & Suzanne Hogan

A.25 Dr. Kristin J.M. Ploeger
A.26 Carol Nagle

A.27 Richard C. Landt

A.28 Gregory Langston

Monday, July 07, 2014

Asks for support of the rehabilitation of the bridge without any
significant widening of the bridge base.

Asks for support for the following prioritization of the items included
in the project:

1.Design and construction drainage improvements;

2.Construct multi-purpose trail;

3.Improve Highland Road and Route 532 intersection to include left
turn lane from Highland to 532;

4.Improve Dolington Road and Route 532 intersection;

5. Improve Route 413 and Stoopville Road intersection.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in Fy2015 TIP and it is
important for East Rockhill Township to have safe and fully
operational bridges.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item.

Supports Rockhill Road bridge for inclusion into the Municipal
Bridge Line Item.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.

In support of Municipal Bridge Line Item as it will ease the financial
burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe
bridges. Branch Road bridge is open, however bridges on Ridge
Road and Schwenmill Road are still closed. Closures add significant
time, gas, and car exhaust to both commute to work an local
shopping errands as well as emergency services.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item.

Submits Rockhill Road Bridge (BMS # 09 7207 0437 0001) in Bucks
County as a candidate for funding through this Municipal Bridge
Line Item.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.

School taxes for Pennridge School District are out of control due to
the pension for the teachers. Teacher's salaries and pensions mut
be stopped because it is ethically wrong.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.

Supports inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the FY2015
TIP.

Supports inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the FY2015
TIP.

Supports inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the FY2015
TIP.

Supports inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the FY2015
TIP.

Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
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Index of Comments

on the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for PA

ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT
A.29 Kathleen Hart Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.30 Gregory Hart Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.31 Earl and Virginia Hendricks Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.32 Anne Fenley Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.33 Willard Wismer Jr Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.34 Anne Newton Boyes Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.35 Katherine L. Wiley Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.
A.36 Cheryl Krivda Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item.

A.37 Bruce Costa Supports Municipal Bridge Line Item in FY2015 TIP.

MPMS #63406 - Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders

A.38 John Boyle County Bike and Ped plans lack the design details for
implementation. Counties have identified priorities for bike lane
implementation and PENNDOT is investigating ways to reduce the
municipal burden of the Bikeway Occupancy Permit.

A.39 John Boyle Wants funds to be placed into MPMS 63406 "Retrofit for Bike Lane
and Shoulders" for implementation.

MPMS #69816 - US 322, US 1 to Featherbed Lane (Section 101)

A.40 Harriet Hopes that project is completed soon.

A4l Harriet Wants SEPTA train service connecting West Chester, Media, and
Center City Philadelphia.

MPMS #16334 - PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements

A.42 Ken Daskus Is in favor of projects that reduce traffic on local roads of Wyncote.

A.43 Laura Kelly The intersection needs sidewalks and crosswalk signals along with
bike lanes on Greenwood Ave. and both sides of Church Rd.

A.44 Kurt Ahrens Wants the intersection to be more safe by adding bike lanes and
crosswalks.

A.45 Dennis Fisher Pedestrian movements across the intersection is difficult due to a
lack of sidewalks.

A.46 Teresa Warnick Advocates for sidewalks on both sides of Greenwood Avenue and
on Church Road to the Wyncote elementary school.

A.47 Hannah Mazzaccaro Supports intersection improvement, installation of sidewalks and
painted crosswalks.

A.48 Kristina Denzel Supports the installation of sidewalks and bike lanes for safety.

A.49 Amy Steffen Supports bike and pedestrian access along Church Rd. and
Greenwood Ave. along with signal improvements at the intersection.

A.50 Susan Meles The intersection is dangerous and would like the street widened and

sidewalk installed.

MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge

A.51 stenn Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.52 M. Capillary Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.53 doug Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.54 Danielle Fike Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.55 Tyler Fike Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.56 Lane Fike Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.57 C. Cavalieri Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.58 chris clayton Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A.59 Blaise Syrnick Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project as well as funding
for The Circuit.

A.60 Kathleen Wiseman Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

A6l megan Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project as well as funding
trails projects in general.

A.62 mary beth Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
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Index of Comments
on the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from the Individuals

A.63 amy and greg sadowski Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
A.64 chris Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
A.65 Mark Kocent (Univ of Penn) Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
TIP funding for Bicycle and Pedestrain Plans

A.66

John Boyle

Various Counties

MPMS #61714 - Manayunk Canal Restoration

A.67

Charles Brant

Wants TIP funding for implementation of bicycle and pedestrain
plans for the Southeastern Pennsylvania counties and the region.

The recent upgrade has many problems.

MPMS #64984 - Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

A.68 Eugene Friesen Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.69 Debra Wile Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.70 Graham Bier Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A71 Uri Feiner Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.72 Brian Luckenbill Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.73 David Dannenberg Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.74 Silvia Ascarelli Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.75 Catherine Bennett Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.76 Steven Schon Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.77 Stewart Leftow Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.78 Jason Gabiriel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.79 Kris Chirapongse Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.80 Joseph Brady Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.81 Michael Olszewski Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.82 Mary Westervelt Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.83 Dave Broadbent Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.84 John Cannon Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.85 Peter Sody Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.86 Robert Thomas Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.87 Elissa Garofalo Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.88 Kyle Konopka Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.89 James Burns Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.90 Joseph Dougherty Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A91 Donna Dougherty Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
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regional funding for The Circuit.
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ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from the Individuals

A.92 Joan Hall Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.93 John Spangler Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.94 Harry Wood Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.95 Debra Walker Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.96 Gerard Dwyer Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.97 Ariel Kirkwood Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.98 Ross Hennesy Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.99 llene Hass Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.100 Dan Allis Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.101 Chris Stanford Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.102 Owen Sindler Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.103 Michael Bowen Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.104 Meg Obrien Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.105 Dennis Winters Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.106 Blake Rubin Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.107 Kat Buckley Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.108 Brian Hamilton Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.109 Bob Pasquini Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.110 Ronald McGuckin Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A111 Danielle Gray Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.112 Pamela Coleman Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.113 Charlie Karl Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.114 Rich Nadeau Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.115 Sara Dubberly Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.116 Patrick Sherlock Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.117 Michelle Lee Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.118 Michelle Udicious Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.119 Christian Conroy Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.120 Dodge Johnson Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.121 Adam Buchanan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
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regional funding for The Circuit.
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ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from the Individuals

A.122 David Curtis Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.123 Mike Heisler Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.124 Kathryn Potalivo Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.125 Stephanie Funk Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.126 Elliot Titcher Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.127 Jonathan Nyquist Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.128 Carolyn Duffy Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.129 Arthur Vogel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.130 Joe Dietrick Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.131 Eathan Janney Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.132 Lee Tabas Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.133 Ruth Kirkner Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.134 Gregory Milbourne Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.135 Jill Gefvert-Minick Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.136 Margaret van Naerssen Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.137 Jennifer Mann Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.138 Mariann Dempsey Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.139 Janice Mulugeta Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.140 Judith Baron Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.141 Joel Hecker Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.142 John Bryan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.143 Chris Kendig Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.144 Gorkem Dagdelen Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.145 Zoe Axelrod Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.146 Andrew Ascher Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.147 Jennifer Yuan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.148 Walter Cooper Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.149 Timothy Breen Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.150 Robert Daines Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.151 Ronald Loftis Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional

Monday, July 07, 2014

regional funding for The Circuit.
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ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from the Individuals

A.152 Stewart Leftow Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.153 Marni Duffy Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.154 Gordon Laubach Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.155 Chuck Cruit Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.156 Howard Isaacson Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.157 James Castellan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.158 Thomas M. Vernon, MD Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.159 Gary Mann Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.160 Larry Bliss Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.161 Fred Lukens Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.162 Dennis Barnebey Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.163 Robert Pierson Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.164 Jason Hughes Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.165 Harvey Fountaine Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.166 Evan Suzuki Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.167 Joseph Syrnick Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.168 Renee Quaterman Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.169 Tanya Seaman Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.170 Rob Lange Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.171 George Gorman Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.172 Tony Spagnoli Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.173 Michael Del Vecchio Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.174 Laurel Drew Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.175 Daniel Orfe Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.176 Matthew Hugg Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.177 David McGinn Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.178 John Seidel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.179 Paul Stavros Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.180 Mike Dellapenna Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.181 Michael Geisinger Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
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regional funding for The Circuit.
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A.182 Duane Stanton
A.183 Derek Beyer
A.184 Mark Davis
A.185 Valerie Borek
A.186 Deb Faulkner
A.187 Ellyn Avila

A.188 Erin Engelstad
A.189 Jackie Syrnick
A.190 Jennifer Mahar
A.191 Joshua Dubin
A.192 Julien Delbasty
A.193 Katie Pytel

A.194 Samantha Corson
A.195 Susan Syrnick
A.196 Virginia Goldberg
A.197 Andreina Perez
A.198 Brandon Hoover
A.199 Chad Carreras
A.200 Charles Brant
A.201 Max Steinbrenner
A.202 Christine Reimert
A.203 Peter Furcht
A.204 Manny Menendez

A.205 Andries Cregar

A.206 Frank Santaguida Sr.

A.207 Eric Huefner
A.208 Jeffrey Lawton
A.209 John Seidel
A.210 Ken Boyle

A.211 Lisa Gares

Monday, July 07, 2014

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.
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ITEM # COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT
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A.212 Nick Rogers Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.213 Paula green Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.214 perry benson Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.215 Sara Hirschler Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.216 Rose Rudi Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.217 Spencer Finch Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.218 Tom Rickards Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.219 Byron Hawthorn Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.220 Beth Resta Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.221 Matthew o Perry Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.222 Elise Sochacki Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.223 Kristen Rolison Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.224 John Hogan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.225 Paul Paul Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.226 Debra Long Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.227 Robert Blackburn Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.228 Jon Kimmel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.229 Jonathan Kimmel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.230 Matt McDaniel Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.231 Jeff Knowles Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.232 Mark Sullivan Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.233 Ernest Losso Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.234 James Donaghy Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.235 Kenneth Rymdeko Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.236 Ronnie Cameron Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.237 S. Fisher Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.238 Debra Wile Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.239 Tara Pakrouh Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.240 Charles Liedike Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.241 James Dulin Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
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A.242 Parker Snowe Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.243 James Howe Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.244 Andrea Mannino Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.245 Ron Bilotti Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.246 Caitlin Quigley Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.247 Jesse Leonard Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.248 David Bennett Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.249 Karen Smith Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.250 Christine Reimert Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional
regional funding for The Circuit.

A.251 Samantha Corson Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional

regional funding for The Circuit.

MPMS #90144 - Schuylkill River Trail, Shawmont Avenue to Montgomery County Line (TIGER)

A.252

MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge

A.253
A.254
A.255
A.256
A.257
A.258
A.259
A.260
A.261
A.262
A.263
A.264
A.265
A.266
A.267
A.268

Charles Brant

Samantha Corson
Danielle Gray
Tom Rickards
Virginia Goldberg
Susan Syrnick
Samantha Corson
Katie Pytel

Julien Delbasty
Joshua Dubin
Zoe Axelrod
Joseph Syrnick
Karen Smith

Ellyn Avila

Erin Engelstad
Jackie Syrnick
Jennifer Mahar

BETZWOOD/SULLIVAN'S BRIDGE

A.269

Charles Brant

Bicycle Infrastructure in Region

A.270

Dr. Alistair (Alix) Howard

The dangerous design that dumps cyclists into intersection of
Shawmont and Nixon (the stop sign for cyclists has been missing for
months despite being reported to SeeClickFix); no parking was
added - could have used PECO right of way off Shawmont Avenue
for parking and as the trail entrance instead of the ridiculously ugly
and expensive wall along Nixon street.

Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.

$9 million??? Why isn't a cheaper bike/ped crossing being
integrated into the proposed motor vehicle bridges at Betzwood?

Thankful for DVRPC's work on expanding and improving bicycle
infrastructure in region.

Concerned about accessing Cross County Trail at Germantown Pike and Chemical Road

A.271

Robert Daines

The Cross County Trail currently ends at the corner of Germantown
Pike and Chemical Rd. This is an extremely busy and intimidating
intersection. What are people supposed to do at that point? Just
turn around and go home?

Concerned about the amount The Circuit segments in Delaware County
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A.272 Chuck Cruit Would like to see completion of: East Coast Greenway, Chester
Creek Trail, Octoraro Trail, Newtown Square Branch, Darby Creek
Trail, Forge to Refuge Trail

PORT ROYAL TO MONTGOMERY COUNTY LINE - SRT

A.273 Charles Brant Is not being maintained or even mowed by the city.
SCHUYLKILL PARKS CONNECTOR BRIDGE
A.274 Charles Brant $6 to 8 million??? That is a ridiculous amount of money for a simple

pre-built concrete bridge. The nearby CSX gate crossings are not
working — due to flooding of gate mechanism. This is an area that
floods — how could the gate mechanisms have been placed low
enough to be damaged by a flood? Who designs and plans with
such stupidity — at taxpayer expense?

Wants bicycle lanes and trails added to widened roads or new/reconstructed bridges.

A.276 Michael Gross Would like new procedure of installing bicycle lanes on roads that
are planned to be widened and trail underpasses where new
bridges are reconstructed.

WISSAHICKON BIKE PATH

A.275 Charles Brant poor design/lack of maintenance leads to flooded and muddy areas;
many sections were not raised so they are frequently flooded; little
or no trimming back of vegetation along the path by the city.

MPMS #60574 - Paoli Transportation Center

B.277 Zoe Robertson (SEPTA) Add a total of $24,000,000 to the first first-years from SEPTA and
PennDOT Bureau of Public Transit to advance Phase 1 of the
project, accordingly: $8,000,000 overall ($3,200,000 5307-S/
$3,871,000 Sec 1514/ $800,000 Sec 1516/ $129,000 Local) for
each FY15, FY16, and FY17 CAP phase. AMTRAK will provide the
remaining $12,000,000 that is needed to complete Phase 1 for ADA
improvements.

Reduce FY22 CAP by $4,000,000 overall by decreasing
$19,452,000 Sec 1514 funds to $15,581,000 and decreasing
$648,000 Local funds to $519,000 to add back to the SEPTA
Reserve Line Item (MPMS #90600).

Reduce FY23 CAP by $19,691,000 overall by decreasing
$25,065,000 Sec 1514 funds to $6,009,000 and decreasing
$835,000 Local funds to $200,000 to add back to the SEPTA
Reserve Line Item (MPMS #90600).

MPMS #86698 - Osborne Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek

B.278 Randy Waltermyer Chester County requests that $1.3 million of construction funding be
added for the MPMS #86698 (Osborne Road over Beaver Creek)
project in Fiscal Year 2015 of the FY2015 draft TIP.

MPMS #90600 - SEPTA Reserve Line ltem

B.279 Zoe Robertson (SEPTA) Decrease line item over 12-Years by an overall $19,683,000 due to
MPMS #60574, accordingly:
Decrease $12,000,000 overall in FY15, FY16, and FY17 from
$35,000,000 to $23,000,000 to fund Phase 1 of the Paoli
Transportation Center (MPMS #60574) by:
-Reducing FY15 CAP phase from $19,355,000 Sec 1514 funds to
$15,484,000 and decreasing $645,000 Local funds to $516,000.
-Reducing FY16 and FY17 CAP phases each by decreasing
$4,839,000 Sec 1514 funds to $968,000 and decreasing $161,000
Local funds to $32,000.
Add a $4,000,000 CAP phase to FY22 ($3,871,000 Sec 1514/
$129,000 Local).
Add a $19,691,000 CAP phase to FY23 ($19,056,000 Sec 1514/
$635,000 Local).

MPMS #15251 - US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements

B.280 Thomas Shaffer The project scope recently was expanded to include the
intersections of Routes 1/452 and 452/352.
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MPMS #16577 - Ridge Pike, Butler Pike to Philadelphia Reconstruction and Signal Upgrade

B.281 Leo Bagley The County will divide the entire project into two segments and fund
them differently. The County will fund preliminary engineering and
final design with local funds, but pursue federal funding in future
TIPs for the ROW, Utility and Construction phases of the Butler Pike
to Crescent Avenue segment. For the segment from Crescent
Avenue to Philadelphia City line the County will fund all phases as

100% local.
MPMS #48175 - Ridge Pike, Norristown Boro to Butler Pike
B.282 Leo Bagley Per discussion at the PA subcommittee, the County will federalize

the construction phase in the FY 17 TIP Update for the Carland
Road to Regal Drive segment. In addition, the County intends to
modify the limit to extend, at 100% County funding, the project from
Regal Drive to Chemical Road. The County will
reconstruct/rehabilitate Ridge Pike, eliminate the jug handle at Alan
Wood Road by providing double left turn lanes onto Alan Wood
Road; signalize he modify the 1-475 SB off-ramp; modify and
potentially signalize the 1-476 NB off-ramp; and extend the ITS
components to Chemical Road.

MPMS #92807 - PA 23 - Skippack Pike Bridge Replacement

B.283 Leo Bagley Change the title route number from PA-23 to PA-73
MPMS #95447 - County Bridge Line ltem
B.284 Leo Bagley The County suggests that title should be modified to “City/County

Bridge Line Item”.

MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line Item

B.285 Leo Bagley The County suggests that prior to the FY 17 TIP update, DVRPC
lead an evaluation/prior setting effort to assess the realistic need for
City and County bridges, as well as Municipal bridges, and that the
PA Subcommittee allocate an appropriate amount to both line
items. These allocations should occur early in the TIP update
process rather than near the end.

MPMS #102273 - Second Collegeville Bridge Crossing

B.286 Leo Bagley Second Collegeville Bridge Crossing: Add Lower Providence
Township to the Municipalities list.

MPMS #102275 - Study Line Item

B.287 Leo Bagley This line item, as discussed at the PA Subcommittee, list those
studies identified in the Decade of Interest. As those studies are
better understood developed, the recommendations would be
considered for advancement into preliminary engineering.

MPMS #102665 - Signal Upgrade Line Item

B.288 Leo Bagley Thank you for establishing this line item which may allow for funding
to be allocated during the next two fiscal years.

MPMS #74822 - North Delaware Avenue Extension Phase 2

B.289 Vadim Fleysh Add an inadvertently omitted projet back into the TIP by
programming as follows:STUDY: 400 SXF, 100 LOC, FY15
PE: 400 SXF, 106 LOC, FY15
FD: 202 SXF, 57 LOC, FY17
ROW: 400 SXF, 116 LOC, FY18
UTL 400 SXF, 116 LOC, FY18
CON 3,206 SXF, 956 LOC, FY19

MPMS #64781 - Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek
C.290 Kurt M. Ferguson (Newtown Township Manager) Requests removal of project from TIP.

C.291  Susan Herman (Residents for Regional Traffic Implores DVRPC RTC and Board to oppose this project.
Solutions)

MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2
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C.292 Susan Herman (Residents for Regional Traffic Opposes this project.
Solutions)
MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line Item
C.293 David Nyman (Chairman, Board of Supervisors ~ Supports Municipal Bridge Line ltem in FY2015 TIP.
East Rockhill Township)
C.294 David Nyman (Chairman, Board of Supervisors ~ Submits Rockhill Road Bridge (BMS # 09 7207 0437 0001) in Bucks
East Rockhill Township) County as a candidate for funding through this Municipal Bridge
Line Item.
Distribution of Draft TIP Material for Review
C.295 Bonney Hartley (Stockbridge-Munsee Mohican Stockbridge-Munsee Mohican Nation is only interested in receiving
Nation) TIP projects listed that are: 1) Located in Bucks County, and 2) that
involve new ground disturbance. For instance, a project which
proposes to remove a previous pipe and replace it in the same
location is not of concern to us and we do not wish to receive
Section 106 project materials for review.
Terry Drive Extension

C.296 Kurt M. Ferguson (Newtown Township Manager) Would like this project developed andfunded in the next couple of
years.

MPMS #14532 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass Reconstruction Design

C.297 P. Timothy Phelps (TMACC) Concerned that earmark funds for design will be lost if not obligated.
C.298 Mary Ann Severance (GVRCC) Concerned that earmark funds for design will be lost if not obligated.
C.299 Donna W. Siter (Western Chester County Concerned that earmark funds for design will be lost if not obligated.

Chamber of Commerce)
MPMS #84884 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass (CWR-Western Section)

C.300 Mary Ann Severance (GVRCC) Concerned about final design starting in FY20 and would like the
phase and construction phase moved up sooner.
C.301 P. Timothy Phelps (TMACC) Concerned about final design starting in FY20 and would like the
phase and construction phase moved up sooner.
C.302 Donna W. Siter (Western Chester County Concerned about final design starting in FY20 and would like the
Chamber of Commerce) phase and construction phase moved up sooner.
MPMS #87781 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass (CER-Eastern Section)
C.303 Mary Ann Severance (GVRCC) Concerned that construction is not showing up in the 12 year
program and would like the construction phase moved forward.
C.304 P. Timothy Phelps (TMACC) Concerned that construction is not showing up in the 12 year
program and would like the construction phase moved forward.
C.305 Donna W. Siter (Western Chester County Concerned that construction is not showing up in the 12 year
Chamber of Commerce) program and would like the construction phase moved forward.

MPMS #15251 - US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements

C.306 W. Bruce Clark (Middletown Township Manager) Supports expanding the project limits to include both the
intersections of US 1 & PA 452 (Pennell Road) and PA 352
(Middletown Road) and PA 452. The Township asks that the text
description of the project within the TIP be amended to reflect this
adjustment.
Would like the project description to include multi-modal initiatives
the Township is pursuing as it relates to the interchange.
Township asks for consideration be given to incorporating elements
into the project to improve the aesthetics of the project, especially
south of the interchange.

MPMS #16097 - Graterford Road Bridge
C.307 Cecile M. Daniel (Perkiomen Township Manager) Requests that the bridge be added to the TIP.
MPMS #16565 - PA 363, Valley Forge Rd.

C.308 Daniel Littley Jr. (Chair of Towamencin Township requests that MPMS #16565 - PA 363, Valley Forge Rd.
Township Board of Supervisors) be added back into the TIP.

MPMS #57851 - Plank Road/Otts Road/Meyers Road/Seitz Road Intersection Improvements
C.309  Cecile M. Daniel (Perkiomen Township Manager) Requests that the project not be delayed.
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MPMS #64795 - Belmont Rd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: I-76 Ramps to Rock Hill Road

C.310 Donald K. Cannon (Lower Merion Township Township is requesting that the description be revised to include the
Public Works) proposed improvement at the intersection of Conshohocken State
Road (SR 0023) and Rock Hill Road.

C.311  Angela Murray AICP (Lower Merion Township) Request that funds for acquisition of ROW be advanced to 2015-16

from 2019.
C.312 Brian Keaveney (Lower Merion Township Requests that the description be revised to include the
Engineer) improvements at the adjacent intersection of Conshohocken State

Road and Rock Hill Road.
MPMS #89715 - US 422, Sanatoga Interchange Ramp Improvements

C.313 Daniel K. Kerr (Limerick Township Manager) Limerick Township requests that MPMS #89715, the US 422,
Sanatoga Interchange Ramp Improvements be added back into the
FY 2015 TIP.
Bridge Replacement of Bustard Road at Morris Road
C.314 Daniel Littley Jr. (Chair of Towamencin Township requests a new bridge replacement project be added to
Township Board of Supervisors) the TIP.
Delaware County - Route 252: Mary Jane Lane to Rose Tree Rd
C.315  John Boyle (Bicycle Coalition of Greater Requests funding on this road at these limits for bike lane striping
Philadelphia)
Delaware County - Route 320: Wesley Rd to Baltimore Pike
C.316  John Boyle (Bicycle Coalition of Greater Requests funding on this road at these limits for bike lane striping
Philadelphia)
Montgomery County - Morris Road: US 202 Dekalb Pike to Valley Forge Road
C.317 John Boyle (Bicycle Coalition of Greater Requests funding on this road at these limits for bike lane striping
Philadelphia)

Rt 113 & Rt 29 Intersection Improvement
C.318 Cecile M. Daniel (Perkiomen Township Manager) Requests that this project be added to the TIP.
S.R. 0113 Relocation

C.319 Joe Czajkowski (Lower Salford Township Requests that S.R. 0113 Relocation be added to the Draft TIP.
Manager)

Widening PA 63 Forty Foot Road near Tomlinson Road

C.320 Daniel Littley Jr. (Chair of Towamencin Township requests a new TIP project be added to the TIP.

Township Board of Supervisors)
Penn’s Landing Access and Community Improvement

C.321  Jay Goldstein (Delaware River Waterfront Would like the Penn’s Landing Access and Community
Corporation) Improvement Project to be included in the TIP for $5 Million for the
preliminary Engineering phase.

MPMS #13014 - Clay Ridge Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek (CB #30)

C.322 Maya K. van Rossum (The Delaware Opposes Project
Riverkeeper)
MPMS #13716 - Headquarters Road Bridge Over Tinicum Creek
C.323 Maya K. van Rossum (The Delaware Opposes project.
Riverkeeper)
MPMS #17511 - City Ave o/ SEPTA (Bridge)
C.324 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The bridge rebuild should consider pedestrian stair and ramp

connections to both the existing Bala Regional Rail Station and the
proposed Parkside-City Line multi-use trail.

MPMS #17581 - Bells Mill Road

C.325 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Project design should consider a shared use sidepath on one side
of the road in lieu of sidewalks on both sides.

MPMS #17622 - Adams Avenue Bridge Over Tacony Creek

C.326 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Bridge replacement should include sufficient width for the
construction of sidewalks.

MPMS #17697 - Island Avenue Signal Upgrade
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C.327 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Feet First Philly supports the pedestrian improvements include
implifying intersections and extending curbs; we also recommend
that improvements consider SEPTA'’s plan for new ADA accessible
trolleys.

MPMS #17816 - Chestnut Street Bridges (4) at 30th Street

C.328 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The sidewalks on the Chestnut Street bridges should be widened to
match the Walnut Street bridge, and they should have a walking
zone of 6 feet clear of any obstructions.

MPMS #48193 - Allen’s Lane Bridge Over SEPTA R8 Rail Line

C.329 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The design should ensure that a walking zone of 6" is maintained
clear of all obstructions, on both sidewalks.

MPMS #48711 - This project is not a highway project. May be a typo by commentor.

C.330 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The Bridge Street interchange project should be designed to
improve pedestrian safety and mobility on the street net-work in the
immediate vicinity.

MPMS #57276 - Montgomery Avenue Bridge over Amtrak at 30th Street (CB)

C.331 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Bridge replacement should include standard width sidewalks and
sidewalk replacement on ap-proaches from both W. Greenwood
Avenue on the east and W. Sedgley Avenue on the west.

MPMS #57897 - Haverford Avenue Signal Modernization

C.332 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning radii
encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS #57901 - Lincoln Drive (3R)

C.333 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The west side sidewalk should be widened and converted to a
shared use path.

MPMS #61712 - North Delaware Riverfront Greenway/Heritage Trail/K&T Line Item

C.334 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) A 16-foot paved trail should be seriously considered in order to
provide safety for all users once the full 9-mile trail is completed.

MPMS #64984 - Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line ltem

C.335 Sarah Clark Stuart (Bicycle Coalition of Greater ~ Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional

Philadelphia) regional funding for The Circuit. Recommend that the final TIP
include a paragraph explaining clearly what the $1Million will
support.

C.336 Madeline Bell (The Children's Hospital of Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional

Philadelphia) regional funding for The Circuit.

C.337 Julie Slavet (TTF Watershed Partnership) Thankful for $1 Million towards The Circuit and supports additional

regional funding for The Circuit.
MPMS #69828 - Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and CSX Railroad (MSB)
C.338 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The design should ensure that a walking zone of 10’ or 1/2 the total

sidewalk width, whichever is greater, is maintained clear of all
obstructions, on both sidewalks.

MPMS #69913 - Grays Ferry Avenue Bridge Over Schuylkill River

C.339 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Bridge reconstruction should include sufficient width to provide
expand the north sidewalk.

MPMS #69914 - Fifth Street over Conrail (Bridge)

C.340 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Once bridge is removed, new roadway should include standard
width sidewalks with 6" of walkway width.

MPMS #70014 - Center City Signal Improvements (North) - Phase 3

C.341 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning radii
encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS #70243 - American Street Streetscape

C.342 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The excessive crossing distance on American Street should be
reduced wherever possible through measures such as curb
extensions.

MPMS #72597 - Ben Franklin Bridge Philadelphia Operational Improvement

C.343 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) This project needs to factor in pedestrian and bicycle movement

through the area and to and from the bridge walkways, particu-larly
the south walkway.
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MPMS #74828 - American Cities/Safe Routes to School - Phase 3

C.344 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support the use of these funds for traffic calming and other
safety improve-ments that can benefit pedestrians.

MPMS #78758 - JFK Boulevard Bridges (3) Over 21st/22nd/23rd Streets

C.345 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support this project in-cluding a shared use side path on the
north sidewalk. Will the project include a ramp and stair-way
connection to 22nd Street?

MPMS #78764 - W Girard Ave O/CSX (Bridge)

C.346 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Sidewalks included in rehabilitation or replacement of bridge should
include sidewalks of sufficient width to provide a minimum of
“walking zone” width of 6 feet.

MPMS #79908 - 1-95: Kennedy to Levick (Section BS1) (IMP)

C.347 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The Bridge Street interchange project should be designed to
improve pedestrian safety and mobility on the street net-work in the
immediate vicinity.

MPMS #79910 - 1-95: Margaret to Kennedy (Section BS2) (IMP)

C.348 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The Bridge Street interchange project should be designed to
improve pedestrian safety and mobility on the street net-work in the
immediate vicinity.

MPMS #80054 - Bridges Over Vine Street Expressway (I-676) (PAB) - Part 3

C.349 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support this project for its many benefits but, as final design
advances.

MPMS #80104 - Henry Ave Corridor Safety Improvements

C.350 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support the pedestrian signals and bumpouts. What is the

purpose of the proposed tree removal, and what will be the effect on
pedestrians walking along Henry Avenue, given the fact that Henry
Avenue is missing sidewalks for much of its length?

MPMS #81292 - Frankford Av/Frankford Ck (Bridge)

C.351 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The designs for this bridge should con-sider the proposed Frankford
Creek Greenway which will run along the creek below this bridge.
The bridge design should include stair and ramp connections.

MPMS #85417 - Allegheny Avenue Safety Improvements

C.352 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Installing median refuge islands should be considered instead of
fences. Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning
radii encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS #85419 - Erie Av: Broad St. - K St

C.353 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning radii
encourage high-speed turns. The intersection of Erie/2nd/Sedgley
needs simplification to improve safety.

MPMS #87107 - School District of Philadelphia Improvement (SRTSF) - Round 1

C.354 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Are all the sidewalk re-pairs to be done on sidewalks immediately
adjacent to the school properties or will consideration be given to
improving the walking route on nearby sidewalks that lead to the
school and which may be in far worse condition?

MPMS #88767 - Bridges Over Vine Street Expressway (I-676) (PAA) - Part 1

C.355 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The curb radii on both northeast and northwest corners of the
intersection of the Vine Expressway with 22nd Street should be
tightened to shorten pedestrian crossing distances and reduce
turning speed. Also, we request that the project descriptions for this
and related projects be clarified. For example, preliminary
engineering for the 21st and 22nd St bridges is covered under
MPMS 80054, but what about final design? What happened to Part
2? The Spring Garden bridge has been broken out to two MPMS
numbers that are the same.

MPMS #90482 - North Delaware Riverfront Greenway (TIGER)

C.356 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Trail construction between Al-legheny Avenue and Lewis Street
should be of sufficient width to provide for safe use by pedes-trians
and bicyclists alike. A minimum width of 16 feet should be
considered.
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MPMS #92376 - Walnut Lane Bridge Over Wissahickon Creek Restoration

C.357 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Some of the approach sidewalks are in very poor condition and
should be upgraded with this project.

MPMS #96223 - Philadelphia Signal Retiming- CMAQ Comp

C.358 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning radii
encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS #98207 - 1-95 Congestion Management

C.359 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) Congestion mitigation for 1-95 should also support non-motorized
transportation travel options to SEPTA's regional rail stations
including improved or new sidewalk connections, improving
intersections for pedestrian and cyclists near stations, and providing
upgraded bus passenger shelters for intersecting lines.

MPMS #98221 - Stock’s Grove Road over Beaver Creek

C.360 Maya K. van Rossum (The Delaware Opposes Project.
Riverkeeper)
MPMS #102102 - North Delaware Avenue Phase 1B
C.361 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) The project should provide sidewalks of sufficient width to provide
for higher than normal use by pedestrians and families with strollers,
etc.
MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
C.362 Madeline Bell (The Children's Hospital of Supports Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project.
Philadelphia)
MPMS #102279 - Traffic Calming Program (ARLE 4)
C.363 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support this program of traffic calming and safety measures.
MPMS #102280 - Broad Street Pedestrian Crossing Improvements (ARLE 4)
C.364 Dennis Winters (Clean Air Council) We support the replacement of Z-block crosswalks with asphalt and

standard markings where it is cost-effective. We also support the
test of a partially raised crosswalk in lieu of a standard ADA ramp
and believe that similar alternatives should be tested elsewhere in
the City.
Design and Construction funding needed for trails
C.365 Sarah Clark Stuart (Bicycle Coalition of Greater  Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia determined that there are
Philadelphia) least 61 Circuit trail projects that have undergone planning and need
design/construction funding.
PennDOT's policy on replacing single lane bridges with two lane bridges
C.366 Maya K. van Rossum (The Delaware It is PennDOT'’s policy to replace single lane bridges with two lane
Riverkeeper) structures. Experts on roadway safety have indicated maintaining
single lane crossings has a calming effect on traffic reducing speeds
in many rural areas.
Replacing Rather than Replacing Historic Structures
C.367 Maya K. van Rossum (The Delaware Unless the bridge is part of Pennsylvania’s Covered Bridge or Stone
Riverkeeper) Arch Bridge program PennDOT routinely opts for replacing rather
than repairing historic structures.
Request to Dedicate Funding to complete The Circuit
C.368 Sarah Clark Stuart (Bicycle Coalition of Greater  Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia urge DVRPC to make a
Philadelphia) concerted effort to develop a process to prioritize and allocate
funding for at least the identified 61 Circuit projects in order to
maintain a rate of completing ten miles a year by the five SE PA
counties.
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Item ID# A.1,A.2



REGIONA

L
FLANNING CONWITINGS

Item ID# A.3

Name: Patricia L. Scott
County: Bucks County
Project Title:  Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

Please support the Municipal Bridge Line Item in your 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It is very important to our
municipality to have its bridges be in a safe and fully operating condition. Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Comment ID: 247

Item ID# A.4

Name: Jim Nietupski
County: Bucks County
Project Title:  Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

I am a resident of East Rockhill Township. As our bridges are an important part of the Pennsylvania infrastructure, | very much
support including the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. This line item will reduce
the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 248




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.5

Name: Willard Mismer Jr
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 249

Item ID# A.6

Name: Bob & Monica Kennedy
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding construction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 250

Item ID# A.7

Name: James P. Deegan
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

Dear Sir or Madam; As a business owner within East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Iltem in
the 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. This addition will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding
reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Regards,

Comment ID: 251




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.8

Name: Greg Lippincott
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 252

Iltem ID# A.9, A.10

Name: Marianne Morano
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

| fully support having a municipal line item on the TIP, there are many local municipality bridges deteriorating in addition to County
owned bridges. In particular | support Rockhill Road bridge located in East Rockhill Township, Bucks County.

Comment ID: 261

Iltem ID# A.11

Name: Carol Critelli
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you

Comment ID: 262




Item ID# A.12

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Comment:

Bill Trolio

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

Dear Sirs: As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018

Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. In my

immediate neighborhood, the Branch Road bridge is finally open, however, those on Ridge Road and Schwenkmill Road remain
closed to traffic. These closures add significant time (gas and car exhaust) to both my commute to work as well as local shopping
and errands. Emergency services are also affected.

Comment ID: 263

Iltem ID# A.13, A.14

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Comment:

| strongly support the Municipal Bridge Line Item (MPMS 102105) programmed on the Draft DVRPC FY 2015 -2018 TIP for PA. This
line item will provide much needed funding for replacement municipally owned bridges across the region. In particular, East Rockhill

Fred Kershaw

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

Township submits Rockhill Road Bridge (BMS # 09 7207 0437 0001) in Bucks County as a candidate for funding through this

Municipal Bridge Line Item.
Comment ID: 184

Iltem ID# A.15

Comment:

You.
Comment ID: 264

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Pete Boyce

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge line item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement program. This will ease the burden of many local taxpayers for funding of reconstruction of of unsafe bridges. Thank




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.16

Name: Chris Tate
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Residents can not
afford any higher taxes to fund this. Thank you.

Comment ID: 265

Item ID# A.17, A.18

Name: Joe Berardi
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township in Bucks County, PA, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-
2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.
Our taxes are out of control because of the School Taxes for Pennridge School District are increasing 3.6% for this coming year due
to the unsustainable Pension for the teachers. There was an exception granted to exceed the legal limit of 2.1%. The teacher
salaries and pensions must be stopped before we all go broke trying to pay for something that is ethically wrong. It is not right for a
teacher to make $100,000 for 9 months of work when the average salary in the district is around $40,000 for 12 months of work.
What a scam!

Comment ID: 266

Item ID# A.19

Name: Richard Althouse
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township in Perkasie, Pennsylvania, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the
2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe
bridges.

Comment ID: 267




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.20

Name: Evelyn Althouse
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township in Perkasie, Pennsylvania, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the
2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe
bridges.

Comment ID: 268

Item ID# A.21

Name: Sharon & Chris Staehle
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 243

Item ID# A.22

Name: Theodore S. Valentine
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on us, the taxpayers, for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you,

Comment ID: 244




Item ID# A.23

Comment:

Comment ID: 245

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Hans Schnitzler

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Item ID# A.24

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ed & Suzanne Hogan
Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

FLAMMING CONMITINGS

Comment:

To Whom it May Concern, My wife, Suzanne and | are Senior’'s and as residents of East Rockhill Township for the last 45 years, We
fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the
burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thanking you in advance for all considerations,

Comment ID: 246

Item ID# A.25

Name: Dr. Kristin J.M. Ploeger

County: Bucks County
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105
Comment:

| want to reach out to voice my strong support of including a Municipal Bridge Line Item in your Transportation Improvement
Program for 2015-2018. | recognize how important this funding is to provide much-needed funding for replacement of municipally
owned bridges across the region, many of which were constructed in the first half of the 20th century and are now in critical need of
repair or replacement. As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | know this will ease the burden on local tazpayers for funding
reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 281




RECIOMAL

FLAMMING CONMITINGS

Item ID# A.26

Name: Carol Nagle
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a long time resident of East Rockhill Township, Buck County, Pennsylvania | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line
Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding the improtant
reconstruction of unsafe bridges. These bridges and roadways in Bucks County are old and need improvement.

Comment ID: 282

Item ID# A.27

Name: Richard C. Landt
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 283

Item ID# A.28

Name: Gregory Langston
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a long time resident of East Rockhill Township, Bucks County, Pennsylvania | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line
Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of
unsafe bridges. These bridges and roadways in Bucks County are old and need improvement.

Comment ID: 284




Item ID# A.29

Comment:

Comment ID: 292

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kathleen Hart

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Item ID# A.30

Comment:

Comment ID: 293

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Gregory Hart

Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Item ID# A.31

Comment:

you.
Comment ID: 521

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Earl and Virginia Hendricks
Bucks County

Municipal Bridge Line Item
102105

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support the inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018
Transportation Improvement program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank

FLAMMING CONMITINGS




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.32

Name: Anne Fenley
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

I am a resident of East Rockhill Township and understand you are considering adding a Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-

2018 Transportation Improvement Program. | strongly support this Line Item addition as it will greatly benefit the taxpayers who
must pay to repair the many unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 653

Item ID# A.33

Name: Willard Wismer Jr
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 649

Item ID# A.34

Name: Anne Newton Boyes
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105

Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges.

Comment ID: 543




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.35

Name: Katherine L. Wiley
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

Dear People: I live in East Rockhill Township, Pennsylvania. The township is in the midst of refurbishing and renovating unsafe
bridges. This is a costly process which falls upon the local taxpayers to fund. Many of us do not have the extra moneys available for
increased taxation, yet the bridge repair is quite necessary. Therefore, | urge you to include the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the
2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program. It will help ease the burden on us local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of
unsafe bridges. Please keep me apprised of the progress of this issue. Thank you.

Comment ID: 576

Item ID# A.36

Name: Cheryl Krivda
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 241

Item ID# A.37

Name: Bruce Costa
County: Bucks County
Project Title: Municipal Bridge Line Item
MPMS ID: 102105
Comment:

As a resident of East Rockhill Township, | fully support inclusion of the Municipal Bridge Line Item in the 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program. It will ease the burden on local taxpayers for funding reconstruction of unsafe bridges. Thank you.

Comment ID: 269




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.38, A.39

Name: John Boyle
County: Delaware County
Project Title: Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders
MPMS ID: 63406
Comment:

County Bike and Ped plans lack the design details for implementation. Counties have identified priorities for bike lane
implementation and PENNDQOT is investigating ways to reduce the municipal burden of the Bikeway Occupancy Permit. The line
item originally appearing in the 2001 TIP as MPMS 63406 "Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders" was conceived to develop bike
lane and shoulder striping plans on state roads. However it is nearly depleted of funds. The Bicycle Coalition requests that this fund
be replenished to continue efforts to plan for bike lanes on state roads.

Comment ID: 594

Iltem ID# A.40, A.41

Name: Harriet
County: Delaware County
Project Title: US 322, US 1 to Featherbed Lane (Section 101)
MPMS ID: 69816
Comment:

I hope that the widening of US 322 between Route 1 and I-95 is completed soon. The road, as it is today, is a nightmare when
congested (i.e., during rush-hour and when major events are scheduled in Philadelphia). As a note, | wish there was Septa train
service connecting West Chester, Media and Center City Philadelphia; there are definitely times when it would be more convenient
to use a train than drive.

Comment ID: 61

Iltem ID# A.42

Name: Ken Daskus
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

I am for anything that gets traffic off the neighborhood streets of Wyncote.
Comment ID: 185




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.43

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Laura Kelly

Montgomery County

PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
16334

This intersection NEEDS sidewalks with crossing signals/crosswalks and bicycling lanes on Greenwood on both sides of Church Rd.
Children who live on opposite sides of Greenwood, separated by Church, have no opportunity to walk to their friends' house or to
the arboretum, a local treasure. We need to make our neighborhoods more accessible by foot and bicycle!

Comment ID: 201

Iltem ID# A.44

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kurt Ahrens

Montgomery County

PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
16334

Comment:

It is vitally important to add bike lanes and crossing zones at this intersection. There are very few non-motorized commute options in
the Cheltenham township and this particular intersection is egregiously unsafe. This lack of safety and the consequent lack of non-
motorized options is contrary to Cheltenham's recently adopted Sustainability Plan, and prevents children and adults from using
their feet to reach parks, schools, and work.

Comment ID: 121

Iltem ID# A.45

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Dennis Fisher

Montgomery County

PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
16334

Comment:

This intersection is very important for motor vehicles, and even moreso for pedestrians, because it presently serves as an obstacle
to passage for all but the most capable and stout-hearted. Pedestrian passage may be a challenge, due to private property lines, but
the proper functioning of the township requires that pedestrians be afforded safe passage through all of the most important areas. It
seems that a sidewalk inside the property of the arboretum should be relatively simple, leaving only a small section of Greenwood to
be negotiated to get across the nearby bridge. People should not be mandated to use an automobile to safely cross this intersection
and continue onward. The initial construction and maintenance costs for pedestrian passage are far less than those of automobile
thorofares, and result in something much more durable.

Comment ID: 141




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.46

Name: Teresa Warnick
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

As a homeowner on Greenwood, | strongly advocate for sidewalks on both sides of Greenwood and on Church to the new Wyncote
elementary school. | am willing to maintain the sidewalk. Sincerely, Teresa Warnick

Comment ID: 221

Iltem ID# A.47

Name: Hannah Mazzaccaro
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

| fully support the improvement of this intersection. It currently is unsafe and has a poor level of service due to a lot of turning traffic.
| also fully support the addition of sidewalks and painted crosswalks at this intersection. The existing stone walls can be moved and
rebuilt to maintain the historic look. If that is not feasible, there at least need to be wide shoulders to allow pedestrians and bicycles

to have a safe area of travel. Curtis Arboretum is a destination for many township events, and a cut-through for students traveling to
the Junior High, so it should be more accessible by bike and foot. ALL of Church Road through Cheltenham Township needs wider

shoulders for bicycles! Thank you for your consideration.

Comment ID: 181

Item ID# A.48

Name: Kristina Denzel
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

| strongly encourage sidewalks and bike lanes. | think sidewalks should be a priority everywhere, but especially around parks, and
that particular area of Church road is very dangerous if you are a pedestrian (or a bicyclist, for that matter!).

Comment ID: 162




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.49

Name: Amy Steffen
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

Glad that the signal improvements will be made. They are needed. | also support bike and pedestrian access along Church Rd and
Greenwood Ave.

Comment ID: 161

Item ID# A.50

Name: Susan Meles
County: Montgomery County
Project Title: PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements
MPMS ID: 16334
Comment:

This is a dangerous intersection for cars and an impossible intersection for anything else (bike, pedestrian). It is very close to a high
school and an elementary school (be rebuilt). Too many times | have seen bikers nearly hit at this intersection while a car tres to go
around another car which is turning. Please create a wide enough street and a safe sidewalk so that kids going to school can
negotiate this corner safely and without fear!

Comment ID: 182

Item ID# A.51

Name: stenn
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

more trails everywhere but especially on the Schuylkill. the swing bridge will be a destination in and of itself. if you build it they will
come. so build it please and soon. thank you.

Comment ID: 485




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.52

Name: M. Capillary
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

| support the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project (102274) that would connect the Grays Ferry Crescent with the
Bartram’s Mile.

Comment ID: 290

Item ID# A.53

Name: doug
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

| support this important trail project. please fund it asap
Comment ID: 462

Item ID# A.54

Name: Danielle Fike
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

| support the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project (102274) that will connect the Grays Ferry Crescent with the Bartram’s
Mile.

Comment ID: 286




Iltem ID# A.55

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Mile.
Comment ID: 287

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Tyler Fike

Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

I support the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project (102274) that will connect the Grays Ferry Crescent with the Bartram’s

Item ID# A.56

Comment:

Mile.
Comment ID: 288

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Lane Fike

Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

| support the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project (102274) that will connect the Grays Ferry Crescent with the Bartram’s

Iltem ID# A.57

Comment:

Comment ID: 289

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

C. Cavalieri

Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

We support the Schuylkill River Swing Bridge Project (102274) that will connect the Grays Ferry Crescent with Bartram’s Mile.




Item ID# A.58

Comment:

Comment ID: 483

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

chris clayton

Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

I love the idea of using the abandoned RR bridge as a trail crossing. Schuylkill Banks has completely changed Phila and it more of it
there is the better. I'd like to see the schedule for this advanced and the design to do something whimsical

Item ID# A.59

Comment:

Comment ID: 650

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Blaise Syrnick

Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

I support Circuit funding in the 2015 TIP especially the Schuylkill River Swing Bridge in Gary Ferry (Project No. 1022740.

Item ID# A.60

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kathleen Wiseman
Philadelphia County
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
102274

FLAMMING CONMITINGS

I love to ride my bike and walk around Philadelphia. | support trail funding im general and the proposed Schuykill River Swing Bridge
project in particular which will enhance the area.

Comment ID: 651




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.61

Name: megan
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

a big YES for trail projects in general and the Schuylkill river swing bridge in particular. this is the king of big thinking projects that
will set the Delaware Valley trail network apart.

Comment ID: 482

Item ID# A.62

Name: mary beth
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

please support and fund this project which extends the Schuylkill trail. fund the final desing now
Comment ID: 461

Item ID# A.63

Name: amy and greg sadowski
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

I recently took a SchuylKkill river boat tour and learned of a very cool bridge project that would allow the trail to cross the river near
Grays Ferry Ave. | am excited by this project and want to know what | can do to help it get implemented. My husband Greg feels the
same way. T wo votes for speeding up this project. thank you for tho opportunity to comment.

Comment ID: 481




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.64

Name: chris
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

I am writing to express support for the Schuylkill River bridge crossing at Grays Ferry avenue. this is a great idea but why does it
take so long to do?

Comment ID: 484

Item ID# A.65

Name: Mark Kocent (Univ of Penn)
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: Schuylkill River Swing Bridge
MPMS ID: 102274
Comment:

I support funding for all trails in general, and the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project No. 102274) in particular.
Comment ID: 501

Item ID# A.66

Name: John Boyle
County: Philadelphia County
Project Title: General Comment
Comment:

The TIP lacks any funding towards implementation of bicycle and pedestrian plans. 4 of the 5 PA counties have adopted either
countywide or sub-county plans. For example the Central Chester County Bicycle and Pedestrian Circulation plan calls for 21 miles
of bike lanes, 62 miles of sidewalks and 83 intersection improvements with an estimated plan buildout cost of 25 million dollars. The
plan is unigue among the counties in that it provides a ball park cost estimate for completion of the plan but it highlights a realistic
level of investment needed to implement. The region has a history of developing bike/ped plans and leaving them on the shelf
(Montgomery County Bike Network 1998 and Southeastern Pennsylvania Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan 1995).

Comment ID: 590




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.68

Name: Eugene Friesen

County: Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Project Title:
MPMS ID:
Comment:

I'm delighted to see the addition of $1 million designated for the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. It's a part of the Philly bike
infrastructure that | use heavily: the Schuylkill River Trail is my commuting route and a great weekend path, and I've been seriously
eyeing the Cobbs Creek Trail for a trip in the near future. Every dollar invested into bike infrastructure is highly appreciated, and |
hope the investments have a chance to grow in the future.

Comment ID: 361

Item ID# A.69

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 362

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Debra Wile

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.70

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Graham Bier

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because as a bicyclist myself | often wish | had better and safer routes to get around the Phildelphia area. | would commute this way
more often if | could and am looking forward to the availability of more and better trails as soon as they can be created!

Comment ID: 363




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.71

Name: Uri Feiner
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because more and more people are riding bicycles and using trails for exercise and transport. This is especially true for short trips of
3 miles or less. That means the circuit is useful far beyond recreational purposes. It is imperative to support this trend as a matter of
public health, to aid the in the cleanup of our environment, boost the local economy, and be consistent with the emerging national
and global direction on transportation.

Comment ID: 364

Item ID# A.72

Comment:

support the circuit!
Comment ID: 365

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Brian Luckenbill

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | constantly use and enjoy the trails PA has to offer. | ride my bike and my girlfriend walks her dog. Please continue to

Item ID# A.73

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

David Dannenberg

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because a million dollars barely scratches the surface of what is needed to bring this important infrastructure plan to fruition. There
is a direct relationship between the amount of time people spend in a car and the degree to which they are overweight, and a an
inverse relationship between the degree to which they are overweight and their level of health. Trails provide access to the outdoors
and to exercise that are vital to the improvement of the overall mental and physical health of the citizenry. And the more people
utilize trails for transportation, the less they contribute to automotive traffic congestion. Please increase your level of funding for trails
to several percent of your budget--not the current less than 1% you have allocated now. Thank you.

Comment ID: 366




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.74

Name: Silvia Ascarelli
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. As a big supporternofvthe East Coast Greenway, | support
additional regional funding for the Circuit. Last month | bicycled the 150-mile Great Allegheny Passage from Pittsburgh to
Cumberland, Md. It wasn't yet summer vacation, and the number of cyclists on the route was impressive. It also was obvious that
many of these businesses would not be there or would not be thriving without this long-distance trail. The East Coast Greenway can
have an even bigger impact on our region in addition to serving as a spine for the regional trails network. Please allocate more
funding for the Circuit!

Comment ID: 367

Iltem ID# A.75

Name: Catherine Bennett
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. Of course, | do not believe that this amount is enough and
a completion date of 2040 is not acceptable. In 26 years | will be 89 years old and probably unable to enjoy any of the trails. Just
last spring | bought a hybrid bike to start riding trails before | lose my sense of balance. Because of distracted and speeding car
drivers, It isn't safe for me to ride on streets and roads other than in my housing community. At this time, | am very disappointed by
the small number of trails and the distance | need to travel to access one. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because walking, biking, and enjoying nature and the outdoors will keep people physically fit and mentally refreshed. More people
would ride their bikes to work cutting down on car emissions and more people would use the trails to follow an exercise routine.
What about some fund raising events to generate more money? | am sure that people and businesses would support activities to
get these trails done way before 2040.

Comment ID: 368




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.76

Name: Steven Schon
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | and my family are active cyclists, for both commuting and recreation, and welcome the opportunity to explore the region
more fully by bicycle. It also brings economic benefits. | know from other bike trails in our area, that property values of homes
adjacent to the trails increased when the trails were opened. And local businesses benefit as well, from the additional clientelle that
the trails bring to the neighborhoods.

Comment ID: 369

Iltem ID# A.77

Name: Stewart Leftow
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit for
several reasons. Multiuse trails are consistently among the most utilized and valued outdoor areas in every community. They
provide safe, alternative, healthy and environmentally friendly transportation routes. They are so prized that homes nearby increase
in value because they are so desireable. Everyone from mothers with kids in strollers, to little kids needing a safe place to bike, to
runners, to dog walkers, to older walkers, to hardcore pedal pushers like me- in other words, everybody in the community- values
and utilizes these trails. | often see disabled people exercising in various types of bikes, recumbents, hand powered etc. There is no
other safe place for these people to get outside and get some exercise. The trail network needs all the funding it can get, as do safe
bike lanes on certain suburban streets. The Circuit has put together a rational and comprehensive plan. | urge you to continue to
support it.

Comment ID: 370




Item ID# A.78

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 371

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Jason Gabriel

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because I've lived here since 1976 and | saw what the area was like WITHOUT trails. For example, while there was much argument
BEFORE the Perk Trail was built, | have heard NO ONE complain in the last 10 years. It's simple, beautiful, healthy and now a
landmark in the area. It connects people and communities more than a wider highway or a new drug store ever will. While another
Walgreen's might show some direct tax revenue, amazing trails like this help keep people in the area and draw more people in. That
adds MUCH more revenue and return in a community - but much harder to measure directly. Thank you for investing.

Item ID# A.79

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 440

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kris Chirapongse

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.80

Comment:

Comment ID: 441

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joseph Brady

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | use the trails in Philadelphia for both my commute and for leisure. So do an increasing number of residents and tourists
respectively. These trails could greatly benefit from further funding which would in turn benefit the city of Philadelphia.




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.81

Name: Michael Olszewski

County: Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Project Title:
MPMS ID:
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 533

Item ID# A.82

Name: Mary Westervelt

County: Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Project Title:
MPMS ID:
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it is a step towards enabling travel by bicycle or on foot. | also support funding and municipal design that makes it easy to
bike or walk.

Comment ID: 534

Item ID# A.83

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 535

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Dave Broadbent

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.84

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 536

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

John Cannon

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.85

Comment:

Comment ID: 537

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Peter Sody

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it improves various traffic aspects and makes Chester County in general more attractive

Item ID# A.86

Comment:

about by trails
Comment ID: 538

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Robert Thomas

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | travel.daily by bicycle and because | appreciate the health, conservation and economic development benefits brought




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.87

Name: Elissa Garofalo
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 589

Item ID# A.88

Name: Kyle Konopka
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 557

Item ID# A.89

Name: James Burns
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it is a cheap and effective way to reduce traffic on our roads and make biking safer while improving the health and fitness
of our citizens.

Comment ID: 558




Item ID# A.90

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 559

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joseph Dougherty

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.91

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 560

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Donna Dougherty

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.92

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 561

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joan Hall

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.93

Name: John Spangler

County: Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Project Title:
MPMS ID:
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | am a volunteer in East Bradford Township, Chester County, helping to develop trails. | have first hand experience of how
a trail system helps a community. | believe the development of a regional trail system will have far reaching benefits to the greater

Philadelphia region.
Comment ID: 562

Item ID# A.94

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 563

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Harry Wood

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.95

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 564

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Debra Walker

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.96

Name: Gerard Dwyer

County: Various Counties
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | ride my bike 20 miles a day to work and even with the bicycle lanes in Philly it is still a hazardous ride. On the weekend |
escape to the quiet of one of our bike trails. We need a safe place to take our family and friends to show them the benefits of biking.

Thank you, Ger
Comment ID: 566

Item ID# A.97

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 341

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Avriel Kirkwood

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.98

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 342

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ross Hennesy

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.99

Name: llene Hass
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit ...
these trails provide an invaluable benefit to our community as they make it easier to connect people with nature, more safely travel
by bicycle, get cars off the roads and beautify the region.

Comment ID: 343

Item ID# A.100

Name: Dan Allis
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | ride my bike to work and on the weekend for sport. Connecting the Circuit makes it safer for all bike riders.

Comment ID: 344

Item ID# A.101

Name: Chris Stanford
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it gives my family great outdoor experiences and active ways to spend time together. It also gives me opportunity to get
places without using my car.

Comment ID: 345




Item ID# A.102

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 346

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Owen Sindler

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.103

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Michael Bowen

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit. This
project will have untold benefits to thousands of residents in and around Delaware County. At a time when too many of our citizens
are overweight and unhealthy, when there are too many cars on our highways, these types of infrastructure projects are more
important than ever. Invest in the future of Delaware County and the region! Thank you!

Comment ID: 347

Item ID# A.104

Name: Meg Obrien

County: Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | feel it is vitally important to have access to these types of trails now and in the future. Biking should be encouraged as a
healthy alternative mode of transportation.

Comment ID: 348




Item ID# A.105

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 349

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Dennis Winters

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. However, as a regular user of the growing regional trail
network, | wholeheartedly support additional regional funding for the Circuit. While available for wide-spread recreational use, the
Circuit also provides capacity for utility and work trips. | see a growing number of commuters on the trails every day.

Item ID# A.106

Comment:

Comment ID: 350

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Blake Rubin

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because alternate transportation options is critical for the health and growth of the metropolitan area.

Item ID# A.107

Comment:

funding to the Circuit!
Comment ID: 351

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kat Buckley

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | am an avid biker. | often want to go further than the current trail system provides, find new paths, and go on adventures
during my daily rides. I'm confident that the Circuit project will enable me to do just that, and you can bet that | will be taking my
friends on these paths. They will be well-used, and a great accomplishment to Pennsylvania. Please consider giving additional




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.108

Name: Brian Hamilton
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984

Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because access to the circut and to the additional areas open to riders can only benifit not only the health and well being of those
who currently ride, but of those that will take up bicycling as a result of more and safer trails and paths. In addition, while riding, my
group often frequents local businesses and contribute to their success. We need a well developed and extensive network of bicycle
and walker friendly trails and paths. As many other cities have discovered, "If you build it they will come and use it".

Comment ID: 374

Item ID# A.109

Name: Bob Pasquini
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984

Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | believe the trails are an asset to the people and the communities they pass through.

Comment ID: 375

Item ID# A.110

Name: Ronald McGuckin
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because its simply good for the Region's economy, historic character, natural beauty and the health of the residents.

Comment ID: 376




Item ID# A.111, A.254

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Danielle Gray

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because safe bicycle and pedestrian routes are vital for attracting and retaining new businesses and residents, for keeping people
active and healthy, and for reducing traffic congestion and protecting the environment. Trails and other pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure is much less expensive per mile than automobile infrastructure, and has a profound impact on the quality of life within
the region. | especially support having the Schuylkill Swing Bridge (Project No. 102274) as it will fill a major gap within the Schuylkill
River Trail and provide a vital off-road connection between South Philly/Center City and Bartram's Garden/Southwest Philadelphia.

Comment ID: 377

Item ID# A.112

Name: Pamela Coleman
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because these trails have a proven record of community development, economic investment and improved quality of life. They
contribute to a healthier life style, a greater appreciation of our natural riches in our communities and a greater sense of community.
The return on investment is tremendous.

Comment ID: 379

Item ID# A.113

Comment:

Comment ID: 380

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Charlie Karl

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because as a recent retiree | look forward to many happy and healthy walks and rides with friends. | love how the trails are peaceful
and safe away from the rush of traffic. | think it is great for kids and folks of all ages to have a safe way to access parks, schools,
libraries, businesses and friends without competing with cars on the roads. When we go to vacation spots the trails are often the
highlight of enjoying a beautiful area. We live in a beautiful area. Let's appreciate it and stay healthy at the same time.




Iltem ID# A.114

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 381

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Rich Nadeau

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Iltem ID# A.115

Comment:

livability of those cities.
Comment ID: 382

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Sara Dubberly

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it makes our region a desirable place to live much the way the bike circuts in Denver and Seattle increase the vitality and

Item ID# A.116

Comment:

routes around the city!
Comment ID: 383

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Patrick Sherlock

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because the work is knitting communities together around sustainable transportation corridors - improving people as well as our




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.117

Name: Michelle Lee
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because after having lived and bicycled in New York, San Francisco, and Seattle, I've found Philadelphia’s bicycle network and
infrastructure to be the best. It's a huge part of why | moved to Philadelphia (including 12 months commuting part-time to NYC via
Amtrak) and with a little more funding, signage, programming, and support, everyone will be able to enjoy it too.

Comment ID: 384

Item ID# A.118

Name: Michelle Udicious
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 385

Item ID# A.119

Name: Christian Conroy
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because these trails are critical to building a healthier population and making our region more attractive - both critical issues facing
the Greater Philadelphia region. Other places have managed to accomplish much more. If we don't keep up with these critical
community amenities, then we will continue to be uncompetitive. Thus, this is simply an economic development issue - which is part
of DVRPC's mission. Please consider allocating more funds to this project.

Comment ID: 386




Item ID# A.120

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 406

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Dodge Johnson

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.121

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 372

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Adam Buchanan

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.122

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

David Curtis

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because these transportation *investments* are critical to attracting and retaining the residents who help our city and region thrive.
One need only glance at the Schuylkill River Trail to see the economic, health, environmental impacts that we can generate with a
strong investment. These investments have very high returns on a per-dollar basis and require very low maintenance/operational
costs. Each dollar spent on these trails creates more jobs and has a greater return (in terms of tax revenue alone, but also including
reduced healthcare costs and increased productivity) than a dollar spent on other types of transportation. It's simply the best that
money can buy.

Comment ID: 373




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.123

Name: Mike Heisler
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. This is a great start but more funding is needed. An
interconnected trail circuit helps the entire region. It encourages people to get outside and enjoy their communities. It encourages
fitness and exercise. It provides a safe place to ride and helps keep bikes off of dangerous roads. It lifts property values in
communities close to trails. Please increase the funding for this important work. Help make Philadelphia region one of the premier
trail areas in the country! Lower Delco is in particular need of trail work. There is no good north/south routes thru the county and no
access to the Delaware River. The roads are extremely congested and dangerous to travel on. Continuing the Darby Creek trail
north to connect with the Haverford Reserve would be a great addition. Of particular importance would be to find a safe way to cross
West Chester Pike at the Lawrence Road/Blue Route intersection.

Comment ID: 387

Item ID# A.124

Name: Kathryn Potalivo
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 403

Item ID# A.125

Name: Stephanie Funk
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | enjoy riding my bicycle on the wonderful network of trails in Chester and Montgomery counties.

Comment ID: 404




Item ID# A.126

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 405

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Elliot Titcher

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | use these trails and so do a lot of the people | bike with. We would like to stay off the streets whenever possible. The trails
are safer than riding on streets that do not have dedicated bike lanes.

Item ID# A.127

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 417

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Jonathan Nyquist

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.128

Comment:

Comment ID: 418

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Carolyn Duffy

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | live in Philadelphia County very near to the Schuylkill River Trail, since the trail inception this has never been lacking for
user often times getting very busy. The completion of the trails of all these trails will make a for a big boon to the area.




Item ID# A.129

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 419

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Arthur Vogel

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit. | bike a
few times a week and need safe trails for riding. Biking is great for my health, and helps me stay in shape. | also find more and more
people want to live in places where they can easily go out and get in a walk or ride as quickly and safely as possible. Please

Item ID# A.130

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 420

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joe Dietrick

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.131

Comment:

in general.
Comment ID: 421

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Eathan Janney

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | believe that the promotion of cycling is an excellent way to address problems of global warming as well as human health




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.132

Name: Lee Tabas
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because trails are one of the few functions that can only be done by the government. If we make biking more accessible people will
do more riding for recreational and work purposes.

Comment ID: 423

Item ID# A.133

Name: Ruth Kirkner
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because the use of bike paths is important to the community. It affords save places to ride our bikes and exercise. It is a wonderful
way to experience our community without creating polution.

Comment ID: 424

Item ID# A.134

Name: Gregory Milbourne
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 425




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.135

Name: Jill Gefvert-Minick
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because we need more active transportattioon and because | use thesse trails

Comment ID: 393

Item ID# A.136

Name: Margaret van Naerssen
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 394

Item ID# A.137

Name: Jennifer Mann
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because 1. Supports businesses like mine along the trail 2. Community uses it for exercise. 3. Transportation route. Easier to bike
into some communities than to drive and pay for parking. 4. Access to BEAUTIFUL scenery that will otherwise be lost due to lack of
access and maintenance. 5. Provide volunteer opportunities for youth in the community. 6. Provide safe routes for non-profit
organizations to host fundraising events. 7. Open up areas to river access, for boating and fishing. Also to game lands for hunting.

Comment ID: 395




Item ID# A.138

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 396

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Mariann Dempsey

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.139

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 398

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Janice Mulugeta

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.140

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 399

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Judith Baron

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Iltem ID# A.141

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 400

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joel Hecker

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because |, my family, and many, many of my friends and fellow cyclists have benefited from the increased bicycle paths in the
region. More bike riding means better health, reduced medical costs state-wide, reduced traffic congestion, and a more attractive
place for people to move and call home.

Item ID# A.142

Comment:

Comment ID: 401

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

John Bryan

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because a well designed and well maintained trail system can provide a green and healthy alternative to the automobile, besides
encouraging healthy recreational activities.

Item ID# A.143

Comment:

Comment ID: 402

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Chris Kendig

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it makes sense on so many levels: economic, environmental, and health.




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.144

Name: Gorkem Dagdelen
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 407

Item ID# A.145, A.262

Name: Zoe Axelrod
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because safe bicycle and pedestrian routes are vital for attracting and retaining new businesses and residents, for keeping people
active and healthy, and for reducing traffic congestion and protecting the environment. Trails and other pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure is much less expensive per mile than automobile infrastructure, and has a profound impact on the quality of life within
the region. | especially support having the Schuylkill Swing Bridge (Project No. 102274) as it will fill a major gap within the Schuylkill
River Trail and provide a vital off-road connection between South Philly/Center City and Bartram's Garden/Southwest Philadelphia.

Comment ID: 378

Item ID# A.146

Name: Andrew Ascher
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 408




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.147

Name: Jennifer Yuan

County: Various Counties
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 409

Item ID# A.148

Name: Walter Cooper

County: Various Counties
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. Although nearly 79 years old, | have found biking on trails
is one of the best ways to keep healthy and still a great outdoor experience. Please continue to support programs involving outdoor
activities.

Comment ID: 410

Item ID# A.149

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 411

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Timothy Breen
Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.150, A.271

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 412

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Robert Daines

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because these trails provide both a safe and convenient network for alternate travel. A completed comprehensive network of trails
will reduce dependence on cars and encourage people to exercise. However, the trails will only be of maximum use if there is a
completed network of connected trails that lead somewhere. For example, the Cross County Trail currently ends at the corner of
Germantown Pike and Chemical Rd. This is an extremely busy and intimidating intersection. What are people supposed to do at that
point? Just turn around and go home? We must connect and complete our network of trails.

Iltem ID# A.151

Comment:

safer.
Comment ID: 413

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ronald Loftis

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | actually use some of it for both recreation and occaisionally for bicycle commuting. More trails would make my commute

Item ID# A.152

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Stewart Leftow

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because these trails are used by all sorts of county residents: kids, young families, runners, cyclists, skaters, dog walkers, the
elderly and disabled. They are among the most desired amenities in every community, increase property values and are good for

local businesses. The trail network increasingly provides a healthy, green, economical alternative form of transportation. It deserves
increased funding to complete the trails that are on the drawing board.

Comment ID: 414




Item ID# A.153

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 426

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Marni Duffy

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.154

Comment:

Comment ID: 427

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Gordon Laubach

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because trails are important for recreation and exercise.

Item ID# A.155, A.272

Comment:

the Circuit.
Comment ID: 428

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Chuck Cruit

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because Delaware County is far behind other counties in the region and has many segments that need funding for design and
construction. These include: East Coast Greenway Chester Creek Trail Octoraro Trail Newtown Square Branch Darby Creek Trail
Forge to Refuge Trail Additional Circuit funding in the TIP is essential if we are to make progress on these important segments of




Item ID# A.156

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 429

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Howard Isaacson

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Iltem ID# A.157

Comment:

accommodations for bikes.
Comment ID: 430

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

James Castellan

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because bike use for commuting as well as recreation and exercise is increasing when the infrastructure makes reasonable

Item ID# A.158

Comment:

bicycling.
Comment ID: 431

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Thomas M. Vernon, MD

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because as a physician | am particularly well aware of the health benefits for an entire community from accessible and safe




Item ID# A.159

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

County.
Comment ID: 432

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Gary Mann

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because the natural environment needs to organically-naturally developed for the betterment of all the walkers/riders of Delaware

Item ID# A.160

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 433

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Larry Bliss

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.161

Comment:

Comment ID: 434

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Fred Lukens

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because riding bikes for exercise is every bit as important as bikes being a sustainable alternative transportation method. These
bike trails/circuits will be the legacy we leave our children to help let them know our values. Please fund Chester County trails.




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.162

Name: Dennis Barnebey
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 435

Item ID# A.163

Name: Robert Pierson
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for theCircuit because
the bicycle is a low-impact mode of transportation to work, shopping, or for recreation as | havediscovered living in Philadelphia for
the past 41 years without a car. In the face of global warming, let's support the infrastructure that reduces, not increases,
greenhouse gas emissions.

Comment ID: 436

Item ID# A.164

Name: Jason Hughes
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 437




Item ID# A.165

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 438

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Harvey Fountaine

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.166

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 439

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Evan Suzuki

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.167, A.263

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Joseph Syrnick

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

I am writing to express support for bicycle and trail projects in the TIP. | support adding $1 million for the Circuit and | support
funding for the Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project 102274). Thank you.

Comment ID: 397




Item ID# A.168

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 352

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Renee Quaterman

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | value the ability to get outside and to explore the area in a healthy, safe, community-minded way. The easier it is to use
the trails, the more | will bike and the less | will use my car.

Item ID# A.169

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Tanya Seaman

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because the Circuit can become an excellent transportation network for safely traveling between regional destinations. Bicycling
opportunities afford a healthier trip as more people get on bikes instead of cars, and the circuit creates safer, off-road trails that
allow bicyclists to travel without the danger of motor vehicles. The dollars spent on bicycle facilities represent a much better and
longer-enduring investment than road construction, with more potential jobs, greater positive environmental benefits, and the ability
to move more people than the same investment in roads.

Comment ID: 353

Item ID# A.170

Name: Rob Lange
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because these types of project will continue to improve Philadelphia, making it that much closer to a world class city.

Comment ID: 355




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.171

Name: George Gorman
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because public projects like these trails greatly improve the quality of life for our residents by knitting communities together, enabling
the use of bikes instead of cars for commuting and errands and encouraging a healthier life style.

Comment ID: 356

Item ID# A.172

Name: Tony Spagnoli
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. But regional funding for trails projects need to be a much
higher priority. With more people using trails to commute to jobs, school and other activities, the trails now serve as a vital pipeline
to more people around the region, just like our streets. Additionally the health benefits are numerous and the economic benefits has
been equally proven. | hope you will consider giving significantly more funding to the Circuit so that it may build out its trail system
fully. It is part of the long range plan and it should be treated as such.

Comment ID: 357

Item ID# A.173

Name: Michael Del Vecchio
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because of the many benefits that biking adds to our community. In addition to the obvious health benefits of having a more active
population there is the decrease in use of autos and this less strain on our transportation system. There is also increased safety to
cyclist when there is improvements in the cycling infrastructure. As an avid cyclist bothto work and for pleasure, | now consider the
ability to safely cycle a basic need to any city that desires to thrive in the 21st century.

Comment ID: 358




Iltem ID# A.174

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Comment:

healthy!
Comment ID: 359

Laurel Drew
Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it is an awesome chance to increase outdoor sports and trail usage/maintenance---very important to keep people and trails

Iltem ID# A.175

Comment:

Comment ID: 360

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Daniel Orfe

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it provides safe recreational activity while promoting the preservation of greenspace and history.

Item ID# A.176

Comment:

Comment ID: 522

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Matthew Hugg

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for theCircuit because
this system is vital to the economic development of the entire region. | am a Montco resident writing from Vermont while riding bike
trails for my vacation. Having trails bring tourists, and make people healthier physically and emotionally. Let's get the circuit done!




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Iltem ID# A.177

Name: David McGinn
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because trails increase the opportunity to exercise safely. | also believe the trails increase the value of our homes. People are willing
to a pay a little extra to live near trails.

Comment ID: 523

Item ID# A.178

Name: John Seidel
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because: My wife and | are both retired, the trails give us a place to go that is not expensive, and gives us both needed exersise &
fresh air. PLEASE SUPPORT THE TRAILS.

Comment ID: 524

Item ID# A.179

Name: Paul Stavros
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | believe it will encourage people to ride bikes to work and for pleasure. And of course there are the health benefits that last
a lifetime. Thanks

Comment ID: 525




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.180

Name: Mike Dellapenna
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because safe places to ride are minimal in Chester County.

Comment ID: 526

Item ID# A.181

Name: Michael Geisinger
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because bicycling provides the healthy exercise that we all need in low cost manner that also brings with it social interaction with
others. Certainly the health benefits of bicycling cannot be overlooked nor the fact that exercise lowers the cost of health care in our
country. The safety provided by bicycling paths is what some people need to get out there to do it on a regular basis. Not everyone
needs a path closed to the interference of traffic but there are certainly many who would enjoy the activity if it were not for the
danger presented on the roadways. The trails being multiuse allows it to be for the use of others in addition to the cyclists including
those who choose to walk, jog, roller blade and those who choose to sit on the bench alongside the trail enjoying being outdoors in a
less stressful location. The trails also provide a connection not always possible for those choosing alternative means of
transportation whether it be to work, school, shopping or other destinations. Please support funding for the circuit in the region. It's
healthy, useful and beneficial to all the residents of our region.

Comment ID: 527

Item ID# A.182

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Duane Stanton

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because trails like the Schuylkill River Trail are already invaluable for recreation and transportation. | commute most days of the
week on the Schuylkill River Trail to work, and | can attest that, even on a hot day like today, there is plenty of interest in walking,
running, and cycling on our county's pathways. Supporting trail infrastructure further only strengthens the existing network of trails, it
enables even more Chester County residents to make use of our promising trail system.

Comment ID: 528




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.183

Name: Derek Beyer
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | believe that cycling is an important activity. In a world being choked by noise, pollution, crowding, and vehicular violence,
bicycles are the true way forward for personal human transportation. A commitment to cycling infrastructure is the best way forward
for this city.

Comment ID: 529

Item ID# A.184

Name: Mark Davis
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 530

Item ID# A.185

Name: Valerie Borek
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because I cycle with my family and believe the trails are a way to build community and preserve the environment.

Comment ID: 531




Item ID# A.186

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Name:

Comment:

Comment ID: 532

County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Deb Faulkner

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit bike
paths. It adds a wonderful dimension to our lives, to be able to bike from one locale to another.

Item ID# A.187, A.265

Comment:

Comment ID: 621

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ellyn Avila

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | love to ride my bike around Philadelphia and support trail funding in general and the proposed Schuykill River Swing
Bridge project (#102274) in particular.

Item ID# A.188, A.266

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Erin Engelstad

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because bike and pedestrian access will provide essential linkages throughout the city for recreation, exploration, and commuters!
The Schuylkill River Swing Bridge is a most important project. It will complete the Schuylkill River Trail to Bartram's garden. But I'd
like to see a lot of other trails funded too. This linkage would allow me, a resident of Southwest Philly, to bike safely through a
beautiful environment to Center City, South Philly, and beyond. Please support this bill and give these folks the funding they need to
complete these amazing trials!!

Comment ID: 622




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.189, A.267

Name: Jackie Syrnick
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because when [ visit my parents in Philadelphia we go bike riding along the Schuylkill River trail. | love the Schuylkill River trail.
Please fund the Schuylkill River swing Bridge so | can visit Bartram's Garden. The Schuylkill River Swing Bridge is a most important
project. It will complete the Schuylkill River Trail to Bartram's Garden. But I'd like to see a lot of other trails funded too. | support trail
funding in general and the proposed Schuykill River Swing Bridge project in particular.

Comment ID: 623

Item ID# A.190, A.268

Name: Jennifer Mahar
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because biking is so critical to the success of Philadelphia. In particular, please support the Schuylkill River Bridge project - Project
No. 102274. This is an important asset to thousands of commuters and recreational users. Please!

Comment ID: 624

Item ID# A.191, A.261

Name: Joshua Dubin
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | have seen first hand the positive effect they that their development has had on my city. The trails serve an especially
important role in the dense urban environment of Philadelphia, providing safe, easily accessible recreation space for residents and
visitors alike. | am epecially in support of funding for the Schuylkill Swing Bridge (Project No. 102274), which would have an
absolutely tranformative effect on the two neighborhoods it would connect once completed.

Comment ID: 625




Item ID# A.192, A.260

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 626

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Julien Delbasty

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because, when | visit my parents-in-law in Philadelphia we also go bike riding along the Schuylkill River trail. | love the Schuylkill
River trail. Please fund the Schuylkill River swing Bridge so i can visit Bartram's Garden. The Schuylkill River Swing Bridge is a most
important project. It will complete the Schuylkill River Trail to Bartram's Garden. But I'd like to see a lot of other trails funded too. |
support trail funding in general and the proposed Schuykill River Swing Bridge project in particular.

Item ID# A.193, A.259

Comment:

Comment ID: 627

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Katie Pytel

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support funding for all trails in general, and the proposed
Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project No. 102274) in particular.

Item ID# A.194, A.258

Comment:

Comment ID: 628

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Samantha Corson

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because there is a lot of work left to do. These trails are heavily used and benefit the entire region. | support funding for all trails in
general, and the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project No. 102274) in particular




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.195, A.257

Name: Susan Syrnick

County: Various Counties
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | support trail funding in general and the proposed Schuykill River Swing Bridge project in particular.

Comment ID: 629

Item ID# A.196, A.256

Name: Virginia Goldberg

County: Various Counties
Project Title:

MPMS ID:

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it enhances the vitality and fitness of the region. | support the development of the trail projects in general and the Schuylkill
Swing Bridge in particular.

Comment ID: 630

Item ID# A.197

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 631

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Andreina Perez
Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.198

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 632

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Brandon Hoover

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.199

Comment:

Comment ID: 633

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Chad Carreras

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it makes Philadlephia a more exciting place to be for young proffessionals.




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.200, A.269, A.275, A.67, A.252, A.274, A.273

Name: Charles Brant
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it provides not only recreational opportunities but also a means of getting to schools and to work, especially for low income
people. It also returns to taxpayers (at least to those who pay Federal taxes) a useful, visible benefit. However, a review of several
recent projects point out the need for much more careful spending and followups. PUBLIC MEETINGS must be required to review
final design plans. INPUT IN THE DESIGN phase by citizens who are very familiar with the area in question must be required.
FORMAL REVIEWS of completed projects must be required - To see what went wrong, what went right, is the improvement being
maintained? Is it being used? Was parking included/needed? Examples - MANAYUNK CANAL PATH — the recent upgrade has
many problems - poor drainage areas before the reconstruction remain or even worsened; the new gravel surface already has ruts
and washouts — the original limestone based surface lasted over 30 years; obviously, many sections of the path should have been
raised and/or paved; the concrete block at the cobblestones near Shawmont RR crossing has created a very dangerous situation;
the canal path is not being maintained by the city — graffiti is increasing, vegetation is already encroaching the path. SCHUYLKILL
RIVER TRAIL - SHAWMONT - recent Shawmont improvements — the dangerous design that dumps cyclists into intersection of
Shawmont and Nixon (the stop sign for cyclists has been missing for months despite being reported to SeeClickFix); no parking was
added - could have used PECO right of way off Shawmont Avenue for parking and as the trail entrance instead of the ridiculously
ugly and expensive wall along Nixon street. Trail users parking their motor vehicles on Shawmont Avenue creates a dangerous
situation, especially on weekends. Local residents are very unhappy with this situation due to lack of planning. PORT ROYAL TO
MONTGOMERY COUNTY LINE - SRT —is not being maintained or even mowed by the city. SCHUYLKILL PARKS CONNECTOR
BRIDGE - $6 to 8 million??? That is a ridiculous amount of money for a simple pre-built concrete bridge. The nearby CSX gate
crossings are not working — due to flooding of gate mechanism. This is an area that floods — how could the gate mechanisms have
been placed low enough to be damaged by a flood? Who designs and plans with such stupidity — at taxpayer expense?
WISSAHICKON BIKE PATH — poor design/lack of maintenance leads to flooded and muddy areas; many sections were not raised
so they are frequently flooded; little or no trimming back of vegetation along the path by the city. BETZWOOD/SULLIVAN'S BRIDGE
- $9 million??? Why isn't a cheaper bike/ped crossing being integrated into the proposed motor vehicle bridges at Betzwood? Much
more careful spending is needed so that more projects can be funded! Thanks for allowing comments!

Comment ID: 634

Item ID# A.201

Name: Max Steinbrenner
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | use my bicycle frequently for transportation and recreation and would like to pass these values on to future generations.

Comment ID: 354




Item ID# A.202

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 635

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Christine Reimert

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.203

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 567

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Peter Furcht

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.204

Comment:

Comment ID: 568

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Manny Menendez

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because cycling is a healthy transportation alternative for all ages. Good cycling trails also add to economic growth by allowing for
business opportunities focused on cyclists. In the future the better the trails the more likely people are to visit your area. Last year
my wife and | traveled around the country cycling in many areas both rural and urban. It was very clear that cities with good bicycle
trails were very vibrant with many people of all ages using the trails for recreation, shopping in local stores, and eating at local
restaurants. Thank you for investing in the future.




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.205

Name: Andries Cregar
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 569

Item ID# A.206

Name: Frank Santaguida Sr.
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because you get a big bang for your buck. The health benefits are enormous, gives travelers alternate ways to get around, safer for
pedestrians, may leave roads a little less congested. Also makes local area more attractive to live there. | hope you'll consider being
more generous to this cause. Thank you.

Comment ID: 571

Item ID# A.207

Name: Eric Huefner
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 636




Item ID# A.208

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 637

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Jeffrey Lawton

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | use the regional trail system (specifically the Perkiomen Trail, Schuylkill River Trail, and Chester Valley Trail) when |
commute to and from work by bicycle. Additionally, the trail system provides an important means for me to ride safely, as many of
the roads in my community are not especially bike-friendly. | urge expanded funding of transportation alternatives such as the
regional trail system, because these are essential transportation corridors for residents in the areas in and around Philadelphia.

Item ID# A.209

Comment:

Comment ID: 638

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

John Seidel

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because: My wife and | are both retired, the trails give us a place to go that is not expensive, and gives us both needed exersise &
fresh air. PLEASE SUPPORT THE TRAILS.

Item ID# A.210

Comment:

businessess along the routes.
Comment ID: 640

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ken Boyle

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because improvements like these to our county improve the quality of life for all its citizens, further encourage the best companies to
stay or come to Bucks creating high quality careers for people, and drives economic development of our towns, boros, and




Item ID# A.211

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 641

Lisa Gares

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.212

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 642

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Nick Rogers
Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.213

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 643

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Paula green
Various Counties
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item

64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.214

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 644

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

perry benson

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.215

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 645

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Sara Hirschler

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.216

Comment:

Comment ID: 646

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Rose Rudi

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because it is a great environmental sound project .




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.217

Name: Spencer Finch
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 648

Item ID# A.219

Name: Byron Hawthorn
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP; however | would ask you to consider additional regional
funding. | look at this both as an older rider and as a grandfather. It simply is not safe for me or for my grandkids to use our bikes as
a way to get around the eastern Main Line. As an older resident, | need the exercise and want to use the bike instead of a car.
Currently | drive round-trips from Haverford Twp. (from Bryn Mawr near the Radwyn) to the center of Wayne probably 8 or 9 times a
week. | have to drive because there is no way to connect to the Radnor Trail except by Conestoga Road or Lancaster Ave., both
being dangerous and having very long, steep portions. The grandkids likewise have no way safely to explore on their own the many
activities available beyond our local residential area, things like shopping or movies in Wayne. They eventually will be getting to the
age where they will be driving but | want them to have the experiences | had of being able to explore the world without a car first.
Falling in love with bikes as a kid can stick with them even when they get the car keys. The Septa rail and bus bike connections are
good to get them to more distant areas, but Septa does not help when it comes to the intermediate rides that constitute normal daily
activity. Ultimately | want to see the grandkids riding large portions of the Circuit with long, all-day rides to distant parts of the
Delaware Valley, on their own steam and without involving cars. Riding like this gives them a wonderful taste of independence as
young adults. Drivers these days use cell phones, they are texting, they're speeding and they're distracted. We really need the rest
of this amazing bike circuit. I'd like to see it in existence before | and the kids have grown to old for it.

Comment ID: 422




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.220

Name: Beth Resta
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because bike and pedestrian infrastructure are important to me. Riding my bike daily has allowed me to and my family to be car-free
for 10 years. As a tax payer, | would like to see my dollars being used to support transportation modes | use, such as biking, walking
and public transit instead of just supporting car culture.

Comment ID: 565

Item ID# A.221

Name: Matthew o Perry
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984

Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because we use these trails to avoid riding nad walking/running on the roads. They provide a safe place for us to take our kids and
enjoy outside activities year round including walkng, running biking. In these days when kids are fighting obesity its critical that we
continue to fund projects that help make it easier to keep kids and fammiles active and engaged. Thanks for your continued support

Comment ID: 416

Item ID# A.222

Name: Elise Sochacki
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 539




Item ID# A.223

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 540

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Kristen Rolison

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.224

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 541

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

John Hogan

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.225

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Paul Paul

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

because having a safe place to reduce my weight and improve my physical condition has been wonderful. However as more and
more people take to the trails for the same reasons | have we need more trails and funding. Some of the trails have become over
crowed and this year especially with the road condition the roads are not a safe place for my family to ride. My family thanks you

and urges you to continue the wonderful investment in our trails that leads to better health. Thank you!

Comment ID: 542




Item ID# A.226

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 544

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Debra Long

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because of the healthy lifestyle choices it encourages whether biking, hiking, walking, or running. It also promotes a better
relationship and appreciation of nature and the environment. Thank you again for the support of the development of the Circuit.

Item ID# A.227

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 545

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Robert Blackburn

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.228

Comment:

a reality.
Comment ID: 546

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Jon Kimmel

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because our roads are so crazy busy with cars and trucks that it is unsafe to bicycle ride on the roads any more. | want my kids to
have a safe way to get around our beautiful county and get exercise. They certainly can't get that riding the roads | rode as a kid!
Given that recreational trails are consistently a positive feature cited in rankings of "best places to live," and that Chester County is
one of the wealthiest counties in the state and nation, we should be a leader in building a model network of trails. Please make this




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.229

Name: Jonathan Kimmel
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because our roads are crazy busy with cars and trucks to the point where it is unsafe to bicycle on the roads in much of Delaware
County. | want my kids to be able to ride for exercise and independence in the same way | did as a kid but they can't. Given that
recreational trails are consistently among the positive factors cited in "best places to live," and given the vast possibilities afforded to
us in connection with the rest of metro Philly, please make these trails a reality. Let's have a little Delco pride and take the lead on
this!

Comment ID: 547

Item ID# A.230

Name: Matt McDaniel
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | commute by bicycle all the way from Malvern to Center City PA. The bike trails make this commute infinitely safer.

Comment ID: 548

Item ID# A.231

Name: Jeff Knowles
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because trails help me get to work safely.

Comment ID: 549




Item ID# A.232

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 550

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Mark Sullivan

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.233

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 551

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ernest Losso

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.234

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 552

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

James Donaghy

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.235

Name: Kenneth Rymdeko
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because

Comment ID: 553

Item ID# A.236

Name: Ronnie Cameron
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because there is not enough fully functional bike lanes and trials available in Philadelphia. Bike lanes and trails are constantly
ending abruptly, lanes are often filled with pot holes, glass, stones, cars and the lane lines are fading. That's all, maintenance and
expansion.

Comment ID: 554

Item ID# A.237

Name: S. Fisher
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because bicycling is an excellent form of environmentally friendly transportation. The trails make it easier and safer to get to ones
destination points without having to ride on very busy streets with potentially frustrated drivers. Another great reason for trails,
especially in our region, are the hills. The trails have a way of making the hills in Chester county not so insurmountable as street
riding does which adds to my "another reason to ride my bike rather than drive." Lastly, the Schuylkill River Trail has got to be the
most used trail on the weekends, to the point that it is a little dangerous between the novice's and the yahoo's. We need more trails
to get people off of the one trail and the new trails need to be promoted more. People don't even know that some of these trails
exist. Connecting them would be a boon in helping to spread everybody out and making it safer for recreational use, Keep up the
good work but let's face it, the day of the automobile as the best means of transportation has got to go and it starts with the
government promoting other, better ways.

Comment ID: 572




Item ID# A.238

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 573

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Debra Wile

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.239

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 574

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Tara Pakrouh

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.240

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 575

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Charles Liedike

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.241

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 577

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

James Dulin

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.242

Comment:

Comment ID: 578

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Parker Snowe

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | am a resident of Delaware Co. and use bike trails for commuting to work and for recreation.

Item ID# A.243

Comment:

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

James Howe

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | ama frequent user of the Chester and Montgomery County trail system. But as development continues to swallow up real
estate it is more imperative than ever to get this Circuit trail system built now to ensure a safe, convenient, environmentally friendly
alternative transportation and recreational infrastructure. Great trails make great communities!

Comment ID: 579




Item ID# A.244

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

bottom line.
Comment ID: 580

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Andrea Mannino

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because at infrastructure for cycling increases so does the safety of all: drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists. Not only does safety
increase but so does the health and well being of citizens, reducing health care costs, some which hit the government budget's

Item ID# A.245

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 555

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Ron Bilotti

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.246

Comment:

because | bike every day.
Comment ID: 581

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Caitlin Quigley

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




Item ID# A.247

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 582

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Jesse Leonard

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit

Item ID# A.248

Comment:

Comment ID: 583

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

David Bennett

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because. Delaware County seems to have the least amount of bike routes, trails, bike lanes and adequate shoulders to ride on. In
the Eastern part of the County, we are fortunate to have many sidewalks but in the Western region, there are a lot of newer
communities without suitable Pedestrian facilities. Please help us out by planning and implementing bike/ped facilities for the ECG,
Chester Creek Trail, Octoraro Trail, Newtown Square Branch, Darby Creek Trail (Plans date back 105 years) and the Forge to
Refuge Trail. We also need more on road bike routes in addition to the Bicyclists Baltimore Pike (our only on road bike route). It
would also make sense to have bike lanes connecting Upper Darby to West Chester on Route 3, West Chester Pike

Item ID# A.250

Comment:

because
Comment ID: 585

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Christine Reimert

Various Counties

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
64984

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.251, A.253

Name: Samantha Corson
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because there is a lot of work left to do. These trails are heavily used and benefit the entire region. | support funding for all trails in
general, and the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project No. 102274) in particular

Comment ID: 586

Item ID# A.255, A.218

Name: Tom Rickards
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because The Schuylkill River Swing Bridge is a most important project. It will complete the Schuylkill River Trail to Bartram's garden.
But I'd like to see a lot of other trails funded too.

Comment ID: 652

Item ID# A.264, A.249

Name: Karen Smith
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit
because | am a frequent user of the trail from Norristown to Philadelphia, Grays Ferry Crescent is a beautiful addition to the trail. |
support the Schuylkill Swing Bridge project.

Comment ID: 584




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# A.270

Name: Dr. Alistair (Alix) Howard
County: Various Counties
Project Title: General Comment
Comment:

I am a Montco resident of Abington Township and want to register my thanks for the DVRPC's work on expanding and improving
bicycle infrastructure for our area. As you know cycling is a boon to our health, economy, and ecology. | hope our region will
continue to be a leader in this respect.

Comment ID: 390

Item ID# A.276

Name: Michael Gross
County: Various Counties
Project Title: General Comment
Comment:

| hope where roads are being widened, that bicycle lanes should be installed as a normal procedure. Where new bridges are fixed
potential trail underpasses could be planned.

Comment ID: 81

Item ID# B.277, B.279

Name: Zoe Robertson (SEPTA)
County: Chester County
Project Title: General Comment
Comment:

For MPMS #60574 - Paoli Transportation Center Add a total of $24,000,000 to the first first-years from SEPTA and PennDOT
Bureau of Public Transit to advance Phase 1 of the project, accordingly: $8,000,000 overall ($3,200,000 5307-S/ $3,871,000 Sec
1514/ $800,000 Sec 1516/ $129,000 Local) for each FY15, FY16, and FY17 CAP phase. AMTRAK will provide the remaining
$12,000,000 that is needed to complete Phase 1 for ADA improvements. Reduce FY22 CAP by $4,000,000 overall by decreasing
$19,452,000 Sec 1514 funds to $15,581,000 and decreasing $648,000 Local funds to $519,000 to add back to the SEPTA Reserve
Line Item (MPMS #90600). Reduce FY23 CAP by $19,691,000 overall by decreasing $25,065,000 Sec 1514 funds to $6,009,000
and decreasing $835,000 Local funds to $200,000 to add back to the SEPTA Reserve Line Item (MPMS #90600). For MPMS
#90600 - SEPTA Reserve Line Item Decrease line item over 12-Years by an overall $19,683,000 due to MPMS #60574,
accordingly: Decrease $12,000,000 overall in FY15, FY16, and FY17 from $35,000,000 to $23,000,000 to fund Phase 1 of the Paoli
Transportation Center (MPMS #60574) by: -Reducing FY15 CAP phase from $19,355,000 Sec 1514 funds to $15,484,000 and
decreasing $645,000 Local funds to $516,000. -Reducing FY16 and FY17 CAP phases each by decreasing $4,839,000 Sec 1514
funds to $968,000 and decreasing $161,000 Local funds to $32,000. Add a $4,000,000 CAP phase to FY22 ($3,871,000 Sec 1514/
$129,000 Local). Add a $19,691,000 CAP phase to FY23 ($19,056,000 Sec 1514/ $635,000 Local).

Comment ID: 656




Item ID# B.278

Submitted Electronically
June 26, 2014

Plan/TIP/Conformity Comments

c/o DVRPC Public Affairs Office

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th FI.
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Dear Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission,

Chester County requests that $1.3 million of construction funding be added for the
MPMS #86698 (Osborne Road over Beaver Creek) project in Fiscal Year 2015 of the
FY2015 draft TIP. This project is anticipated for letting in the fall of 2014.

| appreciate this opportunity to provide comment.
Regards,

Randy Waltermyer, AICP



ltem ID# B.280

TIP Plan Comments

From: Shaffer, Thomas P. <shaffert@co.delaware.pa.us>

Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:19 PM

To: TIP Plan Comments

Cc: Hill, Linda; Hufnagle, Louis; John, Alex; Middletown Bruce Clark; Madeleine Fausto;
Linda Guarini

Subiject: Comment on FY 2015-2018 PA TIP

| have reviewed the draft FY 2015-18 PA TIP and have the following comment:

MPMS 15251 US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements SR 0352 — The project scope recently was expanded to
include the intersections of Routes 1/452 and 452/352. The PennDOT project manager and Middletown Township
should be able to provide a more appropriate project title and description. This revised title and description should be
included in the final adopted TIP document.

Thank you.

Tom Shaffer

Thomas P. Shaffer

Transportation Manager

Delaware County Planning Department

201 W. Front Street | Media, Pennsylvania 19063

Phone: (610) 891-5217 | Email: ShafferT@co.delaware.pa.us
Website: http://www.co.delaware.pa.us/planning

The information contained in this email is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Its contents (including
any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the named addressee you should not
disseminate, distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender immediately by email if you have received this email in error and
delete this email from your system.
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Note: There is a 411 page RRTS supplemental on hand at DVRPC for review.



Item ID# C.293, C.294



ltem ID# C.295

Stockbridge-Munsee Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Bonney Hartley — Tribal Historic Preservation Assistant
W13447 Camp 14 Road
P.O. Box 70
Bowler, WI 54416

Jane M Meconi
Public Involvement Manager
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 N Independence Mall West, 8" Floor
Philadelphia PA 19106
Via email only
June 24, 2014

RE: Draft Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) FY 2015-18 for Pennsylvania

Dear Ms. Meconi:

We are in receipt of the Draft Transportation Improvement Program and Highlights document.
Thank you for providing them to us.

Our comments are as follows:
® Our connection to the TIP is our involvement with the National Historic

Preservation Act Section 106 responsibilities in ensuring that Mohican cultural
materials are protected. After review we have decided that w e are only
interested in receiving the TIP projects listed that are: 1) Located in Bucks
County, and 2) that involve new ground disturbance. For instance, a project
which proposes to remove a previous pipe and replace it in the same location is
not of concern to us and we do not wish to receive Section 106 project materials
for review.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Kind regards,

Bonney Hartley
Tribal Historic Preservation Assistant

(715)-793-3995 Email: bonney.hartley@mohican-nsn.gov
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Item ID# C.298, C.300, C303

GREAT VALLEY REGIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

PROUDLY SERVING BUSINESS FROM KING OF PRUSSIA TO EXTON SINCE 19809,

TIP Conformity Comments

cfo DVRPC Public Affairs Office

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th FI.
Philadelphia, PA 19106

June 20, 2014

To whom it may concern:

At this time, the Great Valley Regional Chamber of Commerce would like to provide comments during
the public comment period for DVRPC’s Draft FY 2015-2018 TIP for Pennsylvania.

As the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization, The Great Valley Regional Chamber of
Commerce understands DVRPC s responsibility for developing the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and that the TIP is the regionally agreed-upon list of priority projects, as required by federal law,
and goes through a major update every other year. We understand that the TIP document must list all
projects that intend to use federal funds, along with non-federally funded projects that are regionally
significant which also includes all other state- funded capital projects. These projects may be multimodal
and include bicycle, pedestrian, freight-related projects, and innovative air quality projects, as well as the
more traditional highway and public transit projects.

Due to the funding uncertainty prior to the passage of Act 89, we recognized the need to scaled back 12-
year plan thus drastically reducing the projects on the TIP to those only deemed of significant impact,
safety or economically. With projects of significant impact and investment such as US 202 Section 300
being completed in the next year, and the removal of US 30 and US 202 Section 100 from previous TIPs,
and their design work halted by PennDOT, Chester County has no big “shovel ready™ projects to move
onto the proposed TIP. As a consequence, The Great Valley Regional Chamber of Commerce is
concerned that the funding on the TIP for Chester County is dropping to $163 million, the lowest of all 5
PA counties. We believe this may have a long term impact on Chester County.

Chester County will be face with unique challenges while improving the efficiencies of our road, bridge
and highway infrastructure. In the next four years, $7 million is programmed for preliminary design and
engineering for US 30 under a federal earmark that will be lost if not obligated. Currently on the TIP
there are no other monies programmed for US 30 from PA10 to the Exton Bypass. Under the current 12
year program it shows that $142.7 million is scheduled in fiscal years 2019-2022 for construction of the
“western”™ section of US 30 from PA 10 to Reeceville Road. This would include new interchanges at PA
82 and Airport Road. Listing these projects on the second or third 4-years of the 12 year program

provides no guarantee that funding will actually be available in future TIPS.
Great Valley Corporate Center
5 Great Valley Parkway
Malvern, PA 19355
ph: (610) B89-2069
fax: (610) 889-2063
greatchamber@gvrcc.org
www.greatvalleyonline.com



Item ID# C.298, C.300, C303

IGREATVALLEY REGIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

v PROUDLY SERVING BUSINESS FROM KING OF PRUSSIA TO EXTON SINCE 1989,

The 12 year program also shows $16.6 million scheduled for design, engineering and right-of-way in
Fiscal years 2020-2026 for the “eastern™ section of the US 30 Downingtown Bypass but there are no
provision for construction of any improvements on the “eastern” section of US on the TIP or 12 Year
Program. This means that any work to solve the congestion on the US 30 Downingtown Bypass and Rte.
322 would be somewhere past 2026 or 15 to 20 years from now. As currently scheduled this would result
in an “improved”™ 4-lane section of US on the west from PA 10 to Reeceville Road and an improved and
fully-functional Exton Bypass, with a failing, substandard, and congested section of the Downingtown
Bypass remaining in-between.

We encourage DVRPC to amend the TIP to provide opportunities for Chester County to hence key
corridors and intersections and lo create highway and road efficiencies throughout the County,

Sincerely,
Mary Ann Severance, The Great Valley Regional Chamber of Commerce

ce: Tim Phelps, TMACC
Ryan Costello, Chester County Commissioners
Ronald Bailey, Chester County Planning Commission
Chester County Legislative Delegation

Great Valley Corporate Center
5 Great Valley Parkway
Malvern, PA 19355

ph: (610) 889-2069

fax: (610) 889-2063

great gvrcc.org
www,gmm nline.com
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Item ID# C.311

RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Comment:

Comment ID: 556

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Angela Murray AICP (Lower Merion Township)

Montgomery County

Belmont Rd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: I-76 Ramps to Rock Hill Road
64795

On behalf of Lower Merion Township, we request that funds for acquisition of ROW be advanced to 2015-16 from 2019. Property
needed is available today for purchase per recent offers from property owners. A separate letter has been submitted with a request
to revise the project description to more accurately describe the area of the project.

Item ID# C.312

Comment:

description. Thank you.
Comment ID: 442

Name:
County:
Project Title:
MPMS ID:

Brian Keaveney (Lower Merion Township Engineer)

Montgomery County

Belmont Rd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: I-76 Ramps to Rock Hill Road
64795

At a recent meeting regarding this project with representatives of PennDOT and Montgomery County, it was noted that the project
description did not include the improvements at the adjacent intersection of Conshohocken State Road and Rock Hill Road, which
are still part of the project. On behalf of the Township we request that these improvements be specifically included in the project
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Item ID# C.317, C.315, C.316

Name: John Boyle (Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia)
County: Montgomery County
Project Title:  General Comment
Comment:

The Bicycle Coalition would like to request funding support for the bike lanes striping plans submitted to PennDOT by Montgomery
and Delaware Counties. Montgomery County - Morris Road: 8€¢ US 202 Dekalb Pike to Valley Forge Road Delaware County -
Route 252: 4€¢ Mary Jane Lane to Rose Tree Rd Route 320: 4€¢ Wesley Rd to Baltimore Pike

Comment ID: 595




ltem ID# C.319

TIP Plan Comments

From: Joe Czajkowski <joec@Ilowersalfordtownship.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 2:52 PM

To: TIP Plan Comments

Cc: Marcy Toepel; Bill Bushnell; Butler, Stephanie; Douglas Gifford; Doug Johnson, (E-mail);
Phil Heilman, (E-mail); Keith Bergman; Christopher Canavan

Subiject: Draft FY2015 TIP - Comment - S.R. -0113 - Lower Salford Township

Attachments: ToasoLtr_013114.pdf; STC Outreach Form _ Lederach (SR 113) Relocation.pdf

To Whom it may concern:

Re: SR 0113 Relocation Project (Around the Village of Lederach)
Lower Salford Township, Montgomery County, PA

Lower Salford Township is continuing their request for the addition of

the S.R. 0113 Relocation to the Draft FY2015 TIP. A State

Transportation Feedback form was submitted for this project in October 2013. Follow-up meetings and coordination
with Rep. Marcy Toepel, PennDOT District 6-0, and the Montgomery County Planning Commission have occurred in
order to continue to express our support for this project. It is our understanding that this project has been added to the
Decade of Investment project list through email correspondence with Mr. Lester Toaso (PennDOT District 6-0 Executive).
This project is a priority to Lower Salford Township since it will address the safety concerns of the existing Lederach
Village intersection (6 legged). The Township has previously obtained the majority of the right-of-way for this project
and is willing to fund a portion of the design locally with a match of up to $1.5 million (20% of the total project cost).
The Township is also requesting that the Final Design and Construction funds be assigned in the 2nd and/or 3rd four
years of the TIP. This will allow Preliminary Engineering to commence including the assignment of a PennDOT Project
Manager. The Township is appreciative of the support for this important project.

Attached please find 2 documents that provide additional background on the project and once again endeavors to show
the Township's commitment to this project.

Please let me know should you have any questions regarding this request or should you require any additional
information.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

Regards,

Joe Czajkowski
Township Manager
Lower Salford Township
379 Main Street
Harleysville, PA 19438
Phone - (215)256-8087
Fax - (215) 256-4869
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Item ID# C.319

State Transportation Commission
Project Feedback Form (v2013.0)

*First Name

Joseph

*Last Name

Czajkowski

Street Address 1
City

379 Main Street

Harleysville

*Email Address

*County

joec@lowersalfordtownship.org

Montgomery

Street Address 2
State

*Phone

*Municipality

PA |Zip Code |19438

215-256-8087 |Fax

|

Lower Salford (Twp)

Planning Partner

DVRPC MPO

District

6

*Project Title

SR 113 Lederach Relocation

MPMS Number (if known)

Location (e.g., local road, state route, interstate, or bridge name)

SR 113 Harleysville Pike

Has prework such as study or preliminary design begun?

Roadway Preventative Maintenance (check all that apply)

Roadway is in poor condition
Roadway is washed out in places

Roadway has drainage issue/drainage problems are obvious on road

Roadway shoulder is in need of maintenance/repair
Shoulder is washing away

Not applicable

Other

No

T OROOOO0

ROOOOOO

[l

ridge Maintenance (check all that apply)

Bridge is in poor condition

Bridge is closed

Bridge is weight restricted

Bridge is restricted to one lane

Bridge cannot accommodate wide loads
Bridge cannot accommodate tall trucks
Not applicable

Other

Traffic/Congestion (check all that apply)

O000RNORE

There is congestion during the rush hour

There is congestion during the rush hour and at other times of day
There is congestion during special events

Oncoming traffic makes it difficult to turn

Posted detour route problem

Four-lane roads are not well connected

Not applicable

Other




Item ID# C.318
Safety (check all that apply)
Serious crashes have occurred at this location
Many crashes have occurred at this location
Cannot see oncoming traffic when turning
There are too many poles/trees close to the road
There is a safety concern on a hill
Cars go too fast around a curve
Lines and other roadway markings are missing or faded
Oncoming traffic makes it hard to turn
Traffic signals are not working well/lacking/limited in usefulness
Guide rails are missing/damaged/insufficient
Vehicles traveling above the posted speed limit
Not applicable
Other

OO0000ONOOO0OREE

Bus/Transit (check all that apply)

The local transit service provider is

There is no transit service when | need it/transit service hours are limited
The buses are old/in need of repair

The buses are not fuel efficient

More buses are needed

New/additional routes are needed

More park and ride lots are needed

Need safer transit stops/park and ride lots

My concern is with paratransit service

Ride sharing program is desired

We need to connect roads to other modes of transportation
Not applicable

Other
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There is no existing pedestrian facility
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Existing pedestrian facility is in need of repair

There are no curb cuts for wheelchairs

ADA concerns

There are no pedestrian crossing signals/call buttons
Audible pedestrian signals are needed

Crosswalk markings are old/faded

New bicycle lane/shared lane is needed

Existing bicycle lane/shared lane is old/faded

Bicycle lane/shared lane should be removed
Maintenance needed for roadway shoulder
Walking/biking trails do not connect well

Walking is an option for me, but not safe

Bike and pedestrian interaction with vehicles is unsafe
Alternatives to vehicle travel are non-existent

Not applicable

Other

OO0000o0o0dddunriEE




Item ID# C.318
Freight (check all that apply)
Bridge is closed
Bridge is weight restricted
Bridge has wide load restriction
Bridge has tall/overheight restriction
Roadway has weight restriction
Roadway design issue (turn radius, lane width, etc.)
Overhead utility issue
Chokepoint
RR grade crossing issues
v| Not applicable
Other
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New development has meant more traffic

Future development impact has been identified
Comprehensive planning has identified new demand

New or existing driveways are creating problems

There is a new housing development away from main roads
Not applicable

Other

(OO0 00”OR

Problem Description

Please be clear on your assessment of the problem, expanding on what you have checked or providing new
information if none of the check boxes apply. Include specific information, including road or bridge names.

The proposed project improvements consist of the relocation of SR 113 in order to bypass the village of Lederach.
The relocation will be approximately 4500 LF and be between Landis Road and Schlosser Road. The existing
roadway through the village will remain open for local traffic and will tie into SR 113 on each end of the bypass. The
Township has secured the necessary Right-of-Way for the bypass. The bypass will be one lane in each direction. A
new traffic signal is proposed at the Landis Road intersection. Two new unsignalized intersections would be
designed along the bypass at Old Morris Road and Morris Road. The Lederach Bypass will divert traffic around the
village of Lederach by relocating a portion of SR 113. This will improve the operations and safety of the existing 6
legged intersection at the center of the village.

Are there any environmental concerns that are relevant?

No.

Additional Comments

The Township has proactively obtained the right of way for the relocation of S.R. 113 in this area. Conceptual
planning for the project and addressing the needs for a traffic signal at the northern limit (SR 113 and Landis Road)
is currently underway with the Township.

Funding Sources - How would you suggest paying for this project? (check all that apply)
Federal funds

State funds

County funds

Municipal funds

Other

ORORE
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[] Check this box denotes information presented is true and accurate to the best of that person's knowledge.
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Item ID# C.335, C.365, C.368

TIP Plan Comments

From: Stuart, Sarah <sarah@bicyclecoalition.org>

Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:28 PM

To: TIP Plan Comments

Cc: Patrick Starr; John Boyle; Linn, Chris

Subject: Comment on PA 2015-2018 Draft TIP regarding the Circuit
Attachments: County Wrap Spreadsheet V2 .xIsx

Dear DVRPC Board,

On behalf of the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadephia and the Circuit Coalition, | am submitting this
comments on the Draft PA TIP for 2015-2018.

We applaud DVVRPC for including in the TIP an additional $1Million in a line item for Transportation
Alternatives Program in 2018. Our understanding is that that $1Million was included for Circuit trail projects.

In February 2014, the Circuit Coalition made a formal request to the DVRPC Board asking that it dedicate
funding for the Circuit in the next PA TIP. Our understanding is that the $1Mlillion put towards TAP in 2018
was in response to that request. However, the TIP document lacks any written statement as to what that
$1Million is for. We recommend that the final TIP include a paragraph explaining clearly what the $1Million
will support and provide a clear response to the Circuit Coalition's request.

We are also pleased to see that 9 nine Circuit projects are included in the TIP for approximately $42
Million. But, we have to note that most of these projects are being funded by old TE, CMAQ or TIGER
grants.

By conducting a round robin of calls to county planners, we have determined that there are least 61 Circuit trail
projects that have undergone planning and need design/construction funding. | am attaching a list of those
projects to this email.

We urge DVRPC to make a concerted effort to develop a process to prioritize and allocate funding for at least
the identified 61 Circuit projects in order to maintain a rate of completing ten miles a year by the five SE PA
counties. Maintaining such a rate is the only way that the Circuit will get built out and completely connected
over the next 25 years. In order for DVRPC's Long Range Plan to be realized, it is imperative that DVRPC
determine how the completion of the Circuit will be supported by the Region's own investments.

Sincerely yours,

Sarah C. Stuart

Sarah Clark Stuart

Deputy Director

Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia
Chair, Circuit Coalition
sarah@bicyclecoalition.org

1500 Walnut Street, Suite 1107
Philadelphia, PA 19102

215-242-9253, x306
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Core Circuit Counties

Needs Design and/or
Construction Funding

onTIP
or has
funding

Burlington County

Delaware River Heritage Trail

Burlco Planning Commission is working on a TAP application for construction of the segment
now called “Route 130 by pass” - The 5 mile segment will connect from the
Burlington-Bordentown Road to Roebling mostly using sidepath and existing park trails. 3.5
miles of this segment will be off road.

Rancocas Creek Trail

Burlco Planning Commission is applying for TCDI grant to conduct a feasibility study from
Amico Island to Anderson farm park. Need to figure out how to get around several
obstructions: Delanco light rail bridge; route 130 crossing; and an unnamed tributary that
needs a pedestrian bridge.

Kincora Trail

Expect to receive deliverables on Regional Trail Fund feasibility study very soon. Once in
hand, Burlco Planning Commission will finalize RFP for design/construction. RTF funding is
in hand for construction.

Bucks County

East Coast Greenway

Bridge Street — A concept plan has been developed; there are site control issues; plan to apply
for funding in 2015

Conrail RR Crossing - In design; going to construction soon. All funding is in place

Tyburn Road - Final design is being reviewed by Amtrak; should be under construction in
2015

Green Lane - Under construction by PennDOT and Bucks TMA

Neshaminy Creek Bridge - will need design and construction funding

D & L Trail Section across Levittown Parkway - mini gap that needs signage

Bensalem - American Drive to Kings Lane - funding to do final design in the middle of the
greenway;

State road - bike lanes

D&L Pedestrian Tunnel

Neshaminy Creek Greenway

Upper Neshaminy - (Chalfont to Forks of Neshaminy) - Trail Feasibility Study almost
complete; some portions already constructed; others in design stage; and still others about to
be constructed

Middle Neshaminy - (Forks of Neshaminy to confluence with Core Creek) - Trail Feasibility
Study just starting

Lower Neshaminy - (Confluence with Core Creek to point at which creek enters Bensalem
Township) - Trail Feasibility Study just starting

Bensalem Township portion of Neshaminy - Trail Feasibility study completed as part of
Bensalem Township Trail Study. No development or design work taking place at this time.

Route 202 connectors

Upper State Road to 202 Parkway Connector - Design complete; estimated date of completion
is fall 2014

Lower State Road to 202 Parkway Connector - Doylestown Township applied for TAP funding

Neshaminy to 202 Connector - under construction
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Solebury Route 202 Gateway Trail - Solesburty Township applied for TAP funding

Twin Streams Park, Chalfont to Lenape Way - in design-estimated completion summer 2015

Lenape Way to Upper State Road - In design; needs construction funding

Liberty Bell Trail

Feasibility study complete.

12
Camden County

Ben Franklin Bridge Ramp
Interim trails - Cooper River Partnership plans to apply for TAP funding to stripe bike lanes
within City of Camden (from Bridge to north Camden and Cramer Hill) 1
North Camden Waterfront Park trail is under design - construction funding needed 1
Baldwin Run - will have sharrows around the whole loop
Von Nieda trail - design close to completion 1
Pennsauken-Merchantville Connector - Township applied for Sustainable N] grant to conduct
feasibility study of section from Cove to Haddonfield Road. 1
Gateway Park - Camden County assigned property rights to CCMUA (Camden County
Municipal Utilities Authority)
Park Drive Bike Trail - out to bid in 30 days
Cooper River Park North and South Park Drives - Camden County applying for TAP to install
bike lanes, buffered bike lanes & bike boxes. 1
Cooper River Park Trail - from Grove Street to Challenge Grove the trail is being improved.

5

Chester County

Chester Valley Trail
Phase 3 will open in the fall
Phase 4A - (current terminus to Route 30 bypass) funding in place
Phase 4B - (Route 30 bypass to Downingtown) C2P2 application submitted for feasibility
study 1
Paoli Connector - Feasibility study underway 1
Schuylkill River Trail
Montclare Bridge - C2P2 application submitted for design; construction $ in place
Phoenixville 1 - Nearly complete;
Phoenixville 2 - Under construction; should be done by the end of 2014
Chester County Phase 2 - (Section on Norfolk Southern ROW); met with NS & Congressman
Gerlach; NS will hire their own appraiser to ascertain selling price 1
Chester County Phase 2 - (PECO section) in preliminary design; still need to secure lease 1
Connection to 422 Bridge (in North Coventry) -connection is not included in PennDOT bridge
project 1
SRT - Township line Road to 422 (Q20)
Struble Trail
Struble Trail 2 - funding for feasibility study secured in 2013; study not started yet 1

6

Delaware County

East Coast Greenway

Industrial Heritage Parkway 2 - Construction to begin in 2014
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Riverwalk to Route 291 - Feasibility study complete but no design or engineering yet

Chester City Trail - title search will start in 2014

Darby Creek Bridge - under construction and should open in summer 2014

420 from Heinz to Tinicum Township - Should go to construction in 2014

Chester Creek

Chester Creek Trail 1 - Phase 2 (Middletown and Aston) - Final design complete; almost ready
to be bid; construction to begin in 2014

Chester Creek Trail 1 - Phase 1 - Feasibility study complete, but no engineering

Chester Creek Trail 2 (Chester City) applied for a C2P2 grant

Octoraro

Phase 1 - Chester Heights and Concord Townships applied for a 2014 C2P2 grant

Phase 2 - Chadds Ford applied for 2014 TAP to build pedestrian bridges over Harvey Run
Creek

Newtown Square Branch

Upper Darby Township has completed feasibility study

Darby Creek Trail

Haverford Township has applied for DCNR funding to study segment over West Chester Pike

Haverford Township has applied for PECO funding to study how to get around several private
properties near Burmount Road

Forge to Refuge Trail -

Radnor Township commenced a feasibility study in Spring 2014 for two sections (near
Villanova and from Havertown to Millbourne and Philadelphia)

10

Gloucester County

Gloucester County Connector - on road bike lanes are under construction

Glassboro Elk Trail - under design; construction funding in place; 2016

Rowan to Chestnut Branch - feasibility study complete; D/E and construction funding needed

Gateway Connector in Woodbury Heights to Mantua - striping project

Washington Lake Park - Atkinson Park Connector - needs funding

Mercer County

Lawrence Hopewell Trail

Province Line section - fully funded; awaiting historic clearance

Princeton Pike to Bannister Drive - still being studied

Hopewell 6 (Carter Road East and West) - Sale and conservation agreements needed

Hopewell 5 - County working on securing this segment

Delaware Heritage Trail
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Trenton section - from D&R canal to Delaware River Heritage Trail in Waterfront Park -
feasibility needed

Trenton Riverfront Park to Canal Boulevard - study/design/construction needed

Montgomery County

Pennypack Trail

Montgomery County Commissioners will be making an announcement soon about the four
mile section from Lorimer Park to the Norfolk Southern rail line near Bucks County.

Montco Commissioners installed a pedestrian bridge over the Rockledge Tributary and Shady
Lane in 2014.

Tookany Trail

PennDOT will be do a rehab of the Adams Road Bridge and improve the section of trail
proximate to the project.

Cheltenham Township has construction funding for Phase 11

Cross County Trail

Plymouth Township is conducting a feasibility study of the section from Germantown Pike to
Joshua Road

The section from Joshua Road to Stenton Avenue is still under negotiations/discussion b/w
Montco and Ernheim Farms.

Upper Dublin applied for a C2P2 grant and TAP grant for Virginia Drive

Liberty Bell

Lansdale applied for a C2P2 and TAP grants to build trail in the borough

Powerline Trail

Montgomery Township completed (Dec. 2013) its feasibility study on the segment from 202
Parkway to existing Powerline trail in Horsham

Horsham Township recently completed missing link between Babylon Road to Kohler Park.

Chester Valley Trail

Entire trail is now one project and has undergone engineering. The project should be
advertised and construction started in 2015. Construction funding is in place.

Schuylkill River Trail

Manayunk Bridge - Final coordination of construction funds is being worked out between
PennDOT and the City of Philadelphia. Construction should start summer 2014

Cynwyd Spur - Feasibility study is underway. Funding for design and construction not yet
secured.

Betzwood trail head to Port Indian - just resurfaced by Montco

Canal Tow Path - Will go to construction in fall 2014.

Pottstown - 422 Bridge and Hanover Street

--Phase 1 - Hanover to Moser Road (along Industrial Highway) is in final design and should be
under construction in 2015

--Phase 2 - Moser Road to 422 Bridge; needs engineering & construction funding; hopefully
finished by 2017

Philadelphia

Poquessing Creek Trail
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Under construction

Tacony - Frankford Creek —

PPR has applied for DCNR funding for design and TAP funding for construction from North
Delaware to Armingo.

PennDOT is constructing the segment from Aramingo to Torresdale as part of the I-95 project.

PCPC’s feasibility study of the entire section is almost complete

Aramingo to N. Delaware

Torresdale to Wingohocking; property acquisition

Pennypack Trail

Fox Chase Lorimer trail (fox chase station to Montco trail) - PCPC is applying for TCDI for
feasibility study

State & Rhawn sidepath preliminary design - will need design/build funding

East Coast Greenway

Baxter Trail - scheduled to be advertised May 2014; bid in summer 2014; go to construction
in fall of 2014

Tacony-Holmesburg Gap - in design; should be complete in early 2016; construction funding
will be needed

K&T Trail - split into two phases

Phase 1 from Magee to boat launch is fully designed; should go to construction in late Fall

Phase 2 from Princeton Ave to Magee has site control issues

North Bridesburg - no alignment; no property acquired; Streets Dept is lead sponsor; is a road
project

South Bridesburg - Gap 1 - ongoing PennDOT project

Richmond Street Trail - ongoing PennDOT project

Central Delaware Waterfront (Richmond Street to Penn Treaty Park) - conceptual design
completed; but ROW issues exist; construction funding will be needed.

Penn Treaty to Sugarhouse - Sugarhouse is building trail on their property; DRWC will start
on final design on other section will start later in 2014

Sugarhouse to Penn Street- Sugarhouse will start construction when CSO work is completed.

Spring Garden Greenway - need final design and construction

Spring Garden to Eakins Oval - bike lanes and signage from 23+ and Spring Garden to Kelly
Drive and 25 (Joan of Arc entrance to trail) are being installed this spring/summer by Streets
Dept with WP funding

Cobbs Creek Connector -

Segment A - in Final Design for that segment and have funding for construction.

Segment B - application submitted to complete Preliminary Design of this segment from PA DEP’s CZM
program and DCNR’s C2P2 program.

Segment C has two routes: an on-road preliminary route and an off-road long term route. The long-term
route is in the EPA Superfund site and will not come about until after remediation has occurred, and
hopefully EPA will build the trail into their remediation. The on-road route will be a combination of
sighage/sharrows/possibly bike lanes through local streets in the neighborhood for the time being.

Segment D is the “gateway to the Heinz” a cycletrack along Lindbergh Boulevard approaching the Heinz.
Funding in hand for Final Design, but construction funding is needed.

Eastwick Connector - Design funding in hand, but construction funding is needed.

Central Delaware

Spring Garden to Washington Avenue - DRWC is going into final design; construction funding
will be needed

Race Street connector - sidepath going west, starting construction in 2014

Florist Street connector - DRWC is applying for planning $ to study
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Washington to Pier 70 - in final design; construction is funded.

Schuylkill River Trail/East Coast Greenway

Boardwalk - Under construction; late 2014 ribbon cutting anticipated

South to Christian - Funding in place for construction; late 2015 completion

Christian to Gray’s Ferry Crescent - applied for C2P2 for feasibility study

Gray’s Ferry Crossing - design complete; seeking construction funding

Bartram’s Mile - construction will be phased; hoping to open a section by 2015; some
additional construction funding might be necessary

Schuylkill River Trail

Ivy Ridge Trail - feasibility study is complete; design and construction funding will be needed.

Wissahickon Gateway - site control issues still being worked out between PPR, PECO and
SEPTA; PPR has funding in hand for engineering only. Engineering will start once ROW issue
is settled. Construction funding will be needed.

Bartram’s to Passyunk - feasibility study going to start soon; design and construction funding
will be needed.

Passyunk to Fort Mifflin (Airport Trail) - PCPC submitting TCDI application for feasibility
study

Cresheim Trail

The city is negotiating with PECO on the right-of-way lease agreement and bridge acquisition.
A one-mile loop trail has been built with connections to the Wissahickon Trails and Allen Lane
train station. Next segment for groundbreaking will connect the current loop trail with the
future alignment to the north on the PECO owned railroad right-of-way.

West Park

Parkside Cynwyd Trail - Pumptrack to County line along SEPTA ROW - PCPC is applying for
TCDI for feasibility study

26
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Greater Circuit Counties

Berks County

Schuylkill River Trail

Reading to Hamburg -- Two trail miles began to go under construction last year around
Leesport Borough. The work, which includes two trail pieces and an on-road segment through
the Borough, is slated for completion and dedication this summer.

Leesport - additional half mile needs acquisition and design/construction.

Thun Trail - Monocacy Crossing PA 724 Bridge - Pre-engineering work to be completed 2014,
and be ready for environmental, design, and construction funds in 2015. Cost will include
removal of debris from existing Douglassville river bridge and rehabilitation.
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Thun Trail - Feasibility and pre-engineering work for the Schuylkill River Trail and East Main
Street (PA 724) intersection near Monocacy Station in Union Township, Berks County is
underway. The original railroad bridge was removed after the Contrail line was abandoned.,
leaving steep trail sides that empty to an on-grade crossing. The feasibility work will
determine the type, size, and location of a replacement overhead bridge structure.

3 1
Schuylkill County
Schuylkill River Trail
Bartram Section -- Auburn Bridge is finished. One more bridge in the Auburn area needs to be built
and a second bridge to acquire and swap with construction of a new railroad spur. 1
Auburn area - Trail property acquisition work, including title research, surveys, and appraisals
has begun. Over 18 properties and easements will be needed, involving many private and
public property owners over the next two years to construct three trail miles.
1
Landingville to Schuylkill Haven - No estimate yet. Acquisition funds in hand. Anticipated start
of design, assuming a funding source, is 2016
1
3
Total # of Segments in PA-Core
Circuit that need funding 61
Total Number of Segments in
NJ-Core Circuit that need
funding 14
Total # of Segments in Core
Circuit Counties that need
funding 75
Total # of Core Circuit Segments
that are funded 43
Total # of Segments in Greater
Circuit Counties that need
funding 6
Total # of Segments in Core and
Greater Circuit that need
funding 81




RECIONAL
PLANMING COM®ITIN0N

Item ID# C.336, C.362

Name: Madeline Bell (The Children's Hospital of Philadelphia)
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. | support additional regional funding for the Circuit. |
support funding for all trails in general, and the proposed Schuylkill River Swing Bridge project (Project No. 102274) in particular. It
will increase pedestrian traffic across the Schuylkill river and decrease vehicle traffic from center city to University City allowing more
Children's Hospital of Philadelphia and Univeristy of Penn Employees to walk and bike to work. Thank you

Comment ID: 587

Item ID# C.337

Name: Julie Slavet (TTF Watershed Partnership)
County: Various Counties
Project Title: Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item
MPMS ID: 64984
Comment:

Thank you for adding $1 Million towards the Circuit in the 2015-1018 TIP. The TTF Watershed Partnership supports additional
regional funding for the Circuit through all available funding sources. The network of multi-use trails being designed and
implemented through this regional partnership will greatly expand the opportunities for recreation, nonhighway transportation, and
access to and use of open green space. This investment will enhance the quality of life in our communities by: providing access to
the environmental and recreational assets offered by our creeks and parks; encouraging economic growth in older towns and cities;
and attracting new residential and pedestrian-scale commercial development to the neighborhoods and communities along the
Circuit. Numerous key projects in the Circuit require design and construction funding to keep the momentum moving forward for this
long-term vision. We strongly encourage the DVRPC to provide a higher level of funding in the next years to advance this vision and
strengthen the region.

Comment ID: 639
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1356uth§'St

Suite 300
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215.567.4004
Fax215.567.5791
members@cleanair.org
www.cleanair.org

Harrisburg

107 North Front St.
Suite 113
Harrisburg, PA 17101
717.230.8806

Fax 717.230.8808

June 30, 2014

ZVC'):?;:‘S;Z’; Service Build
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft FY2015-2018 Transporta- 100 West"50.
tion Improvement Program. The following comments are submitted by Debby \S,\‘,Jljtrf,,;gfon DE 19801
Schaaf and Dennis Winters on behalf of Feet First Philly (a project of the Clean 302.691.0112
Air Council):

General Comment: Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide turning radii encourage
high-speed turns.

General Comment: More consideration should be given to using median refuge islands at inter-
sections with long pedestrian crossings. Given that medians and pedestrian crossing islands have
been identified by FHWA as one of nine “Proven Safety Countermeasurg” and that only 3 of the
9 countermeasures address pedestrian safety, median refuge islands should be more widely used.

General Comment: 1-95 projects that impact the local street network should seek to improve
conditions for pedestrians, for example, through intersection safety, better lighting, new or up-
graded sidewalks, and enhancing connections to transit.

Specific Project Comments:

MPMS 17511 City Ave o/SEPTA (bridge) — The bridge rebuild should consider pedestrian stair
and ramp connections to both the existing Bala Regional Rail Station and the proposed Parkside-
City Line multi-use trail.

MPMS 17581 Bells Mill Road - Project design should consider a shared use sidepath on one side
of the road in lieu of sidewalks on both sides.

MPMS 17622 Adams Avenue Bridge Over Tacony Creek SR:1002 - Because the 22.5-foot trav-
el way width of the existing stone-arch bridge provides no room for minimal pedestrian accom-
modation, bridge replacement should include sufficient width for the construction of sidewalks.

MPMS 17697 Island Avenue Signal Upgrade SR:3013 - Feet First Philly supports the pedestri-
an improvements include implifying intersections and extending curbs; we also recommend that
improvements consider SEPTA’s plan for new ADA accessible trolleys. Consider Leading Pe-
destrian Intervals where wide turning radii encourage high-speed turns.
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MPMS 17816 Chestnut Street Bridges at 30th Street - The sidewalks on the Chestnut Street
bridges should be widened to match the Walnut Street bridge, and they should have a walking
zone of 6 feet clear of any obstructions. The curb radii at the intersection of Chestnut Street and
Schuylkill Avenue should be tightened as much as possible.

MPMS 48193 Allen’s Lane Bridge over SEPTA R8 Rail Line - The existing sidewalk on the
north side is very narrow, approximately 3’. The proposed sidewalk width is 8" forboth side-
walks, to match the approach sidewalks. The design should ensure that a walking zone of 6’ is
maintained clear of all obstructions, on both sidewalks.

MPMS 57276 Montgomery Avenue Bridge Over AMTRAK at 30th Street (CB) SR:7301 -
Bridge replacement should include standard width sidewalks and sidewalk replacement on ap-
proaches from both W. Greenwood Avenue on the east and W. Sedgley Avenue on the west.

MPMS 57897 Haverford Avenue Signal Modernization -Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals
where wide turning radii encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS 57901 Lincoln Drive - The west side sidewalk should be widened and converted to a
shared use path, as recommended in the Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan and the Philadelphia Trail
Master Plan, in order to connect Rittenhouse Town with Wayne Avenue.

MPMS 61712 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway/Heritage Trail/K&T Line Item — While pro-
ject components currently call for 12-foot multiple use trail, experience on similar trail projects
elsewhere in Philadelphia indicate this width will quickly become inadequate from demand on
the facility. A 16-foot paved trail should be seriously considered in order to provide safety for all
users once the full 9-mile trail is completed. (MPMS 61712 contains funding for all four sections
represented by the MPMS#'s 61712, 79830, 79832, and 79833)

MPMS 69828 Market Street Bridges Over Schuylkill River and CSX Railroad - To meet the
City’s sidewalk design standards for Market Street, which is classified as a Civic/Ceremonial
Street, the design should ensure that a walking zone of 10" or 1/2 the total sidewalk width,
whichever is greater, is maintained clear of all obstructions, on both sidewalks.

MPMS 69913 Grays Ferry Avenue Bridge Over Schuylkill River SR:3021 - While the existing
bridge offers one-way bike lanes on each side of travel way, pedestrians are limited to just one 5
wide sidewalk. We understand that the south side of the bridge will be built with a shared use
sidepath to accommodate both pedestrians and bicyclists. Bridge reconstruction should include
sufficient width to provide expand the north sidewalk. If the north sidewalk will have any fur-
nishings such as lights or sign poles installed in it, it will need extra width. Bridge approach
sidewalks should be provided where non-existent.

!

MPMS 69914 Fifth Street Over Conrail (Bridge) — Once bridge is removed, new roadway should
include standard width sidewalks with 6" of walkway width. All sidewalks along new roadway
between West Bristol and Hunting Park should be of standard width and repaired or replaced
where necessary.
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MPMS 74828 American Cities/Safe Routes to School Phase 3 -, Now that most schools have
school flashers, we support the use of these funds for traffic calming and other safety improve-
ments that can benefit pedestrians, among others.

MPMS 70014 Center City Signal Improvements - Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where
wide turning radii encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS 70243 American Street Streetscape - The excessive crossing distance on American Street
should be reduced wherever possible through measures such as curb extensions.

MPMS 72597 Ben Franklin Bridge Operational Improvements - This project needs to factor in
pedestrian and bicycle movement through the area and to and from the bridge walkways, particu-
larly the south walkway. Several recommendations are included in Appendix E of the Philadel-
phia Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan.

MPMS 78758 JFK Boulevard Bridges over 21st/22nd/23rd Streets - We support this project in-
cluding a shared use side path on the north sidewalk. Will the project include a ramp and stair-
way connection to 22nd Street?

MPMS 78764 W. Girard Avenue Over CSX (Bridge) — Sidewalks are a major connection be-
tween the Parkside neighborhood and Fairmount Park west and the Philadelphia Zoo. Sidewalks
included in rehabilitation or replacement of bridge should include sidewalks of sufficient width
to provide a minimum of “walking zone” width of 6 feet.

MPMS 80054 Bridges over Vine Expressway (1-676) - Part 3 - We support this project for its
many benefits but, as final design advances, we urge that the public be consulted on any change
that might affect pedestrian circulation through the intersection.

MPMS 80104 Henry Avenue Corridor Safety Improvements SR:3009 - We support the pedes-
trian signals and bumpouts. We assume that “advance pedestrian signal timing” means Leading
Pedestrian Intervals, and we support this where wide turning radii encourage high-speed turns.
Median refuge islands should be considered at excessively wide crossings, and particularly

where widening is envisioned, such as the intersection with Hunting Park Avenue. Final design

of the Henry Avenue improvements should be coordinated with any findings of the ongoing

Lower Northwest District Plan being conducted by the Philadelphia City Planning Commission.
What is the purpose of the proposed tree removal, and what will be the effect on pedestrians
walking along Henry Avenue, given the fact that Henry Avenue is missing sidewalks for much

of its length?

MPMS 81292 Frankford Ave/Frankford Creek (bridge)- The designs for this bridge should con-
sider the proposed Frankford Creek Greenway which will run along the creek below this bridge.
The bridge design should include stair and ramp connections. Additionally sidewalk conditions
leading up to this bridge are very poor and should be upgraded as a part of this project.
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MPMS 85417 Allegheny Avenue Safety Improvements - Installing median refuge islands should
be considered instead of fences. Given the number of unsignalized intersections on Allegheny
Avenue, many of the observed mid-block crossings may not be illegal. Consider Leading Pedes-
trian Intervals where wide turning radii encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS 85419 Erie Avenue Broad to K St - Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide
turning radii encourage high-speed turns. The intersection of Erie/2nd/Sedgley needs simplifica-
tion to improve safety.

MPMS 87107 School District of Philadelphia Improvement Round 1 - Are all the sidewalk re-
pairs to be done on sidewalks immediately adjacent to the school properties or will consideration
be given to improving the walking route on nearby sidewalks that lead to the school and which
may be in far worse condition?

MPMS 88767 Bridges over Vine Expressway (1-676) - Part 1 - The curb radii on both northeast
and northwest corners of the intersection of the Vine Expressway with 22nd Street should be
tightened to shorten pedestrian crossing distances and reduce turning speed. Also, we request
that the project descriptions for this and related projects be clarified. For example, preliminary
engineering for the 21st and 22nd St bridges is covered under MPMS 80054, but what about fi-
nal design? What happened to Part 2? The Spring Garden bridge has been broken out to two
MPMS numbers that are the same.

MPMS 90482 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway (TIGER) - Trail construction between Al-
legheny Avenue and Lewis Street should be of sufficient width to provide for safe use by pedes-
trians and bicyclists alike. Given the use seen on similar multiple use trails elsewhere in the city,
a minimum width of 16 feet should be considered.

MPMS 92376 Walnut Lane Bridge over Wissahickon - Some of the approach sidewalks are in
very poor condition and should be upgraded with this project.

MPMS 96223 Philadelphia Signal Retiming - Consider Leading Pedestrian Intervals where wide
turning radii encourage high-speed turns.

MPMS 98207 1-95 Congestion Management — Congestion mitigation for 1-95 should also sup-
port non-motorized transportation travel options to SEPTA’s regional rail stations includingni-
proved or new sidewalk connections, improving intersections for pedestrian and cyclists near
stations, and providing upgraded bus passenger shelters for intersecting lines.

MPMS 102102 North Delaware Avenue Phase 1B - Inasmuch as the new “River Road” is to
provide an alternative to the North Delaware Greenway both during the greenway’s construction
and after its completion, the project should provide sidewalks of sufficient width to provide for
higher than normal use by pedestrians and families with strollers, etc.

MPMS 102279 Traffic Calming Program (ARLE 4) - We support this program of traffic calming
and safety measures.



Item ID# C.324, C.325, C.326, C.327, C.328, C.329, C.330, C.331, C.332, C.333, C.334, C.338, C.339,
C.340, C.341, C.342, C.343, C.344, C.345, C.346, C.347, C.348, C.349, C.350,C.351, C.352, C.353,
C.354, C.355, C.356, C.357, C.358, C.359, C.361, C.363, C.364

MPMS 102280 Broad Street Pedestrian Crossing Improvements (ARLE 4) - We support the re-
placement of Z-block crosswalks with asphalt and standard markings where it is cost-effective.
We also support the test of a partially raised crosswalk in lieu of a standard ADA ramp and be-
lieve that similar alternatives should be tested elsewhere in the City.

MPMS 48711, 79908, 79910 1-95 Bridge Street Interchange projects - The Bridge Street inter-
change project should be designed to improve pedestrian safety and mobility on the street net-
work in the immediate vicinity. Current conditions include missing sidewalks, crosswalks, and
pedestrian signals; excessively long crossing distances; poor visibility; and an inaccessible bus
stop. Recommendations for improvements are included in Appendix D of the Philadelphia Pe-
destrian and Bicycle Plan.
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Item ID# C.370

June 30, 2014

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission - DVRPC
190 N Independence Mall West

8th Floor

Philadelphia, PA

19106-1520

Re: Additional comments for draft DVRPC fiscal year 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania.

Dear sirs and madams:

| am writing to provide additional comments which supplement my letter to you dated June
26, in which | stated the opposition of the Delaware Riverkeeper Network to inclusion in the draft
2015-2018 TIP of the PennDOT project to replace the existing one-lane Headquarters Road
Bridge in Tinicum Township, Bucks County with a two-lane bridge (MPMS 13716). In my letter |
also stated our opposition to similar bridge replacement projects, including Clay Ridge Road
Bridge (MPMS 13014) and Strock’s Grove Road Bridge (MPMS 98221). These additional
comments are a written confirmation of the oral comments made by our consultant, Mark Stout, at
your June 26 public meeting. These comments are based on research done for the Headquarters
Road Bridge project but also apply to similar bridge replacement and widening projects in Upper
Bucks County.

The TIP, as you know, is required under federal law and regulations to conform to and
implement the MPO’s long-range plan. We believe that inclusion of the Headquarters Road
Bridge, in its present scope of work as replacement of the 200-year old one-lane bridge with a
new two-lane bridge, directly contradicts the goals, objectives, and strategies of the DVRPC long-
range plan, Connections 2040.

Manage Growth and Protect the Environment is the first of four core principles of the plan,
which notes that between 1970 and 2010, 345,000 acres of open space were lost to development
in the region. Continued sprawl development of this magnitude could have disastrous effects.

DELAWARE RIVERKEEPER NETWORK
925 Canal Street, Suite 3701
Bristol, PA 19007

Office: (215) 369-1188

fax:  (215)369-1181
drn@delawareriverkeeper.org
www.delawareriverkeeper.org



Item ID# C.370

The DVRPC plan identifies the many benefits of effective growth management and open
space preservation in the greater Philadelphia region:

. Limits the need for expensive future infrastructure,

. Preserves natural features, important for water quality, biodiversity, air quality, reducing
flooding, personal health, and other benefits,

. Prevents the expansion of suburban development into rural communities,

. Protects the context and integrity of historic sites and cultural landscapes,

. Decreases dependence on personal automobiles, and

. Preserves farmland and promotes agriculture.

The plan sets out to promote growth management first of all by defining a Land Use Vision.
The Vision identifies a range of Centers — from the Metro Center (focused on Center City
Philadelphia) to rural centers — where growth should be concentrated. All of the land surrounding
the Centers is allocated into four broad categories: Infill and Redevelopment, Emerging Growth,
Rural Resource Lands, and a Greenspace Network. The objective of the Vision is to promote “a
clean and sustainable environment, where key natural resource areas and agricultural lands are
protected, open space is provided in an interconnected network, and most new growth is
concentrated in identified Centers and as infill and redevelopment in areas previously developed.”

The 2040 Land Use Vision classifies most of Tinicum Township (the location of the
Headquarters Road Bridge) as Rural Resource, with some corridors designated as part of the
Greenspace Network, and a few pockets of Infill and Redevelopment.

Rural Resource Lands are defined in the plan as “agricultural, natural, and rural areas
worthy of heightened preservation efforts by governments and nonprofit land trusts.” These areas
may contain both villages and scattered suburban development — as Tinicum Township does — but
“they remain mostly intact and their integrity can be maintained through strategic acquisitions and
easements, land use regulations and good stewardship, and appropriate forms of growth.”
Tinicum Township is, in fact, mostly intact, with one-third of all land already legally preserved open
space and the entire township subject to rigorous zoning to prevent inappropriate development.

The Greenspace Network is intended to be an “interconnected system” of parks, forests,
meadows, stream corridors, and floodplains. Tinicum Township is crossed by three corridors
extending to other municipalities — the Delaware River, the Tinicum-Nockamixon, and the Tohickon
Creek corridors — plus a spur along the Tinicum Creek.

Infill and Redevelopment in Tinicum Township consists of a few patches of village and
suburban development plus the Route 611 corridor.

In addition to classifying lands into these broad categories, the long-range plan also
designates Conservation Focus Areas. Tinicum Township is almost entirely encompassed by four
Conservation Focus Areas: the Palisades in the north, the Tinicum Watershed in the center, the
Tohickon Watershed/Nockamixon in the south, and the Delaware River in the east.

Clearly, Tinicum Township exemplifies an area deserving of high levels of environmental
protection and strict limits on undesirable growth.
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Item ID# C.370

The existing roadway network in Tinicum Township is appropriate to the Rural Conservation
Zone characteristics of the land use. The roads are generally narrow and winding, with significant
horizontal and vertical curvature. There are several gravel roads — protected by ordinance — and
three fords. Two-thirds of the bridges in the township are one-lane bridges, including one-half of
the bridges owned by PennDOT.

In addition to other damage caused to environmental, historic, and community values,
projects to replace one-lane bridges with two-lane bridges in this area are clearly contradictory to
the principles of Connections 2040 and therefore cannot be included in the TIP.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these supplementary remarks.

Respectfully,

Maya K. van Rossum
the Delaware Riverkeeper
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Philadejphia

The ARAMARK Tower
1101 Market Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107-2994

Water Department Howard M. Neukrug
Commissioner

To: Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission

From: Chris Crockett, Jessica Noon, Nicole Hostettler Philadelphia Water Department

Subject: DVRPC Connections 2040 Amended Transportation Investments & 2015 PA TIP Comments
Date: July 1, 2014

Please accept the below comments from the Philadelphia Water Department (PWD) as part of the public comment
period for the draft Connections 2040 plan amendments, a plan for greater Philadelphia. PWD is in embarking on year 4
of its implementation path for the innovative Green City, Clean Waters program to manage stormwater and reduce
combined sewer overflows through the citywide application of green stormwater infrastructure, in order to meet
federal and state mandates.

PWD applauds the integration of stormwater management and green stormwater infrastructure into the Connections
2040 plan and 2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) by DVRPC.

Specifically, PWD supports the new project benefit criteria for TIP projects, adopted by the DVRPC Board in February
2014:
0 Air quality/Green design category
= 0.5 points awarded for designs that incorporate bioswales/rain gardens, tree trenches, vegetated
medians/bump-outs, and naturalized stormwater basins
= 0.5 points available to projects that incorporate other forms of "green design™ such as porous pavement,
recycled materials, alternative energy, etc.

PWD works closely with the Streets Department, the Commerce Department, PennDOT and other agencies to integrate
green stormwater infrastructure program into transportation investments whenever feasible. Incorporating stormwater
management early into the design process will provide PWD with greater ability to successfully partner on such projects
and will result in more comprehensive investments.

PWD made significant advances in its Green Streets program since its inception in 2011, with over 200 green streets
projects either in the ground or underway [www.phillywatersheds.org/BigGreenMap]. This year, PWD completed its
Green Streets Design Manual, a guide for City departments, consultant, private developers and other partners that
provides standardized details for green stormwater interventions suitable to a variety of urban street typologies
[www.phillywatersheds.org/GSDM].

PWD hopes to continue to grow its partnerships to incorporate green stormwater infrastructure into all Philadelphia-
based projects funded by the TIP and peripheral funding streams such as Transportation Alternatives Program [TAP] in
the future.



Murphy, Richard

From: Meconi, Jane

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:16 AM

To: Schoonmaker, Elizabeth; Murphy, Richard; Hui, Kwan
Subject: FW: State Route 3 (Market Street) in Millbourne
Hello--

Elizabeth, here is the comment we just spoke about, to be included in the TIP public comments. Thanks!

From: Jeanette MacNeille

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:54 AM

To: DVRPC Public Affairs

Subject: State Route 3 (Market Street) in Millbourne

To whom it may concern:

I'd like to ask that Market Street, State Route 3, in Millbourne Borough be included in the TIP as an area needing
improvement.

J In 2002, the Philadelphia Inquirer compiled DUI statistics from the state. They showed that Market Street from
63rd Street to 69th Street was the highest DUI accident area in the 5-county region. Indeed, locally, unfortunately, we
do often have people hurt and killed on this street.

J Currently, no public street lighting exists from 63rd Street to approximately 6400 Market Street (several
hundred feet.) SEPTA has some lighting under its guideway in this area, and has been responsive to requests to keep it
working, but still, the area is dark, and dangerous for both pedestrians and motorists at night. A man killed a year or so
ago... he may have jumped off the guideway (obviously a place he wasn't supposed to be), but the autopsy showed that
he was killed by the 6 cars that ran over him after he landed on the road. | have to think that better lighting would help.

* The ROW has been seriously impinged on the Upper Darby side of this roadway, usurping all pedestrian
pathways, in places. This should be corrected.

. Median strips, to help with traffic calming, as called for in the Gateway Plan of 2000, were never installed. They
are badly needed. Police and volunteers have clocked vehicles at speeds up to 55 mph on this road within the last two
years.

Millbourne Borough is working hard to address these problems with extra traffic patrols, the addition of painted
crosswalks at intersections, the addition of missing handicapped ramps, addition of legends on the road to identify the
speed limit (25 mph), and constant attention to maintenance, like lighting that is out. But in the end , both the
intersection at 63rd and Market and Market Street itself need significant improvement. We would like this area on the
TIP to assist in seeking grants and funding to improve the conditions on this state road.

Jeanette MacNeille
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Summary of Responses

On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

Comments Received from Individuals

MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line Item

Response to: A.3, A4, A5 A6,A7, A8 A9, A10, A1l A12, A13, A.14, A.15, A.16, A.17, A.18, A.19, A.20, A.21, A.22, A.23,
A.24, A.25, A.26, A.27, A.28, A.29, A.30, A.31, A.32, A.33, A.34, A.35, A.36, A.37, B.285, C.293, C.294

Response by DVRPC:

The DVRPC region looks forward to continuing to find and fund ways to reduce the number of non-state owned structurally
deficient (SD) bridges in the region, and both the County and Municipal Bridge Line items will help accomplish that goal. The state
has made great strides in reducing state-owned SD bridges in our region, and these line items help to address our “local”
infrastructure. The specific parameters for applying for funding through the Municipal Bridge Line item are in development.
DVRPC will work with the region to allocate increased resources to this line item during the FY2017 TIP update and on evaluating
the realistic need for City, County and Municipal bridges at the beginning of the TIP Update rather than at the end.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County supports this line item and was instrumental is its establishment. We will work with all muncipalities, including East
Rockhill Township to provide needed funding for local bridges.

The Transportation Improvement Program does not utilize school taxes to fund the program.

The Municipal Bridge Line Item will be a competitive program. Details on submitting bridges for funding will be forthcoming. Bucks
County will work with all municipalities regarding project submissions.

MPMS #64781 - Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek
Response to: A.1, C.290, C.291
Response by DVRPC:

PennDOT and Bucks County agree to a straightforward rehabilitation only of the structure. The superstructure that was replaced
in 2004 will be maintained and masonry repairs to the stone walls will be addressed. Two foot shoulders will not be added to the
bridge.

Response by PennDOT:

This project involves rehabilitating the bridge carrying SR 2036 (Swamp Road) over an unnamed tributary of Neshaminy Creek.
The rehabilitation of stone masonry portions of the structure will be in kind. The bridge is located just west of the western entrance
of the Bucks County Community College in Newtown Township. The bridge is bordered to the north by the historic Temora farm
property and to the south by Tyler State Park. Stone retaining walls extend east and west of the existing bridge along the north
side of the roadway. The superstructure of the existing bridge was replaced under an emergency contract in 2004. The existing
structure is a single 28 foot span with a clear roadway width of 23.5 feet. Traffic will be maintained during construction and
potentially require short term detours for some repairs.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County believes that the bridge rehabilitation is necessary. However, we will work with PennDOT to rescope the project to
repair the structure without significant widening of the structure.
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On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

Comments Received from Individuals

MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2
Response to: A.2, C.292
Response by DVRPC:

The comment refers to an “Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridor,” as classified by the 2006 Congestion Management Process
(CMP) Executive Summary. Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridors in the CMP refer to places where low-cost, proactive
strategies are considered appropriate, but where adding roadway capacity would face a higher burden of proof than locations
within Congested Corridors and would only be acceptable as a last resort. Furthermore, the 2006 CMP has been superseded by
updates in 2009 and 2012, and the referenced area is no longer designated as an Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridor. For
the most recent CMP, please see www.dvrpc.org/CongestionManagement.

Response by PennDOT:

Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, and Wrightstown Townships are sponsoring the Stoopville Road Phase Il project as
a continuation of the Stoopville Road project. The first phase (S. R. 2028, Section ECF) was constructed in 2009-10. The design
undertaken as a local effort addresses current vehicular movements while improving pedestrian access throughout the project
area. Overall the design addresses short term needs along this portion of Stoopville Road. Beyond these improvements, no more
regional/long term improvements are programmed.

The project involves the construction of improvements at multiple locations along Durham Road (S.R. 0413), Stoopville Road
(S.R. 2028), Eagle Road (a Township Road), Washington Crossing Road (S.R. 0532), and Highland Road (a Township Road).
The project limits extend from the Stoopville Road/Durham Road intersection to the Village of Dolington along Washington
Crossing Road. The proposed improvements include:

eImprovements to the Stoopville Road/Durham Road intersection by widening Durham Road to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
on southbound Durham Road for vehicles traveling to eastbound Stoopville Road. There is no widening proposed for the
Stoopville Road approach to the intersection. A new traffic signal will be installed at this intersection.

*Construction of a walking path along the south side of Stoopville Road from Eagleton Farms Road/Hemlock Drive to Eagle Road;
continuing along the west side of Eagle Road to Marigold Drive; along the north side of Stoopville Road from Creamery Road to
the intersection of Stoopville Road/Washington Crossing Road; and continuing along the north side of Washington Crossing Road
to Highland Road. The walking path will be a 6' wide bituminous path that is set a minimum of 4' off the edge of existing pavement.
Decorative crosswalks and new ADA-compliant curb ramps will be installed for the walking path crossings at the intersection of
Eagleton Farms Road and Stoopville Road, at Stoopville Road and Washington Crossing Road, and at Washington Crossing
Road and Highland Road. The walking path construction will require the extension of an existing pipe culvert which carries a
tributary to Hough's Creek beneath Stoopville Road between Highland Road and Creamery Road. The pipe will be extended 12
feet to allow for the walking path to cross over the tributary.

*Widening of the west side of Highland Road at Washington Crossing Road to provide an exclusive right-turn lane from
southbound Highland Road to westbound Washington Crossing Road.

eInstallation of additional traffic control signs and gateway signage along Washington Crossing Road through the Village of
Dolington, including a multi-way stop at the intersection of Washington Crossing Road and Dolington Road (S.R. 2075).
Construction is limited to the addition of stop signs at the intersection, the painting of stop bars on the pavement, and the
installation of post-mounted gateway signage adjacent to the shoulders of Washington Crossing Road approaching the
intersection.

The improvements listed above do not include specific drainage improvements. As a local design effort, the townships participated
in scoping the improvements. To this point, no specific drainage concerns have been noted.

Response by Bucks County:
Bucks County supports this project since it will provide urgently needed safety improvements along this corridor.

Current scope appears to include items 2 through 5 in your comments. No specific drainage issues have been identified by the
local project sponsors, and therefore, have not been included.
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MPMS #63406 - Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders
Response to: A.38, A.39
Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comments. There are indeed an increasing number of regional, countywide, and local area bicycle plans for
areas throughout the DVRPC region, which speaks to an increasing level of interest in and shared prioritization of bicycling as a
mode of travel rather than just a form of recreation. Your comments relate to two critical stages on the path from plan and network
development to implementation: design details (engineering) and construction.

In the first case, DVRPC knows that the “Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders” project is an important design funding resource for
bike network projects on state roadways, and DVRPC will—with our County partners—continue to evaluate that project’'s usage
and spending on an ongoing basis to determine whether additional funding can be added, and if so, how to go about allocating it.
Because there are also many important in-street bike network projects throughout our region that are not on Pennsylvania state
roads, we encourage local partners to consider other funding resources that may be available (such as DVRPC Work Program or
Transportation and Community Development Initiative [TCDI] funding for concept-level design, and Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources [DCNR] or the new Multimodal Fund [MMF] funds for more advanced engineering) to help bridge the
design gap between planning and construction/striping for local projects.

With respect to your comment on construction, the TIP does reflect a funding commitment towards “implementation of bicycle and
pedestrian plans.” Overall, at least 4% of the draft PA TIP highway program for FY15-18 (roughly $78 Million) is allocated to
bicycle, pedestrian, and streetscape projects, and some amount of bicycle and pedestrian investment will also occur as part of
more comprehensive road and transit projects. In addition, $123,616,000 in Congestion Management and Air Quality (CMAQ)
funds and $15,128,000 in Pennsylvania Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) funds have been allocated to our region in the
PA TIP for FY15-18, which will be supplemented by any statewide TAP or MMF funds which may be awarded locally. While
specific projects will be determined during future selection rounds, bicycle and pedestrian projects are eligible under all of these
funding programs, and we always encourage construction projects that would implement prior planning efforts. As just one recent
example, the “South Philadelphia Neighborhood Bikeway” project from the most recent PA TAP project selection round is a project
to implement an important bicycle network component from the 2012 Philadelphia Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan (which was itself
TCDI-funded). In addition, there is an initiative now underway among our PA counties, the Pennsylvania Environmental Council
(PEC), the Bicycle Coalition, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), and PennDOT to review and
prioritize Circuit trail projects for future TIP funding. As you know, $1,000,000 in CMAQ funding was recently allocated for Circuit
projects in FY18 as part of the next competitive TAP round, and that amount will be continually re-evaluated for future TIPs.

DVRPC shares your commitment to continue to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we
look forward to an ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.
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MPMS #69816 - US 322, US 1 to Featherbed Lane (Section 101)
Response to: A.40, A.41
Response by PennDOT:

We understand and appreciate the concerns about the congestion expressed in the comment below. We are finalizing design for
the first section of the US 322 corridor improvements project, MPMS #69815, Environmental Mitigation (MIT) and anticipate that
construction can be completed in the 2015 construction season. MPMS #69816 will follow shortly thereafter in late 2016 or early
2017 as currently scoped. For general updates to the project, please visit the project’s website at www.us322-conchester.com,
where the project’s final design plans are periodically updated if there are new components to the design being developed.

Response by SEPTA:

SEPTA appreciates the support and interest in expanding rail service. Beginning in FY 2017, SEPTA will construct a $127.2
million extension of the Media/Elwyn Regional Rail Line. This project will provide for a three mile restoration of regional rail
service from the existing terminus at Elwyn Station to the new Wawa Station, in Middletown Township, Delaware County. Once
completed, Wawa Station will provide parking for over 500 vehicles and will be located right off of U.S. Route 1.

SEPTA's Capital Program focus is on “Catching Up” with the Authority’s state of good repair infrastructure backlog. This program
includes improvements to critical infrastructure such as substations, bridges and stations and the replacement of rail vehicles that
have far exceeded their useful life. These improvements will preserve regional transit service for current and future customers,
improve reliability and modernize outdated equipment. State of good repair initiatives consume most of the budget and limits
SEPTA's ability to engage in service expansion projects. The Authority has not programmed resources toward expanding regional
rail service beyond Wawa Station on the Media/Elwyn Line, at this time.

Response by Delaware County:

The County of Delaware has supported the Route 322 project for many years and supports the programming of construction in the
FY 2015-18 TIP.

21-Jul-14 Delaware County Page 4 of 33



Summary of Responses
On the
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for PA

MPMS #16334 - PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal Improvements

Response to: A.42, A.43, A.44, A.45, A.46, A.47, A.48, A.49, A.50

Response by Montgomery County:

Penndot will be considering sidewalks and widened shoulders/bike lanes as part of the design phase now underway.
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MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge

Response to: A.51, A.52, A.53, A.54, A.55, A.56, A.57, A.58, A.59, A.60, A.61, A.62, A.63, A.64, A.65, A.253, A.254, A.255,
A.256, A.257, A.258, A.259, A.260, A.261, A.262, A.263, A.264, A.265, A.266, A.267, A.268, C.362

Response by Philadelphia County:
Thank you for your comment.

TIP funding for Bicycle and Pedestrain Plans
Response to: A.66
Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comments. There are indeed an increasing number of regional, countywide, and local area bicycle plans for
areas throughout the DVRPC region, which speaks to an increasing level of interest in and shared prioritization of bicycling as a
mode of travel rather than just a form of recreation. Your comments relate to two critical stages on the path from plan and network
development to implementation: design details (engineering) and construction.

In the first case, DVRPC knows that the “Retrofit for Bike Lane and Shoulders” project is an important design funding resource for
bike network projects on state roadways, and DVRPC will—with our County partners—continue to evaluate that project’s usage
and spending on an ongoing basis to determine whether additional funding can be added, and if so, how to go about allocating it.
Because there are also many important in-street bike network projects throughout our region that are not on Pennsylvania state
roads, we encourage local partners to consider other funding resources that may be available (such as DVRPC Work Program or
Transportation and Community Development Initiative [TCDI] funding for concept-level design, and Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources [DCNR] or the new Multimodal Fund [MMF] funds for more advanced engineering) to help bridge the
design gap between planning and construction/striping for local projects.

With respect to your comment on construction, the TIP does reflect a funding commitment towards “implementation of bicycle and
pedestrian plans.” Overall, at least 4% of the draft PA TIP highway program for FY15-18 (roughly $78 Million) is allocated to
bicycle, pedestrian, and streetscape projects, and some amount of bicycle and pedestrian investment will also occur as part of
more comprehensive road and transit projects. In addition, $123,616,000 in Congestion Management and Air Quality (CMAQ)
funds and $15,128,000 in Pennsylvania Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) funds have been allocated to our region in the
PA TIP for FY15-18, which will be supplemented by any statewide TAP or MMF funds which may be awarded locally. While
specific projects will be determined during future selection rounds, bicycle and pedestrian projects are eligible under all of these
funding programs, and we always encourage construction projects that would implement prior planning efforts. As just one recent
example, the “South Philadelphia Neighborhood Bikeway” project from the most recent PA TAP project selection round is a project
to implement an important bicycle network component from the 2012 Philadelphia Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan (which was itself
TCDI-funded). In addition, there is an initiative now underway among our PA counties, the Pennsylvania Environmental Council
(PEC), the Bicycle Coalition, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), and PennDOT to review and
prioritize Circuit trail projects for future TIP funding. As you know, $1,000,000 in CMAQ funding was recently allocated for Circuit
projects in FY18 as part of the next competitive TAP round, and that amount will be continually re-evaluated for future TIPs.

DVRPC shares your commitment to continue to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we
look forward to an ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.
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BETZWOOD/SULLIVAN'S BRIDGE
Response to: A.269
Response by Montgomery County:

The option of incorporating the trail onto the expressway bridge was thoroughly examined by the engineering team, presented to
the county, Upper Merion, Lower Providence, West Norriton, Valley Forge Park, and rejected in favor of a separate crossing. The
cost differential of the extra width and length of the bridge as well as the proximity of the trail users next to high speed traffic
including the maintenance of a protective barrier between the trail and traffic made the Sullivan Bridge a much better alternative.
The scope of the trail bridge project, at $9 million, is much larger than just the Sullivan Bridge as it upgrades the entire connection
from the Schuylkill River Trail into the Park at Pa-23.

Bicycle Infrastructure in Region
Response to: A.270

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment.

Concerned about accessing Cross County Trail at Germantown Pike and Chemical Road
Response to: A.271
Response by Montgomery County:

The Cross County Trail is a priority of the county and we are currently re-examining our alternatives from Germantown Pike to
Willow Grove including the connection to the Pennypack Trail. The sharing of right of way with Norfolk Southern is no longer an
option so we are closely examining alternatives. Cross County is the next larger trail project for the county to complete but it will
take a number of years due to the complicated issues.

Concerned about the amount The Circuit segments in Delaware County
Response to: A.272
Response by Delaware County:

Delaware County is working with the other Pennsylvania counties to determine which segments of the Circuit are ready to
advance to design and construction. When the update of the FY 2017-20 TIP begins in a year, we will have a better idea of how
much funding is needed and attempt to provide adequate funding in that TIP. At the present time, there are no Delaware County
sections of the East Coast Greenway, Octoraro Trail, and Valley Forge to Heinz Refuge Trail that are advanced to the point that
they need design and construction funding (other than sections of the ECG that already have funding). Sections of the Chester
Creek and Newtown Square Branch Trails that have feasibility studies completed need municipal decisions to move forward with
design and construction. The Delaware County Bicycle Plan supports the completion of this trail network.

MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge

Response to: A.51, A.52, A.53, A.54, A.55, A.56, A.57, A.58, A.59, A.60, A.61, A.62, A.63, A.64, A.65, A.253, A.254, A.255,
A.256, A.257, A.258, A.259, A.260, A.261, A.262, A.263, A.264, A.265, A.266, A.267, A.268, C.362

Response by Philadelphia County:
Thank you for your comment.

MPMS #61714 - Manayunk Canal Restoration
Response to: A.67
Response by Philadelphia County:

The Manayunk Canal Path was not a TIP project. The project associated with MPMS #61714 is for Canal Dredging.Philadelphia
Parks and Recreation is addressing the graffiti and vegetation issues along the Canal Towpath. The barriers near the Shawmont
RR crossing are necessary to prevent ATV’s from accessing the trail.
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MPMS #64984 - Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Iltem

Response to: A.68, A.69, A.70, A.71, A.72, A73, A.74, A75, A.76, A.77, A.78, A.79, A.80, A.81, A.82, A.83, A.84, A.85, A.86,
A.87, A.88, A.89, A.90, A.91, A.92, A.93, A.94, A.95, A.96, A.97, A.98, A.99, A.100, A.101, A.102, A.103, A.104, A.105, A.106,
A.107, A.108,

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment and support of adding $1 million in CMAQ funds to the FY2018 Transportation Alternatives Program
line item for Circuit trail projects. The description for the Transportation Alternative Program in the TIP (MPMS #64984) will be
updated in the Final Version of the FY2015 TIP for PA. The updated description will explicitly state the purpose and intended
allocation of the $1 million for Circuit trail projects.

Thank you for detailing the 61 Circuit trail projects that have undergone planning and need design/construction funding. The build-
out of the Circuit is included in the region’s long-range plan, Connections 2040, and the region recognizes the value of creating a
multimodal transportation system that provides viable non-motorized transportation options. DVRPC is aware of the status of
many of these projects and is working to move them forward. The list you provided will assist DVRPC staff, the counties and the
DVRPC Board in better understanding and prioritizing these Circuit projects. DVRPC is currently working with all our regional
public, private and non-profit partners to design and engineer Circuit trail projects and prepare them for construction. Indeed,
achieving a state of “project readiness” is key to access future construction funding when it becomes available. In Pennsylvania,
DVRPC is organizing a working group comprised of county transportation planners to better understand the relative status of all
projects in the Circuit trail universe, set priorities, and be prepared to take advantage of funding opportunities when they arise.
The TIP is a constrained financial plan, but bicycling and walking have been growing as modes of travel in the region, and DVRPC
is committed to encouraging this positive trend within existing constraints.

We share your commitment to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we look forward to an
ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.

DVRPC is convening a working group comprised of the county transportation to develop a collective understanding of Circuit trail
projects, priorities, timing issues, and funding needs. The working group will develop a collective understanding of which Circuit
trail projects are ready for construction, the level of resources needed to complete those projects, and potential sources of
funding. The working group will also look at the universe of Circuit projects that are in various stages of planning to determine
what is needed to get them ready for construction and improve their desirability for future funding programs.

MPMS #90144 - Schuylkill River Trail, Shawmont Avenue to Montgomery County Line (TIGER)
Response to: A.252
Response by Philadelphia County:

The design of the Shawmont and Nixon intersection was approved as the safest design for this intersection by PaDOT and the
Philadelphia Streets Department. Philadelphia Parks and Recreation is working on addressing the missing signs. Additional
parking was not feasible as it would have taken away from residential parking. The retaining wall was necessary to protect the trail
from erosion issues associated with the steep slope adjacent to the trail at this location. Philadelphia Parks and Recreation will
continue to work on reducing the overgrown vegetation along Shawmont Ave in order to provide safe parking for trail users.

PORT ROYAL TO MONTGOMERY COUNTY LINE - SRT

Response to: A.273

Response by Philadelphia County:

Philadelphia Parks and Recreation staff member checked on 7/20/2014 and it is being maintained and mowed.

SCHUYLKILL PARKS CONNECTOR BRIDGE
Response to: A.274
Response by Philadelphia County:

The scope of work for the Schuylkill River Park Connector Bridge included several elements in addition to the bridge.
Improvements were also made to the layout of the adjacent park and significant landscaping and drainage improvements were
also made. The nearby gate mechanisms are currently being repaired and will soon be operational.
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Wants bicycle lanes and trails added to widened roads or new/reconstructed bridges.
Response to: A.276
Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment. DVRPC is committed to a region where bicycling and walking are safe, attractive, and accessible
travel options for local mobility. Our Connections 2040 Plan encourages communities to develop in a way that will give residents
and workers as many transportation options as possible. Improving safety, comfort, and connectivity for bicyclists and pedestrians
is critical to this objective: our plans and projects are focused on ensuring that our region's Classic Towns, town centers and future
growth areas are walkable, bikeable, interconnected, and vibrant centers of place.

Our two state DOTSs support biking and walking safety and investment. PennDOT has a Bicycle and Pedestrian Checklist, which is
used to evaluate all design projects for bicyclist and pedestrian safety and connectivity. NJ DOT has a Complete Streets policy to
ensure that the needs of all road users are considered in project design and programming. Nevertheless, we recognize that there
are gaps in our regional bicycle and pedestrian networks, and routinely work with our planning partners to make improvements
wherever possible. While it is not possible (or safe) for every roadway to have a bike lane, nor every underpass a trail, we do work
with our partners to ensure that wherever projects can be coordinated to close bicycle and pedestrian network and mobility gaps,
they do so.

WISSAHICKON BIKE PATH

Response to: A.275

Response by Philadelphia County:

These comments will be communicated to district operations staff to ensure vegetation is being removed from path.
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MPMS #60574 - Paoli Transportation Center

Response to: B.277

Response by DVRPC:

Funding will be advanced into the first four years of the program for the ADA improvements to the Paoli Intermodal Transportation
Center as detailed by SEPTA. The requested change will be included in the List of Recommended Changes and will be presented
to the Board for inclusion in the TIP Adoption.

MPMS #86698 - Osborne Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek

Response to: B.278

Response by DVRPC:

The Osbourne Road Bridge project will be added to the program in the first four years. The requested change will be included in
the List of Recommended Changes and will be presented to the Board for inclusion in the TIP Adoption.

MPMS #90600 - SEPTA Reserve Line ltem

Response to: B.279

Response by DVRPC:

The Reserve Line Item balances will be adjusted as detailed by SEPTA. The requested change will be included in the List of
Recommended Changes and will be presented to the Board for inclusion in the TIP Adoption.
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On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

MPMS #15251 - US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements

Response to: B.280, C.306

Response by PennDOT:

PennDOT initiated the change. PennDOT supports expanding the project.

This project involves reconstructing the US 1/PA 352 interchange at the terminus of the Media Bypass, upgrading roads and
intersections, and traffic signals. Project includes improvements along US 1 beginning at the intersection with PA 452 to east of

the Media Bypass, and along PA 352 beginning north of the Williamson Free School entrance drive to the intersection of PA 352 /
PA 452. Local street improvements are included to improve circulation and provide access.

The existing bridge carrying PA 352 and sidewalk over US 1 will be studied for replacement. The existing bridge carrying the
northbound Media Bypass ramp will also be studied for replacement or removal. Project includes sidewalks and new/upgraded
traffic signals with pedestrian indications. Bike lanes will be studied in conjunction with the Delaware County Bicycle Plan.

Response by Delaware County:

The County supports the expansion of the project limits, the inclusion of bicycle facilities in the project description and the project
itself, and the improvement of roadway aesthetics. Including bicycle facilities is consistent with the Delaware County Bicycle Plan
and Delaware County 2035, the County’s Comprehensive Plan.
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On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line ltem

Response to: A.3, A4, A5 A6, A7,A8, A9, A10,All, Al2, A13, A.14, A1l5, A16, A.17, A.18, A.19, A.20, A.21, A.22, A.23,
A.24, A.25, A.26, A.27, A.28, A.29, A.30, A.31, A.32, A.33, A.34, A.35, A.36, A.37, B.285, C.293, C.294

Response by DVRPC:

The DVRPC region looks forward to continuing to find and fund ways to reduce the number of non-state owned structurally
deficient (SD) bridges in the region, and both the County and Municipal Bridge Line items will help accomplish that goal. The state
has made great strides in reducing state-owned SD bridges in our region, and these line items help to address our “local”
infrastructure. The specific parameters for applying for funding through the Municipal Bridge Line item are in development.
DVRPC will work with the region to allocate increased resources to this line item during the FY2017 TIP update and on evaluating
the realistic need for City, County and Municipal bridges at the beginning of the TIP Update rather than at the end.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County supports this line item and was instrumental is its establishment. We will work with all muncipalities, including East
Rockhill Township to provide needed funding for local bridges.

The Transportation Improvement Program does not utilize school taxes to fund the program.

The Municipal Bridge Line Item will be a competitive program. Details on submitting bridges for funding will be forthcoming. Bucks
County will work with all municipalities regarding project submissions.

MPMS #102273 - Second Collegeville Bridge Crossing

Response to: B.286

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment.

MPMS #102275 - Study Line Item

Response to: B.287

Response by DVRPC:

The description of the Study Line ltem MPMS #102275 description will be revised to acknowledge the Decade of Investment to
read:

This line item is a set aside to address study candidates that were identified in the DVRPC region as part of the PennDOT Decade
of Investment. As the studies, results, and recommendations are more completely understood, the recommendations can be
considered for advancement to preliminary engineering.

MPMS #102665 - Signal Upgrade Line Item

Response to: B.288

Response by DVRPC:

It is anticipated that the Signal Upgrade line item will help with the regional implementation of the Signal Retiming Program.

MPMS #16577 - Ridge Pike, Butler Pike to Philadelphia Reconstruction and Signal Upgrade
Response to: B.281

Response by DVRPC:

DVRPC acknowledges the clarification on the project and will edit the description as needed.

MPMS #48175 - Ridge Pike, Norristown Boro to Butler Pike

Response to: B.282

Response by DVRPC:

DVRPC acknowledges the clarification that the federally funded project will be from the PA Turnpike to Regal Plaza.

MPMS #92807 - PA 23 - Skippack Pike Bridge Replacement

Response to: B.283

Response by DVRPC:

The correction will be made in the Final Version of the FY2015 TIP for PA.
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On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

MPMS #95447 - County Bridge Line ltem

Response to: B.284
Response by DVRPC:

The City of Philadelphia has agreed to participate in the County Line Item. The Line Item will stay as County Bridge Line ltem.
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Summary of Responses

On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

MPMS #74822 - North Delaware Avenue Extension Phase 2
Response to: B.289

Response by DVRPC:

The North Delaware Avenue Extension Phase 2 project will be added to the program in the first four years using the earmark

funds. The requested change will be included in the List of Recommended Changes and will be presented to the Board for
inclusion in the TIP Adoption.
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On the
DVRPC Draft FY2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA

Distribution of Draft TIP Material for Review

Response to: C.295

Response by DVRPC:

DVRPC is following protocol to inform Tribal Nations of federally funded transportation projects.

Response by Bucks County:
We will forward your request to DVRPC.

MPMS #102105 - Municipal Bridge Line ltem

Response to: A.3, A4, A5 A6, A7, A8 A9 A10, A1l A12, A13, A14, Al5 Al16, A17,A18, A.19, A.20, A.21, A.22, A.23,
A.24, A.25, A.26, A.27, A.28, A.29, A.30, A.31, A.32, A.33, A.34, A.35, A.36, A.37, B.285, C.293, C.294

Response by DVRPC:

The DVRPC region looks forward to continuing to find and fund ways to reduce the number of non-state owned structurally
deficient (SD) bridges in the region, and both the County and Municipal Bridge Line items will help accomplish that goal. The state
has made great strides in reducing state-owned SD bridges in our region, and these line items help to address our “local”
infrastructure. The specific parameters for applying for funding through the Municipal Bridge Line item are in development.
DVRPC will work with the region to allocate increased resources to this line item during the FY2017 TIP update and on evaluating
the realistic need for City, County and Municipal bridges at the beginning of the TIP Update rather than at the end.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County supports this line item and was instrumental is its establishment. We will work with all muncipalities, including East
Rockhill Township to provide needed funding for local bridges.

The Transportation Improvement Program does not utilize school taxes to fund the program.

The Municipal Bridge Line Item will be a competitive program. Details on submitting bridges for funding will be forthcoming. Bucks
County will work with all municipalities regarding project submissions.

MPMS #64781 - Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek

Response to: A.1, C.290, C.291

Response by DVRPC:

PennDOT and Bucks County agree to a straightforward rehabilitation only of the structure. The superstructure that was replaced
in 2004 will be maintained and masonry repairs to the stone walls will be addressed. Two foot shoulders will not be added to the
bridge.

Response by PennDOT:

This project involves rehabilitating the bridge carrying SR 2036 (Swamp Road) over an unnamed tributary of Neshaminy Creek.
The rehabilitation of stone masonry portions of the structure will be in kind. The bridge is located just west of the western entrance
of the Bucks County Community College in Newtown Township. The bridge is bordered to the north by the historic Temora farm
property and to the south by Tyler State Park. Stone retaining walls extend east and west of the existing bridge along the north
side of the roadway. The superstructure of the existing bridge was replaced under an emergency contract in 2004. The existing
structure is a single 28 foot span with a clear roadway width of 23.5 feet. Traffic will be maintained during construction and
potentially require short term detours for some repairs.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County believes that the bridge rehabilitation is necessary. However, we will work with PennDOT to rescope the project to
repair the structure without significant widening of the structure.
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MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2
Response to: A.2, C.292
Response by DVRPC:

The comment refers to an “Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridor,” as classified by the 2006 Congestion Management Process
(CMP) Executive Summary. Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridors in the CMP refer to places where low-cost, proactive
strategies are considered appropriate, but where adding roadway capacity would face a higher burden of proof than locations
within Congested Corridors and would only be acceptable as a last resort. Furthermore, the 2006 CMP has been superseded by
updates in 2009 and 2012, and the referenced area is no longer designated as an Emerging/Regionally Significant Corridor. For
the most recent CMP, please see www.dvrpc.org/CongestionManagement.

Response by PennDOT:

Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, and Wrightstown Townships are sponsoring the Stoopville Road Phase Il project as
a continuation of the Stoopville Road project. The first phase (S. R. 2028, Section ECF) was constructed in 2009-10. The design
undertaken as a local effort addresses current vehicular movements while improving pedestrian access throughout the project
area. Overall the design addresses short term needs along this portion of Stoopville Road. Beyond these improvements, no more
regional/long term improvements are programmed.

The project involves the construction of improvements at multiple locations along Durham Road (S.R. 0413), Stoopville Road
(S.R. 2028), Eagle Road (a Township Road), Washington Crossing Road (S.R. 0532), and Highland Road (a Township Road).
The project limits extend from the Stoopville Road/Durham Road intersection to the Village of Dolington along Washington
Crossing Road. The proposed improvements include:

eImprovements to the Stoopville Road/Durham Road intersection by widening Durham Road to provide an exclusive left-turn lane
on southbound Durham Road for vehicles traveling to eastbound Stoopville Road. There is no widening proposed for the
Stoopville Road approach to the intersection. A new traffic signal will be installed at this intersection.

*Construction of a walking path along the south side of Stoopville Road from Eagleton Farms Road/Hemlock Drive to Eagle Road;
continuing along the west side of Eagle Road to Marigold Drive; along the north side of Stoopville Road from Creamery Road to
the intersection of Stoopville Road/Washington Crossing Road; and continuing along the north side of Washington Crossing Road
to Highland Road. The walking path will be a 6' wide bituminous path that is set a minimum of 4' off the edge of existing pavement.
Decorative crosswalks and new ADA-compliant curb ramps will be installed for the walking path crossings at the intersection of
Eagleton Farms Road and Stoopville Road, at Stoopville Road and Washington Crossing Road, and at Washington Crossing
Road and Highland Road. The walking path construction will require the extension of an existing pipe culvert which carries a
tributary to Hough's Creek beneath Stoopville Road between Highland Road and Creamery Road. The pipe will be extended 12
feet to allow for the walking path to cross over the tributary.

*Widening of the west side of Highland Road at Washington Crossing Road to provide an exclusive right-turn lane from
southbound Highland Road to westbound Washington Crossing Road.

eInstallation of additional traffic control signs and gateway signage along Washington Crossing Road through the Village of
Dolington, including a multi-way stop at the intersection of Washington Crossing Road and Dolington Road (S.R. 2075).
Construction is limited to the addition of stop signs at the intersection, the painting of stop bars on the pavement, and the
installation of post-mounted gateway signage adjacent to the shoulders of Washington Crossing Road approaching the
intersection.

The improvements listed above do not include specific drainage improvements. As a local design effort, the townships participated
in scoping the improvements. To this point, no specific drainage concerns have been noted.

Response by Bucks County:
Bucks County supports this project since it will provide urgently needed safety improvements along this corridor.

Current scope appears to include items 2 through 5 in your comments. No specific drainage issues have been identified by the
local project sponsors, and therefore, have not been included.

Terry Drive Extension

Response to: C.296

Response by PennDOT:

Since PennDOT intends to proceed with Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek (MPMS
364781), funding for Terry Drive is not available and would have to go through the same process as every new potential candidate
project.

Response by Bucks County:

If Newtown Township would like to pursue the Terry Drive Extension, we suggest that this project be submitted as a new project
during the next TIP update.
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MPMS #14532 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass Reconstruction Design
Response to: C.297, C.298, C.299
Response by Chester County:

PennDOT will be obligating the earmark funding to assure the funds will be secured.

Preliminary engineering will begin over the next four years.

These PE activities will evaluate the project sequencing and constructability of the entire project from PA 10 to Business 30/Exton
Bypass.

Therefore, the project staging and sequencing is subject to change. These concerns and much more input from municipal officials
and other stakeholders will be taken into consideration.

MPMS #84884 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass (CWR-Western Section)
Response to: C.300, C.301, C.302
Response by DVRPC:

PA Act 89 funding will provide much needed investment to the DVRPC region’s transportation system, but is still not sufficient to
meet all desires and needs. Act 89 funding enables the region to begin addressing backlogs of projects for both highway and
transit systems as a first priority, and to begin to make investments in new projects. The Chester County Route 30
Eastern/Western projects were previously on the lllustrative Unfunded list, meaning there was not capacity to fund them even
within a 12 year programming horizon. These projects have both been moved into the 12 year program in the FY2015 Draft TIP.
This is a huge success for the corridor which is estimated to cost close to $500 million. Funding is provided in the early first four
year period in order to study an appropriate approach to dealing with the complexities of the eastern section as well as complete
design needed for the corridor. As the region approaches another TIP Update for FY2017, all projects will be re-examined for
costs and schedules and will be re-programmed as appropriate. If there is agreement by Chester County public and stakeholders
on the approaches developed by PennDOT for the corridor then there will be less delay in project implementation.

Funding for the regional TIP is developed based on the mix of projects, need, schedule, and resources. For example, funding is
not allocated to our 5 counties by formula such as population or by lane miles or by VMT. Funding in the TIP by county fluctuates
from TIP Update to TIP Update depending on what projects are advancing within any four year period as we work regionally to
address our transportation system. For example, funding for Chester County ramped up significantly between FY09 and FY14 as
the $170 million construction of Section 300 of Route 202 got underway. Funding in the FY2015 TIP for PA will be higher this year
for Delaware County than it has been in the past because the additional Act 89 funding has enabled the Route 322 corridor which
has gone unfunded over the last 6 years to finally advance in a meaningful way. There are also projects which fall under the
“Various” category which impact multiple counties, or projects which may reside in two counties, but may be listed in only one
county for project management purposes, such as work along Route 422. Finally, there is also a transit program which is not listed
by county, but rather combines project types into “Programs” per the request of the Federal Transit Administration. It is worthwhile
to note that Chester County’s highest project priority, the Paoli Transportation Center has significant funding in the program, and
has been advanced to indicate $36 million in the first four years to address ADA compliance at the site, approximately $32 million
from SEPTA for Phase 2 of the project starting in the second four years, and approximately $35 million for the Darby Road
connection roadway project also in the first four years which is the keystone to making the site work. Large projects take time to
get to construction, and the regional distribution of funds follows the large projects which cycle throughout our region to create an
effective, well-maintained, safe transportation system.

Act 89 will hopefully provide an opportunity for the region to add new, important projects to the program with the development of

the FY2017 TIP, as we begin the process of addressing our current backlogs via the FY2015 program. It takes time to develop
and screen candidates and we look forward to the possibilities created by the new funding source.
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MPMS #87781 - US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass (CER-Eastern Section)
Response to: C.303, C.304, C.305
Response by DVRPC:

PA Act 89 funding will provide much needed investment to the DVRPC region’s transportation system, but is still not sufficient to
meet all desires and needs. Act 89 funding enables the region to begin addressing backlogs of projects for both highway and
transit systems as a first priority, and to begin to make investments in new projects. The Chester County Route 30
Eastern/Western projects were previously on the lllustrative Unfunded list, meaning there was not capacity to fund them even
within a 12 year programming horizon. These projects have both been moved into the 12 year program in the FY2015 Draft TIP.
This is a huge success for the corridor which is estimated to cost close to $500 million. Funding is provided in the early first four
year period in order to study an appropriate approach to dealing with the complexities of the eastern section as well as complete
design needed for the corridor. As the region approaches another TIP Update for FY2017, all projects will be re-examined for
costs and schedules and will be re-programmed as appropriate. If there is agreement by Chester County public and stakeholders
on the approaches developed by PennDOT for the corridor then there will be less delay in project implementation.

Funding for the regional TIP is developed based on the mix of projects, need, schedule, and resources. For example, funding is
not allocated to our 5 counties by formula such as population or by lane miles or by VMT. Funding in the TIP by county fluctuates
from TIP Update to TIP Update depending on what projects are advancing within any four year period as we work regionally to
address our transportation system. For example, funding for Chester County ramped up significantly between FY09 and FY14 as
the $170 million construction of Section 300 of Route 202 got underway. Funding in the FY2015 TIP for PA will be higher this year
for Delaware County than it has been in the past because the additional Act 89 funding has enabled the Route 322 corridor which
has gone unfunded over the last 6 years to finally advance in a meaningful way. There are also projects which fall under the
“Various” category which impact multiple counties, or projects which may reside in two counties, but may be listed in only one
county for project management purposes, such as work along Route 422. Finally, there is also a transit program which is not listed
by county, but rather combines project types into “Programs” per the request of the Federal Transit Administration. It is worthwhile
to note that Chester County’s highest project priority, the Paoli Transportation Center has significant funding in the program, and
has been advanced to indicate $36 million in the first four years to address ADA compliance at the site, approximately $32 million
from SEPTA for Phase 2 of the project starting in the second four years, and approximately $35 million for the Darby Road
connection roadway project also in the first four years which is the keystone to making the site work. Large projects take time to
get to construction, and the regional distribution of funds follows the large projects which cycle throughout our region to create an
effective, well-maintained, safe transportation system.

Act 89 will hopefully provide an opportunity for the region to add new, important projects to the program with the development of

the FY2017 TIP, as we begin the process of addressing our current backlogs via the FY2015 program. It takes time to develop
and screen candidates and we look forward to the possibilities created by the new funding source.
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MPMS #15251 - US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements

Response to: B.280, C.306

Response by PennDOT:

PennDOT initiated the change. PennDOT supports expanding the project.

This project involves reconstructing the US 1/PA 352 interchange at the terminus of the Media Bypass, upgrading roads and
intersections, and traffic signals. Project includes improvements along US 1 beginning at the intersection with PA 452 to east of

the Media Bypass, and along PA 352 beginning north of the Williamson Free School entrance drive to the intersection of PA 352 /
PA 452. Local street improvements are included to improve circulation and provide access.

The existing bridge carrying PA 352 and sidewalk over US 1 will be studied for replacement. The existing bridge carrying the
northbound Media Bypass ramp will also be studied for replacement or removal. Project includes sidewalks and new/upgraded
traffic signals with pedestrian indications. Bike lanes will be studied in conjunction with the Delaware County Bicycle Plan.

Response by Delaware County:

The County supports the expansion of the project limits, the inclusion of bicycle facilities in the project description and the project
itself, and the improvement of roadway aesthetics. Including bicycle facilities is consistent with the Delaware County Bicycle Plan
and Delaware County 2035, the County’s Comprehensive Plan.
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Bridge Replacement of Bustard Road at Morris Road
Response to: C.314
Response by Montgomery County:

For the Bustard Rd bridge project, the crossing is somewhat problematic due to the narrowness of the structure which make the
bridge functionally obsolete (FO). However the bridge is not be structurally deficient (SD) so its replacement is not a priority for
Penndot which has a long backlog of SD bridges.

Delaware County - Route 252: Mary Jane Lane to Rose Tree Rd
Response to: C.315
Response by Delaware County:

Delaware County joins with the Bicycle Coalition to request funding support from PennDOT for the striping plans on Routes 252
and 320. We will also request additional funding for the FY 2001-2004 TIP project Retrofit for Bike Lanes and Shoulders (MPMS
0596) when the FY 2017-2020 TIP is developed beginning next year. The Delaware County Bicycle Plan supports bicycle-friendly
improvements to its On-road Bicycle Improvement Network, which includes these sections of Routes 252 and 320.

Delaware County - Route 320: Wesley Rd to Baltimore Pike
Response to: C.316
Response by Delaware County:

Delaware County joins with the Bicycle Coalition to request funding support from PennDOT for the striping plans on Routes 252
and 320. We will also request additional funding for the FY 2001-2004 TIP project Retrofit for Bike Lanes and Shoulders (MPMS
0596) when the FY 2017-2020 TIP is developed beginning next year. The Delaware County Bicycle Plan supports bicycle-friendly
improvements to its On-road Bicycle Improvement Network, which includes these sections of Routes 252 and 320.

Montgomery County - Morris Road: US 202 Dekalb Pike to Valley Forge Road
Response to: C.317
Response by Montgomery County:

The county will support a discussion of this former TIP item for the FY17 TIP update. There are a number of funding projects and
issues, including this one, which will require the Pa Subcommittee to meet regularly in advance of the next TIP update.

MPMS #16097 - Graterford Road Bridge

Response to: C.307

Response by PennDOT:

The Graterford Road Bridge will be added to Group L (#92311), which will be let in December. Group L is funded with the ACT89.

Response by Montgomery County:
The County supports adding Graterford Rd bridge into Group L.

MPMS #16565 - PA 363, Valley Forge Rd.
Response to: C.308
Response by Montgomery County:

For Valley Forge and Sumneytown Pike intersection, the region may consider new TIP candidates with the FY17 update. The
county will add that to its candidate list.

MPMS #57851 - Plank Road/Otts Road/Meyers Road/Seitz Road Intersection Improvements
Response to: C.309
Response by Montgomery County:

The county will give high priority in the FY17 TIP update to program construction funding in FY17 for the Otts/Plank/Myers/Seitz
project referenced by Cecile Daniel.
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MPMS #64795 - Belmont Rd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: |I-76 Ramps to Rock Hill Road
Response to: C.310, C.311, C.312
Response by DVRPC:

The project description will be updated to include the improvements at the adjacent intersection of Conshohocken State Road and
Rock Hill Road. The description change is included in the List of Recommended Changes that the Board will vote on along with
the Draft TIP for adoption.

Response by Montgomery County:

The county concurs in the township’s request to clarify the project description. The intersection of Rock Hill and Pa-23 was
originally scoped into the Rock Hill/Belmont project as a corridor improvement between Pa-23 and the 1-76 Belmont interchange.
The original environmental document included this area. The township should advance the intersection improvement as well as
the Belmont Ave/Rock Hill widening project. The section of Rock Hill Rd between the two township-led projects will be improved by
the developer of the lands adjacent to this section. This is an Act 209 Traffic Impact Fee project partnership between the township,
Penndot and the developer.

A portion of needed right of way was purchased by the township a number of years ago to prevent a future land development from
becoming a project obstruction. The township had requested in the past that the amount they spent on this right of way, $1.6
million, be used as the match for the remaining right of way. The cost identified in the draft TIP for future right of way acquisitions
is a placeholder, as usually occurs, until environmental clearance is obtained and final design/right of way can formally begin. At
that point, appraisals will be done, per Penndot guidelines, and a cost identified. As with most projects of this type, right of way
costs are what they are. The county will support the appropriate Penndot funds needed in the FY17 TIP update to advance and
fully fund the right of way phase for the project.

MPMS #89715 - US 422, Sanatoga Interchange Ramp Improvements

Response to: C.313

Response by DVRPC:

This project is included as a Long Range Plan project. The project is incorporated in the Study Line Iltem (MPMS #102275) that
serves as a placeholder for Decade of Investment studies.

Response by Montgomery County:

The 422 Sanatoga interchange improvement project is a Decade of Investment Study. That study and many others are contained
in MPMS# 102275. Prior to the FY17 update, the region will review the status of all studies and determine a strategy to advance
them. As the concept for the interchange ramp improvements was done several years ago, we hope to be in a position in the FY17
update to identify the funding on the 12 Year Program to fund all phases.

Rt 113 & Rt 29 Intersection Improvement
Response to: C.318
Response by PennDOT:

It is too early to decide if this project can be added in the FY2017 TIP. In the event that the region is at a place where it can add
new projects in FY2017 TIP, PennDOT will support Montgomery if they give top priority to 113 & 29.

S.R. 0113 Relocation
Response to: C.319
Response by Montgomery County:

The Draft FY15 TIP was prepared with a primary goal to accommodate not only an aggressive bridge and highway rebuilding
program but also addressing older, previously authorized highway and bridge projects which were started in previous years but put
on hold due to funding. Some of the projects have been deferred and delayed for multiple TIPs even though significant
engineering and much of the right of way had been acquired. The region did not consider new projects in the preparation of this
TIP as the program must be fiscally constrained to the amount of funding allocated to us by Harrisburg. The 113 Relocation
Project is an important project though it would be considered “new” for funding consideration. Without any additional funding being
allocated by Harrisburg to this region, there isn’t any currently available funding in the FY15 TIP. The counties and city hope that
we can consider new projects when we prepare for the FY17 TIP and Montgomery County will add this to our priority list.
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Widening PA 63 Forty Foot Road near Tomlinson Road
Response to: C.320

Response by Montgomery County:

For Forty Foot Rd widening, it could be a future candidate as well though the township may want to advance the project on its
own, and be more timely, considering the backlog of Decade of Investment projects to fund over the next dozen years.
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Penn’s Landing Access and Community Improvement
Response to: C.321

Response by Philadelphia County:

Thank you for your comment. We will continue to work with our regional planning partners to identify opportunities for this
regionally significant project.
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Design and Construction funding needed for trails
Response to: C.365
Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment and support of adding $1 million in CMAQ funds to the FY2018 Transportation Alternatives Program
line item for Circuit trail projects. The description for the Transportation Alternative Program in the TIP (MPMS #64984) will be
updated in the Final Version of the FY2015 TIP for PA. The updated description will explicitly state the purpose and intended
allocation of the $1 million for Circuit trail projects.

Thank you for detailing the 61 Circuit trail projects that have undergone planning and need design/construction funding. The build-
out of the Circuit is included in the region’s long-range plan, Connections 2040, and the region recognizes the value of creating a
multimodal transportation system that provides viable non-motorized transportation options. DVRPC is aware of the status of
many of these projects and is working to move them forward. The list you provided will assist DVRPC staff, the counties and the
DVRPC Board in better understanding and prioritizing these Circuit projects. DVRPC is currently working with all our regional
public, private and non-profit partners to design and engineer Circuit trail projects and prepare them for construction. Indeed,
achieving a state of “project readiness” is key to access future construction funding when it becomes available. In Pennsylvania,
DVRPC is organizing a working group comprised of county transportation planners to better understand the relative status of all
projects in the Circuit trail universe, set priorities, and be prepared to take advantage of funding opportunities when they arise.
The TIP is a constrained financial plan, but bicycling and walking have been growing as modes of travel in the region, and DVRPC
is committed to encouraging this positive trend within existing constraints.

We share your commitment to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we look forward to an
ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.

MPMS #102102 - North Delaware Avenue Phase 1B
Response to: C.361
Response by PennDOT:

The North Delaware Avenue Extension Phase IB is a continuation of the North Delaware Avenue Extension IA and the typical
section established in Phase IA will be continued to through this phase of the project. The proposed typical section is 6’ sidewalk,
6’ buffer zone, 38’ cartway, 6’ buffer, and 12; bicycle and pedestrian trail.

MPMS #102274 - Schuylkill River Swing Bridge

Response to: A.51, A.52, A.53, A.54, A.55, A.56, A.57, A.58, A.59, A.60, A.61, A.62, A.63, A.64, A.65, A.253, A.254, A.255,
A.256, A.257, A.258, A.259, A.260, A.261, A.262, A.263, A.264, A.265, A.266, A.267, A.268, C.362

Response by Philadelphia County:
Thank you for your comment.

MPMS #102279 - Traffic Calming Program (ARLE 4)
Response to: C.363

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment.

MPMS #102280 - Broad Street Pedestrian Crossing Improvements (ARLE 4)
Response to: C.364
Response by Philadelphia County:

Raised crosswalks, along with raised intersections, speed humps and speed cushions, have been tested as traffic calming and
safety measures, and have been shown to reduce vehicle speeds without impeding emergency and transit vehicles. The Streets
Department intends to continue considering these devices at locations with demonstrated excessive speeds.
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MPMS #13014 - Clay Ridge Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek (CB #30)

Response to: C.322

Response by PennDOT:

This bridge contributes to a historic district. A Rehabilitation Feasibility Analysis will be prepared to determine if the existing bridge
can be rehabilitated and meet the project purpose and need.

Response by Bucks County:

Bucks County believes this project is necessary and justified and therefore, supports the project.

MPMS #13716 - Headquarters Road Bridge Over Tinicum Creek
Response to: C.323
Response by PennDOT:

Thank you for your comments regarding the Headquarters Road Bridge over Tinicum Creek.

PennDOT is tasked with the safe transport of the traveling public and emergency services. Specifically for the Headquarters Road
bridge in Tinicum Township, township residents have expressed significant concern over the continued closure of the
Headquarters Road Bridge in regards to emergency service vehicle access throughout the township. PennDOT's policy regarding
required bridge width and one lane structures is outlined in its Highway Design Manual (DM-2). Although at times bridge width can
be dependent on the type of bridge and the type of work proposed, construction of a one lane bridge is allowed when all of the
following conditions are met:

1.The bridge is on a facility functionally classified as a local road off the National Highway System

2.The bridge has an ADT less than or equal to 400

3.The bridge needs to be reconstructed for structural reasons but there is no evidence of a site-specific safety problem

4.There is no existing or anticipated significant land use conflicts

It is important to understand that safety is of the utmost concern with regards to the design of public infrastructure and PennDOT
required width criteria has been developed to provide safe and easily maintainable roads and bridges. Providing a bridge with
inadequate width can result in long term maintenance and safety issues especially when a motorist traveling on a 2 lane road
encounters a sudden change in the traffic pattern generated by a one lane structure. With that said, PennDOT has and will
continue to employ context sensitive solutions in rural and historic areas by working with the public and local stakeholders.

With regards to your comment on impacts to the Exceptional Value and Wild & Scenic Designated TInicum Creek, PennDOT has
and will continue to work with the State and Federal Agencies responsible for oversight of regulatory requirements throughout
design. All necessary permits and clearances will be obtained from these agencies through coordination in design.

Response by Bucks County:
Bucks County believes this project is necessary and justified and therefore, supports the project.

MPMS #17511 - City Ave o/ SEPTA (Bridge)
Response to: C.324
Response by PennDOT:

This is a renovation project. We will consider the stair and ramp connection as the project progress. This renovation project has
very narrow project limit, therefore unlikely to contribute to the Proposed Parkside City Line multi-use trail.

MPMS #17581 - Bells Mill Road

Response to: C.325

Response by Philadelphia County:

The project currently includes sidewalk on the west side of the street. There is no room for a shared path within the current ROW.

MPMS #17622 - Adams Avenue Bridge Over Tacony Creek
Response to: C.326
Response by PennDOT:

This project is currently in the preliminary engineering and environmental activities stage. The replacement option being
considered would provide shoulders/sidewalks to accommodate pedestrians across the bridge. The rehabilitation option being
considered does not provide any additional width beyond the existing 22.5’. Should the rehabilitation option be selected,
pedestrians will continue to use the nearby footbridge over Tacony Creek located just upstream in Fairmount Park.
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MPMS #17697 - Island Avenue Signal Upgrade
Response to: C.327
Response by Philadelphia County:

The project includes re-alignment of a number of intersections in order to channelize traffic and to make the intersections more
pedestrian-friendly by reducing turning radii and thus vehicular turning speeds, and shortening crossing distances. The design for
the project has been and will be closely coordinated with SEPTA.

MPMS #17816 - Chestnut Street Bridges (4) at 30th Street
Response to: C.328
Response by PennDOT:

The Chestnut Street Bridge rehabilitation over the Schuylkill River, Schuylkill River Trail, and over the CSX Railroad currently
proposes to narrow the existing roadway slightly to increase the sidewalk widths over these structures. Increases in sidewalk
width around the existing Schuylkill River Trailhead atop Chestnut Street (both sides) are limited due to the arch structure which is
a contributing element to the adjacent RAMCAT/Schuylkill Historic District that runs along 24th Street.

Walking zone width will be maximized to the extents possible, but allowance for ADA Ramps, pedestrian/roadway lighting,
standard street signage, parking kiosks, and signal poles will affect the achievable walking zone width possible.

Tightening the curb radii at the intersection of Chestnut Street and Schuylkill Avenue West will be investigated. Curb radii are
generally governed by design code criteria. The criteria, in general, addresses safety issues arising from errant vehicles and
providing adequate space for truck turning movements.

MPMS #48193 - Allen’s Lane Bridge Over SEPTA R8 Rail Line
Response to: C.329
Response by PennDOT:

The proposed design includes 8’ sidewalks on both sides of the structure which will provide 6’ or more of clear walking zone on
both sides of the structure.

MPMS #48711 - This project is not a highway project. May be a typo by commentor.
Response to: C.330
Response by DVRPC:

This MPMS # does not exist in the Highway and Bridge portion of PenDOT's MPMS system. This might be a typo by the
commenter. DVRPC thinks the intended project is MPMS #47811 - Bridge Street Design (Section BSR)(IMP). The response on
this project would be: Using data from Point of Access Study, continued coordination with the Philadelphia Streets Department
and Philadelphia Parks and Recreation on all pedestrian and bicyclists concerns is taking place.

MPMS #57276 - Montgomery Avenue Bridge over Amtrak at 30th Street (CB)
Response to: C.331
Response by PennDOT:

The new bridge will have sidewalks on both sides and the limit of sidewalk replacement on the project will extend from W.
Greenwood Avenue to W. Sedgley Avenue.

MPMS #57897 - Haverford Avenue Signal Modernization
Response to: C.332
Response by Philadelphia County:

This project has been bid and is at the award stage. The scope of the project includes creating curb bumpouts at several locations
in order to channelize traffic and reduce vehicular turning speeds and pedestrian crossing distances.

MPMS #57901 - Lincoln Drive (3R)
Response to: C.333
Response by Philadelphia County:

The sidewalk will be extended to provide continuity along the west side of the Drive within the project limits, and thus to connect
Rittenhouse Town with Wayne Avenue. Widening and converting to shared path will be explored for feasibility within existing
space constraints.
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MPMS #61712 - North Delaware Riverfront Greenway/Heritage Trail/K&T Line ltem
Response to: C.334
Response by PennDOT:

Acknowledged. The trail sections have been and will be designed to AASHTO standards and PennDOT and City of Philadelphia
requirements.

MPMS #64984 - Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line ltem

Response to: A.68, A.69, A.70, A.71, A.72, A73, A74, A75, A.76, A.77, A.78, A.79, A.80, A.81, A.82, A.83, A.84, A.85, A.86,
A.87, A.88, A.89, A.90, A.91, A.92, A.93, A.94, A.95, A.96, A.97, A.98, A.99, A.100, A.101, A.102, A.103, A.104, A.105, A.106,
A.107, A.108,

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment and support of adding $1 million in CMAQ funds to the FY2018 Transportation Alternatives Program
line item for Circuit trail projects. The description for the Transportation Alternative Program in the TIP (MPMS #64984) will be
updated in the Final Version of the FY2015 TIP for PA. The updated description will explicitly state the purpose and intended
allocation of the $1 million for Circuit trail projects.

Thank you for detailing the 61 Circuit trail projects that have undergone planning and need design/construction funding. The build-
out of the Circuit is included in the region’s long-range plan, Connections 2040, and the region recognizes the value of creating a
multimodal transportation system that provides viable non-motorized transportation options. DVRPC is aware of the status of
many of these projects and is working to move them forward. The list you provided will assist DVRPC staff, the counties and the
DVRPC Board in better understanding and prioritizing these Circuit projects. DVRPC is currently working with all our regional
public, private and non-profit partners to design and engineer Circuit trail projects and prepare them for construction. Indeed,
achieving a state of “project readiness” is key to access future construction funding when it becomes available. In Pennsylvania,
DVRPC is organizing a working group comprised of county transportation planners to better understand the relative status of all
projects in the Circuit trail universe, set priorities, and be prepared to take advantage of funding opportunities when they arise.
The TIP is a constrained financial plan, but bicycling and walking have been growing as modes of travel in the region, and DVRPC
is committed to encouraging this positive trend within existing constraints.

We share your commitment to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we look forward to an
ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.

DVRPC is convening a working group comprised of the county transportation to develop a collective understanding of Circuit trail
projects, priorities, timing issues, and funding needs. The working group will develop a collective understanding of which Circuit
trail projects are ready for construction, the level of resources needed to complete those projects, and potential sources of
funding. The working group will also look at the universe of Circuit projects that are in various stages of planning to determine
what is needed to get them ready for construction and improve their desirability for future funding programs.

MPMS #69828 - Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and CSX Railroad (MSB)
Response to: C.338
Response by PennDOT:

The oversized sidewalks on the Market Street Bridge rehabilitation over the Schuylkill River is proposed to be replaced in-kind.
These sidewalks still have to accommodate ADA Ramps, pedestrian/roadway lighting, standard street signage, parking kiosks,
signal poles, dry fire hydrants, Schuylkill River Trail Trellis and signage (Existing), and sidewalk furniture (existing and by others),
which will affect the achievable walking zone width possible.

The sidewalks on the Market Street Bridge over the Schuylkill River Trail and CSX Railroad are proposed to be widened, but not to
the oversized width that exists on the River Bridge. Sidewalk width increase is constrained by the roadway right-of-way, roadway
width (to be maintained) and adjacent building limits.

MPMS #69913 - Grays Ferry Avenue Bridge Over Schuylkill River
Response to: C.339
Response by PennDOT:

There are no plans to modify the existing north sidewalk of the bridge. As part of the project, a 10-foot wide multi user trail will be
constructed on the south side of the existing bridge and both roadway approaches. Currently there are sidewalks on all existing
roadway approaches to the bridge. When the project is completed, the multi-user trail will connect the south sidewalks on the east
and west approaches to the bridge—thereby adding to existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
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MPMS #69914 - Fifth Street over Conrail (Bridge)
Response to: C.340
Response by PennDOT:

The final product will include 13’ — 15’ width sidewalks on both sides of the road. These will run the length of the existing bridge.
Replacing sidewalk, in its entirety, b/t Hunting Park and Bristol is not in the project scope. (N. 5th St. is city owned and the plan is
to turnback the road rebuild section, when completed, to Phila.)

MPMS #70014 - Center City Signal Improvements (North) - Phase 3

Response to: C.341

Response by Philadelphia County:

This project has been bid and is at the award stage. The existing intersections radii are relatively small.

MPMS #70243 - American Street Streetscape

Response to: C.342

Response by Philadelphia County:

The scope of the project includes installing curb bumpouts at most of the intersections.

MPMS #72597 - Ben Franklin Bridge Philadelphia Operational Improvement
Response to: C.343
Response by PennDOT:

This project is in the very early stages of design and preliminary engineering. The CAC comments will be shared with DRPA and
given full consideration.

MPMS #74828 - American Cities/Safe Routes to School - Phase 3
Response to: C.344
Response by Philadelphia County:

The project will include a variety of safety measures near school locations and along access routes, particularly at designated
crossing guard locations. This will include bump-outs to reduce crossing distances and tightened radii to slow turning vehicles as
well as pedestrian signals with countdown timers.

MPMS #78758 - JFK Boulevard Bridges (3) Over 21st/22nd/23rd Streets
Response to: C.345
Response by PennDOT:

A pedestrian access consisting of a ramp and stairs is being provided between JFK Boulevard and 22nd Street in the northwest
quadrant. Through our stakeholder coordination, the City discussed the potential to convert the north sidewalk to a shared use
path at a future date. This project will provide a widened north sidewalk to accommodate this, but a shared use path will not be
incorporated as part of this project.

MPMS #78764 - W Girard Ave O/CSX (Bridge)
Response to: C.346
Response by PennDOT:

We are coordinating efforts with several parties including the Fairmount Park and Philadelphia Zoo. The replacement sidewalks
with match the existing widths in the range of 10’ to over 14".

MPMS #79908 - 1-95: Kennedy to Levick (Section BS1) (IMP)
Response to: C.347
Response by PennDOT:

Using data from the Point of Access Study, continued coordination with the Philadelphia Streets Department and Philadelphia
Parks and Recreation on all pedestrian and bicyclists concerns is taking place.
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MPMS #79910 - 1-95: Margaret to Kennedy (Section BS2) (IMP)

Response to: C.348

Response by PennDOT:

Using data from the Point of Access Study, continued coordination with the Philadelphia Streets Department and Philadelphia
Parks and Recreation on all pedestrian and bicyclists concerns is taking place.

MPMS #80054 - Bridges Over Vine Street Expressway (I-676) (PAB) - Part 3

Response to: C.349

Response by PennDOT:

The proposed pedestrian circulation improvements through the Ben Franklin Parkway and 20th street intersection developed
during preliminary engineering did not change during final design.

The Streets Department, PennDOT and numerous public stakeholders were involved in the evaluation of the proposed
intersection improvements. Public meetings with Fairmount Park, the Philadelphia Art Commission, Logan Square Neighborhood
Association, the Parkway Council and other entities during final design included renderings of the intersection improvements. All
parties agreed that the proposed pedestrian circulation at the intersection is a significant improvement over the existing conditions.
PennDOT will develop a project specific website that will be accessible by the public during construction. The site will provide
information about vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian movements through the project area during construction.

MPMS #80104 - Henry Ave Corridor Safety Improvements
Response to: C.350
Response by PennDOT:

Yes, “advance pedestrian signal timing” means leading pedestrian interval. Median islands are being considered at some
locations along the corridor. Coordination with the Philadelphia City Planning Commission is ongoing, specifically with regards to
the Lower Northwest District Plan. Currently the proposed tree removal is limited to the median island trees which have
significantly large branches which extend over the travel lanes; the removal does not involve the trees located along the sidewalks.

MPMS #81292 - Frankford Av/Frankford Ck (Bridge)
Response to: C.351
Response by PennDOT:

The Frankford Avenue Project is currently scoped as a bridge replacement project that requires extensive utility coordination with
the Philadelphia Water Department and SEPTA. Design considerations for the Frankford Green Greenway have not been
considered but will try to be incorporated as PennDOT proceeds with the design process.

MPMS #85417 - Allegheny Avenue Safety Improvements
Response to: C.352
Response by PennDOT:

The installation of pedestrian fencing along Allegheny Avenue was reviewed as part of the Preliminary Engineering of the project,
and it has been determined to not include the fencing as part of the project.

The use of lead pedestrian intervals was considered during the final design of the traffic signals; however, it was not implemented

at the intersections. The majority of the project intersections have smaller turning radii. The project will include the installation of
countdown pedestrian signals.
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MPMS #85419 - Erie Av: Broad St. - K St
Response to: C.353
Response by PennDOT:

The use of lead pedestrian intervals was considered during the final design of the traffic signals; however, it was not implemented
at the intersections. The majority of the project intersections have smaller turning radii. The project will include the installation of
countdown pedestrian signals. For the intersection of Erie Avenue and Front Street, which has larger turning radii, curb
modifications to reduce pedestrian crossings have been incorporated into the design.

For the intersection of 2nd Street and Sedgley Avenue, roadway improvements are not included into the design; however, the
following improvements are included per the Road Safety Audit (RSA):

ereplace all pavement markings and add more space between stop bars and crosswalks (RSA recommendations),
ereplace all traffic control and school signs,

eremove all existing "NO Turns 2:45PM-3:45PM Mon-Fri" signs and replace with LED Blank-out "No Turns" signs for all 4
approaches,

ereplace NE-S and NE-W curb ramps, and

echange pavement markings for SB 2nd St. to provide left-through, through, and right lanes.

MPMS #87107 - School District of Philadelphia Improvement (SRTSF) - Round 1
Response to: C.354

Response by PennDOT:

The Safe Routes to School program allows for improvements within 2 miles of school property.

Response by Philadelphia County:

The project will include some sidewalk repairs both immediately adjacent to school locations and along access routes and at
designated crossing guard locations as well as the possible installation of bump-outs at locations with demonstrated safety issues.

MPMS #88767 - Bridges Over Vine Street Expressway (I-676) (PAA) - Part 1
Response to: C.355
Response by PennDOT:

As part of final design for this project, a signal has been added to the intersection of 22nd Street and the 1-676 on/off ramps. The
turning radii of this intersection were evaluated but are limited/restricted by existing utility manholes in the roadway that prevent
the curb from being revised significantly. The new signal will help improve and better control the pedestrian movements at the
intersection. Final design for the 21st and 22nd Street Bridges is included in Part 3. Part 2 was replaced by Part 3 because of the
additional final design work added to the project. The project description for both Vine Street Project MPMS numbers, MPMS
80054 and 88767 will be clarified.

MPMS #90482 - North Delaware Riverfront Greenway (TIGER)

Response to: C.356

Response by PennDOT:

The project has been constructed. The funding in the Draft TIP is for conversion purposes only.

MPMS #92376 - Walnut Lane Bridge Over Wissahickon Creek Restoration
Response to: C.357
Response by PennDOT:

The Walnut Lane Bridge is currently scoped as a bridge restoration project to preserve the historic integrity of the existing structure
in addition to right-sizing the Walnut Land Roundabout. Within the project limits, PennDOT will be restoring sidewalk and installing
new sidewalk at the roundabout to make better and safer pedestrian accommodations.
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MPMS #96223 - Philadelphia Signal Retiming- CMAQ Comp

Response to: C.358

Response by PennDOT:

The purpose of the Philadelphia Signal Retiming project is to change signal timings for signals throughout the City of Philadelphia

to increase the mobility of vehicles and reduce congestion. Concerns regarding lead pedestrian timings should be discussed with
the City of Philadelphia Streets Department who is implementing the project.

Response by Philadelphia County:

Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI) are shown to be an efficient and cost effective tool to enhance pedestrian safety at
intersections with high pedestrian volumes crossing against heavy right turn vehicular movements. The Streets Department has
used this tool previously and will continue to consider both LPI and tighter radii at such intersections under various current and

MPMS #98207 - I-95 Congestion Management

Response to: C.359

Response by DVRPC:

As part of DVRPC's ongoing 1-95 Planning Assistance project, DVRPC, PennDOT, and SEPTA are coordinating to prioritize
recommendations developed from the DVRPC Improving Non-motorized Access to Trenton Line Rail Stations study as well as
recommendations for bicycle and pedestrian access to stations in Lower Bucks County on SEPTA’s West Trenton Line. The 1-95
reconstruction project includes a comprehensive set of congestion mitigation activities. In addition to enhancements to the
capacity of the SEPTA regional rail lines parallel and closest to the I-95 corridor noted in MPMS# 98207, congestion management
activities include extensive support for trails, bike lanes, sidewalks, and other amenities for pedestrians and bicyclists.

MPMS #98221 - Stock’s Grove Road over Beaver Creek
Response to: C.360
Response by PennDOT:

The bridge deck and substructure are in poor condition and the superstructure is in serious condition. The overall bridge condition
is serious, and it is considered structurally deficient. The bridge has a posted weight limit of 5 tons, limiting its usage by fire and
emergency vehicles. In addition to the structural issues, the bridge width limits it to one lane traffic, the bridge and approach
safety features are substandard, and the bridge is considered functionally obsolete. The bridge has also been determined to be
scour critical. Finally, the overall sufficiency rating for the bridge is 24.0, which ranks it as the 7th lowest rated bridge in the
County’s inventory of 115 bridges. This is why Bucks County wishes to replace the bridge.

Response by Bucks County:

The bridge deck and substructure are in poor condition and the superstructure is in serious condition. The overall bridge condition
is serious, and it is considered structurally deficient. The bridge has a posted weight limit of 5 tons, limiting its usage by fire and
emergency vehicles. In addition to the structural issues, the bridge width limits it to one lane traffic, the bridge and approach
safety features are substandard, and the bridge is considered functionally obsolete. The bridge has also been determined to be
scour critical. Finally, the overall sufficiency rating for the bridge is 24.0, which ranks it as the 7th lowest rated bridge in the
County’s inventory of 115 bridges. Bucks County believes this project is necessary and justified, and therefore, supports the
project.
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PennDOT's policy on replacing single lane bridges with two lane bridges
Response to: C.366
Response by PennDOT:

Thank you for your comments regarding the Headquarters Road Bridge over Tinicum Creek.

PennDOT is tasked with the safe transport of the traveling public and emergency services. Specifically for the Headquarters Road
bridge in Tinicum Township, township residents have expressed significant concern over the continued closure of the
Headquarters Road Bridge in regards to emergency service vehicle access throughout the township. PennDOT's policy regarding
required bridge width and one lane structures is outlined in its Highway Design Manual (DM-2). Although at times bridge width can
be dependent on the type of bridge and the type of work proposed, construction of a one lane bridge is allowed when all of the
following conditions are met:

1.The bridge is on a facility functionally classified as a local road off the National Highway System

2.The bridge has an ADT less than or equal to 400

3.The bridge needs to be reconstructed for structural reasons but there is no evidence of a site-specific safety problem

4.There is no existing or anticipated significant land use conflicts

It is important to understand that safety is of the utmost concern with regards to the design of public infrastructure and PennDOT
required width criteria has been developed to provide safe and easily maintainable roads and bridges. Providing a bridge with
inadequate width can result in long term maintenance and safety issues especially when a motorist traveling on a 2 lane road
encounters a sudden change in the traffic pattern generated by a one lane structure. With that said, PennDOT has and will
continue to employ context sensitive solutions in rural and historic areas by working with the public and local stakeholders.

With regards to your comment on impacts to the Exceptional Value and Wild & Scenic Designated TInicum Creek, PennDOT has
and will continue to work with the State and Federal Agencies responsible for oversight of regulatory requirements throughout
design. All necessary permits and clearances will be obtained from these agencies through coordination in design.

Repairing Rather than Replacing Historic Structures
Response to: C.367
Response by PennDOT:

Thank you for your comments regarding the Headquarters Road Bridge over Tinicum Creek.

PennDOT is tasked with the safe transport of the traveling public and emergency services. Specifically for the Headquarters Road
bridge in Tinicum Township, township residents have expressed significant concern over the continued closure of the
Headquarters Road Bridge in regards to emergency service vehicle access throughout the township. PennDOT’s policy regarding
required bridge width and one lane structures is outlined in its Highway Design Manual (DM-2). Although at times bridge width can
be dependent on the type of bridge and the type of work proposed, construction of a one lane bridge is allowed when all of the
following conditions are met:

1.The bridge is on a facility functionally classified as a local road off the National Highway System

2.The bridge has an ADT less than or equal to 400

3.The bridge needs to be reconstructed for structural reasons but there is no evidence of a site-specific safety problem

4.There is no existing or anticipated significant land use conflicts

It is important to understand that safety is of the utmost concern with regards to the design of public infrastructure and PennDOT
required width criteria has been developed to provide safe and easily maintainable roads and bridges. Providing a bridge with
inadequate width can result in long term maintenance and safety issues especially when a motorist traveling on a 2 lane road
encounters a sudden change in the traffic pattern generated by a one lane structure. With that said, PennDOT has and will
continue to employ context sensitive solutions in rural and historic areas by working with the public and local stakeholders.

With regards to your comment on impacts to the Exceptional Value and Wild & Scenic Designated TIinicum Creek, PennDOT has
and will continue to work with the State and Federal Agencies responsible for oversight of regulatory requirements throughout
design. All necessary permits and clearances will be obtained from these agencies through coordination in design.
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Request to Dedicate Funding to complete The Circuit

Response to: C.368

Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment and support of adding $1 million in CMAQ funds to the FY2018 Transportation Alternatives Program
line item for Circuit trail projects. The description for the Transportation Alternative Program in the TIP (MPMS #64984) will be
updated in the Final Version of the FY2015 TIP for PA. The updated description will explicitly state the purpose and intended
allocation of the $1 million for Circuit trail projects.

Thank you for detailing the 61 Circuit trail projects that have undergone planning and need design/construction funding. The build-
out of the Circuit is included in the region’s long-range plan, Connections 2040, and the region recognizes the value of creating a
multimodal transportation system that provides viable non-motorized transportation options. DVRPC is aware of the status of
many of these projects and is working to move them forward. The list you provided will assist DVRPC staff, the counties and the
DVRPC Board in better understanding and prioritizing these Circuit projects. DVRPC is currently working with all our regional
public, private and non-profit partners to design and engineer Circuit trail projects and prepare them for construction. Indeed,
achieving a state of “project readiness” is key to access future construction funding when it becomes available. In Pennsylvania,
DVRPC is organizing a working group comprised of county transportation planners to better understand the relative status of all
projects in the Circuit trail universe, set priorities, and be prepared to take advantage of funding opportunities when they arise.
The TIP is a constrained financial plan, but bicycling and walking have been growing as modes of travel in the region, and DVRPC
is committed to encouraging this positive trend within existing constraints.

We share your commitment to make our region an ever-better and safer place to bike for work and play, and we look forward to an
ongoing collaboration among all our partners—including the Bicycle Coalition—to achieve this vision.
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Response to Item ID# C.369
Cathedral Park
Community Development Corporation

The current project wunder construction, 52nd  Street/Lancaster
Enhancements, is a project for which a federal earmark from the previous
federal legislation, Transportation Equity Act for the 21° Century (TEA-21), of
$1,285,000 was awarded to be specifically used for streetscape
enhancements. The earmark funds have been used for this purpose and are
not available for a different project. This earmark project is expected to be
completed and opened to the public this mid-September assuming no project
delays. As DVRPC works closely with its member counties and operating
agencies, further improvements to this intersection can be discussed with the
City of Philadelphia to determine the best way to move forward in resolving
traffic congestion, operational improvements, and pedestrian friendly
intersection design. A copy of the intersection study has been forwarded to
the City’s Chief Traffic Engineer.



[tem ID# C.370

Response to Delaware Riverkeeper Comment from June 30, 2014

The three bridges referenced are all one lane bridges close to 100 years old that are
closed or have weight restrictions due to severe deterioration. The first, Clay Ridge
Road bridge over Beaver Creek (MPMS #13014) is locally maintained, weight restricted,
has approximately a three mile detour, an extremely deteriorated substructure, and a
traffic volume of 200 cars per day (in 2001, most current year data is available). The
second, Strock’s Creek Road bridge over Beaver Creek is locally maintained, weight
restricted, has approximately a three mile detour, an extremely deteriorated
superstructure, and carries a volume of 250 cars per day (in 2001, most current year
data is available). The third, Headquarters Road bridge over Tinicum Creek is state-
maintained, closed to traffic, has an approximate 10 mile route detour, and previously
carried a volume of 643 vehicles per day.

There are several important considerations for the final determination between
replacement and rehabilitation made during the categorical exclusion phase of the
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) process. Any projects funded with state
or federal dollars must be consistent with American Association of state highway
transportation officials (AASHTO) and PennDOT design standards, as well as
PennDOT'’s environmental stewardship agreement with the Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA). Key regional goals such as creating a safer transportation
system, reducing congestion, managing growth, protecting the environment from
additional emissions created by vehicles idling while waiting for others to pass on one
lane bridges, or from additional vehicle miles traveled by vehicles and trucks that must
take lengthy detours due to closed or posted bridges must all be considered in a
balanced approach for a final bridge design. It should be noted as well, that new bridge
designs can allow for improved stream flow when compared to older, outdated bridges.
These issues must be carefully balanced with Connections 2040 Plan goals that you
have identified, including: the potential land use impacts, preservation of natural
features, the cost of rehabilitation versus replacement, protection of historic and cultural
landscapes, reduced dependence on the automobile, and preservation of farmland. The
final determination must weigh all these factors using sound long-range planning
strategic considerations, lifecycle cost analysis, system performance, and condition
data.

PennDOT design guidelines do not allow for one lane bridges to be rebuilt if they have
traffic volumes greater than 400 vehicles per day. All three bridges are approaching an
age where replacement would normally be reasonable. However, the final decision on
the locally maintained facilities ultimately rests with the municipalities, the results of the
categorical exclusion phase of the NEPA process, and the feasibility analysis of
rehabilitation of the existing structure. These issues are all considered on a case by
case basis, and these factors, along with your comment and those that have been
received in support of the project will be weighed in the final decision.



LIST OF
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CHANGES
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PUBLIC COMMENT
OUTREACH
DOCUMENTATION



THE DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION (DVRPC) ANNOUNCES
FOR PUBLIC REVIEW:

DRAFT DVRPC FISCAL YEAR (FY) 2015-2018 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM (TIP) FOR PENNSYLVANIA

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) is seeking your input and will
open a public comment period for its Draft DVRPC Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-2018 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania. The public comment period will open on May 30,
2014 and close at 5 p.m., June 30, 2014.

Please join us for a public meeting and information session on the Draft FY 2015
Pennsylvania TIP between the hours of 4:00 P.M. and 6:00 P.M. on:

Thursday, June 26, 2014

DVRPC Conference Room

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8" Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

The public will be able to participate in this meeting remotely via web conferencing. Please
register by June 24, 2014 by contacting 215-238-2871 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org if you are
interested in using this option.

As the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization, DVRPC is responsible for
developing the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP is the regionally agreed-
upon list of priority projects, as required by federal law, and goes through a major update every
other year. The TIP document must list all projects that intend to use federal funds, along with
non-federally funded projects that are regionally significant. Also included are all other state-
funded capital projects. The projects are multimodal; that is, they include bicycle, pedestrian,
freight-related projects, and innovative air quality projects, as well as the more traditional
highway and public transit projects.

Copies of the draft TIP are available in the DVRPC Resource Center; in a number of regional
libraries; and at www.dvrpc.org. The document will also be available at the public meeting, and
can be translated into an alternative format or language, if requested. Please contact the
Resource Center at 215-238-2809 if you wish to have the documents mailed to you.

-more-



Written comments and questions may be addressed to:

Plan/TIP/Conformity Comments

c/o DVRPC Public Affairs Office

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106.

Comments may be e-mailed to tip-plan-comments@dvrpc.org or faxed to 215-592-9125.

There is also an online tool that can be used to review, map, and comment on individual TIP
projects in an interactive way at www.dvrpc.org/TIP. Responses to comments and questions
that have been submitted in writing or electronically during the public comment period will be
included in the final TIP document. If you need assistance in providing a written comment,
please contact the DVRPC Public Affairs Office at 215-238-2871 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

The TIP public involvement process, conducted by DVRPC, is in cooperation with the
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) to satisfy the requirements placed by
federal legislation and regulation for all Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway
Administration funded projects in the TIP. Public Involvement for the TIP is used to satisfy public
involvement requirements for PennDOT’s Section 5307 program of projects as well.

Comments for the Draft TIP must be received no later than 5 p.m. on June 30, 2014.

A forthcoming public comment period for the Draft Amendment to the Connections 2040 Long-
Range Plan and the Draft Transportation Conformity Finding for the Draft DVRPC FY 2015 TIP
for Pennsylvania, the Draft Amendment to the Connections 2040 Long-Range Plan, and the FY
2014 TIP for New Jersey will begin on June 16, 2014.

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination statutes and
regulations in all programs and activities. DVRPC’s website, www.dvrpc.org, may be translated into multiple languages. Publications
and other public documents can be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. DVRPC public meetings are
always held in ADA-accessible facilities and in transit-accessible locations when possible. Auxiliary services can be provided to
individuals who submit a request at least seven days prior to a meeting. Requests made within seven days will be accommodated to
the greatest extent possible. Any person who believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by DVRPC
under Title VI has a right to file a formal complaint. Any such complaint may be in writing and filed with DVRPC's Title VI
Compliance Manager and/or the appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For
more information on DVRPC's Title VI program, or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, please call (215) 238-2871 or email
public_affairs@dvrpc.org.



S
® SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

FISCAL YEAR 2015 CAPITAL BUDGET

The Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) will conduct public
hearings in the SEPTA Board Room at SEPTA Headquarters, 1234 Market Street,
Mezzanine Level, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107, at 11:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M., on
Monday, April 28, 2014. The purpose of the hearing is to consider the Authority’s
proposed Fiscal Year 2015 Capital Budget and Fiscal Years 2015-2026 Capital Program
and the projects contained therein for which financial assistance is being sought. The
total amount of federal and state funds to be received in Fiscal Year 2015 will be
determined at the completion of the federal and state budget processes. SEPTA proposes
to submit to its funding agencies a program of projects for funding consideration.
SEPTA’s final federal Section 5307 Program of Projects will be made available through
the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission’s Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and in conjunction with the DVRPC’s Public Involvement Process for the
TIP.

At the hearings, SEPTA will afford an opportunity for interested persons or agencies to
be heard with respect to the social, economic and environmental aspects of the projects.
Interested persons may submit orally, or in writing, evidence and recommendations.
Speakers for the morning and evening sessions must register by 12:30 PM and 5:30 PM,

respectively, on the day of the Public Hearings.



VI.

Persons wishing to file written comments may forward them to the Director of the Capital
Budget and Grant Development Department, 9" Floor, 1234 Market Street, Philadelphia,
PA 19107-3780. Comments must be received by May 2, 2014, so that they may be
forwarded to the Hearing Examiner. Comments may also be sent via email to

capbudget@septa.org.

Individuals in need of a sign language interpreter should contact the Director of the
Capital Budget and Grant Development Department, at the address listed above by April
14, 2014.

An audio version of the public hearing notice and summary will also be available through
the Associated Services for the Blind’s website at www.ash.org and at the office of the
Library for the Blind and Physically Handicapped, 919 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, PA
19107.

On or about March 29, 2014, members of the public may obtain a copy of the proposed

Capital Budget and Program at SEPTA’s website www.septa.org or by requesting, in

writing, a copy from the Director of the Capital Budget and Grant Development

Department at the address listed above.






Highlights for the Draft
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission

FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania

The Draft Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) FY2015 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania is available for public review. The PA TIP, like the
Commission itself, includes the counties of Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and Philadelphia in
Pennsylvania. DVRPC prepares a major update to the PA TIP every other year to coincide with the
update of PennDOT’s 12-Year Plan, and releases a draft program for a review and comment period prior
to recommending it for adoption. This year, the Public Comment period will begin on May 30, 2014 and
close on June 30, 2014 at 5:00 p.m. (EST). See further details regarding the review process at the end of
this document.

What is the TIP?

By way of congressional mandate, federal transportation legislation (MAP-21) requires that DVRPC, as
the MPO for the region, develop and update a four-year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) in
order for the region to be eligible to receive and spend federal transportation funds.

The TIP lists all transportation projects that intend to use federal funds, as well as state funded capital
projects that are transportation improvement priorities for this region. It is a multi-modal, four year
program that shows estimated costs and schedules by project phase required by the federal government.
DVRPC shows a 12-year program financially constrained to the amount of funds that are expected to be
available. In order to add projects to the TIP, others must be deferred to maintain this financial
constraint. As a result, the TIP is not a "wish list"; competition between projects for a spot on the TIP
clearly exists. The TIP not only lists specific projects, but also documents the anticipated schedule and
cost for each project phase (preliminary engineering, final design, right of way acquisition,
and construction). Although it is not a final schedule of project implementation, inclusion of a project
phase in the TIP means that it is seriously expected to be implemented during the four year TIP
time period.

The production of the TIP is the culmination of the transportation planning process and represents a
consensus among state and regional officials as to what near term improvements to pursue. Consensus
is crucial because the federal and state governments want assurances that all interested parties have
participated in developing the priorities before committing significant sums of money. A project’s inclusion
in the TIP signifies regional agreement on the priority of the project and establishes eligibility for federal
funding. On Friday, July 6, 2012, Congress passed and the President signed the federal transportation
authorization into law, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21* Century (MAP-21), as Public Law (P.L.)
112-141. This legislation became effective on October 1, 2012 and will provide federal funding through
September 30, 2014. It is the first multi-year highway authorization after multiple temporary extensions
of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU) that was signed in 2005 and expired in 2009. It builds on the initiatives established in
SAFETEA-LU, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) and the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA). Final Rulemaking has yet to be issued.
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Pennsylvania Act 89 and Funding to the Region

Act 89 of 2013 is the State of Pennsylvania’s new transportation funding bill that provides much-needed
funding for the state’s transportation planning and infrastructure systems. Act 89 will generate an
additional $2.3 billion annually by the fifth year of the program for the commonwealth’s highway, bridge,
public transit, local government, port, aviation, and other intermodal infrastructure systems.
Act 89 of 2013 eliminated the state retail gas tax paid at the pump starting January 1, 2014, and replaced
it with an equivalent increase in the Oil Company Franchise Tax (OCFT). It will also remove the cap on
the OCFT in thirds over five years. The majority of the Act 89 funding is distributed as state highway
funding (in addition to state bridge funding); however, state highway funds are flexible in use and can be
used on a variety of infrastructure including bridges if necessary, as Pennsylvania is one of the “Top 10
states” with the highest number of bridges and has high need in that area. Further, Act 89 funding is
projected to grow over time.

Primarily due to the enactment of PA Act 89, transportation funding for the DVRPC region has increased
significantly since the adoption of the FY2013 TIP for PA. Due to changes in both state (Act 89) and
federal (MAP-21) funding sources, the financial make-up of the TIP has new fund categories,
distributions and formulas. Combined funding for the DVRPC region for the statewide Interstate
Management Program (IMP) projects, the Regional Highway Program, and the SEPTA and Pottstown
Urban Transit systems has increased by approximately 25% from $3.7 billion (FY2013 PA TIP total
program) to $4.9 billion in the Draft FY2015 PA TIP, as displayed by figure 1.

$658 million (28.6 percent of the $2.3 billion total statewide distribution) of IMP funds, which is managed
statewide by the state, have been ultimately distributed to the DVRPC region’s IMP projects within the
first-four-years (FY15-FY18). In addition to the $1.6 billion statewide distribution amount initially targeted
for the IMP, an additional $690 million from statewide reserves was ultimately made available to
interstate projects across the commonwealth, bringing the total Statewide IMP funding to $2.3 billion over
the four years due to an overwhelming need and the MAP-21 emphasis to maintain federal aid
roadways. The DVRPC region also receives close to 24 percent ($1.6 billion) of the formula highway
funds and 64 percent ($2.2 billion) of the transit funds distributed to MPOs and RPOs in the state.
Overall, 37.5 percent ($3.7 billion) of $10 billion in (highway and transit) federal and state resources for
non-interstate funding over the four years (FY15-18) of the STIP is allocated to the DVRPC region.

Figure 1: Growth in Programs in the DVRPC Region
$2,500,000,000
$2,000,000,000
$1,500,000,000
$1,000,000,000

$500,000,000
$-

IMP (Interstate)  Regional Highway Transit

®mFY2013 PATIP  mDraft FY2015 PA TIP

Source: DVRPC, 2014
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Program Summaries

The Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania contains over 330 projects (including the Interstate
Management Program), totaling close to $5 billion for the phases to be advanced over the next four
years, an average of almost $1.25 billion per year. Programmed funds include just under $2.05 billion
for projects primarily addressing the non-interstate highway system, and $658 million for projects
addressing the Interstate Management Program, resulting in an overall four year total for the Highway
Program of $2.7 billion. Additionally, there is a $2.3 billion Transit Program for SEPTA and Pottstown
Urban Transit. Table 1 and Figures 2 and 3 present funding summaries for the DVRPC region by
program, county, and transit operator for each of the four TIP years in Pennsylvania and include the

Pennsylvania Statewide Interstate Management Program (IMP) for the DVRPC region.

Table 1: TIP Cost Summary by County and Transit Operator, Southeastern Pennsylvania ($000)

Regional Highway and Interstate
Program Total Cost

Transit Program

$631,480

$714,982

$727,901

$631,641

FY2015-
FY2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2018
Total

Regional Highway Program
Bucks County $121,719 $153,124 $153,136 $122,135 $550,114
Chester County $31,717 $57,112 $60,055 $14,207 $163,091
Delaware County $62,955 $45,115 $69,692 $91,787 $269,549
Montgomery County $61,370 $84,949 $117,531 | $99,207 $363,057
Philadelphia County $152,670 $134,195 $111,539 $98,355 $496,759
Various Counties $47,829 $51,814 $39,420 $66,105 $205,168
Eggiona' Highway Program Subtotal | ¢/76 550 | $526,300 | $551,373 | $491,796 | $2,047,738
-Interstate — Montgomery County $1,392 $0 $3,162 $0 $4,554
-Interstate - Philadelphia County $151,828 | $188,673 | $173,366 | $139,845 $653,712
Interstate Program Subtotal $153,220 | $188,673 | $176,528 | $139,845 $658,266

$2,706,004

SEPTA $548,041 | $567,311 | $567,995 | $598,724 $2,282,071
Pottstown $2,242 $2,061 $2,086 $3,538 $9,927
Transit Program Subtotal Cost $550,283 | $569,372 | $570,081 | $602,262 $2,291,998

Grand Total Cost — 4-Year Highway and Transit Programs in DVRPC Region
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Figure 2: Four-Year (FY2015 to FY2018) Cost Summaries for Southeastern Pennsylvania
(Highway and Transit Programs)

By County & Operator

Interstate Bucks
Mi’lﬁg?ﬁ"ﬁ"t 11.01%  chester
.26%
13.17% 320

Delaware

Pottstown 5.39%

0.20%

Montgomery
7.26%

Philadelphia
9.94%

SEPTA

45.66% Various

4.11%

By Funding Source

PA Turnpike

4.27%
Local/Other °
2.52%

FHWA
37.95%

State
38.45%

16.81%

Source: DVRPC, 2014

4 | Page



Figure 3: Total Four-Year (FY2015 to FY2018) Cost Summary by Program for Southeastern Pennsylvania ($000)

Transit Program,
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Source: DVRPC, 2014

Figure 4: DVRPC Regional Highway Program Cost by Phase for FY2015 to FY2018 ($000)
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Figure 5: Interstate Management Program Cost by Phase for FY2015 to FY2018 ($000) in the DVRPC Region
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Figure 6: DVRPC Regional Transit Program Cost by Phase for FY2015 to FY2018 ($000)
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Notes for Figure 6: Source: DVRPC, 2014
(1) The $3,500,000 construction phase will occur for SEPTA's Ardmore Transportation Center improvement project (MPMS #73214).
(2) “ERC"indicates Engineering/Right-of-Way/Construction phase for SEPTA’s annual Infrastructure Safety and Renewal Program
(MPMS #90497).
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS #

BUCKS COUNTY

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE

PROJECT TITLE

12923 Bristol Road Extension 70218 Delaware Canal Pedestrian Tunnel

12931 Worthington Mill Rd Br (Bridge) 74827 Delaware Canal Enhancement

12965 Lawn Avenue 78516 Bridge Replacement Brownsville Road

13014 Clay Ridge Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek (CB #30) 86860 PA 611 Bridge Over Cooks Creek

13240 Old Bethlehem Road Bridge Over Kimples Creek 86923 PA 309, Sellersville Bypass, Resurfacing (PM1)

13248 Walnut Street Bridge Over Perkiomen Creek (CB #13) 87744 \év(ilild?nd Pavement Repair, SR 0032 — LG1(River
13249 Stone Bridge Road (Bridge) 88083 Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2

13296 Rickert Road Bridge Over Morris Run Creek (CB #21 90327 River Rd o/ Trib Delaware (Bridge)

13347 I-95, PA Turnpike Interchange (TPK)- STAGE 1 92741 Main St o/Br Perkiomen Cr (Bridge)

13377 Main St over SEPTA (Bridge) 93444 Route 1 Improvement-South (Section RC1)

13440 élrlggtkown Road and PA 663 Bridges (2) Over Licking 93445 Route 1 Improvement-North (Section RC2)

13549 US 1 (Bridges) Design (Section 03S) 93446 Route 1 Improvement Frontage Corridor (Section RC3)
13606 Hulmeville Avenue Bridge Over Conrail 95439 1-95, PA Turnpike Interchange (TPK)- Section D10
13607 Upper Ridge Road Bridge Over Unami Creek 95444 1-95, PA Turnpike Interchange (TPK)- Section D20
13609 ::ﬁ;g:ég;%g%é\?:&iﬁ? Street to Mechanics Road 96217 Central Bucks Congestion Mitigation

13635 %‘;‘:"Eg’rﬁgﬁi’SRoaw Lincoln Highway Intersection 97991  Doylestown Township Signals Upgrade (ARLE 3)
13716 Headquarters Road Bridge Over Tinicum Creek 97992 East Rockhill Township Signal Improvements (ARLE 3)
13727 Bristol Road Intersection Improvements 97997 Doylestown Township Signals (ARLE 3)

17918 I-95, Transit Improvements/FLEX (Cornwells Heights) 98003 Bensalem Township Signal Upgrade (ARLE 3)

47392 Egg:griﬁéirisml Pike, PA 413 to Levittown Parkway 98006 Warrington Township Safety Improvements (ARLE 3)
50634 County Line Road Restoration (M04)(3R) 98221 Stock's Grove Road over Beaver Creek

57619 Route 313 Corridor Improvements 102272 Holland Road at Buck Road and Route 532

57624 m%?gsg;g‘;foad’ Lincoln Highway Intersection 102283 SR 313/SR 563 New Traffic Signal (ARLE 4)

57625 Route 232, Swamp Road Safety Improvements 102284 g?stzeonﬁ g’l&%vl\g I)mk Road) Traffic Signal Interconnect
57635 Quakertown Joint Closed Loop Signal System 102285 County Line Road Intersection Improvements (ARLE 4)
57639 Newtown-Yardley Road Intersection Improvements 102288 SR 132 Traffic Signal Communication System (ARLE 4)
64779  County Line Road Widening 102666 (Bégr(‘ggg?oad over E. Branch Perkiomen Creek

64781 ﬁ\év:r:g?nﬁ?/ag/r Zs{(‘”s‘”oc’d Road Bridge Over Branch of 102667  Quarry Road over Morris Run (CB# 244)

69912 River Road Bridge Over Tohickon Creek

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS #

CHESTER COUNTY

MPMS#

PROJECT TITLE

PROJECT TITLE

Walker Road Bridge Over Trout Run Creek (Thompson

14134 West Bridge Street Bridge Over Amtrak 80049 .
Bridge)

14236 Little Washington Road Bridge Over Culbertson Road 81286 Creek Rd o/ E Brandywine (PA 282) (Bridge)

14251 g‘:é}?'er Mill Road Bridge Over West Branch of Red Clay - g,415 s 202, Section 300 CMP Commitments (Transit)

14261 Church Road Bridge Over Valley Creek 84884 US 30, Coate_svnle Downingtown Bypass (CWR-
Western Section)

14327 PA 926 Bridge Over Brandywine Creek 84961 Yellow Springs Parking & Street Enhancement (TCSP)

Rudolph and Arthur Covered Bridge On Camp Bonsul

14351 Road over Big Elk Creek 85949 SR 896 Safety Improvements

14354 Chestnut Street Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA R5 Rail Line 86064 Hadfield Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek (CB #244)

14484 PA 41 Study 86696 Watermark Road Bridge Over Muddy Run (CB #21)

14515  PA 100, Shoen Road to Gordon Drive (02L) 87781 gg‘cﬁgh)coates""'e Downingtown Bypass (CER-Eastern

14532 BSS?éJn Coatesville Downingtown Bypass Reconstruction 90612 Boot Road o/ Amtrak (Bridge)

14541 US 1, Baltimore Pike Widening 92146 State Road o/ Elk Creek

14580 US 1 Expressway Reconstruction (Southern Section) 92733 Dwnngtwn Pk o/EBr Brndywn (Bridge)

14581 US 1 Expressway Reconstruction (Northern Section) 95366 US 202 over AMTRAK

14698 US 422, Reconstruction (M2B) 95430 US 202 at SR 926 Intersection Improvement

47979 Paoli Trans Ctr Rds Improvements/Darby Rd Bridge 97989 Franklin Township Safety Improvements (ARLE 3)

57659 French Creek Parkway - Phase 1 98000 East Whiteland Township Signal Upgrade (ARLE 3)

57664 Newark Road Intersection Improvements 98001 Phoenixville Borough Signals (ARLE 3)

57684 PA 82 Bicycle/Pedestrian Trall 98004 East Whiteland Township Signal Backup (ARLE 3)

59434 Schuylkill River Trail (Q20) 98005 I?:;)ndon Britain Township Safety Improvements (ARLE

61885 Schuylkill River Trail (Q42) 98096 PA 41 & Newark Rd Improvements

64220 US 422 Expressway Reconstruction (M03) 98223 Creek Road over Pickering Creek

64498 US 202, Exton Bypass to Route 29 (Section 330-Mainline) 98224 Spring City Road over Stony Run

h . SR 0100/Temple Road/Glocker Way Adaptive Traffic
69917 PA 41, Gap Newport Pike Bridge Over Valley Creek 102292 Control Management (ARLE 4)
. . ) SR 0030 (Lancaster Avenue) Adaptive Signal System

69918 PA 41, Gap Newport Pike Bridge Over Officers Run 102293 Upgrade (ARLE 4)

69919 PA 372, Lower Valley Road Bridge Over Officers Run 102294 SR 003(.) (Lancaster Avenue) Adaptive Signal System
Installation (ARLE 4)

80042 PA 100, Corridor Safety Improvements 102295 Parker Ford Safety Improvements (ARLE 4)

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS #

DELAWARE COUNTY

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE

Darby Road/Paoli Road Bridges (2) Over Little Darby

PROJECT TITLE

14891 Creek and Wigwam Run 70228 1-476, MacDade Boulevard Ramp Improvements
15008 Fo_lcr_oft Avenue Brldge_O\{er Amtrak/SEPTA 70245 Chester City Access Improvements |l
Wilmington/Newark Rail Line
15183  Station Road Bridge Over Chester Creek (CB #234) 75800  College Avenue Bridge Over SEPTA Norristown High
Speed Line and Cobb's Creek
15225 Ardmore Avenue Bridge Over SEPTA and Cobbs Creek 79329 Bridgewater Road Extension
15251 US 1, Baltimore Pike Interchange Improvements 80051 Rosemont Avenue Bridge Over Darby Creek (CB #73)
Sellers Avenue Bridge Over Amtrak and SEPTA Mount Alverno Road Bridge Over Chester Creek (CB
15306 S S 86368
Wilmington Newark Rail Line #9)
15368 MANOA RD:BRG OVER CK (Bridge) 86370 lgg%ltt Avenue Bridge Over Hermesprota Creek (CB
15406 PA 452, Market Street Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA 87119 Nether Providence Township Sidewalks (SRTSF) -
Wilmington Newark Rail Line Round1
15477%  1-95/322/Conchester Hwy. Interchange/Impvts. (322) 87120 Upper Darby Township Sidewalks (SRTSF) - Round 1
47147 3rd Street Dam Over Broomall Lake 88407 I-95 Overhead Bridges
47986 Chester Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Trall 92323 Wanamaker Ave o/ Darby Ck (Bridge)
47992 ~ New Road Over West Branch of Chester Creek 92808  Marshall Rd o/ Cobbs Crk (Bridge)
(Crozierville Bridge)
47993 7th Street Bridge Over Chester Creek 95429 US 202 and US 1 Loop Roads
Morton Avenue / Swarthmore Avenue Intersection .
1St Improvements and Morton Avenue Sidewalk 96946 Ellis Town Center
57772 Convent Road Bridge Over Chester Creek (CB# 6) 97994 Haverford Township Signal Upgrade (ARLE 3)
Lloyd Street Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA Wilmington .
57773 Newark Rail Line (CB) 97999 Concord Township Safety Improvements (ARLE 3)
64790 MacDade Boulevard Closed Loop Signal System 98002 Chadds Ford Signal Upgrade (ARLE 3)
64791 PA 420, Kedron Avenue 98216 Michigan Ave over Little Crum Creek (CB# 210)
69665 South Creek Road Bridge Over Brandywine Creek 98217 Hilldale Road over Darby Creek (CB# 149)
69815 US 322, Environmental Mitigation (MIT) 08218 South Avenue over Muckinipattis Creek (Mulford Bridge)
(CB# 142)
. SR 202 (Wilmington-West Chester Pike) Adaptive
69816 US 322, US 1 to Featherbed Lane (Section 101) 102290 Signal System (ARLE 4)
69817  US 322, Featherbed Lane to I-95 (Section 102) 102291 %R 0452 (Pennell Road) Corridor Improvements (ARLE
70219 PA 291, East Coast Greenway

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS #

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

MPMS#

PROJECT TITLE

PROJECT TITLE
PA 29, Main Street Bridge Over Reading Railroad

16150 Tookany Creek Parkway Bridge Over Tookany Creek (CB) 57849 Tracks (Removal)
16214  PA611, Old York Road Over SEPTA R3 57851  "lank Road/Otts Road/Meyers Road/Seitz Road
Intersection Improvements
16216 Ef]';rs‘swo"d Road Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA RS Rail 57858  Lafayette Street Extension (MG1)
16239 NEW HANOVER SQ RD BR 57865 Edge Hill Road Reconstruction
16248 Union Avenue (Bridge) 63486 (UGSlSZ)OZ Johnson Highway to Township Line Road
16334 ::A 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal 63490 US 202, Township Line Road to Morris Road (61N)
mprovements
16396 %g)rch Road Bridge Over Norristown High Speed Line 63491 US 202, Morris Road to Swedesford Road (65S)
. . PA 309, 5-Points Intersection Improvements (71A) (Old
16400 Arcola Road Bridge Over Perkiomen Creek (CB# 155) 63493 US 202, 5-Points Intersection Improvements (71A))
16408 Fruitville Road Bridge Over Perkiomen Creek (CB #232) 64795 E'ﬁllné(())r;thd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: 1-76 Ramps to Rock
16484 Edgehill Road Bridge Over Old York Road 64798 ?Igét)h Narberth Avenue Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA
Ridge Pike, Butler Pike to Philadelphia Reconstruction PA 23/Valley Forge Road and North Gulph Road
16577 . 66952 :
and Signal Upgrade Relocation (2NG)
16599 PA 320 at Hanging Rock 70197 kJSSRngZ (New) Expressway Bridge Over Schuylkill River
16610 Ashmead Road Bridge Over Tookany Creek (CB) 72355 Valley Green Road Bridge Over Wissahickon Creek
16658 Old Forty Foot/Skippack (Bridge) 74813 Ambler Pedestrian Sidewalk Improvements
16665 US 202, Markley Street Southbound (Section 500) 74815 Upper Gwynedd Streetscape Improvements
16705 Chester Valley Trail Extension (C036) 74817 PA 263, York Road Hatboro Revitalization (TE)
16726 WarminsterRd/Pennypack Ck (Bridge) 74937 Whitemarsh Township Street Improvements (TE)
16738 US 422 Expressway Section M1B 77211 PA 309 Connector - Phase 2
16741 Swamp Road at PA 663 78736 E King St O/Manatawney Cr (Bridge)
48172 PA 23 Moore to Allendale and Trout Crk Rd Bridge 79864 '(‘,\"’A‘fé“,(le)“e Street, Barbados Street to Ford Street Widen
48174 PA 63, Welsh Rd. 80021 US 202, Markley Street Improvements (Section 510)
48175 Ridge Pike, Norristown Boro to Butler Pike 80052 Fetters Mill Bridge Over Pennypack Circle
48186 Pottstown Area Signal System Upgrade 80053 Knight Road Bridge Over Green Lane Reservoir
48187 Henderson/Gulph Road Widen near I-76 Ramps 83643 Limekiln Pike (Bridge)o/SEPTA RR
50646 -/ 63 Bridges (3) Over Unami Creek and East Branch 83742 Keim Street Bridge Over Schuylkill River

Perkiomen

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.

For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS #

MONTGOMERY COUNTY (CONTINUED)

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE PROJECT TITLE

84308 US 422 "S" Curve/Stowe Interchange 96220 Lower Salford Signal Improvements

86336 Congo Road Bridge Replacement 97993 Franconia Township Traffic Control (ARLE 3)
86924 PA 422, Resurfacing (PM2) 97995 Lower Merion Township Signals (ARLE 3)
87097 Pottstown Borough Improvements (SRTSF) - Round 1 97996 Upper Merion Township Signals (ARLE 3)

Upper Gwynedd Township Improvements (SRTSF) -

87099 97998 Lansdale Borough Signal Upgrade (ARLE 3)

Round 1
87392 Lafayette Street Extension (MGL) 98007 Upper Dublin Township Safety Improvements (ARLE 3)
90099*  1-76 o/ Righters Ferry Rd (Bridge) 98225 Butler Pike over Prophecy Creek
90100*  1-76 o/ Waverly Road (Bridge) 98226 Maple Avenue over Neshaminy Creek
91571*  1-76 o/ Mill Cr & Mill Rd (Bridge) 98227 Allendale Road over Abrams Creek
92807 PA 23 - Skippack Pike Bridge Replacement 98228 Store Road over Skippack Creek
92839 Ridge Pike/two RR Bridges 102273  Second Collegeville Bridge Crossing
96218 Fayette Street Signal Interconnection Project 102298 Towamencin Township Signal System

Modernization (ARLE 4)

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE PROJECT TITLE

17407 Erie Ave o/ Conrail (Bridge) 47394* I-95, Levick St. to Bleigh Ave. (CPR) (IMP)

17511 City Ave o/ SEPTA (Bridge) 47811% Bridge Street Design (Section BSR)(IMP)

17581 Bells Mill Road 47812*% 1-95: Betsy Ross Interchange (BRI) - Design(IMP)
17622 Adams Avenue Bridge Over Tacony Creek 47813* I-95: Ann Street to Wheatsheaf Lane (AFC)

17697 Island Avenue Signal Upgrade 48193 Allen's Lane Bridge Over SEPTA R8 Rail Line

17782 I-95 & Aramingo Ave., Adams Ave. Connector 48195 Tyson Avenue Signal Improvement

17816 Chestnut Street Bridges (4) at 30th Street 56768 41st Street Bridge Over Amtrak's Harrisburg Line (CB)
17821 I-95, Shackamaxon Street to Ann Street (GIR) - Design 57276 ?g;)tgomery Avenue Bridge over Amtrak at 30th Street
46956 North Delaware Avenue Extension 57897 Haverford Avenue Signal Modernization

46958 Philadelphia Naval Shipyard Access 57901 Lincoln Drive (3R)

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY (CONTINUED)

MPMS#

PROJECT TITLE

PROJECT TITLE
1-95: Betsy Ross Bridge Ramps Construction (BRO)

57902 City Wide 3R Betterments 79903* (IMP)
61712 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway/Heritage Trail/K&T % 1-95: Betsy Ross Section Overhead Bridges, Ramps,
Line Item 79904 Adams Ave (BR2)
62694 Passyunk Avenue Drawbridge Over the Schuylkill River 79905* 1-95: Betsy Ross Mainline (BR3)
68067 Tidal Schuylkill River Greenway & Trail/Boardwalk (TIGER)  79908* 1-95: Kennedy to Levick (Section BS1) (IMP)
Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and CS " oc. .

69828 Railroad (MSB) 79910 1-95: Margaret to Kennedy (Section BS2) (IMP)
69909 Willits Road Bridge Over Wooden Bridge Run 79911*% 1-95: Allegheny Ave Interchange Advance Contract (AFI)
69913 Grays Ferry Avenue Bridge Over Schuylkill River 79912* 1-95: Allegheny Ave Inter (AF2)
69914  Fifth Street over Conrail (Bridge) 80054 E;;itg?’e s Over Vine Street Expressway (1-676) (PAB) -
70014 Center City Signal Improvements (North) - Phase 3 80104 Henry Ave Corridor Safety Improvements
70231 Swanson Street 81292 Frankford Av/Frankford Ck (Bridge)
70243 American Street Streetscape 83640* I(;i)ASP:)Shackamaxon Street to Columbia Avenue (GR2)
72597 Ben Franklin Bridge Philadelphia Operational Improvement 83736 Roosevelt Blvd over Wayne Junction (WAV)
74828 American Cities/Safe Routes to School - Phase 3 85415 Olney Ave Safety Improvements
74841 PRPA Access Project 85417 Allegheny Avenue Safety Improvements
75804 University Av/CSX Rail (Bridge) 85419 Erie Av: Broad St. - K St
76870 \(,(\é'gg)w Grove Avenue Bridge Over SEPTA R8 Ralil Lin 86046* 1-95 Girard Point Bridge Rehabilitation and Preservation
78758 JFK Boulevard Bridges (3) Over 21st/22nd/23rd Street 87107 gg:?\‘é' District of Philadeiphia Improvement (SRTSF) -
78764 W Girard Ave O/CSX (Bridge) 88085 Byberry Road Bridge Replacement

« 1-95: Cottman-Princeton Main Line and Ramps (CP2) 88767 Bridges Over Vine Street Expressway (I-676) (PAA) -
79685 (IMP) Part 1
79686 I-95, Columbia Street to Ann Street (GR1) 90096 Spring GardenO/Schuylkill (Bridge)
79826 1-95 Northbound: Columbia-Ann St N (GR3) 90482 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway (TIGER)
79827* 1-95 Southbound: Columbia-Ann St N (GR4) 98207* 1-95 Congestion Management
79828*  1-95: Race - Shackamaxon (GR5)

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“*”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Highway Program by MPMS

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE PROJECT TITLE

98229 59th Street over AMTRAK 102281 L.E.D. Street Light Improvement Program (ARLE 4)
98230 Tabor Road over Tacony Creek 102282 gﬁ?f(;?:!;(zx's?el_lléaz)emelly Drive Anti-Skid Pavement
98232 Woodland Avenue over SEPTA 102304* 1-95 Race - Shackamaxon 2 (GR6)

102102  North Delaware Avenue Phase 1B 102305*  1-95 Corridor ITS/ATMS (GR7)

102279  Traffic Calming Program (ARLE 4) 102309*  1-95 Corridor Drainage

102280  Broad Street Pedestrian Crossing Improvements (ARLE 4) 102389*% 1-76/1-76 Ramp Resurfacing

VARIOUS COUNTIES

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE PROJECT TITLE

17876 Road/Resurfacing/Rehabilitation 79929 Bridge Reserve Line Item

17891 RideECO Mass Marketing Efforts 79980 STU Reserve Line Item

17900 hpﬂ%lailrg%ﬁltsiga);i(\;eé;rogram (MAP)/Share a Ride 80093 I-76, Regional Travel Information
17928 Air Quality Partnership 82216 NHPP Reserve Line ltem

48199 Transportation Management Associations (TMA) 83743 ADA Ramps Line ltem

48201 DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program 84318 CAQ Reserve Line Item

48202 Regional GIS Support - DVRPC 84457 Signal Retiming Program

57927 Regional Safety Initiatives (HSIP) 86077 Update Travel Simulation - DVRPC

64652 Transportation Community Development Initiative (TCDI) 89701 Group H Bridges

64984 Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item 92182 Expressway Service Patrol - Suburban Counties (2013

2016)

65109 Transit Flex - SEPTA 95447 County Bridge Line ltem

h ) ’ ) Transportation Community Development Initiative
66460 TAP Project Engineering and Management - DVRPC 97311 (TCDI) Administration
66461 CMAQ Project Engineering and Management - DVRPC 102105 Municipal Bridge Line Item
72738 :;‘\t/eF!'F?gm Transportation Systems (ITS) Including RIMIS - 155106 gyrycturally Deficient Bridge Line Item
75854 District Program Management Services "A" 102275 Study Line Item
75855 District Program Management Services "B" 102665  Signal Upgrade Line ltem

79927 Highway Reserve Line Item-STP

A project MPMS # denoted by an asterisk (“**”) indicates it is a project in the Interstate Management Program and not the Regional Highway Program.
For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2015-2018 TIP AND INTERSTATE (IMP) PROJECTS FOR PENNSYLVANIA

Transit Program by MPMS

POTTSTOWN

MPMS# PROJECT TITLE MPMS#  PROJECT TITLE

Capital Operating Assistance - Pottstown Area Rapid

59935 Transit (PART)

95739 Transportation Capital Improvements

SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (SEPTA)

PROJECT TITLE MPMS# PROJECT TITLE
15407 Villanova Intermodal Station Accessibility 60651 Substation Improvement Program
59966 Capital Asset Lease Program 60655 Levittown Intermodal Facility Improvements (B)
59973 Utility Fleet Renewal Program - Non Revenue Vehicles 73214 Ardmore Transportation Center
60255 Regional Rail Signal Modernization Program 77183 Transit and Regional Rail Station Program
60271 Station Accessibility Program - ADA Compliance 90497 Infrastructure Safety and Renewal Program
60275 Debt Service 90512 SEPTA Bus Purchase Program
60317 Federal Preventive Maintenance 90600 SEPTA Reserve Line Item
60335 City Hall Station / 15th Street Station Rehabilitation 93588 Exton Station
60540 Parking Improvements / Expansion 95402 Bridge Improvement Program
60571 Environmental Cleanup and Protection Program 98235 West Trenton Line Separation Project
60574 Paoli Transportation Center 102565  Track Improvement Program
60582 Vehicle Overhaul Program 102566 Route 23 and 56 Rail Restoration
60599 Paratransit Vehicle Purchase 102567 Roof Improvement Program
60611 Fare Collection System/New Payment Technologies 102569 Maintenance & Transportation Facilities
60636 Elwyn to Wawa Rail Restoration 102571 Communications & Signal Improvements
60638 Regional Rail Car, Locomotive, and Trolley Acquisition 102573 Catenary Improvements

For detailed information on costs and schedules of projects, please see the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/.
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Learn more and share your ideas...

DVRPC encourages the public to provide comments about the Draft TIP and specific projects to
state, county, transit, and DVRPC staff through its ongoing public involvement process.
The public comment period for the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania will open
on May 30, 2014 and close on June 30, 2014 at 5:00 p.m. (EST). All comments should be submitted
in writing, via the TIP public comment application on the internet, email, fax, or mail. Responses to
comments and questions that have been submitted in writing or electronically during the public
comment period will be included in the final TIP document. If you need assistance in providing a
written comment, please contact the DVRPC Public Affairs Office at 215-238-2871 or
public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

Comments can be made online as part of DVRPC’s web-based TIP public comment application
located at www.dvrpc.org/TIP. Additionally, written comments can be forwarded to:

a TIP Comments c/o DVRPC Public Affairs Office, 8" Floor, 190 N. Independence Mall West
Philadelphia, PA 19106

OR

o Emailed to tip-plan-comments@dvrpc.org.

OR
m Faxed to “TIP Comments” at (215) 592-9125

A public meeting will be held to allow the public to present their comments on the Draft FY2015 TIP
at the following location:

Thursday, June 26, 2014

4:00 p.m.—6:00 p.m.

American College of Physicians Building
DVRPC 8th Floor Conference Center
190 N. Independence Mall West
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Copies of the Draft FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania are available for review on the DVRPC web
site at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/ and in print at the DVRPC Resource Center.

For more information, please contact DVRPC's Office of Capital Programs at (215) 238-2938 or via
email at eschoonmaker@dvrpc.org.

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Cqmmission
190 North Independence Mall West, 8 Floor (215) 592-1800
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 (215) 592-9125
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Roadmap for TIP Project Listing

Below is an example of a TIP project listing. It is an actual TIP project (but with modified information) for display purposes.

PennDOT ID#

Indicates if a project is “New,” “New-B," or “Return.” See page 36 in PA TIP
County where project is located for further explanation.

Project Title

[ 1]

] : State Route, if applicable |

I_‘__I

Note that funds are in Millions ($).

Congestion Management Process (CMP) codes; see page 37 in
PA TIP for explanation.

Fund type for each phase; see pages 40 to 46 in the PA TIP for
explanations. Note that an “*” following a fund type indicates
conversion funds for advanced construction phases.

Highest Indicators of Potential Disadvantage (IPD) for
Environmental Justice; see page 37 in PA TIP for discussion.

Anticipated Preliminary Engineering, Final Design, Right of Way, Utility,
or Construction project phases; see page 40 in PA TIP for discussion.

Air Quality Code; see pages 38 and 39 in PA TIP for explanations

Project Manager assigned by PennDOT District 6-0
Indicates that a project is identified as a Major Regional Project in the
DVRPC long-range plan

Community types which correspond to long range planning policies; see page
17 in PATIP for discussion.

Estimated or actual date that project contractor bids for construction
may be open; advertising dates occur prior to let dates.

DVRPC Project Category

Project location information
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Publication Title:

Publication Number:

Date Published:

Geographic Area Covered:

Key Words:

Abstract:

Staff Contact:
Elizabeth Schoonmaker

Highlights for the Draft DVRPC FY2015 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for New Pennsylvania (FY2015-2018)

15001C

May 2014

Southeastern Pennsylvania (Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia counties)

Act 89, Bike and Pedestrian, Bridges, Conformity, Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality, Congestion Mitigation Process,
DRPA/PATCO, Environmental Justice, Federally Funded Projects,
Goods Movement, Highways, Highlights of the Draft TIP, Hometown
Streets/Safe Routes to School, Index of Comments, MAP-21, Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, New Jersey Department of
Transportation, NJ TRANSIT, Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation, Pottstown Area Rapid Transit, Public Comments, Public
Involvement, Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity
Act: A Legacy for Users, SAFETEA-LU, SEPTA, TEA-21, TIP, Title VI
of the 1964 Civii Rights Act, TAP, Transit, Transportation,
Transportation Alternatives Program, Transportation Improvement
Program, Transportation Enhancements, Transportation Equity Act for
the 21st Century

The Highlights for the Draft DVRPC FY2015 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania briefly describes the
region’s TIP as a federally required, multi-modal, four year constrained
program of planned transportation infrastructure investment.
It also contains a summary listing of all transit, highway, bridge, bicycle,
pedestrian, and freight related projects in DVRPC's Pennsylvania
region which will seek federal funding in fiscal years (FY) 2015 to 2018.
The Highlights document includes a financial summary of costs by
county and by operator, as well as a section on how, when, and
where to comment on the Draft DVRPC FY2015 TIP for Pennsylvania.

Manager, Office of Capital Programs
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor

Philadelphia PA 19106

(215) 592-1800

(215) 592-9125

“® eschoonmaker@dvrpc.org

www.dvrpc.org
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Tribal Consultation

Correspondence announcing the draft PA TIP (below) was sent to the following:
e Delaware Tribe

Delaware Nation

Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

Shawnee Tribe

Onondaga Nation

Stockbridge-Munsee Band of the Mohican Nation of Wisconsin

Re: Draft Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for
Pennsylvania

On behalf of the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC), please find the
enclosed copy of the above document.

In accordance with the regulations contained in federal transportation legislation, you are
receiving this draft document as part of a public comment and review period. The public
comment period for this draft document will open on May 30, 2014 and will close at 5 p.m., June
30, 2014.

A public information session has been scheduled:

Thursday, June 26, 2014

DVRPC Conference Center

190 North Independence Mall West, 8thFI.
Philadelphia, PA

4:00 P.M. - 6:00 P.M.

Participants may choose to access the June 26, 2014 meeting by webinar. Registration is
required: please contact public_affairs@dvrpc.org by June 24, 2014 if you wish to sign up for
this option, and log-in information will be sent to you.

Written comments and questions may be submitted:

e Online for the TIP: http://www.dvrpc.org/TIP

o Emailed to: tip-plan-comments@dvrpc.org
Addressed to: Plan/TIP/Conformity Comments, c/o DVRPC Public Affairs Office, 190 N.
Independence Mall West, 8th Fl., Philadelphia, PA 19106

Public comments must be submitted in writing in order to be incorporated into the final public
record of comments.

If you have questions, please contact me at jmeconi@dvrpc.org or 215-238-2871.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,



Jane M. Meconi, AICP
Public Involvement Manager

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination statutes and
regulations in all programs and activities. DVRPC’s website, www.dvrpc.org, may be translated into multiple languages. Publications
and other public documents can be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. DVRPC public meetings are
always held in ADA-accessible facilities and in transit-accessible locations when possible. Auxiliary services can be provided to
individuals who submit a request at least seven days prior to a meeting. Requests made within seven days will be accommodated to
the greatest extent possible. Any person who believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by DVRPC
under Title VI has a right to file a formal complaint. Any such complaint may be in writing and filed with DVRPC's Title VI
Compliance Manager and/or the appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For
more information on DVRPC's Title VI program, or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, please call (215) 238-2871 or email
public_affairs@dvrpc.org.









Affidavit of Publication
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State of New Jersey
Camden County

} SS.
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Of the Courier-Post, a newspaper printed in Cherry Hill, New Jersey and published in Cherry Hill,

in said County and State, and of general circulation in said county, who being duly sworn, deposeth and saith
that the advertisement of which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said newspaper

1 times, once in each issue as follows:

5/30/14

A.D. 2014 Z M
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Notary Public of New Jersey

7" Sworn and syffscribed before me, this

30 day of May, 2014

PUBLIC NOTICE

The Delaware Valley Reglonal Plan-
ning Commilssion (DVRPEC)Y wlil open
oubllc comment periods for the follow-
ing documents: Draft Flscal Year
(FY) 2015-2018 Pennsylvania Trans-
sortation Improvement Program
(TIP); draft amendment to the
DVRPC Connectlons 2040 Long-Range
Plan (Plan); and the Draft Transpor-
tation Conformlity Finding for the
Draft FY 2015 Pennsylvania TIP, the
draft Plan amendment, and the FY
2014 New Jersey TIP, The publlc com-
ment period for the draft Pennsylva-
nla TIP will open on May 30, 2014 and
close at 5 p.m., June 30, 2014. The pub-
Ilc comment perlod for the draff Plan
amendment and the draft Transporta-
floan Conformlity Finding will open on
June 16, 2014 and close at 5 p.m.. July
18, 2074. A public meeting for all docu-
ments Is scheduled from 4-6 p.m. on
June 26, 2014 ot DVRPC, 190 N. Inde-
sendeénce Mali West, 8th Fl., Philadel-
ohla, PA 19106. Coples of the docu-
ments will be avallabie at

: MARIA

source Center (locatedaf Whe address NOTARy b MARTINEZ
above), In a number of reglonal llbra- PUBLIC oF NEW JERSEY
o R R My Comiss

BPlan/TIP/Conformity Commenis, c¢/o
DVRPC Public Affalrs Office (al the
above address), faxed fo 215-592-9125,
ar e-malled to tip-plan-
comments@dvrpc.org, The public In-
volvement process for the TIP con-
ducted by DVRPC [s In cooperation
with the Pennsylvanla Department of
Transportatlon (PennDOT) to satisty
the requirements placed by federal
legistation and regulation for all Fed-
2ral Translt Administration and Fed-
zral Hlghway Administration funded
arolects In the TIP. Fubllc invalve-
ment for the TIP Is used tfo satisfy pub-
e Involvement requirements for
PennDOT's Sectlon 5307 program of
orolects as well. DVRPC fully com-
alles with Tltle VI of the Clvll Rights
Act of 1964, the Civll Rights Restora-
flon Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898
on Environmental Justice, and related
nondiscrimination statutes and regula-
tlons In all programs and activities.
DVRPC's webslte, www.dvrpc.org,
may be transiated Into muifiple lan-
guages. Publications and other public
documents can be made avallable In
alternative languages and formats, If
requested. DVRPC public meetings
are always held In ADA-aoccessible fa-
<llitles and In transif-accessible loca-
tlons when possible. Auxlllary services

can be provided to Individuals who
submit a request at least seven days
prior ta a meeting, Requests made
within seven days wili be accommo-
dated to the greafest extent possible.
Any person who belleves they have
been agarieved by an unfowful dis-
criminatory practicé by DVRPC under
Title V1 has a right to file a formal
complalnt. Any such complaint may
Be In writing and filed with DVRPC's
Title VI Compllonce Manager and/or
the appropriate state or federal agen-
cy within 180 days of the alleged dis-
erlminatary occurrence. For more In-
formatlon on DVRPC's Tifle VI _pro-
gram, or fo obtaln a TIitle VI Com-
plalnt Form, please call (215) 238-2871
or email public_affalrs@dvrpc.org:
(1658870) (355.04)

on Expires 512212017




































Improvement Project
By Dan Perez Correspondent | Posted: Friday, March 30, 2012 12:00 am

The second phase of the Stoopville Road Traffic Calming Project will include $1.64 million In improvements,
including a new traffic signal at the busy Stoopville Road-Durham Road (Route 413) intersection.

The improvements were discussed by Newtown Township officials and engineers at a meeting Wednesday.

The new plans outlined by the engineers included the installation of the traffic signal plus lane improvements
on Durham Road and a walking path along Stoopville Road.

Larry Young and Eric Kaufman of the engineering firm Gilmore and Associates Inc. showed detailed blueprints
and maps and explained plans for the area during the special meeting held at the Newtown Township building.

Since this phase of the project is being funded by federal stimulus dollars, PennDOT has to manage the
project with design Input from affected municipalities.

The signalization at the Durham-Stoopville intersection and the left-turn lane on the southbound approach on
Durham Road heading onto Stoopville Road had some residents concerned.

Le Sheppard, a Wrightstown resident who lives near the intersection, said he has safety and quality of life
CONcems,

"I'm urging PennDOT to look at the traffic issue and the left-turn lane where there could be a nasty blind spot
from traffic waiting to turn,” he said, "PennDOT should reconsider the property owners being able to get in
and out of our homes. This Is our property and the quality of life.”

Supervisor Rob Ciervo sald the board has heard residents say they have taken longer alternate routes around
the intersection because traffic was so bad at certain times of the day.

"We've learned that 33 percent of traffic coming down Route 413 makes a left onto Stoopville Road and that's
what causes the congestion that makes this light necessary,” he said. “The board has also heard pleas from
residents of other townships to do something about this matter.”

The engineers also explained plans for a pedestrian walkway along Stoopville Road but said certain parts will
be cut from the original plan.

"The section through the Rosefield Drive and Eagleton Farms neighborhoods will be eliminated because of
numerous obstacles in the way like stone walls and several houses being too close to the path,” Young said.

The 5-foot-wide path will start in Eagleton Farms and pass through the intersection of Creamery Road in
Upper Makefield and the north side of Stoopville Road where the Village Market Deli is before continuing up
Washington Crossing Road (Route 532) until reaching the intersection of Highland Road.

There will be numerous crosswalks and curb ramps at intersections along the walkway, Young said.
Kaufman mentioned another intersection included in the project Is Dolington Road and Route 532.

"We're proposing a multi-way stop with three stop signs,” he said. "We're alsc planning on widening Highland
Road where it meets Washington Crossing Road and putting in a 12-foot-wide right-turn lane to calm traffic.”

Several residents were concerned about drainage throughout the project’s proposed area.

"Every time there is a heavy rain or snow, water freezes and creates a hazard along the road,” Newtown
Township resident Carol Richardson said. "I hope this will be addressed.”

Supervisors from Wrightstown and Upper Makefield who had previously participated In a joint meeting during
which decisions were made about aspects of the tri-township project also attended Wednesday night's
meeting.

Ciervo said he was happy with the plans.
Ne're doing this to make the roads safer and more enjoyable,” he said. "We've had residents come to the

sodium at our meetings and ask us to do this.”
8'{3 74
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Attaehment IL
(pg. 1 0F /6 )

R.R.T.S.

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
FQ Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
rrisbuckspa5@gmail.com

Draft DVRPC FY 2015 - 2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania

ORAL TESTIMONY Given on: June 26,2014  # of Pages: _JO , # of Exhibits: _Ii
RE: PROIECT NAMES:
(1) Stoopville Road Improvements — Phase 2 (MPM5# 88083)

(2) Swamp Road/ Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek (MPMS# 64781)

| am Susan Herman, president of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., which is also known as
RRTS. RRTS is a regional citizens’ group with members from Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield,
Newtown, Wrightstown, and Northampton Townships. The organization represents well in excess of
9,000 residents.

On March 28, 2012, Newtown Township officials held a special meeting to solidify a new plan for the
Stoopville Road Improvements — Phase 2 Project , essentially abandoning the original plan designed to
address serious public safety issues along Stoapville Road in accordance with "Complete Streets” policy.
The original plan included installation of a much needed Multi-Use Trail along the full length of
Stoopville Road and mitigation of storm water management issues along the full length of the road.
(See Exhibit |, Advance of Bucks County article dated 4/5 — 4/11/12, titled "Stoopville Road project
enters phase two").

The new plan, which is the current FY2015 Stoopville Road Improvements —Phase 2 {MPMS# 88083),
misdirects funds to an intersection upgrade at Route 413 and Stoopuville Road. This intersection
expansion Is inappropriate and not necessary. The new plan misses a serious safety problem with
storm water management along the entire length of Stoopville Road. Stoopville Road Improvements-
Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083) should have addressed storm water management flooding problems and funds
should have been allocated to address safety issues alang Stoopville Road before being allocated to
upgrade and expand any intersections.

The new plan calls for the UPGRADE and EXPANSION of an intersection in neighbaring Wrightstown
Township. This expansionary project is consistent with the “Northern Bypass” (now called an
“Emerging/ Regional Corridor” by the DVRPC), an expressway that the DVRPC and certain politicians
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continue to attempt to construct in bits and pieces. It is both inappropriate and dangerous to construct
this expressway in this heavily residentially developed area.

The Multi-Use Trail that Newtown Township officials abandoned would have run the full-length of
Stoopville Road and connected thousands of residents living in neighborhoods along this dangerous
road. Stoopville Road is a Minor Collector Road comprised of a heavily developed residential
community, with the potential for a minimum of several hundred additional homes, making the safety
of residents and their children a major concern. Even with the benefits of traffic calming installed in
Phase [ g s Vi d Improvements Project, Stoopville Road continues to be a volatile public
safety issue due to the high volume of truck traffic coming from the 4 Swamp Road quarries. Quarry
truck traffic is compelled to push the speed limit, as drivers are paid by the load and the industry often
promises an time deliveries.

Residents are prisoners in their neighborhoods. It Is unconscionable that Newtown Township officials
abandoned the "Complete Streets” goal of providing a safe way for residents to walk and bike to: each
other's homes, two (2) churches located on Stoopville Road, a convenience store at Stoopville Road and
Route 532, the future Bucks County Veterans Park at Route 532 and Highland Road, the Federal
Veterans Cemetery on Highland Road, and the Lower Makefield Township trail system which leads to
the Garden of Reflection 9-11 Memorial on Woodside Road and the Delaware Canal.

Instead, the plan is now to upgrade and expand the intersection of Stoopville Road and Route 413
{Durham Road] in neighboring Wrightstown Township. RRTS OPPOSES the expansion of this intersection
as, per the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study, this upgrade is a critical part of
construction of a major North/South expressway that will connect |-78 to 1-95. This North/ South
expressway Is also known as the “Northern Bypass”. This back door effort to construct the expressway
in bits and pieces sells out the residents of Bucks County, who cherish the unique and priceless open
space character that exists today. The expressway will create uncontrollable growth and building that
will significantly change the character and quality of life in our region.

RRTS opposes the Stoopville Road Improvements — Phase 2 Project and WE IMPLORE THE REGIONAL
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE AND DVRPC BOARD TO OPPOSE THIS EXPANSION PROJECT.

In the DVRPC's published plan titled 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study, there will be two (2)
southern ends of the expressway: one that runs along Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads and one that
runs along Swamp Road.

= This map (Exhibit I) is 2 map of the North/ South expressway that was discussed by a regional
Traffic Advisory Committee back in the early 1990's. Meeting minutes document the discussions.

= This map (Exhibit lll) is a map of the North/ South expressway that appeared in a March 2008
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) publication titled EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY: LIMITING TRAFFIC CONGESTION AND ACHIEVING REGIONAL GOALS. The
expressway runs along Route 611 to 1-95 and is referenced in the legend as an "Emerging/

Regional Corridor”.
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In the DVRPC's 1988 NewlownTownship Traffic Study, the "Northern Bypass Alternative” was
studied. One end was along Stoopville Road and an extended Silver Lake Road on the East side
of Newtown Borough. The other end was along Swamp Road on the West side of Newtown
Barough.

The following excerpts are from the section of the Study titled “Northern Bypass Alternative™:

(a) Page #61 (Exhibit IV) shows a map of the Northern Bypass Scenario projected for
Year 2000. This map continues to be relevant today, as it is custornary for the
DVRPC to do 25-year Long Range Planning. The map shows the “Northern
Bypass® as an upgraded Stoopville Road connected to an extended Upper Silver
Lake Road. Note the upgraded intersection at Stoopville Road and Route 413 (also

n Du R

(b) Page #62 states, "It is further recommended that Buck Road, Swamp Road, and
Durham Road be widened to 4 lanes..."”

Note that in the not too distant past, PennDOT - working with the DVRPC - tried to

expand Swamp Road fo sccommodate the 4-lane plan. Th il i this
despile pressure from PennDOT and it has, at least temporarily, been stopped.

However, the current Swamp Road project MPMS# 64787 in the Draft FY 2015
Pennsylvania TIP is a continuation of the project opposed by the community and is a
subversive atternpt to increase travel speeds on this road.

For aver 50 years, the bridge has had two 11.5 foot lanes and served to slow traffic
without incident of head- on collision, The affect of slowing traffic is substantially
safer than increased travel speeds. History has shown that safety declines at higher
traffic speeds, especially in the vicinity of the high concentration of young drivers
that Bucks County Community College provides.

RRTS OPPOSES project MPMS# 64781 and WE IMPLORE THE REGIONAL
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE AND DVRPC BOARD TO OPPOSE IT.

(c) Page #64 stales, “Some of the benefits of the northern bypass scenario, in
particular the diversion of gravel trucks, may be achieved with limited improvements
to Stoopville Road.”

(d) Page #60 states, "Level of service on... Durham Road [Route 413] will be a function
of the signalized intersections.”

{e) Page #73 states,
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*Highway Improvement Program,
Five Year Plan
Durham Road/ Stoopville Road Turn Lane & Signalization®

Note that these are the improvements being done in the current FY2015
Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2 (MPM5# 88083)

In 2001, under the leadership of State Representative Dave Steil, there was a plan made to construct the
*Northern Bypass" along Stoopville and an extended Silver Lake Road. The plan was stopped due to
opposition from citizens.

Today, because of development impacts, the "Northern Bypass” would have to be constructed along
Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads.

In 2007/2008, residents successfully opposed the roundabout that Dave Steil, Representative Scott Petri,
and the DVRPC advocated for at the intersection of Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads, as it
would have realigned Stoopville Road (o facilitate construction of a future expressway.® The dead give-
away that the roundabout was a key component of the “Northern Bypass” can be found in a May 12,
2008 Bucks County Courier Times Guest Opinion written by Dave Steil and Jay Roth ], an engineer
consultant for the DVRPC's Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. In the Guest Opinion, fitled "Don't scoff
at better, modern roundabouts”, Mr, Steil recommended the roundabout because of "the unique
geometric and traffic conditions in an area poised for growth and change."

Mr. Steil's view was consistent with a previous statement he made in a June 2002 lefter to the president
of RRTS in which he stated, “I would disagree with your characterization of Stoopville Road as a
‘residential route’ and a later reference as it being a 'minor residential collector road’. It is neither of
those. Itis a state highway. Itis clearly an arterial route, routing traffic flows over four municipalities.
Again, that is my opinion.”

Residents want to preserve the unigue and priceless open space character of Bucks County and hope
that the safety of our families is the highest priority of the Regional Technical Committee (RTC) and
DVRPC Board. We implore the RTC and DVRPC Board to oppose these two projects in the Draft

FY 2015-2018 Pennsylvania TIP: (1) Stoopville Road Improvements — Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083) and
(2) Swamp Road/ Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch of Neshaminy Creek (MPMS# 64781).

*See DVRPC's Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). Note that the DVRPC erred and did not put
its logo on the CD-ROM distributed for the BCRTS. It also neglected to reissue the CD-ROM so that it
included the Jonuary 2008 Addendum to Final Report that was distributed in hard copy to Stakeholders.
Despite RRTS's written plea that the CD-ROM be revised to (a) include the Jonuary 2008 Addendum and
(b) include the DVRPC logo, the DVRPC "declined our request”.
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.

PO Bax 285
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com
Mrs. Lynn Bush
Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
1260 Almshouse Road
Neshaminy Manor Center
Doylestown, PA 18901

September 7, 2005
RE: FY2007 Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program Public Meeting
Dear Mrs. Bush, .

Wa look forward to the opportunity to comment on the FY2007 TIP at the Bucks County
Transportation Improvement Program Public Meeting in October. We have a
3-minute long CD-ROM (a movie with sound) that is integral to our oral testimory.

In the FY2005 TIP round we wers told that the Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC)
guidelines for the Public Meeting did not allow audio-visual presentations. We respactfully
request that these guidelines be revised so wa can show our CD-ROM at the FY2007 BCTIP
Public Meeting. We would appreciate the BCPC providing audio-visual equipment and technical
support and would like to come in prior to the meeting to test run our CD-ROM with the

assistance of your staff. A

'
In past TIP Hearings, both the State Transportation Commission and Delaware Valley Regional
Planning Commission provided audio-visual equipment and technical support which enabled us
to show our CD-ROM. We have every expectation that the BCPC will provide the same courtesy
to citizens.

| would greatly appreciate a written response to this request by September 20, 2005, and thank
you for your consideration.

Susan Herman
President

CC: Govemor Ed Rendell
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman
State Senator, Joe Conti
State Representative, David Steil
Bucks County Commissioners: Charies Martin, Sandra Miller, and James Cawley
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Cosdia
Bucks County Planning Commission Board Chairman, Robert Grunmeier
Rich Brahler, Bucks Courty Planning Commission
Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini; and Superintendent, Mark Kein
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky; and Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo
R R.T.S.membership (mass e-mail) = |
Bucks County Courier Times

Yardiey News & Advance A
Philadelphia Inquirer ..‘39'«/ /87
511397

























State Senator Joe Conti

State Senator Tommy Tomlinson

State Representative David Steil

State Representative Scoft Petrd

Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation

State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler
Sharon Daboin, Deputy Secretary for Aviation and Rail Freight
Gary Hoffinan, Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration
William Laubach, PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering
DVRPC Board, c¢/o Honorable Thomas J. Gurick

Mr. Barry Seymour, Executive Director/ DVRPC

Regional Transportation Committee, c/o Brian Cuccia

Regional Citizens Committee, /o Warren Strumpfer

James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner

Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner

Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner

Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: George Komelasky /Northampton Twp, Peter
Palestima/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Rand
Jaslow/ Newtown Boro, Joe Hunter/Yardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Boro,
Anne Goren/Newtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Township, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron
Smith/Lower Makefield Twp, Greg Ciaola/Lower Makefield Twp

Lower Makefield Township

Mewtown Borough

Mewtown Township

Northampton Township

Upper Makefield Township

Yardley Borough

Alan Harvison, Council Rock School Board President

Mark Klein, Council Rock School Superintendent

Greg Lucidi, Pennsbury School Board President

Ralph Nuzzolo, Pennsbury School Superintendent

Jesse Abrams-Morley, Bucks County Courier Times

Brian Callaway, Intelligencer

Mewtown Advance

Jeff Werner, Yardley News

Philadelphia Inquirer

Trenton Times

Trentonian

Bristol Pilot

CES-KYW 3

Concerned Residents of Newtown, /o Jen Dix

R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail)

Bucks County TMA

Associated Press

Fox News

Channel 6

Channe] 10

Michael Diamond
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State Senator Joe Conti

State Senator Tommy Tomlinson

State Representative David Steil

Mike Diamond

State Representative Scott Petri

Allen Bichler, Secretary of T

State Transportation Commission ¢/o Honorable Allen Biehler
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration

William Laubach, PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering
DVRPC Board, c/o Honorable Thomas J. Gurick

Burry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC

Dr. Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC

Regional Transportation Committee, ¢/o Brian Cuccia

Regional Citizens Committes, /o Warren Strumpfer

James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner

Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner

Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner

Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: George Komelasky /Northampton Twp, Peter

Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Rand
Jaslow/ Newtown Boro, Joe Hunter/Yardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Boro,
Anne Goren/Newtown T'wp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Township, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron
Smith/Lower Makefield Twp, Greg Ciaola/Lower Makefield Twp

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors
Yardley Borough Council

Newtown Borough Council

Northampton Township Board of

Alan Harvison, Council Rock School Board President
Mark Klein, Council Rock School Superintendent
Greg Lucidi, Pennsbury School Board President
Ralph Nuzzolo, Pennsbury School Superintendent
Associated Press

Theresa Katalinas, Bucks County Courier Times
Brian Callaway, Intelligencer

Newtown Advance

Jeff Werner, Yardley News

Philadelphia Inquirer

Trenton Times

Trentonian

Bristo] Pilot

Fox News

CBS-KYW 3

Channel 6

Channel 10

Concerned Residents anmm-.m, cfo Jen Dix
RLR.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail)
WHMLH Tewnship Cotriens 7raffie Lormrmissién
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Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Yincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter
Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Rand
Jaslow/ Newtown Boro, Joe Hunter/Yardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Boro,

Anne Goren/Newtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp., Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron
Smith/Lower Makeficld Twp, Greg Ciaola/Lower Makefield Twp.

Council Rock School Board President
Council Rock School Superintendent
Pennsbury School Board President
Pennsbury School Superintendent
Associated Press
Bucks County Courier Times
Brian Callaway, Intelligencer
MNewtown Advance
Jeff Werner, Yardley News
Philadelphia Inquirer
Treoton Times
Trentonian
Bristol Pilot
CBS-KYW 3
Channel 6
Channel 10
Fox News
Concerned Residents of Newtown, cfo Jen Dix
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission
F.R.T.5. Membership (mass e-mail)
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Senator Robert Casey, Ir.

U.5.Congressman Patrick Murphy

Governor Ed Rendell

State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr.

State Senator Tommy Tomlinson

Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation

State Transportation Commission o/o Honorable Allen Bichler
Richard Hopg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration

Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6

DVRPC Board; ¢/o Joanne Denworth, chair

Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC

Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director DVRPC

Regional Transponation Commirntée; /o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair
Regional Citizens Commitiee; oo Warren Strumpfer, chair

James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner

Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner

Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner

Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
Bucks HUB Conference TMA

Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsicro

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Vincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter Palestina™orthampton
Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Mark Craig/ Newtown Boro, Joe

Hunter/Yardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Boro,

Anne Goren/Newtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/MNewtown Twp., Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith/Lawer

Makefield Twp, Greg CiaolaLower Makefield Twp.
Lower Makeficld Township Board of Supervisors
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors
Mewtown Township Board of Supervisors
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors
Worthampton Township Board of Supervisors
Yardley Borough Council
Newtown Borough Council
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission
Council Rock Scheol Board President
Council Rock School Superintendent
Pennsbury School Board President
Pennsbury Schoal Superintendent
Associated Press
Bucks County Courier Times
Brian Callaway, Intelligencer
Jeffl Wemer, Yardley News
Philadelphis Inquirer
Trenton Times
Trentonian
Bristol Pilot
CBS-KYW 3
Channel 6
Channel 10
Fox News
Concemned Residents of Newtown, ¢fo Jen Dix
R.ELT.5. Membership (mass e-mail)
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We are submitting five (5) items that outline our volatile public safety issue and the work
residents and RRTS have done in an effort to improve conditions. The items also provide a
history of mismanagement of roadways in the region. Included are:

» 04/26/07 Letter from RRTS to Jerry Coyne, DVRPC Project Manager for the
Bucks County Regional Traffic Study RE: Public Open House for the
Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS), Submission of
Concemns

e 04/26/07 10-page Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Sign-In Sheet for
the 04/26/07 Public Open House (copy provided by Jerry Coyne,
DVRPC)

= 04/268/07 58 pages of citizen surveys filled out at the 04/26/07
Public Open House for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study
(copies provided by Jerry Coyne, DVRPC)

»  01/17/07 Letter from RRTS to Jerry Coyne, DVRPC Project Manager for the
a
RE: Public Open House for the Bucks County Reglonal Traffic
Study, Submission of Concerns

* 1971-08/30/06 28-page document titled Timeline of Truck Traffic Issues in the
, compiled by Residents for Regional
Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS)

A review of the citizen survey sheets from the 04/26/07 Public Open House shows that the
following comment appears time and again:

“Now is the time to implement the proposed traffic calming measures along Lindenhurst and
Stoopville Roads and follow through on making the Newtown Bypass function optimally by

(1) making the lights traffic responsive, with the goal being to move traffic as efficiently as
possible and (2) ensuring that the traffic responsive light system is continuously monitored and
maintained, to keep the Bypass functioning optimally. These measures are relatively simple and
inex%ﬂ?l:ﬂ. compared to the horrific consequences and possible lawsuits that could occur if they
dare one.”

We hope you agree that these measures are long overdue and needed to ensure that traffic using

Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads travels in & manner consistent with the residential land use
adjacent to them. We hope you can help us restore sanity to traffic conditions along these roads.

Thank you for your consideration.

truly you

Susan ‘ an
President

Ce: Carmine Fiscine, Safety Engincer, Federal Highway Administration
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter
Senator Arlen Specter
Senator Robert Casey, Jr.
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R.R.T.S. ﬁ

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PQ Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbucks ol.c

MEMORANDUM

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri
Assemblymen: 31® and 178" Districts, respectively
CHAIRMEN, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force*

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force®

Jerry Coyne
Project Manager for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study
Delawars Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC)

FROM: Sue Herman
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University)
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS)

May 30, 2007 P
RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads;
5/30/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting

Dear State Representative Steil, State Representative Petri, Mrs. Goren, Mrs. Magne, and
Messrs. Deon, Palestina, Rattigan, West, Craig, Hunter, Harding, Schenkman, Smith, Caicla and

Coyne,

Tonight we reiterate that residents expect the Bucks County Regional Traffic Siudy (BCRTS) and
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) to recommend that Traffic Calming be

implemented immediately on heavily residentially-developed Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads.

As you are well aware, there is a volatile public safety issue on these minor residential Collector
Roads. The spreadsheet in Exhibit| (titled Engineering and Traffic Study Elements, Summary
Matrix —Revised 3/12/2007, presented by DVRPC's engineer consultant at the 3/29/07 RTPTF
meeting) states that the *Prevailing Traffic Speed” on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads is 48
miles per hour and 53 miles per hour, respectively. These unacceptably high speeds must be
lowered, especially in light of the inordinately high volume of truck traffic in our region from the
four (4) Swamp Road quarries.™

*Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Chalrmen ; State Rep. David Steil, State Rep, Scoft Petri Membars: Vincant
Deon & Peter Palestina/Nonhampton Twp, Dan Raltigan & Bob West/Upper Makefizid Twp, Mark Craig! Newlown
Borough, Joe Hunter & Chris Harding/Yardley Borough, Anne Goren & Jerry SchenkmanMewtown Twp, Jane
Magne/Wrightstown Twp. Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp.

**See Ex. Il, RRTS Traffic Flow Map and Lower Makefield Township letter RE: Quarry Truck Routes 61//2 5 |:
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travels in a manner consistent with the residential land use adjacent to these

YOU have an obligation to ensure that traffic on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads ﬁ
roads.” WE hope you will meet it (!

* Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads are part of a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route that Iterally bypasses the
Newtown Bypass. This resldential route has well In axcess of 8,000 residents living along it and more than 155
aceess points, most residential driveways.

Ce: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter
Senator Arlen Specter
Senator Robert Casey, Ir.
U.5.Congressman Patrick Murphy
Governor Ed Rendell
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr.
State Senator Tommy Tomlinzon
Allen Bichler, Seerctary of Transportation
State Transportation Commission o/o Honorable Allen Bichler
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering
Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6
DVRFPC Board; ofo Joanne Denworth, chair ¥
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC
Don Shanis, Deputy Exceutive Director/DVRPC
Regional Transportation Committee; ofo Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner
Charles Martin, Bucks Couoty Commissioner
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, o/o Steve Santarsiero
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors
Upper Makefield Township Boerd of Supervisors
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors
Yerdley Borough Council
MNewtown Borough Council
Council Rock School Board President and Council Reck School Superintendent
Pennsbury School Board President and Pennsbury School Superintendent
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission
Associated Press
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer
Newtown Advance and Yandley News
Philadelphia Inguirer
Trenton Times
Trentonian
Bristal Pilot
CBS-EKYW 3
Channel 6
Channel 10
Fox News

RRTS. Mermbeabp nas i) ‘%ﬁ ! &
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CONCERNS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CHANGES,
LISTED BY CHAPTER NUMBER AND TITLE

CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

= Add a section to the “BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE SECTION" on
page 1-1 of the BCRTS titled “Project Scope”.

We ask that the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) support preservation of
the open space Land Use of Bucks County by including a statement to that effect within
this new “Project Scope” section. The statement should include the explicit recognition
of the unique and priceless open space character of Bucks County, of the need to
preserve that open space, and to minimize the impact of any roadway recommendation
on that most valuable resource.

+« Add a section to the "BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE SECTION" on
page 1-1 of the BCRTS that is titled *Each Municipality's Position on Growth".
Sub-sections within this section should include:

(a.) “What is the vision that each municipality has for its future?”

Does the municipality want to conserve the character of the area — as suggested by
separate surveys? OR are they actively promoting rapid population and business
growth as soon as possible?

(b.)“How does each municipality’s vision of its future mesh with the BCRTS?"

(c.) “What is the vision citizens have for the future of the study area?”

State that, as per cilizens' surveys, residents’ vision/ desire is for preservation of the
open space Land Use of Bucks County and to avoid the creation of any new or
expanded traffic corridor within central Bucks County. Residents desire lo preserve
the residential (collector) roads within the study by implementing traffic calming
solutions; they should not be upgraded for higher volume thoroughfare access. Also
state that, as per citizens' surveys, there is a need to reclassify downward to
collector roads, those roads (or portions of roads) that have been mistakenly
classified as arterial, so as to reflect the residential nature of the roads.

(See Attachment I, Excerpts from the DVRPC's 12/05 document titled
TRAFFIC TAMING: Context-Sensitive Solutions in the DVRFPC Region)

CHAPTER 2: PLANNING ACTIVITIES

Add page 2.1.07 of PennDOT's Design Manual #2, a Table titled

: i ssification m Se Characteristics™ to the
“Transportation Facilities and Improvement Programs” section on
page 2-5.

Add PennDOT's most recent functional classification map for Bucks County to the
“Transportation Facilities and Improvement Programs” section on page 2-5.
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Mrs. Herman read this letter into the public record, even though RTPTF member Ron
Smith specifically requested it be reflected in the minutes during the discussion at the
7/31/07 RTPTF meeting where a motion was made to approve the draft minutes of the
5/30/07 RTPTF meeting. There was no dissent to Mr. Smith’s request, and the minutes
were then approved. RRTS will initiate a letter stating that the 5/30/07 RTPTF minutes
do not reflect the changes that were voted upon at the 7/31/07 RTPTF meeting and
request immediate comrection of same,

The letter can be found in its entirety in Attachment Il, which begins on the next page.
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= You are aware of the all too frequent near-misses between school buses, school children

and quarry trucks on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads, ,ﬁ
(Sea Ex. IIl, 2/6/04 letter from RRTS {o Representative Steil RE: Reglonal Traffic Problems: {1
Request to reject the Stoopville RD Rehabllitation Project ; NEAR MISSES/ ROAD RAGE

caused by mismanagement of minor residential collector roads)

= You are aware of the bus driver's Letter to the Editor that ran in the Bucks County Courier
Times, a bone-chilling letter accurately describing the volatile conditions that persist on
Lindenhurst Road today. {See Ex. V)

= The school districts are aware of the potential for a serious accident along Worthington
Mill, Stoopville and Lmdenhumt Hnads

In addition to the comespondence in Exhibits V and VI, superintendents and school board
presidents have received numerous more-current written communications from RRTS
and oral testimony delivered in the public forum.

« You are aware of the enclosed CD-ROM which contains 3 videos titled Bypassing the
Bypass, CBS/KYW 3 Newscast (aired an 6/503), and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill
Road. We showed the RTPTF the abridged version of the Bypassing the Bypass video
at its 11/29/04 meeting. We have shown the abridged version to DVRPC staff and
provided them with the full CD-ROM on numerous occasions, as part of testimony for the
Transportation Improvement Program.

= You are awara that...

...many parents drive their children to and from school, rather than risk them 6 I
getting hit by a truck while waiting at the bus stop. -
- ...few people walk or bike on the Lindenhurst Road bike path provided by the

township, because of the close proximity of speeding trucks.

...no one walks or bikes along Stoopville Road because of the close proximity of

speeding trucks.

...residents are being terrorized on a daily basis.

L}

We hope you will reread this letter and view the accompanying CD-ROM in its entirety, so there is
no mistaking why it is only a matter of time before a horrific accident occurs on Lindenhurst or
Stoopville Roads. This letter, the CD-ROM (Ex. VIl) and CD-ROM Commentary (Ex. VIII) have
been mailed to each of you via Certified Mail with a Retum Receipt.

We want you to know that residents will no longer tolerate being terrorized on a daily basis, nor
will we tolerate Lindenhurst or Stoopville Roads being upgraded to a higher Functional
Classification — an apparent longstanding, self-interested, political agenda for many in the region.
Residents are ready and willing to work at every level, up to and including the Federal
government, in order to obtain the desperately-needed Traffic Calming for these roads. We hold
our Metropolitan Planning Organization (DVRPC), elected officials and governmental agencies
accountable to meet the highest standards of all existing regulations and policies.







CHAPTER 5: TRAFFIC ENGINEERING & SAFETY STUDIES Summary Report (CONT.)

« Creating a Northermn Bypass (or implementing one additional step of it) along Stoopville
and Lindenhurst Roads is in direct oppaosition to:

(a)...desperately- needed traffic calming. .

(b)... Context Sensitive Solutions and Complete Streets policies

(¢)... Keystone Principles for Growth, Investment and Resource
Conservation announced by Govemnor Rendell's office in a press
release dated 10/24/05. These principles support following the region's
Comprehensive Master Plan which, for decades, has shown heavily
residentially- developed Stoopville RD as a Collector Road.

s Add the DVRPC spreadsheet titled Engineering and Traffic Study Elements, Summary
Matrix - Revised 3/12/2007 to Chapter 5. This is an informative and easy-to-understand

document

= Page BS states,
*The Lindenhurst Road serves as a collector between the Newtown Bypass and
Washington Crossing Road. Although classified as a collector, the Lindenhurst Road
Corridor, in conjunction with the Steopville Road Corridor, has historically served as an
altemate route to the Newtown Bypass for traffic traveling northwest of Newtown
Borough.”

Page 88 states,

“The Stoopville Road Corridor serves as a collector between Durham Road and
Washington Crossing Road. Although classified as a collector, the Stoopville Road
Corridor, in conjunction with the Lindenhurst Road Corridor, has historically served as an
altenate route to the Newtown Bypass for traffic traveling northwest of Newtown
Borough.”

BOTH of these statements should be revised to state that “Traffic uses
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads as an alternate route to the Hﬂwrm Bypass
because the Bypass andﬂ'mnrmrfaln [ . hia : '
ng. 1S WOULD REFLEE:T s

The DVRPC should include language on pages 85 and 88 that explains WHY traffic uses
Lindenhurst and Stoopville RDS as an alternate route to the Newtown Bypass, It has
been well documented that...
(a) ...the dangerous mix of traffic barreling down Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads,
chooses this residential route as a cut-through to get to I-95 in order to bypass the
ill-functioning Newtown Bypass and its eleven (11) untimed traffic signals.

(b) ...the segment of Arterial Highway Swamp RD between the Swamp RD quarries
and the Newtown Bypass was restricted to loaded (80,000-pound) quarry trucks for
over thirty (30) years. At one of the breakfasts he hosted at Goodnoe's restaurant,
even State Representative Dave Steil publicly referred to the historical pattern of
individual culvert or bridge load downgrading at different times on this segment of
Swamp Road. The result of this pattern of repairing one culvert on Swamp Road and
downgrading the culvert south of it, was that heavy commercial traffic was diverted
to heavily residentially- developed Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst
Roads for over thirty (30) years. It took the tireless efforts of residents and RRTS to
finally get ALL Swamp Road culverts upgraded and the road opened to ALL lraffic.

(¢ )...the arterial highways leading to the Newtown Bypass have been neglected.
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design speed. We also believe that removing this curve will pave the way for the
MNorthern Bypass.

We believe the Functional Classification for Stoopville Road is incorrect on
page 88. The DVRPC says it is an Urban Major Collector, The Bucks County

Federal Functional Class Map that RRTS has (GIS, Department of Transportation,
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania) says that Stoopville Road is an Urban Collector.

Page 89 of the BCRTS slates,

"Summary of Adverse Conditions

Based on field views, meeting discussions, and existing and future analyses, adverse
conditions include: quarry trucks, roadway alignment at Stoopville Road and Worthington
Milll Wrightstown Roads, traffic volumes from the Newtown Bypass to Stoopville Road,
and traffic congestion from Penns Park Road to Township Line Road.”

Is this a recommendation to align Stoopville Road with Wnrthl;‘:gtnn Mill Road? WE
OPPOSE THIS, AS IT WOULD BE ANOTHER INCREMENTAL, FUNCTIONAL STEP
TO IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NORTHERN BYPASS.

Also, see our explanation as to why Stoopville gets such high traffic volumes from
the Newtown Bypass.

Page 89 states,

“Summary of Adverse Conditions

Traffic speeds were observed to be above the posted speed limit on Stoopville Road
through a radar speed study near Eagle Road, but there is insufficient crash data
(including majority of crashes related to excessive speed and crash rate greater than
recent high-crash rate table) to warrant a lower speed limit on Stoopville Road in
accordance with Department Publication 212, especially from the mid-block between
Rosefield Drive and Eagleton Farms Road/ Hemlock Drive to Washington Crossing Road
for consistency of 40 MPH across the entire roadway.”

We don’t understand what this says. All we know is that a young man was recently
killed on this road, the Prevailing Traffic Speed is 53 mph (per the aforementioned
DVRPC spread sheet. Was this speed obtained near the 4-way flashing red light at
Eagle Road, meaning that the speeds elsewhere on Stoopville are even higher?), and
residents who live on heavily residentially- developed Stoopville
Road don'’t dare walk or bike along this road for fear of getting killed.
It seems to residents that the DVRPC is not using Context Sensitive Solutions or
Complete Streets policies. We ask for an independent, secand opinion on this matter by
someone outside the "Bucks County Umbrella of Politics®.

Over the years, Stoopville Road has been widened and straightened to the point where
the 85" percentile speed and the Prevailing Traffic Speed is UNACCEPTABLE, given the
adjacent residential land use. This needs to be rectified.

Please correct the Functional Classification for Newtown Bypass/ Durham Rd./

Washington Crossing Road (SR 0532) on page 58. Perour ﬂm!mw
Functional Class Map, this is a Minor Arterial, NOT an Urban Collector.

Page 138 states, "The Newlown Bypass/ Durham Road/ Washington Crossing Road
Commdor serves as part of a key link into New Jersey from Bucks County at Washington
Crossing and Newtown.”
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with motorists and residents to optimize vehicle distribution; decrease vehicles miles
traveled and fuel consumption; and reduce emissions. Whether through a dedicated
website (and/or existing municipal websites), press releases, etc., inform study area
motorists that the Newtown Bypass traffic signal timing plans have been updated
and will decrease travel time along the corridor.”

This language suggests that travel time has been decreased on the Newtown
Bypass. THIS IS NOT THE CASE. Even with the new traffic signal timing plans, the
Bypass continues to experience poor operational performance of the eleven (11)
traffic signals between Durham Road and 1-95. According to many residents, the
Bypass is functioning even worse than before the TSEI project went in, and many
are resorting to using Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads to get to their destinations
within a reasonable time.

We must not allow anyone to “pull the wool” over residents’ eyes. Now is our
opportunity to hold all parties accountable to achieve TRUE improvements in traffic
flow on the Bypass. We must ensure there is a cessation of the lip service/ touting
of false accomplishments regarding the Newtown Bypass, that has plagued our
region since 1988.

It is mind boggling as to why these lights are still not timed effectively after almost
twenty (20) years since the problem was identified in the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown

Township Traffic Study as the regions #1 priority AND fully funded at the time.

It is not enough that the signal coordination project has been
implemented. We need it to be evaluated/ debugged/ altered and
maintained in a manner that delivers optimal performance over the long
haul. Only after optimal performance of the Newtown Bypass has
been obtained over the long haul, and travelers have been given time

fo break the habit of using Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads as a
cut-through en route to /-95, should we proclaim success.

Failure to get the Bypass
desire to construct the Hurﬂrem E'mass

FIGURES

=  See Figure 2-11, titled “Traffic and Roadway Concerns”, on page 2-20.
(Attachment IV) %

Our issue with this Figure is that there exists the possibility that it was strongly
influenced by Task Force members’ input during the municipal meetings the DVRPC
held. The majority of Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) members at the
time the municipal meetings took place, had an apparent history of supporting
implementation of the Northern Bypass, whether it be through their actions or inaction.
And so, we believe, the information in this Figure is “loaded” to support the DVRPC’s
apparent desire for the Northern Bypass.

Some statements from the BCRTS that support our concern can be found on page 2-12:
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We ask the DVRPC to remove this statement from page 2-21 of the BCRTS:

“Of particular interest were comments received at the January open house meeting ﬁ
which sought to gain attendees’ insight into: the broad challenges facing the study
area, their specific improvement ideas, and their impressions of the most important
improvements and guoality of life issues in the region.”

The DVRPC clearly shows its bias when it states “Of particular interest”, when referring
to the public comments received at the first open house WHICH WAS NOT HELD AT A
NEUTRAL LOCATION. This open house was held at the Bucks County Community
College on Swamp Road. Both the community college and the Swamp Road Residents
Group are stakeholders of the BCRTS. When first announced at a RTPTF meeting,
RRTS publicly protested this suggested non-neutral location, only to be overruled by the
RTPTF.

It is important to note the calculated statement on page 2-22 of the BCRTS:

“It is worth noting that, as was the case in the municipal meetings, the public was never
guided to limit their observations or suggestions to any particular transportation mode or
specific set of facilities (e.g., the Key Roadway network).” Couple this with the Public
Comment Form (Attachment IV, page 6) that the DVRPC had available in the back of the
room at the first January open house — HELD AT A NON-NEUTRAL LOCATION- and
you'll understand why residents believe the BCRTS is not an accurate and objective
study and report.

Why weren’t the comments received at the second April open house meeting of

“particular interest™ to the DVRPC? This open house, held in a public school in

Lower Makefield that was quite some distance from Lindenhurst Road, was attended by a P
large number of residents who submitted written comment on the safety crisis on ':
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads.

OTHER

* On page 53 the DVRPC makes this statement about Worthignton Mill Read: °...trucks do
not create a situation where trucks travel at speeds much higher or lower than the rest of
traffic.” The same is stated for Lindenhurst Road on page 54. On page 55 the DVRPC
makes this Statement about Stoopville Road: “... traffic speeds of large trucks are
somewhat lower than passenger vehicles, however, large trucks do not create a situation
where they negatively impact the flow of traffic or create an undue hazard.” What s the
significance of these observations? It seems to residents that the DVRPC Is
skirting around the fact that it is inherently dangerous to have high volumes of
Industrial trucks traveling on roads with adjacent heavy residential land use,
REGARDLESS of the relationship between the speed of the trucks and other
vehicles.

» Although the study comdors may not meet the PennDOT warrants for the restriction of
truck traffic, the study should analyze a way finding or signing plan that encourages
regional truck traffic to use the arterial system rather than collector roads such as
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Road.
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R.R.T.S.

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940

RTSbucks l.com

.TO: - State Representative Daﬂr.l Steil and State Representative Scott Petri

Assemblymen: 31® and 178" Districts, respectively
CHAIRMEN, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force

FROM: Sue Herman
~ B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University)
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS)

October 11, 2007

RE: Residents’ outrage that the 5/30/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force
meeting minutes are not accurate

Dear State Representatives Steil and Petri,

Residents are outraged that the approved minutes for the 5/30/07 meeting of the Regional Traffic
Planning Task Force (RTPTF) do not accurately reflect that Sue Herman, President of RRTS,
read a 5/30/07 letter from RRTS RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on
Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads; 5/30/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting into
the public record. Ms. Herman specifically requested that this letter (Attachment ) become part
of the public record and after reading it, handed it to Bob West who was presiding over the
meeting. She asked him to ensure that the secretary (Vicki Haug), who left the meeting early,
was given the letter. Ms. Herman then sent a 5/31/07 letter to Ms. Haug via Certified Mail with a
Return Receipt that explained what had transpired in her absence at the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting
(Attachment I).

At the beginning of the 7/31/07 RTPTF meeting, a discussion took place regarding approval of
the draft 5/30/07 meeting minutes. RTPTF member Ron Smith specifically requested that it be
added to the minutes that Sue Herman read a 5/30/07 letter from RRTS addressed to the RTPTF
and Mr. Coyne, regarding the need for traffic calming on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads.
There'was no dissent to Mr. Smith's request, and the minutes were approved by the RTPTF.

It was alarming to read the approved 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting minutes and find that they DO

NOT ACCURATELY REFLECT thalt Ms. Herman read the 5/30/07 letter into the public record. |

Residents are questioning whether this letter is being intentionally left out of the

minutes, whether this is a deliberate attempt to keep others uninformed about the
rizing dai c s on lle and Lii urst Roads,

Your constituents demand that you correct the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting minutes at the next
meeting of the RTPTF (scheduled for 10/29/07). It yuur duty.

Eue Herman
President

Ce: VA Under Secretary for Memonal Affairs, William Tuerk
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration
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= itis both misleading and unacceptable that it is tiled a Final Report. This increases the
possibility that in the future it will be misrepresented as a report that was approved by the
seven (7) participating municipalities and supported in concept by all. In future years the
recommendations in this report are sure to take on a life of their own. Is this what the
DVRPC is banking on? Is it worth risking its reputation as an “honest broker"?

« _.the DVRPC has failed to achieve its goal as stated in the current Oraft Public

Participation Flan.a Strategy for Citizen Involvement (currently under review for public

comment) where it clearly states the DVRPC’s “philosophy and intent to place public
participation at the forefront of the Commission’s priorities.”

In closing, we would like to say that a reputation as an “honest broker” must be backed by
actions, not just by words. We hope you will ensure that the DVRPC immediately publishes an
amended report and addendum as per peints 1 and 2 on page #1 of this letter, in their entirety.
Residents and elected officials want to believe that our Metropolitan Planning Organization is an
“honest broker”™.

We are watching and hoping.

Sue Herman
President

Ce: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk®
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans AfTairs
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southcast PA Chapter
Senator Arlen Specter
Senator Robert Casey, Ir.
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy
Governor Ed Rended
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr.
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson
Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation
State Transportation Commission o/o Honorable Allen Biehler
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Burcau of Highway Safety and Traffic Enpineering
Les Toaso; Acting District Executive, PennDOT District 6
DVRPC Board; cfo Jerald Cureton, chair
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Directod/ DVRPC
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC
Regional Transportation Commitier; o/o Matthew Lawson, chair
Regional Citizens Commities; /o Warren Strumpfer, chair
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair
Stale Representative Scont Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner
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Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein
Pennshury School Board President, Greg Lucidi
Pennsbury School CEO. Paul Long

Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: /o Gary Gilman. chair
Associated Press

Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer

Newlown Advance

Yardley News

Philadelphia Inquirer

T Ti

Trentonian

Bristol Pilot

CBS-KYW3

Channel 6

Channel 10

Fox New

Moe Sood

Concerned Residents of Newtown (mass e-mail)

R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail)
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Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sicma Club Southeast PA Chapter
Senator Arlen Specter
Senator Robert Casey, Jr.
# 1).5.Congressman Patrick Murphy
¥ Governor Ed ]
State Mellhinney, Jr.
State Senator Tommy Tomlinsen
Allen Bichler, Secretary of T
<% Stale Transportation Commission /o Honorable Allen Bichler
Richard Hogge, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration
Bill Lavbach; PernDOT, Buresu of Highway Safety and Traffic Engincering
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6
wlinvnpc Bnuﬂ.dn]'ﬂ:ldﬂ.uﬂnn,:hlﬁ'
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. Regional Citizens Committee; ¢/o Warren Strumpfer, chair
*smmmmmmmmmmrﬂmw
¢-Stale Representative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planming Task Force Co-Chair
tt-Tames Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner

Charlex Martin, Bucks Coumty Commissioner

Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner

Lynn Bush, Executive Dircctor, Bucks County Planning Commission
Nos-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Flanning Task Force:

?mmﬂm&]mﬂmmgham&hr&mm Dmkﬂhpn&ﬂﬂhWﬁtMppﬂhﬁkﬂﬁddTﬂp.Gwd
O'Malley & Mike Scllers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Humter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry
Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower

Makefield Twp.
Regional Stakcholders of the BCRTS:

Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Mark E. Kendrick, Mark J. Klein, Marie Lebegem, James J. Linksz, Paul B. Long,

Robert Miller, James D. Momrisscy, Jack Pinheiro, William Rickett, Mark Shablin
#&mmﬂn:uluguumenpdmmdumﬂ:mm
Lower Makefield Township Raard of Supervizsors
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors '
Mewtown Township Board of Supervisors
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors
Northempton Township Board of Stw:sots
Yardley Borough Council .
Mewiown Borough Council
Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abﬂmﬂ:m
Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein
Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi
Pennsbury School CEQ, Paul Long
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commisston: o/o Gary Gilman, chair
Az=zociated Press
Buocks County Courier Times and Intelligencer
Mewiown Advance
Yardley News
Philadelphia Inquirer
Trenfon Times
Trentonian
Bristo] Pilot
CBSKYW3
Channel 6
Channel 10
Fox New
Moc Sood
Concerned Residents of Newtlown (mass e-mail)
R.R.T.5. Membership (mass e-mail)
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conditions on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads and the need to
restore traffic to sanity, so that it is safe for travel by vehlclcs,

pedestrians and bicyclists?

(Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads are part of a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route that literally
bypasses the Newtown Bypass. This residential route bas well in excess of 9,000 residents living
along it and more than 155 access points, most residential driveways. According to the Institute
for Transportation Engineers, “Control of access is among the most influential geometric aspects
affecting crash frequency on the highway system.™)

Is it because politicians and agencies are preparing, behind the
scenes, to ram a roundabout through at the intersection of
Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads, using the Veterans
Cemetery as an excuse - despite strong documented opposition
from municipalities and residents?

Is it because, behind the scenes, there is continued pressure by
certain politicians/ agencies to construct the Northern Bypass
along Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads - behind residents’
backs?

The recent horrific accident in Lower Makefield - involving a car, loaded dump truck, and oil
tanker (see Exhibit 1I; Bucks County Courier Times article titled 4 walk away from fiery tanker
accident) - underscores why it is essential that effective traffic calming measures be
implemented on Swamp, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads - where there is an inordinately
high volume of truck traffic due to the fnur (4) Wrightstown quarries and heavy residential
development adjacent to the roads.

RESIDENTS OPPOSE ANY ROUNDABOUT TREATMENT AT THE
INTERSECTION OF STOOPVILLE AND WASHINGTON CROSSING ROADS,
AS A ROUNDABOUT WILL LEAD TO HIGHER VOLUMES OF TRAFFIC
TRAVELING AT EVEN GREATER SPEEDS ALONG STOOPVILLE AND
LINDENHURST ROADS.

We respectlully request of yon, that at th M!Lﬂhi .mmtlf meeting you ask the
RTPTF NOT TO APPROVE the inaccurate statement in #4 of the Draft Minotes for the
10/29/07 RTPTF Meeting.

We are grateful that as a result of your efforts and citizens’ efforts, the Revised Final Minutes for
the 5/30/07 RTPTF Meeting and the Final Minutes for the 7/31/07 RTPTF Meeting accurately
reflect the reading of RRTS’s letter into the public record at the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting.

Thank you for consideration of our request.

President
Ce: VA Under Secretary for Memorial AfTairs, William Tuerk q?’//ﬁ

Dan Fraley, Bucks County Direcior of Veterans Affairs

113)377 @'

o
























accepted as "final" by the RTPTF now, and we offer no additional comments regarding this
document.” '

This evening, residents respectfully and formally request that the Board of Supervisors
memorialize the motion that was passed dt the 3/31/08 RTPTF ina letter from the Board
addressed 1o the RTPTF (including Co-Chairs Dave Steil and Scott Petri), Messrs. Seymour,
Shanis and Coyne of the DVRPC, and the State Transportation Commission c/o Secretary of
Transportation Honorable Allen Biehler.

The motion passed 5 to 2 with Yardley Borough, Newtown Borough, and Newtown, Lower
Makefield and Upper Makefield Townships voting “YES” and Wrightstown and Northampton
Townships voting “NO™.

The motion was that Representative Steil will create and distribute a CD-ROM Comprehensive
Report of the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study to each of the participating municipalities and
Stakeholders that includes:
* The Bucks County Regional Traffic Study — October 2007 Report
« The January 2008 Addendum to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study —
October 2007 Report
+ Comments received from municipalities since the October 29, 2007 meeting, including
Northampton Township’s comments. Northampton Township was granted an extension
until May 15, 2008.
» Minutes of the RTPTF meetings from August 19, 2004 through the March 31, 2008
meeting.
* An inventory to be provided by Representative Steil, prepared by his staff, that will P

include documents in his possession that will be itemized and scanned — to include any
and all letter$ or documeats from Stakeholders or citizens groups who have come before
the RTPTF since its first meeting on June 17, 2004, including all documents referenced in
the RTPTF meeting minutes.*

e The CD-ROM Comprehensive Report may require 1-2 CD-ROMs.

Representative Steil indicated that his office can only inventory and scan those documents that
they have. We hope that all RRTS documents that have been submitted since the RTPTF's
inception will be inventoried and scanned, as each was sent to both Representative Steil and
Representative Petri ( as Co-Chairs of the RTPTF) via Certified Mail Return Receipt.

This evening, residents also respectfully and formally request that the Board of Supervisors
include this letter as part of tonight’s public record, as well as, the following three letters, which
were written recently by RRTS — and read into the public record at the 3/31/08 RTPTF meeting.

1) 3/31/08 Letter from RRTS to the RTPTF / DVRPC (Exhibit B)
RE: Cover letter read into the public record at the 3/31/08 RTPTF meeting, regarding:
1) Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report dated 10/07
2) January 2008 Addendum to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study
Report dated 10/07 :
(This cover letter was read into the public record in its entirety at the 3/31/08 RTPTF meeting and the
complete document including the 3/26/08 letter to RTPTF/ DVRPC was entered into the public record.)

103} -
*Note that there were no official meeting minutes taken at the 6/17/04 or 7/29/04 RTPTF mecetings. ff‘? ,
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* Mﬂ‘)’ Saymeor; &M‘.-Imw DVEPE -
AEPxt Beaudet, Chair, Sierma Club Southeast PA Chapter
Senator Arien Specter

State Senator Charles McIlhinoey, Jr.
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson
Allen Bichler, Secretary of
¥ State Transportation Commission ¢’o Honorable Allen Biehler
Richard Hogg, Deputy Sccretary for Highway Admiaistration
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Burean of Highway Safety and Traffic Enginesring
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6
¥ DVRPC Board; c/o Jerald Cureton, chair
¢ Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/ DVRPC
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC
Regional Transportation Committes; e/o Matthew Lawson, chair
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair i
®E* State Representstive David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair
#* State Representative Scoit Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair
% James Cawleyy Bucks County Commissioner
4k Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission
Non-Chair membery of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Forece:
Vincent Deon & James Cimningham/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigen & Bob West/Upper Makeficld Twp, Gerard
O'Malley & Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardlcy Borough, Jerry
Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Janc Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower
Makeficld Twp.
Regional Stakeholders of the BCRTS:
Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Mark E. Kendrick, Mark J. Klein, Maric Lebegemn, James J. Linkse, Paul B. Long,
Robert Miller, James D. Morrissay, Jack Pinheiro, William Rickett, Mark Shablin
5k Southeastern Bucks of Mimicipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair

Council

9% Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abramson
the Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein
#Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi
ShPeansbury School CEO, Paul Long

Lower Makeficld Township Citizens Traffic Commission: /o Gary Gilman, chair

Associated Press

Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer

Newtown Advance

Yardley News

Philadelphia Inquirer
Trenton Times

Trentonian

Bristol Pilot

CBS-KYW 3

Channel 6

Channel 10

Fox New

Moe Sood

Concemned Residents of Newtown (mass e-mail)
R.R.T.5. Membership (mass c-mail)
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= The DVRPC's Study was titlied Newtown Township Traffic Study (1988 Study).

The following pages and quotations were laken from the section of the study titled
“Northern Bypass Alternative™:

(a) Page #81 (Exhibit Ill) shows a map of the Northern Bypass Scenario
projected for Year 2000. This map shows the Northern Bypass as an
upgraded Stoopville Road connecled to an extended Upper Silver Lake
Road.

(b) Page #862 states, “It is further recommended that Buck Road, Swamp Road,
and Durham Road be widened to 4 lanes...”

DOT - i VRPC - tried to

expand Swamp Road to accommodate the 4-lane plan. The community
rejected this despite pressure from PennDOT and it has, at least
temporarily, been stopped.

(c) Page #64 states, "Some of the benefits of the northem bypass scenario, in
particular the diversion of gravel trucks, may be achieved with limited
improvements to Stoopville Road.”

(d) Page #81 states, “Realign Washington Crossing Road to form a
perpendicular intersection with Stoopville Road... To affect a northemn
bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign this intersection.” r

Note that the roundabout being currently promaoted by Representative

Steil and Upper Makefield Supervisor Bob West and a number of
others, would realign the intersection as described by the DVRPC.

e In 2001, under the leadership of Representative Steil, there was a plan made to
construct the Northern Bypass along Stoopville and an extended Silver Lake Road. The
plan died due to opposition from citizens.

= Today, because of development, the Northern Connector Highway would have to be
constructed along Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads.

# Today, if Roundabouts are built, they will bring more traffic to the area at higher speeds
and be a truck magnet - they are in direct opposition to desperately-needed traffic
calming on these roads.

# Two months ago, Representative Steil wrote a Letter ta the Editor to the Courier Times.
In it, he stated that the Roundabout at the intersection of Stoopville and Washington
Crossing Roads is recommended because of “the unique geometric and traffic conditions
in an area paoised for growth and change.” (See Exhibit IV)
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that at least the facts will have been looked at. There are no facts and no justification for spending
taxpayer money to make road repairs to a road that was just repaired and will experience a change
in traffic patterns when the Swamp Road corridor is opened to all vehicles. (See the attached
Stoopville Road recommendations from a PennDOT truck restriction study dated February 2000.
Resurfacing and reconstruction of Stoopville Road totaled approximately $750,000)

Our Township went through a very lengthy and in-depth engineering study to determime the
appropriate safety improvements for Swamp Road and the communities along Stoopwille road
expect nothing less. Surely there is no community support for the proposed Stoopville Road
Rehabilitation Project that will only encourage higher volume of traffic and faster speeds. We
implore you to postpone this project on the TIP until we know what the future traffic patterns will
be and the proper studies are performed. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

B, Culled T

D. Richard Tonge
Treasurer

cc: Bucks County Planning Commission Board:

Robert H. Grunmeier, Chairman
Geryl D. McMullin, Vice-Chairman
James J. Stoeckhert, Secretary
Kathleen M. Babb, Member
Joseph J. Bonargo, Member
Edward Kisselback, Jr., Member
David H. Plart, Member
Darren Hoffman, Member

Lynn Bush, Executive Director, BCPC

Dave Johnson, G.1S. Director, BCPC

Rich Brahler, Transportation Planmer
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Réérd"ﬁfs for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.—&*-3¢—— -

PO Box 285 ;
Newtown, PA 18940 . r

RRTSBUCKSPA@sol.com

Ms. Marcy Conti . .
Vice President

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.

P.O. Box 285

Newtown, PA 18940

February 27, 2003

Dear Ms. Conti,

This letter will apprise you of several pomts made in & meeting I attended in State Representstive Steil's
office on February 13, 2003. Mrs. Barbara Alba (Lower Makefield Township resident) arranged this
meecting with Representative Steil and asked Richard Tonge and myself to sccompany her as
“historians”, since we have been involved for so long in rectifying the traffic safety crisis in our region.

1.) Mrs. Alba asked Representative Steil for his position on the turnback of Lindenhurst Road: He said he
is against the tumback and will not supgort taking care of one neighborhood at the expense of another.
For instance, he said if Lindenhurst Road was restricted to trucks, the trucks would seek out other
roads in Lower Makefield to get to 1-95 (eg. Dolington Rd. or Quarry Rd.) and then he would have
residents from Farmview in his office protesting the truck traffic. '
(

He said if all the townships in the region that are affected by truck traffic sit down and develop a plan
for improving safety, these would be the only recommendations he would support. He recommended
to Mrs. Alba that Lower Makefield Tawnship (LMT) become part of the Jointure.

Mrs. Alba repested that she felt the volume of commercial traffic on Lindenhurst Road , a residential
road, is unacceptsble. Representative Steil stated that the accident data doesn’t support this. T stated
that I got involved in this safety issue 3 2 years ago when a Council Rock school bus filled with kids
was almost hit by an 80,000-1b. loaded quarry truck at the bus stop st Lindenhurst Rd. and Autumn
Drive. I also stated that at a recent LMT Board of Supervisors meeting, a resident spoke of her
daughter almost being hit by a quarry truck when crossing Lindenhurst Rd. to board her school bus at

the Trowbridge Dr. bus stop.

Steil siated that we' don't have data regarding near—misses. [ asked him how such-data
mlghtb:mllﬁﬂﬂda:ﬂhcmdmmyumﬂdbetnfum?mmhmybuuhvmmpmtm—m1mm

their Transportation Dcpanmmtl

2) Iukuqu:n‘mntaﬁvnSteﬂwhﬂgmdmaymmnﬂbﬂm:ﬂtuwmﬁp:wu]dbqgﬁenM
Newtown Township recently removed the NO CONNECTOR ROAD clause from the
Intergovernmental Agreement. Fo my surprise, heresponded that this was never parnt of the
negotistions. [ informed him that during the 3 % years of my involvément with this issue, I have
known that the underlying premise for the negotiations was that there be no connector road- .
(otherwise known as “Concept Way”) between Newtown’s OR District and Lindenburst Road. This
premise led to LMT negotiating for an internal road intersecting the Newtown Bypass to service the

% : E
13377 | LngRe


















Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.

PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com

Newtown Township Board of Supervisors
100 Municipal Drive

Newtown, PA 18940

June 11, 2003

Re: McLaughlin Subdivision

Dear Mr. Harp, Mrs. Goren, Mr. Goodnoe, Mr. Jirele and Mr. Weaver,

At midnight at your 5/28/03 Board meeting you discussed the Final Plan for the McLaughlin Subdivision.
Your decision to revisit the Right-of-Way (ROW) for this tract at that late hour and that |ate stage of the
approval process was a breach of public trust. Residents who live along Stoopville Road had obtained your
approval for a 40"ultimate ROW (along the straightaway) through their hard efforts and repeated tumout at
meetings throughout the approval process. The public followed the plan through the Sketch Plan and
Preliminary Plan phases at both the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors levels. Due to the
public’s repeated turnout at the Planning Commission level, the McLaughlin Tract was placed on the
agenda for the 10/09/02 Board of Supervisors meeting as a discussion item. An 10/10/02 Bucks County
Courier Times article (attached) reports that there were more than 70 residents present to discuss the
MecLavghlin Tract,

As you know, residents who live along Stoopville Road fear the construction of the Northern Bypass in
their backyards. Messrs. Jirele, Goodnoe and Weaver, through their repeated actions, have demonstrated :

that they are in favor of this project which will bring higher volumes of commercial traffic traveling at
greater speeds through residential neighborhoods, exacerbating the current traffic safety crisis on this road.
Their statements that they do not support the Northern Bypass are contradicted by their actions. These
individuals endorsed removing the “No Connector Road Clause™ from the Intergovernmental Agreement
that Lower Makefield Township had presented for their review. This clause was key to ensuring that the
Northern Bypass would not be built

Your Board"s remaval of this clause was also done behind the public’s back. The “No Connector Road
Clause™ was present in the Intergovernmental Agreement when you approved it at your 11/20/02 Board of
Supervisors meeting. An ordinance for adopting the traffic agreement with Lower Makefield Township
was then advertised for public hearing at your next Board meeting on 12/11/02. Surprisingly, Mr. Jirele
moved to strike the “No Connector Road Clause™ from the Agreement and it was approved.

The residents who live along Stoopville Road have demonstrated how important a 40° ROW at the
MclLaughlin Tract is to them. In response to your contention that all other developments along the road
have followed the ordinance, perhaps this subdivision should set a new precedent. This Board opted to
maintain residential zoning along Stoopville Road and approved the construction of thousands of
residences there. It is your duty to protect the health, safety and welfare of the very residents who live
there; your insistence that Toll Brothers pursue an 80" ROW can only facilitate the building of the Northern
Bypass. We implore you to reinstate the 40’ultimate ROW as approved by the Board of Supervisors on
02/12/03. 2

V

= S

Susan
President
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285 °
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors

1100 Edgewood Rd.
Yardley, PA 18940

July 23, 2003

Re: July 21, 2003 Public Comments; 2003 LMT Comprehensive Master Plan Update

Dear Mrs. Godshalk, Mr. Hackman, Mr. Fegley, Mr. Stainthorpe, and Mr. Fazzalore,

As you know, at the July 21, 2003 Board of Supervisors meeting [ commented on the 2003 LMT
Comprehensive Master Plan Update during public comment period. T expressed residents’ alarm that the
Street Higarchy Map that was part of the 1992 Comprehensive Master Plan had been omitted from the
2003 Update. This map is critical to the transportation planning process in our township, as well as, in the
region as a whole.

thchd&ufhymdwdfnmofrmdcﬂudmghndnhnﬂﬂnﬂdumpupuﬂyﬂmmtm
transportation planning in our region and over 30+ years of political manipulation of truck traffic in our
region. In order to rectify this critical public safety issue, politicians, as well as, residents will need to refer
to the roadway classifications in the Street Hierarchy Map of LMT's Comprehensive Master Plan.

In response to my concern, Mr. Stainthorpe remarked that there have been no changes to the Street
Hierarchy Map (roadway classifications) that was in the 1992 Comprehensive Master Plan. Since be is the
Board representative for the Plarming Commission, I trust that he is knowledgeable in this area. 1 also trust
that it is evident that this important information needs to be documented in a formal Street Hierarchy Map
in the 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan Update. This will be easily accessible to interested parties in our
township and region. ( Note: Mr. Stainthorpe and Mr. Fedorchak had also commented that there were no
roadvway classification changes at the June 16, 2003 Board meeting when it was announced that the 2003
Update would be available for public review, and I asked whether there had been any changes in functional
classifications of roadways.)

Mr. Garton said that the omission of this map would be checked out. Mr. Hackman stated that perhaps
someone had removed the maps from the library’s documents. Mrs. Godshalk stated that perhaps the map
wasn't included in the document because, per Mr. Stainthorpe, there were no changes made to it and so the
old map would just be carried over to the final, approved 2003 Updated Plan. I returned to the library after
the Board meeting, and concluded that neither Mr. Hackman's or Mrs. Godshalk’s theories applied. The
Street Hierarchy Map has been excluded from the document that will become Lower Makefield
Township's official 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan and this needs to be rectified immediately.
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Ex. Y

Joe Szafran, Special Assistant to 11.5. Congressman James Greenwood r

Cc: United States Congressman James Greenwood

Sean Slack, District Direcior for U.S, Congressman James Greenwood
Governor Ed Rendell

Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation

Gary Hoffman, P E.; Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration
Staie Senator, Joseph Comnti

State Representative, David Stel

John Coscia; Executive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire; Bucks County Commissioner

Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner

Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner

Andrew Warren; District Administrator, PeomDOT District 6
Lynanh;E:m\mDnm Bucks County Planning Commission
Lower Malkefield Township Board of Supervisors

Dr. Timothy Kirby; Superintendent, Council Rock School District
William Burke; Board President, Council Rock School District

Ralph Nuzzolo; Superintendent, Penmsbury School District

Gene Dolnick; Board President, Pennsbury School District
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Resldents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors
1100 Edgewood Rd.
Yardley, PA 18940

September 15, 2003

Re: Bucks County TIP Projects:
(1) Implementation of Traffic Calming Measures on Lindenhurst Road
(2) Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project

Dear Mrs. Godshalk, Mr. Hackman, Mr. Fegley, Mr. Fazzalore and Mr. Stainthorpe,

We request that you take the following actions regarding two TIP projects that are being
recommended for the 2003 Bucks County TIP:

Implementation of Traffic Calming Measures on Lindenhurst Road
(to be submitted to the BCPC by Lower Makefield Township)

1.) We respectfully request that you make this project your #1 priority due to the dangerous
traffic condition that exists on Lindenhurst Road.

2.) We respectfully request that you recommend that Andrew Warren withdraw from the TIP
decision-making process for this project. Mr. Warren has a glaring conflict of interest when
it comes to decisions regarding Lindenhurst Road, as such decisions have a direct affect upon
traffic on the Newtown Bypass. He currently resides just off the Newtown Bypass and
previously resided m another sub-division just off the Bypass. Mr. Wamen's actions and
mactions have demonstrated that he has been aligned with politicians in the region (both state
and local) who have encouraged commercial traffic to bypass the Bypass. These partics were
satisfied to (a) keep Swamp Road restricted to heavy trucks for over 30 years and divert them
to less appropriate routes and (b) accept untimed lights on the Newtown Bypass (It is
important to note that in a 1988 study conducted by the DVRPC, entitled Newtown Township
Traffic Study, it was recommended that Newtown Township make the timing of the Bypass
lights its #1 priority project and this project was fully funded.)

Residents strongly believe that an impartial Professional Engineer at the Hamisburg
PennDOT level is required to ensure that there is objectivity in the decision-making process
for this project.
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Ex. ¥4

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. -
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18540
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com

Léw Makefield Township Board of Supervisors

1100 Edgewood Rd.
Yardley, PA 18940

September 30, 2003

RE: Draft of Lower Makefield Township Comprehensive Master Plan (LMT CMP)
Update, 2003

Dear Mrs. Godshalk, Mr. Hackman, Mr. Fegley, Mr. Fazzalore and Mr. Stainthorpe,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject document at the public hearing you held

on September 15, 2003. Below are the comments that | made on behalf of Residents for Regional

Traffic Solutions, Inc. We would greatly appreciate it if you would consider these for inclusion

in the Final 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan Update that will be voted upon at your Board of

Supervisors meeting on Monday, October 6, 2003, (ﬁ

1.) We thank you and the Planning Commission for agresing to include the Street Hierarchy Map
as an exhibit in this document.

2.) Page 91 in the 1992 Update, LMT CMP says, “The responsibility of the township is to
balance the needs of traffic flow and the land use goals that have been set.”... “It is important for
the township to balance the needs of traffic flow with the other goals of the community..."”

We respectfully request that the Board add these statements to the CPM, 2003 Update. We
believe that balancing traffic flow and land use is imperative in order to protect the health, safety
and welfare of residents and provide a high quality of life for residents.

3.) We respectfully request that a statement be added to indicate the township’s commitment to
acknowledge the hicrarchy of the roadway fimctional classification system and acknowledge that
road function should match land use. In addition, we ask that it be stated that the highest priority
of the township and region will be that all Arterial Highways and Expressways in the region
fimction optimally (including being able to be traversed by ALL vehicles, regardless of weight)
so that commercial traffic will favor using them over roads of lesser order functional
Inssificati

4.) Page 96 of the 1992 Update LMT CMP states, “ Preliminary discussions are underway to

improve the highway access from the center of the county (Doylestown area) to Route I-95 m A
order to remove interstate —bound traffic from local residential streets. The township should

continue to work with Newtown Township to provide a “northern bypass™ from Lindenhurst

Road/Route 332 north to Route 413 for better traffic circulation to [-95.™ )32 ,/W
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years and who have accepted untimed lights on the Newtown Bypass, despite a 1988 DVRPC
study* that placed synchronization of the bypass lights as Newtown Township's No. 1 top
priority project (fully funded at that time). PennDOT"s District 6 must take responsibility for its
part in creating this public safety crisis through both its inaction and actions. (

We ask that you join with us in recommending that Mr. Warren recuse himself from the TIP
decision-making process for these projects because of the obvious conflicts of interest that exist.
As a long time resident of this area, Mr. Warren naturally has many ties and the divisive nature of
the traffic problems here demand a nonaligned professional. In addition, decisions regarding
these minor residential collector roads will have a direct affect upon traffic on the Newtown
Bypass, and Mr. Warren has resided adjacent to the Bypass for years,

We implore you to join with us in recommending that an impartial Professional Engineer at the
PennDOT Harrisburg level be assigned to evaluate these projects throughout the TIP process. As
you may know, District 6 is the only district in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania without a
certified Professional Engineer (P.E.) at its helm.

During the last TIP round, you took unprecedented steps to do the right thing in the interest of the
public's safety at large and we greatly appreciated this. We are before you, once again, to ask
you to act boldly and swiftly before a bus load of kads gets killed.

We would like to show you some stills from the three videos that are being submitted.

Thank you for your time and continued efforts to address this safety crisis.

* entitled Newtown Township Traffic Study
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The speakers who gave oral testimony on October 9, 2003 represent Residents for
Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS), a regional citizens’ group. Members are from
Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown and Northampton
Townships and the organization represents well in excess of 8,000 residents.

A high volume of heavy truck traffic is bypassing Route 332, the Newtown Bypass (a
four lane, limited access divided highway), and using Lindenhurst, Stoopville and
Worthington Mill Roads (all minor, residential collector roads) as a cut-through en route
to 1-95. The cut-through quarry truck traffic is compelled to push the speed limit, as
drivers are paid by the load and the industry often promises on time deliveries, Truckers
know that they are less likely to be stopped on minor roads. Dozens of school buses that
necessarily use these roads to pick up and drop off our children are mixed with, in excess
of, 800 heavy trucks/day weighing up to 80,000 pounds cach. Numerous near-misses
have been reported involving heavy trucks, school buses and our school children.
We are experiencing a traffic safety crisis on these secondary roads.

Traffic coming from [-95 travels west along the Newtown Bypass for % mile and then
turns north onto Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the 9.7 mile, circuitous residential
route (see Traffic Flow Map, Exhibit IT). This route continues along Stoopville and
Worthington Mill Roads. In total, there are in excess of 155 access points, most
residents’ driveways (blue dots) and feeder roads from sub-divisions housing over 7,000
residents. There are four Wrightstown quarries located on Swamp Road (a Principal
Arterial Highway), just 3 miles north of where the Newtown Bypass runs into Swamp
Road. A 10-ton posted culvert on Swamp Road just south of Worthington Mill Road,
precludes ALL trucks from using the 2 mile segment of Swamp Road between
Worthington Mill Road and the Bypass. (NOTE: this 2-mile restricted section of Swamp
Road has 16 points of access.)

On the enclosed CD-ROM (Exhibit III), video #1, entitled BYPASSING THE BYPASS,
shows over 90% of the heavy commercial traffic turning off the Newtown Bypass and
using the residential route as a cut-through, beginning with Lindenhurst Road. When
viewing this video, please refer to the map in Exhibit T1, as the green, pie-shaped markers
point to the filming locations referenced in the video. Also note that the video script is
Exhibit [V.

Residents are fearful for their children and themselves who must regularly travel these
routes. This is a suburban/rural setting whereby residents must travel by car or school
bus for their daily octivities outside the home. In November, 2002 the principal of
Quarry Hill Elementary (one of three elementary schools located just off Lindenhurst
Road), stated this at a Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors meeting, “We
take a chance every day when we put hundreds of kids from Afton, Quarry Hill and the
Grey Nun Academy on the buses up there... It's a matter of time. We need to take the
issue into our own hands and do what we need to do... we have to take back the
[Lindenhurst] road."(see newspaper article; page 7 , Exhibit V). In light of PennDOT’s
rejection of Lower Makefield's request to take back Lindenhurst Road from the State in
the interest of public safety, we implore you to implement the traffic-calming TIP
projects for Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads within the first year of
the Twelve Year Program.
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+—. rehabilitation and_(3). should be looked at for traffic calming measures rather than trying to make it a

speedway for trucks to go even faster.

As [ mentioned earlier, it is an existing dangerous situation to have 80,000 pound gravel trucks trying to
get to their destination as fast as possible mixing with school busses loaded with children in the first
place, Any attempt to widen and straighten Stoopville Road will only enable the truckers, who already
exceed the speed limit, to go even faster, and may perhaps encourage them to continue to drive through
the residential neighborhood in order to get to the Newtown Bypass which was designed to hand]e this
kind nfl:mfﬁc rather than opt for the new traffic route just opened.

To sum up: I, on behalf of the 7,000 residents who live in the residential neiphborhoods along the state
classified minor collector roads, implore you to reject rehabilitating a road the needs traffic calming
measures more than it needs to be developed into a truck speedway. If Stoopville Road needs further
work to make it safer, let’s wait until traffic patterns work themselves out before we go off and spend
taxpayer money that may be totally unnecessary, and may cven promote an accident just waiting to
happen with a school bus.

Two of my colleagues from the Residents For Ragmnnl Solutions, Marci Conti and Susan Herman,
would now like to further address you on a Transportation Improvement Project to institute traffic
calming measures along Stoopville Road to make that road safer, not more dangerous.

Thank you for the opportunity to address you this evening!

Respectively Submitted,
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mdﬂmmﬂdhl&hﬂmﬂmﬁnﬂﬂmﬁﬂﬂnﬁkﬁﬂmmmm Soch incidents occar all too '
frequently on this road '

September, 2003: 'I'heCmu‘Tm{mlcdmed 1/15/04, mnhdﬂma&m;mmmbcﬁnau}
tragedy), wiote about a pear-miss between a Conncil Rock bus and a truck on Wrightstown RD that
occurred in September, 2003.- A truck traveling towards the bus came over the double yellow Iine cn 2
curve and took off the side mirror of the school bus. The truck dida’t stop. This was reported to Council

Rock School District.

.M Ilundednﬂtanknm“’m‘tﬁmgtm]diﬂknmﬂd nulstupftx:ﬂmﬁﬂ'ﬂﬂdhmlhﬂ
mmpp:du&m::tmtmpmkupchldrm This was reposted to Council Rock School District.

Mmﬁa-,zm a mwwmmwmmwmmmmmmnmu
board her schiool bus at the stop at Trowbridge DR. Public statements regarding this incident were made 16
the Pennsbury School Board and Lower Makefield Township Board of Sopervisors. J

April 1999- 1, personally, became involved with this safety issue when a Council Rock bus was almost hit
by a Joaded quanry tock at the bus stop at Lindenburst RD and Awtummn DR. The truck swerved around the
bus onto a front Jawn to avoid making contact  Polfticians at ail levels are well aware of this inciden_

ROAD RAGE FOSTERED BY THE DIVERSION OF HEAVY TRUCKS ONTO THE
RESIDENTIAL ROUTE

R@ﬁg‘fic.ﬁtﬂuﬂlﬂ'} .?Mmmdm The Coumeil Rock Tramsportation
qutmtddmtbn:mthmrmﬂmmm Ome from the resident who witnessed P
it, one from the bus driver and tne from the trecker involved. The trucker called Council Rock after the
lml:l-m!mdm:dth#h:fuﬂnwﬁih:h:ﬂuﬁeﬂwtm(ﬁmhmnupmHmhckDRuﬂgmm (
andydiedatthebuntmu The trucker did pot give his name. ‘ y

.il' gﬂ?,.?ﬂ_o_{; Ammmmmmm@uwmmmmmmua
to cross Route 413. An 18-wheeler quany truck (53 Jong) was tuming [eft onto Worthington
Mill RD. Since the trailer consumed the oppesing traffic lane md needed to goss into the RRTS member's
lane az well, the truck driver opened s window and cursed at the individual for having not calculated how
rmuch room the tractor trailer would need to make the tom.  The individual was forced to po on a neighbor’s

yard to let the truck pass.

Representative Steal, we have been alarmed in the past by your faslure to address the ill-
fimctioning Newtown Bypass and your interference in Lower Makefield Township’s effort o
take back Lindenhurst Road from the State in the interest of public safety. We can only conclude
that you are satisfied with 90% of the heavy trucks turning off the Newiown Bypass just ¥ mile
from 195 onto Lindenhurst Road, the minor residential collector road at the beginning of the
residential youte. 1t is unconscionahle that the buee quarry operations on Swamp Road (a
principal arterial highway) do not have direct access to the Newtown Bypass (the safest type road
in the region for heavy commercial traffic) and that Swamp Road has been artifically restncied
to heavy trucks for over 30 years. You have been in the legislature for the past 11 years and have
not been capable of mitigatng this serious public safety issoe. Your modus operandi has been to
talk about your concem and then support the statns goo by sidetracking any meanmgful effort to
create a safe traffic enviromment along the residennal rouvte. Instead, you support the imerests of

a sclect few to the detrimaent of the atizenTy at large. .

In sammary, we ask you 1o REJECT the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Projectin any and all  }$0 / 189 '
foroms and ask you 10 vigorously pursve funding and ymmediate implementanon of the stnctest '
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At a public meeting in Lower Makefield Township in 1999, Mr. Warren said he was
"ambushed” by residents complaining about the dangerous truck traffic situation on
Lindenhurst Road. He threatened fo widen and straighten the road. This is
consistent with his obvious mentality of wanting to move the goods and traffic AT
ANY COST.

At the December, 2003 regional traffic meeting in Harrisburg, Mr. Warren made a
recommendation to compare the cost of improving Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads
to the cost of improving Swamp Road, in total disregard for the more than 7,000
residents whao live along the residential route. At the March regional traffic meeting
at PennDOT King of Prussia, District 6 opposed using raised pedestrian crosswalks
on Lindenhurst Road. We hope that Mr. Hoffman, PennDOT Hamisburg, will keep
his commitment to give raised crosswalks another look, as he maintains they have
been successful in places near his home.

RRTS does not accept half measures in Traffic Calming along Lindenhurst,
Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. Failure to implement measures that will
maintain capacity while improving public safety will result in fatalities. Residents
are fearful for their children and themselves who must regulardy travel these routes.
This is a suburban setting whereby residents generally must travel by car or school
bus for most of their daily activities outside the home.

DVRPC: RRTS questions whether this agency can be objective, given that
PennDOT District 6 is an integral player there and Mr. Warren has political ties as a
result of his previous position as Bucks County Commissioner. In addition, current
Bucks County Commissioners, who are members of the DVRPC Board, have a
strong influenca there,

Last Thursday, the DVRPC Board decided not to take action on a Regional Citizens
Committee resolution encouraging rail carriers to submit proposals for moving
aggregate from the Swamp Road quarmies. It was stated that the Board will work
with Bucks County, that there are probably as many FOR using rail as AGAINST
using rail, that this would need to be looked at further before the Board would takea -
position.

It was astounding how swiftly this issue was catapulted back under the umbrella of
Bucks County politics. It is now questionable whether we will get unfettered
proposals that the region can evaluate. Without a doubt, the Short Line railroads are
interested in the business.

Newtown Township Board of Supervisors: In the cumrent TIP round, the Newtown

Township Board of Supervisors championed the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation

Project that calls for widening and straightening this road (even though the most

significant horizontal curves and problem intersection at Linton Hill Road are already

being addressed by the developer of the McLaughlin Tract).. This project will make

the road even more of a speedway for trucks and is consistent with this township’s

philosophy of piece by piece, slowly but surely, in the guise of making the road

*safer”, paving the way for a Bypass along the residential route. ‘
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This solution is unacceptable to RRTS and undoubtedly would make one question
whether our politicians deserve the honor of caring for the health, safety and welfare '
of the very residents who voted them into office.

In the last few years, Wrightstown Township Supervisors have approved the Miller,
Better Materials and Eureka Quarry expansions without conducting Traffic Impact or
Environmental Impact Studies.

One Wrightstown Township supervisor lives along PA Traffic Route 232 and another
lives across the street from the rail lines at the quarries, resulting in an
understandable conflict of interest.

« Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors: We fully expect Upper
Makefield Township to submit written comments OPPOSING traffic calming
measures on Lindenhurst Road after hearing Mr. Worden's comments at the 4/22
meeting. This township formally opposed the Lindenhurst Road tumback.

RRTS comment: IT IS TIME FOR ALL TOWNSHIPS TO STOP GAME PLAYING
AND POLITICAL JOCKEYING WHEN THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF
RESIDENTS AND TRAVELERS' SAFETY IS WHAT IS AT STAKE. All townships in
our region should be pursuing traffic calming measures for all minor collector roads
that are affected by high volumes of industrial truck traffic. These measures should
be designed to maintain capacity and improve public safety. It is time for
govemments to do all they can to make the Principal Arterial Highways and PA
Traffic Routes in our region function as efficiently and safely as possible and
encourage the industrial traffic to use them.

Coalition being formed by Representative Steil

At the 4/22 meeting, Representative Steil announced he is forming a regional coalition to

continue dialogue on regional traffic issues and asked each township to send 1-2
members to be part of it.

Given the past misuse of power in the region regarding transportation issues, how can
residents be assured that this coalition will not be a continuation of the same?

Pursulng the railroad for hauling aggregate from the Swamp Road guarries

Given the past misuse of power in the region regarding transportation issues, how can
this option receive an objective review? It was inferesting to hear Mr. Pogonowski .
express his concem that rail might be used to haul stone 24/7 to westem Pennsylvania.
He has shown little empathy in the past for residents imploring his Board for help with
the dangerous and voluminous quarry truck traffic. This traffic will escalate with the
onset of the 1-95/ PA Tumpike Interchange Project, a 10-12 year construction project.

As mentioned earlier, the Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors approved the last
Eureka Quamy expansion (and others before that) without even conducting a Traffic

Impact or Environmental Impact Studies. One has to question whether this Board is .
vigilantly protecting self-interest, to the detriment of the citizenry at large. /ﬁ/ e ,-
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Stoopville Road, part of a “residential route™ comprised of Lindenhurst, Stoopville, and
Worthington Mill Roads (all minor residential collector roads), is used as a cut-through by
high volumes of commercial traffic traveling to and from |-985. Industrial trucks are
literally “bypassing the Newtown Bypass”, a 4-lane limited access divided highway built

specifically for commercial traffic (See Traffic Flow Map, Exhibit II1).

There are four booming Wrightstown Township quamies located on Swamp Road, just 3
miles northwest of where Swamp Road becomes the Newtown Bypass. An inordinately
high volume of quarry trucks comes in and out of these quarries and uses the residential
route to go to and from 1-95, rather than the Newtown Bypass where the ten traffic
signals are still not synchronized.* Quarry truck drivers and drivers of AC oil tankers
(the oil is used in asphalt production at the quarries) are paid by the load, encouraging
on-time delivery over safety, greatly jeopardizing the health, safety and welfare of those
along the residential route. The Wrightstown quarries have over 100 years of quary life
remaining and are expected to be a major source of stone for the |-95/PA Tumpike
Interchange Project, an imminent project that will bring millions of tons of additional
stone through our residential neighborhoods.

This CD, entitled Bypassing the Bypass, shows the current level of commercial traffic on
Stoopville Road and the residential route (Exhibit IV**). The numbers shown here on the

map correspond to filming locations in the CD (see video script, Exhibit V).

The danger exists due to the failure of PennDOT District 6 and local and state officials to
address the functional deficiencies on the principal arterial highways in our region.
These parties continue to implement changes step by step that make our minor
residential collector roads more conducive for use by industrial traffic and make the
arterial highways in our raginn less conducive for use by industrial traffic. The

jgct, calling for further widening and straightening of

this mad even thnugh the most significant horizontal curves and problem intersection are
already being addressed by a developer, is another step that will encourage higher
volumes of commercial traffic traveling at greater speeds to use the residential route

rather than the Newtown Bypass.

There are already well in excess of 800 industrial trucks/day traveling this 8.7 mile
circuitous route, which has in excess of 155 access points (most residential driveways
represented by blue pins) and more than 7,000 residents living in subdivisions along it.
' There are all too frequent near- misses between trucks and school buses on this route,
as reported by RRTS in a February, 2004 |etter to Representative Steil (Exhibit VI) and
by Council Rock School District's Superintendent in a June, 2003 lefter to Deputy
Secretary Gary Hoffman (Exhibit VII) and a March, 2004 letter to Governor Rendell

(Exhibit VIl1),
*A 1988
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Newtown Township Traffic Study conducted by the DVRPC maintained that the
synchronization of lights on tha Newtown Bypass should be Newtown's #1 priority. Even
though this project was fully funded at the time, nothing was done until 2002. A closad -loop
traffic signal system was finally put into placs in response to considerable pressure from
RRTS. Wa hope that we can count on Mr. Andrew Warren's assurances that the lights will
finally be operating in a timed fashion in Fall, 2004 once PennDOT has finished upgrading
the intersections at the Newtown Bypass & Buck Road and the Bypass & Route 332.

 CD includes videos entitied Bypassing the Bypass, CBS/KYW Newscast, and Truck
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township's engineer to conduct a study of potential fraffic calming measures for Stoopville
Road... [and] direct that a presentation on the study resulls be made at a regularly scheduled

NTBS meeting within 60 days of this date.” (See Exhibit VI)

o Exdibit Vil cortains communications thal focus on the traffic safety erisis and involve the
Council Rock School District™. A .July 14, 2003 letler from an Eaglelon Farms Subdivision
representative to the Council Rock School Board President states this about Stoopville Road:
'Wahopematym{asw and all other parents) find this serious safety issue one that has
mmwmm {E:d‘tibrl‘ml pﬁgas&m}.

In & June, 2003 letter to PennDOT [Edibﬂﬂlpaga?}.muamﬁdaﬂmt of Council
Rock School District stated this about Worthington Mill Road: "The safety. of our students
is,of paramount importance... wa have averaged slopping 40 times per day on this
relatively short stretch of winding, nemmow road. | Wutl'mglmMIllRoaduﬂerptwem
conditions and circumstances requires action lo insure the safety of our students.”
Videos #2 and #3 on the enclosed CD-ROM (Exhibit Iil) show you why. (Video #2is a
CBS/KYW 3 NEWS SEGMENT that aired at 6 PM on June 5, 2003 and video #3is .
entitled

In a March, Zmdiettﬁ'tuﬁweimEdeﬁai{E#ﬂxtWLpagﬁ 11-12), the
mmammmmmmmwmﬁw
*Our administration has received many reports of quamy trucks passing stopped school
buses from our drivers, school students, and parents. The 34,000 Ib. to 80,000 Ib. trucks
often are unable lo stop in time. Parents of school students presented me with

of 70 heavy trucks traveling Worthington Mill from 8:00 a.m. to 9 a.m. on January 13,
2004, when our buses were running. The polential for a tragic accident is dear and
present.”

] Rashaﬁsmwhagedﬁﬂﬂabﬂﬂnsﬁdydmmhrﬁdmﬁmmmm
about and encouraged by PennDOT District 6 and slate and local politicians who have been
satisfied to keep Swamp Road closed 1o heavy trucks for over 30 years and who have
accepted untimed lights on the Newtown Bypass, despile a 1888 DVRPC study (Newtown
Township Traffic Study) that placed synchronization of the bypass lights as Newiown
Township's No. 1 top priority project (fully funded at that time).

O The danger exists due lo the failure of PeninDOT Distric & and local and state officals to
address the functional deficiencies on the principal arterial highways in our region. These
parties continue to implement changes step by step that make our minor residential collecior
mﬁﬁmmmuﬁmwmmwmmmmw“w
mlmmﬂﬂvnﬁrmubyuﬂsﬁﬂhaﬁc The Sioopyi habififa
M@mhmmnmuﬂmdﬂhmdwmwmam

horizontal curves and problem intersection are already being addressed by a
“developer, is another step that will encourage higher volumes of commercial traffic raveling
_at greater speeds lo use the residential route, rather than the Newiown Bypass.

O We respectfully request that the DVRPC endorse the RCC RESOLUTION regarding the
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project, as stated in the OBJECTIVE section of this
written testimony. We ask the DVRPC to go on record NOW against the Stoopville
Road Rehabilitation Project and in support of traffic calming measures that will
maintain capacity and improve public safety on this road. We ask the DVRPC 1o do this
in regard for the heavy residential land use along Stoopville Road.

*Some communications are taken from the document ents and Meei Atlended
by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (October, 197 1- .

Oclober B, 2003) (
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The residential route has 155 access points, most residential driveways shown by blue
pins, versus 16 access points along this section of Swamp Road [between Worlhington
Mill Road and the Newiown Bypass]. It is 9.7 miles from the quarries to the Newtown
Bypass via the residenlial route versus 3.5 miles from the quarries to the Newtown
Bypass via Swamp Road. There are 6 tumns to get to the Newtown Bypass on the
residential route versus no tums traveling south on Swamp Road. The residential route

literally “bypasses the Bypass™.

%

Politicians were satisfied with the diversion of truck traffic onto the residential route, It
took the tireless efforts of R.R.T.S. and residents to reach the ear of Deputy Secretary
Gary Hoffman, who supported replacing the posted culvert and the deteriorated culvert
south of it simultaneously. In January 2005, Swamp Road was opened to ALL traffic for
the first time in over thirty years. We are grateful to Deputy Secretary Hoffman and his
staff, as many trucks are choosing this most direct route to get to I-85, rather than the
residential route. We are also grateful to Deputy Secretary Hoffman for agreeing to have
PennDOT Hamisburg study the Newtown Bypass under its Traffic Signal Enhancement
Initiative Program (Exhibit IV). Proper timing and coordination of the 11 traffic signals is
anticipated by late fall. Residents are relieved now that Harrisburg has taken over the
reigns, as Newtown Township officials failed fo time the lights, even though this was
recommended as the Township's #1 top priority project in a 1988 Newtfown Township
Traffic Study conducted by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
(DVRPC).

We oppose the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project because it is essentially the
middle leg of the “northemn bypass altemnative” studied in the DVRPC’s 1988
Newtown Township Traffic Study. Here is the map on Page #61 of the 1988 Study
(Exhibit V). The northem bypass is comprised of Worthington Mill Road, an upgraded
intersection at Route 413 and Stoopville Road, upgraded Stoopville Road, extended
Silver Lake Road, and upgraded Silver Lake Road out to the Newtown Bypass. The
segment labeled "Upgrade Stoopville Road” corresponds to the_Stoopville Road
Rehabilitation Project. The northern bypass route corresponds to these roads on the
Traffic Flow Map. Silver Lake Road, which is in Newtown Township, runs parallel to
Lindenhurst Road, which is primarily in Lower Makefield Township. Silver Lake Road
has heavy residential development along it.

Although it was concluded that the northemn bypass was not the answer to the region’s
traffic woes, step by step over the years, it is being constructed behind residents’ backs.
Politicians refute this, yet when asked to give back the Rights-of-Way acquired along the
undeveloped portion of Gaucks Lane, they refuse to do so.

The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project calls for realignment and signalization of the
intersection with Washington Crossing Road (Exhibit VI). Page #81 of the

1988 Study says, "To affect a northern bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign
this intersection.” (See Exhibit V.) Stoopville Road has been rehabilitated two times in
the past five years at taxpayers' cost of $1.5 million dollars. Why is this intersection
being revisited?

The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project addresses variable lane widths and horizontal
alignment which equates to widening and straightening the road. This will bring higher
volumes of commercial traffic at even greater speeds through residential neighborhoods,
further encouraging trucks to bypass the Bypass. Page #64 of the 1988 Study states,

189321 yafset
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= |tis utterly beyond belief that this collection of liny minor residential collector roads is
being considered as a northem bypass which will encourage trucks o go the wrong way
in their approach to the Newlown Bypass.

» The Sloopville Road Rehabilitation Project ...

(a)...addresses "variable lane widths™ and “horizontal alignment” (Exhibit 1), which
means thal the road will be widened and straighlened. While we can suppoit
widening and straightening arterial ighways, wa find il hazardous 1o do so on this
coflector road that runs through residential neighborhoods.” it will increase the
hazard fo residents, inviting truck crashes in their front and back yards. Page #64 of
Ihﬂ_ﬂ&_mmmw_wp_&mmﬂs *Some of the benefits of the northem
bypass scenario, in particular the diversion of gravel trucks, may be achieved with
limited improvements to Stoopville Road.” (See Exhibit If). Encouraging the diversion
of dangerous commercial traffic through residential neighborhoods is not a “benefit™
according to good engineering practices.

(b)... calls for realignment and signalization of the inlersection mﬂ'lwwunglm
Crossing Road.. Page #81 of the 1988 Ne - raffic Study says, "To
aﬁﬂdamﬂmnbypassmmmwﬂuﬂuﬂd ﬂmvﬂalturaﬁig’nhsummm
(Sea Exhibit 11.)

=« Sloopville Road has been rehabilitated two times in the past five years at taxpayers’
cost of $1.5 million dollars. Why is this road being revisited?

+ Why did Urban Engineer's 2002 Swamp Road Engineering Study (which cost taxpayers
$100,000) recommend that arterial highway Swamp Road only have eleven (11) foot
wide lanes? Swamp Road offers the most direct north/south route between 1-95 and our
county seal. it is an arterial highway that becomes the Newlown Bypass, a fourdane
limited access divided highway that intersects with -95.

« [n 1988, experienced global planners suggested at your own hearings (chaired by then
Secretary of Transportation, Howard Yerusalim) that a TRUE NORTHERN BYPASS be
constructed, This would run north/south between Route 13 and I-80, bypassing Yardiey
on the east, and run from the PA Tumpike and 1-95 fo |-78 using portions of Routes 413
and 611, on the west. The latier received interest amongst counties to the north already
working with counties in New Jersey, and all of them coalesced with forces in

Washington.

« Such a TRUE NORTHERN BYPASS/ true arlery system would free local roads from
north and southbound arterial fraffic. Such an arterial delivery system makes a lot more
sense than using the two-bit minor collector roads previously mentioned in this testimony
{Worthington Mill/ Stoopvillef Lindenhurst/ Silver Lake Roads and Gaucks Lane). It would
offer a true remedy to our region’s traffic woes.

Supervisors Object

[ hﬁmﬁEﬂDﬁTlPMLmMﬁaﬁeﬂTmﬂmMmﬂathﬂdem
ilitath ject. (See ExhibitV: February 10, 2004 letter to

on Stoopville Road nor can we support widening the road's eleven (11) fool wide lanes.
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Rail Option

Given the public safety crisis and congestion in our region as a result of the inordinately
high volume of truck traffic here, it is beyond belief that more attention has not been given
to legislation going through Congress to use parallel rail routes Io refieve congestion from

highways.

M@EM&MM
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Please refer fo Exhibit X, a CD-ROM entitied Bypassing the Bypass. The CD-ROM
contains 3 videos entitled Bypassing the Bypass, CBS/KYW 3 Newscasf
(aired on 6/5/03), and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road. We ask you to view this
13 minute long CD-ROM in its entirety.

MMawmwﬂﬂdmmmﬂmmmmdmﬂWm
mwmmmmmmmmmmw
mmmmmmmwmdmhmrmmmmnmmm
opened lo ALL traffic in January 2005. It starts with traffic exiting off |-95 and traveling
west on the Newtown Bypass. Ninety percent (90%) of industrial traffic tums off onlo
Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the residential route. (See Exhibit IV; green numbers
on Traffic Flow Map corespond to film locations in the video. Also sea Exhibit XI;
commentary that accompanies the video.)

It is no wonder that strong opposition to this project has prevented it, tlmaanl:lagmn
from being selected for the First Fl:lu"'raars of the Twelve Year Plan.

ltisﬂmefnerﬂmenﬂﬂpamumMSInpdmmnmaﬂngmmmﬂhwﬂﬂngm
the opposition, so they can slip this project through, perhaps even as a TIP amendment.

-

School administrators and residents have cried out because of the dangerous mix of
traffic that has been encouraged to use the "residential route” (Worthington Mill,
Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads).

Exhibit X1l contains communications involving the Pennsbury School District and Grey
Nun Academy. (The information was taken from a document entitled Timeline of Letfers, Events
and Mestings Attended by Members of Residents for Regjonal Traffic Solutions, Inc.; Ocfober,
1971- Avgust 1, 2005).

Mote the newspaper article on page 7 of Exhibit XIl. In November, 2002 the
principal of Quarry Hill Elementary (one of three elementary schools located just
off Lindenhurst Road), stated at a Lower Makefield Township Board of
Supervisors meeting, “We take a chance every day when we put hundreds of
kids from Afton, Quarry Hill and the Grey Nun Academy on the buses up
there... It's a matter of time. We need lo take the issue into our own hands and
do what we need to do...we have to take back the road [Lindenhurst).”

Exhibit Xl contains communications involving the Coundl Rock School Districl. (Soma
mmmﬁmmmmmnam:mﬁmwmwm

Solutions, Inc.; O

A July 14, 2003 letter from an Eagleton Farms Subdivision representative to the y/ﬁ
/?

Council Rock School Board President states: "We hope that you (as we, and all
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In the last TIP round we informed you that more than 800 trucks per day were being
diverted from Swamp Road onto this heavily residentially-developed route [Worthington
Mill/ Stoopville/ Lindenhurst Roads], due to the 10-ton weight restriction on the culvert
just south of Worthington Mill Road. Forced to use this longer, circuitous route
comprised of Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads, the commercial traffic
needlessly endangered the welfare of over 8,000 residents. Compare the 155 access
points, most residential driveways shown by blue pins, versus the 16 access points
along this section [previously restricted section] of Swamp Road leading to the

' Bypass. Note also that it is 9.7 miles from the quarries to the Newtown Bypass via the

heavily developed residential route, versus 3.5 miles from the quaries to the Newiown
Bypass via Swamp Road. There are 6 tums on the Worthington Milly Stoopville/
Lindenhurst Road route, versus NO tumns traveling south on Swamp Road. The
circuitous route has trucks literally "bypassing the Bypass”.

Near misses between quany trucks and school buses became all too frequent an
occurence along Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads. We reported this
to State Representative David Steil in a February 2004 letter, imploring him to reject the
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project, which would only make matters worse along this
route (Exhibit lll). The proposed upgrade o Stoopville Road would encourage more
trucks to travel faster through neighborhoods where, as we speak, even more homes are

going up.

- The truth is, politicians were happy with the diversion of truck traffic onto this heavily

residentially-developed route. It took the tireless efforts of RRTS to finally reach the ear
of Deputy Secretary Gary Hoffman, who supported replacing the restricted culvert and
the deteriorated culvert south of it SIMULTANEOUSLY. In January 2005 Swamp Road
was finally opened to ALL traffic for the first time in over 30 years. We are gratefulto
Mr. Hoffman and his staff for ending this unconscionable manipulation of traffic and also
for agreeing to have PennDOT Harmrisburg study the Newtown Bypass traffic lights under
its Traffic Signal Enhancement Initiative Program (Exhibit IV). Synchronization of the
eleven traffic signals is expected by June 2006.* Residents are relieved now that
Hamisburg has taken over, as Township officials failed to time the Bypass lights for
years. In facl, the DVRPC recommended that Newlown Township make timing the lights
its top priority project in a traffic study as far back as 1988!

We oppose the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project because it is essentially the
middie leg of the "northem bypass alternative™ studied in the DVRPC's

1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study. Here is the map on Page #61 of the 1988 Sfudy
(Exhibit V). The northem bypass, as shown here, is comprised of Worthington Mill
Road, an upgraded intersection at Route 413 and Stoopville Road, upgraded Stoopville
Road, extended Silver Lake Road along Gaucks Lane, and upgraded Silver Lake Road
out fo the Newtown Bypass. The segment labeled 'Upgrade Stoopville Road" is the
mdhpmm_m@mm The northern bypass
route on this map [page #61 of the 71988 Study] comesponds to these roads on the
Traffic Flow Map. Silver Lake Ruad, which is in Newtown Township, runs paraliel to
Lindenhurst Road, which is primarily in Lower Makefield Township. Silver Lake Road is
a local road with heavy residential development along it.

*At the 9/28/05 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, Mr. Bill Laubach (PennDOT
Harrisburg) informed us that the lights would not be synchronized until June 2006.
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As an Industrial Engineer, | can assure you that sound engineering praclices dictate we
should not be looking at functional classification changes and improvements to Collector
Roads before the eleven traffic lights on the Newtown Bypass are synchronized and the
Bypass is functioning at a high level. It is common sense that the Newlown Bypass’
should be brought up to speed, and drivers given time to change their traffic patlemns,
before assessing whether changes should be made {o lower level roads like Stoopville
Road. Traffic volumes on Stoopville Road are much higher than they should be due to
the ii-functioning Newtown Bypass and neglected arterial highways leading to. Let's
face it, Stoopville Road has been forced fo function more like an artery.

Residents concur with Lower Makefield's letter of opposition submitted during the last
TIP round. It said, “The Supervisors feel it is critical that industrial traffic be channeled to
the Newlown Bypass and that the rehabilitation of Stoopville Road will only prove to
further invite large truck traffic through residential neighborhoods at high speeds. It
should be recognized that commercial traffic is best suited for the higher level roads in
the Lower Bucks County region, that is, PA Traffic Routes 413, 232, 332, Newlown
Bypass and Swamp Road which is the location of four industrial quarries.” (See Ex. XlI).

A picture is worth a thousand words. We can expect the dangerous mix of traffic shown
in this video to retum to Icu::al ne:ghbnrhnads in even greater volumes and greater
speeds if the Sfoopville ject goes through. The Bypassing the
Bypass video on this CD—RDM {Exhlbrt Xlllj, shows the cut-through traffic on the
residential route prior to Swamp Road being opened to ALL fraffic in January 2005.* it
starts with traffic exiting off 1-95 and traveling west on the Newtown Bypass. Ninety -
percent of industrial traffic turns off onto Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the residential
route. The green numbers on the map represent film locations in the video. The
CD-ROM speaks for itself.

Engineering design and proper infrastruciure require that arteries be upgraded to
function efficiently for arterial use and that capillary roads, or collector roads, be safe-
guarded for residential use. The Sfoopville Road Rehabilitation Project |s really part of a
“Backyard Bypass®, the construction of which will breach the public trust of more than
8,000 unsuspecting citizens. Once again, this Board [Bucks County Planning
Cc;nmﬁhn Board] has the chance to do the right thing. Please reject this project once
and for all.

“The CD-ROM contains 3 videos entiied Bypassing the Bypass, CBSKYW 3 Newscas? (aired on
6/5/03) and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road.
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lnumFﬁmsﬂPmd.meMakaﬁaHmehipmmﬂadmhﬁmﬂappmum
piect. (See Exhibit V; February 10, 2004 letter lo
State Rapmserﬂahvanawdstaﬂmdh!ayzﬁ 2004 letter to Mr. John Coscia, Executive
Director/ DVRPC.) The letler to Mr. Coscia states, ‘ThaSupwmfaehtmmmdm
industrial traffic be channeled to the Newtown Bypass and that the rehabilitation of
Stoopvilla Road will only prove to further invite large truck traffic through residential
neighborhoods at high speeds. It should be recognized that commercial traffic is best
suited for the higher level roads in the Lower Bucks County region, that is, PA Traffic
Routes 413, 232, 332, Newtown Bypass and Swamp Road which is the location of four

industrial quarries.”

al 5

The Regional Cilizens Commitiee (RCC) is a sub-committee of the DVRPC. In the
FY2005 TIP round, the RCC asked the DVRPC to endorse this Resolution:

“The DVRPC Regional Citizens Committee has learned that PennDOT will be meeling
shortly fo defermine regional traffic solutions that will affect Lindenhurst, Stoopville and
Worthington Mill Roads in Bucks County. The RCC rejects the concept of the Stoopville
Road Rehabilitation Project because it exacerbales an already volatile public safety
issue. We urge PennDOT fo consider replacing this project with traffic calming measures
that would maintain capacity and improve public safely on this minor collecfor road.
(Currently Stoopville Road is comprised of a heavily developed residential community
with the pofential for a minimum of several hundred additional homes, making the safety
of residents and their children a mafor concem.)”

5

In the FY2005 TIP round, R R.TS [nnd nmardﬂzms]offumd oral and written testimony
in opposition to the St ifa jecf at hearings held by the State
Transportation Eurrmisslnn. Eudqs Gnml'y F‘iann[ng Commission (BCPC), and Delaware
Valley Regional Planning Commission. (See Exhibit VI; written testimony submitted by
R.A.T.S. to the DVRPC.)

At the sama hearings, R.R.T.8. offered oral and written lestimony in favor of FY2005 TIP
applications asking for traffic calming measures on Worthington Mill, Stoopville and
Lindenhurst Roads. (See Exhibit VII: TIP applications submitted by Lower Makefield
Township and R.R.T.S. and written Iaﬁnnmy submiltted by R.R.T.S. to the BCPC.)

R.R.T.S. submitted two TIP project applications to the BCPC o be included in the cument
{FYZOD?]TIFM mmhmmhmmmwm
and

(see Exhibit XVI).

R.FLTS asked State Representative Sieil to go on record against the Sfoopville Road
R tation Project in a letter dated February 6, 2004 (Exhibit Vill). The lefter stated
mmmm}udwmﬂdwsantrammﬂsﬂmﬁm where near-misses between quary
trucks and school buses had become all too frequent an occurrence. Representative Steil
did not take a position on the project. He publicly stated that the Stoopville Road issua is
a decision for the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors to address, not for him to
address. He maintains thal the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Froject is an intemal
project that *is a proprietary to Newtown Township®. (See Exhibit IX; specifically, page #2
of the minutes for the November 29, 2004 Regicnal Traffic Planning Task Forca
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A July 14, 2003 letter from an Eagleton Farms Subdivision representative to the
Council Rock School Board President states: "We hope that you (as we, and all
other parents) find this serious safely issue [on Stoopville Road] one that has been
ignored for too long.” (Exhibit XIIl, pages 8-10).

In & June 2003 letler to PennDOT, the superiniendent of Council Rock School
District stated this about Worthington Mill Road: *The safety of our students is of
paramount importance... we have averaged stopping 40 times per day on this
relatively short stretch of winding, narrow road. Worthington Mill Road under
present conditions and circumstances requires action 1o insure the safety of our
students.” (See Exhibit XIIl, page 7.)

In & March 2004 letter to Govemor Ed Rendell, the superintendent of Council Rock

School District stated this about Worthington Mill Road, *Our administration has
recsived many reports of quarry trucks passing stopped school buses from our
drivers, school students, and parents. The 34,000 Ib. to 80,000 Ib. trucks often are
unable lo stop in time. Parents of school students presented me with videotape of
70 heavy trucks traveling Worthington Mill from 8:00 a.m. to 9 a.m. on January 13,
2004, when our buses were running. The potential for a tragic accident is clear
and present.” (See Exhibit XIlI, pages 11-12.)

= The Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association presented a
July 9, 2003 Resolution to the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, out of concam
for the safety of their residents (Exhibit Xill, page 10).

= The Rossfield Home Association Board of Direclors presented a September 21, 2004
Resolution to the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, out of concem for the safety
of their residents (Exhibit XIV). This Resolution was also presented to the Regional
Traffic Planning Task Force at the Task Force meeting held on September 29, 2004.*

is more i

i I Project goes through and the northemn bypass
MWWWCEWMMW'MS right in their back yards,
this will be a major breach of public trust  We ask the Bucks County Planning
Commission ta reject this project, once and for all.

* The Regional Traffic Planning Task Force is headed by both Stale Representative David Steil and Stals
Represantativa Scolt Patri,
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Exhibt I
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. The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project calls for:

e .. further straightening of this road, even though the most significant horizontal curve
and problem intersection is already being addressed by the developer of the McLaughlin
Tract. The other gentle curves calm the traffic and elimination of these will make this
road a speedway,

o .. further widening of this road. Again, this is in direct opposition to traffic calming
measures desperately needed on this minor residential collector road and the other roads
on the residential route. A wider road will encourage traffic to go even faster. In
1999/2000 this road was rehabilitated twice at taxpayer cost of over $1.5 million. In this
climate of tight funding, all dollars should be put toward making the principal arterial
highways in our region the most effective for handling heavy industrial traffic,

We formally request that you, Representative Petri, Senator Conti, Senator Tomlinson, and the
Bucks County Commissioners lobby PennDOT Harrisburg, the State Transportation Commission
(STC) and the DVRPC to REJECT the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Profect during the TIP
approval process and replace it with Traffic Calming. We request that you champion rejecting
this project as part of the regional traffic solution that is being decided in current meetings with
PennDOT Harrisburg. As you know, this project is included in Newtown Township's list of
traffic priorities to be forwarded to Deputy Secretary Gary Hoffman.

- ES BETWEEN SCH B '

. As we have told you, other local and state officials, PennDOT District 6, PennDOT Harrisburg,
the STC, the DVRPC, the BCPC and Pennsbury and Council Rock School Districts on numerous
occasions, a catastrophe is imminent along this residential route. At a February 2003 meeting in
your office, when a fellow resident told you the volume of commercial traffic on Lindenhurst RD
was unacceptable, you responded that the accident data didn’t support that a serious safety
problem exists. Once again, Representative Steil, our grass-roots organization urges you to stop
the diversion of heavy trucks onto this residential route BEFORE a busload of kids is killed.

Consider these foreboding incidences, just a sampling of what occurs on a daily basis along this
residential route:

g.nm.rgg 21, 2004: there was another near-miss between a school bus and a quarry truck along the
residential route. Tt occurred near the entrance of the Rosefield development and was witnessed and heard
by residents. It was immediately reported to the bus company and later reported to Council Rock School

District.

The bus made 2 left turn out of Rosefield development and was accelerating on Stoopville RD heading
towards Route 532. A speeding quarry truck barreling down Stoopville from Route 413 came up behind
the bus, making no attempt to slow down but making good use of the hom. The truck sped by the school
bus on the opposing side of the road. It was pure luck that no one was hurt or killed — the loaded quarry

truck weighed 73,000 Ibs.

December 8, 2003. there was yet another incident on Worthington Mill RD where a loaded quarry truck
was unable to stop for a Council Rock bus. The bus was stopped (red lights flashing and stop arm out) at a
. bus stop at 990 Worthington Mill RD and the driver pulled the stop arm back as the truck came within
inches of the bus. Lucky for the school student [who was about to exit the bus and cross Worthington Mill
RD)] that the bus driver realized the truck wasn't going to stop and refrained from opening the door. This
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.

PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com

Mr. William Burke

Council Rock School Board President
Chancellor Center

30 North Chancellor Street

Newtown, PA 18940

June 5, 2003

Re: Worthington Mill Road; Quarry trucks unable to stop for stopped school
buses.

Dear Mr. Burke,

We are writing this letter to ask far your help because the health, safety and welfare of
the students you bus along Worthington Mill Road (between Swamp RD and RT. 413) is
in jeopardy. We are requesting that you go on record regarding the unsafe condition
that exists, with the people who are going to make decisions on this serious
transportation issue. Worthington Mill Road is being used as a diverted route for
hundreds of heavy trucks traveling to and from the Swamp Road quarries and |-95 daily.
This 1.1-mile segment of roadway has 25 driveways, 28 access points, 9" wide travel
lanes and no shoulders. Your school buses stop over 40 times in the travel lane on a
given school day to pick up or drop off students. (See attachment 1)

There have been numerous close calls with trucks unable to stop for stopped school
buses. The first witnessed incident occurred in 2000 at 970 Worthington Mill Road when
Sean Hipps was being dropped off across from his driveway and an empty stone truck
traveling behind the bus could not stop for the stopped school bus. The truck had to
swerve around the bus, narrowly missing Eileen Hipps and her son. Mrs. Hipps reported
this incident to The Council Rock School District who directed her lo PennDOT. In
another incident, which occurred in September 2002, my husband and | watched in
absolute horror, as a loaded oil tanker could not stop for our 2 sons’ stopped school bus
at Estates Court. The tanker driver frantically honked and flashed its waming lights in an
apparent attempt to alert the school bus driver and the children. We were further
alarmed to hear from several children along this road that it is not unusual for the bus
drivers to ascertain if the approaching quarry truck can stop before putting on the
flashing lights, This is a problem on two levels, as many children seeing a fully stopped
school bus will naturally approach the bus to board and this situation puts an enormous

safety responsibility on your school bus drivers,

Last week | heard the loudest jake braking sound | had ever heard and ran to the
window in time to view a loaded quarry truck scarcely missing the back of a stopped
school bus. A loaded tractor-trailer quarry truck weighs 80,000 pounds and a crash will
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The Newtown Twp. Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors refused to (
include traffic calming measures in the project description, despite oulcries from

residents who live along Stoopville Road. (See Exhibit XL , an Eagleton Farms

Homeowners Association resolution, and Exhibi , letter from a representative of

Eagleton Fams to thqsuéae_fiﬂlendem of Council Rock School district.)
residant- oF tha Boardl

This Et:uan‘c#‘\nehnaun'ue:ntly,r opposed PennDOT's posting of the “Suggested Detour
Signs”. [Nevrtown Twp.J

A 1988 Newfown Township Traffic Study conducted by the DVRPC maintained that
the synchronization of lights on the Newtown Bypass should be Newtown's #1
priority. Even though this project was fully funded at the time, nothing was done until
2002. A closed -loop ftraffic signal system was finally put into place in response to
considerable pressure from RRTS. We hope that we can count on Mr. Warren's
assurances that the lights will finally be operating in a timed fashion in Fall 2004
once PennDOT has finished upgrading the intersections at the Newtown Bypass &
Buck Road and the Bypass & Route 332.

Many past and current Newtown Township politicians live along Swamp Road and
the Newtown Bypass which resulis in an understandable conflict of interest (see
map, Exhibi

Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors: This Board has supported the
weight restrictions on Swamp Road for over 30 years and vehemently opposed
PennDOT Harmisburg's posting of the “Suggested Detour Signs”. (

Wrightstown Township commissioned Pickering, Corls and Summerson, Inc. lo do
an engineering study of Swamp Road in 1985, The draft copy of the study is entitled
Engineering Study for Safety Improvements to Swamp Road. The findings of this
study were never revealed to the public.

The findings of Urban Engineers' May, 2002 Swamp Road Engineering Study.
prepared for Newtown and Wrightstown Townships, mirror those from the 1995
study.

The 1985 Wrightstown Township study identified the culvert south of Worthington
Mill Road as being in worse condition than the culvert north of Worthington Mill
Road, yet the northern culvert was selecled for replacement. This resulted in
perpetuating the artificial restriction of Swamp Road.

When Mr. Pogonowski states, “When Swamp Road is opened to trucks...” it is
misleading. The section of Swamp Road between the quarries and Worthington Mill
Road has been opened to all trucks since replacement of the Neshaminy Cliffs
culvert in 1998. He should be embarrassed and take responsibility for any
deficiencies on this road that have been unaddressed. (Wrightstown Township was
aware in 1992, if not before, that PennDOT was moving ahead on the replacement of
the Neshaminy Cliffs culvert.)

There is a pressure in the region to upgrade Worthington Mill Road to accommodate
the truck traffic, that is, make it more conducive for the trucks to use the residential
route rather than the Principal Arterial Highways and PA Traffic Routes in the region.
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DAVID J. STEIL, MEMBER f : COMMITTEES 2
____ 31STLEGISLATIVE DISTRICT . "
L]
2NORTH STATE STREET ; £ ik 7alhm Q,.#rimz GOVERNMENT
MEWTOWM, PA 18540 - STATE GOVERMNMENT
PHONE: (215] 868-2875 L AoF ¢ INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS:
_ CHAIRMANSUBCOMMITTEE ON
#—— HOUSE POST OFFICE BOX 202020 FEDERAL/STATE RELATIONS
M 427, SOUTH OFFICE BUILDING LABOR RELATIONS
MAIN CAPITOL BUILDING POLICY COMMITTEE
HARRISSURG, PA 17120-2020 .
il House of Representatives ik
DELAWARE CANAL STATE PARK CALCUS
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA DELAWARE RIVER CAUCUS
HARRISBURG

June 20, 2002

Ms. Susan Herman, President
RRTS

PO Box 285

Newtown, PA 18940

SUBJECT: Your letter May 28, 2002

Dear Susan:

Although your letter is an amalgam of various written and verbal communications we have had over
several years, | will try and respond in a way that reflects current thinking. Not all of the issues as you
have described them are necessarily related in a sequential context. | will try to respond in the same
order as your paragraph numbers one through five and to the questions apparently raised within those

paragraphs.

1. The statement “quarry trucks and college students don't mix" was not my comment, but rather |
was passing along the comments made by two separate quarry owners in our visits to them in
1999 and 2000. What they were saying, | believe, is that for the 20-25 percent of trucks which
they control that they won't necessarily send those trucks by way of Swamp Road when it is open
to truck traffic especially during the periods of day when students are entering and exiting the
community college.

It is my position that Swamp Road and its safety improvements should be done as an integrated
project. While the project and its various entities may be phased, we must be assured that the
safety issues are addressed within a known timeframe and with a funding and construction
commitment. That is my opinion regardiess of PennDOT's statement.

You have suggested that | recommended tripling the budget figure for this project to some $23
million. | don’t know where that information came from because | never made such a
recommendation. There were conversations between myself and other parties including the
municipalities and the Planning Commission where we developed some worst case scenarios
about the cost of the Swamp Road corridor project. | recall those figures being in the $18-323
million range, but they were nothing more than estimates and were never intended to be the value
of the project for the TIP submission. These discussions were simply to ensure that we did not
underestimate the cost of the project. That can be devastating in eventually completing the work.
Further, we did not have any information from Urban Engineers at the time these discussions

were had,
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2. In this paragraph you indicate that | have provided “"continued active support” for the Stoopville

Road improvements. | don't know where that conclusion is drawn from. No recommendation has
come from my office, no written communications have been made, no cost estimates prepared,
and no suggestion for inclusion in the 12-Year Transportation Plan has been made by me. Itis
true that certain residents and the Board of Supervisors in Newtown Township have kept me
aware of the project. In general, | belleve that road improvements must be planned as part of the
overall transportation plan of any community experiencing significant growth. | would disagree
with your characterization of Stoopville Road as "a residential route” and a later reference as it
being a “minor residential collector road. It is neither of those, it is a state highway. It is clearly an
arterial route, routing traffic flows over four municipalities. Again, that is my opinion.

| disagree completely with your statement that truck traffic has been artificially directed toward our
neighborhoods for over 30 years. First of all your neighborhoods did not exist 30 years ago.
Secondly, all of these roads had been state highways for 30 years and they are open fo use by
any properly licensed and registered vehicle. There has been no artificial diversion of traffic from
one route to another, except that the closure of Swamp Road due to weight restrictions has

prevented use of that route.

The pressure or lobbying efforts came from the people who live in Wrightstown and also included
residents of Newtown Township.

First, we have been unable to confirm that PennDOT has any plans to further weight restrict the
culverts on Swamp Road. Although that is always a possibility, it is not a current issue. We will
continue to address Swamp Road by encouraging its inclusion and funding in the first four years

of the 12-Year Plan.

We hope that this addresses your concerms and if you have any questions please advise.

Sincerely,

David J, Steil, State RepresenMtive
31 Legislative District
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3)

4.)

5.)

ZRZD))

You stated that you don't feel one route is better than another for heavy trucks. As you know, the
Newtown Bypass is the safest road for heavy vehicles. That is what it was designed for. According to
the Institute for Transportation Engineers, “Control of access is among the most influential geometric
aspects affecting crash frequency on the highway system.” Also, your statement, “I'm not going to
artificially direct traffic one way or another™ seems to contradict some of the history related above. As
you know, we have had the truck traffic artificially directed toward our neighborhoods for over 30
years. Is it your position that truck traffic should continue to be diverted or are you now in favor of
opening up the most direct route to the Newtown Bypass, the safest road in the region for heavy
trucks?

We found it interesting when you said there was a lot of pressure to have supervisors look at other
culverts on Swamp Rd. when the bridge north of Worthington Mill Rd. was replaced. From where did
this pressure come? Also, we appreciated your candor when you said that there was a lot of pressure
from Swamp Rd. people not to improve the road (after the 1995 study).

We expressed our concern that Andrew Warren told a group of residents at a meeting in his office on

March 20, 2002 that the weight limit on the weight-restricted culvert is about to be lowered. The result

will be that no quarry trucks may use the Newtown segment of Swamp Rd, to access the Bypass and
I-95, This will exacerbate an already volatile situation. How do you plan to address this issue?

We look forward to getting a copy of the letter you are writing to the State Transportation Commission.
You advised us that it is to state:

Your support for construction of TIP Bll, the Swamp Road Comidor Improvement
Project, to be completed within the first four years of the Twelve Year Plan and your
support for funds to be allocated to complete construction of TIP B11 within the first four
years of the Twelve Year Plan. [t will also state your position that it is unacceptable to
weight restrict the culvert at the west entrance to BCCC in the event that the culvert just
south of Worthington Mill Rd. is replaced.

We noted your statement that, “We can phase the safety program — probably won't get all funding
at the same time. That's okay.”

We also appreciate your commitment to talk to Senator Joe Conti and suggest that he may want to consider
sending a letter, as well, in support of opening Swamp Road. We look forward to receiving a copy of the
letter you are writing to the State Transportation Commission and look forward to your response to the
questions raised in this letter.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Very truly yours,

/“%%—-—*ﬂ——_____
0/:5!:!1 Herman

President

RRT.S.
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Public comment made by Sue Herman at the 4/13/05 Newtown Township
Board of Supervisors meeting

Residents were shocked to learm on March 31, 2005 that the Delaware Vail'ey
Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) will be doing the Regiconal Traffic Study
for Representative Steil's Traffic Task Force.

The Task Force promised one thing and delivered another. The minutes from
the January Task Force meeting stated that PennDOT Harrisburg would use
Gannett Flemming to do the Regional Traffic Study. Residents liked this, as
Gannett Fleming's main office is located outside our region. It seemed this would
provide objectivity- much needed, since for over thirty years there's been a
history of municipalities manipulating truck traffic within our region.

Residents felt extremely disrespected at the March Task Force meeting, for
without any explanation that the consuitant had been changed, Representative
Steil introduced a DVRPC staff member and asked him to explain how the
agency would conduct the Study.

As you know, the DVRPC did a Newtown Township Traffic Study in 1988. Here's
page number 61 from the study, a map entitled “Year 2000 Highway Network-
Northemn Bypass Scenario”. The red path is the "Northern Bypass”. It's
comprised of Worthington Mill Road, an upgraded intersection at Route 413 &
Stoopville Road, upgraded Stoopville Road, extended Silver Lake Road, and
upgraded Silver Lake Road leading out to the existing Newtown Bypass.

The more than 9,000 residents who live along this residential route [route where
Northem Bypass is depicted] hope the DVRPC will not revisit the *Northem
Bypass Scenario” when doing the current Regional Traffic Study. It's time for the
“Northern Bypass" to be officially rejected, once and for all, by all state, regional,
county and municipal players. It's time for all officials, agencies and PennDOT to
acknowledge that commercial traffic is best suited for the higher level roads in
our region. These are PA Traffic Routes 413, 232, 332, the Newtown Bypass
and principal arterial highway-Swamp Road, the location of the four industrial
Wrightstown quarries.

It's time to get the ill-functioning Newtown Bypass and neglected arterial
highways in the region functioning optimally, so they can handle today's traffic,
as well as, tomorrow’s [traffic]. These are the roads intended to carry
commercial traffic [per the municipalities’ Comprehensive Master Plans]. It's time
to make good on intentions.
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cc: (memo, attachment and enclosure)

Mr. David Steil, PA House of Representatives

Mr. Scott Petri, PA House of Representatives

Mr. Louis Belmonte, PennDOT (two copies)

Mr. Francis Hanney, PennDOT

Mr. William Laubach, PennDOT

Mr. Richard Guinan, PA DCED (reference DCED Grant — Contract Mo. CO0D0018880)
Mr. Richard Brahler, Bucks County Planning Commission
Mr. Jay Roth, Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey

Mr. Stanley Niemczak, Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey

Ms. Rachel Smith, Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey

Ms. Karen Jehanian, KMJ Consulting, Inc.

Mr. Barry Seymour, DVRPC

Mr. Donald Shanis, OVRPC

Ms. Candy Snyder, DVRPC

Mr. Richard Bickel, DVRPC

Mr. John Ward, DVRPC

Ms. Eileen Gallagher, DVRPC
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a Our third Public Open House meeting has been scheduled for September 20, 2007 between
6:00 PM and 9:00 PM in the multi-purpose room / cafeteria of the Richboro Elementary
School. The attached meeting notice supplies more details about the meeting.

= The role of project representalives that evening will be lo explain how comments received on
the draft report will be integrated into the Final Report; and take any outstanding comments
on the effort. Our project website (www.BucksCountyRegionalTrafficStudy org) has been
updated accordingly to allow you and our guests to prepare for the evening.

Ads for the meeting will be placed in area newspapers beginning the week of September 10", A
similar email has been sent to Stakeholder and Community group representatives [or a brief letter to
the effect with a hardcepy of the meeting announcement enclosed, via USPS, for those we do not
have email addresses for).

Jerry Coyne

Project Manager

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 N. Independence Mall West

Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520

Phone: 215.238.2850
Fax: 215.592.9125
Emall: jcoyne@dvrpe.org
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Township of Lower Makefield

=

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Ron Smith, Chairman

Greg Cacla, Vice-Chairman

Steve Sanlarsiero, Secretary/Treasurer
Grace M. Farkinson Godshalk, Supervieor
Pale Stanlhorpe, Supetvisor

September 19, 2007

Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 N. Tndependence Mall West, 8" Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Re:

Buecks County Regional Traffic Study- Junc 2007 Draft

Dear Mr. Coyne,

In conjunction with the Public Open House scheduled for Scptember 20, 2007, Lower Makefield
Township takes this opportunity to express our comments on the June 2007 Draft of the Bucks
County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). The draft report has been reviewed by our Citizens (

Traffic Commission and our Township Traffic Engineer Traffic Planning and Design, [nc. A
chapter or page and paragraph/tuble/figure reference is provided at the end of each comment in

parcntheses for each comment for ease of reference.

Lindenhurst Road

1.

2.

o

The functional classification should be revised to “urban collector™. (p 5-15,91)

The report should specily thal Lindenburst Road has been used by traffic as an alternate lo
the Newtown Bypass due to poor operational performance of signalized intersections along
the Bypass and past restrictions for truck traffic on Swamp Road. (page 5-15, Y 2)

The report should be revised 1o indicate thal at the publishing date of this report, Lower
Makeficld has begun construction for trafMic calming improvements for Lindenhurst Road
and the design for additional phases of traflic calming improvements. (p 5-15, ] 4)

Under the “Future *No-Build® Conditions™ discussion, it is stated that, “A corsory analysis
was ulso performed on Lindenhurst Road to evaluale the impacts of potentially diverted
traffic volumes from operational changes in other area roadways.” Pleuse elaborate on what
analyses was performed and what assumptions were made about the diverted tralfic volumes
and operational changes. (p 5-16, §4)

291[377 i
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Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager
September 19, 2007
Page 3

11.

12,

Figure 5.3 should also include the municipal boundaries located within the proposed project
area in order to delermine which components of the project are localed within Lower
Makefield, Newtown and Upper Makefield Townships.

The report states that Stoopville Road is intersected by Worthinzton Mill and Wrightstown
Roads. These roadways do not intersect Sloopville Road. (p 5-19,9 5)

Newtown Bvpass

13

14.

16

The functional classification of the Bypass should be revised to “Other Artenials” and “Minor
Asterial” as indicated on PennDOT's most recent functional classification map for Bucks
County. (p 5-27,91)

The intersections of the I-95 southbound and northbound ramps with the Newtown Bypass
should be added to the list of signalized intersections. (p 5-28)

. While the extended eastbound right-tum lane is 2 needed improvement, consideration should

be given to widening the southbound on-ramp lo two lanes, Crashcs occur frequently at this
location duc to the volume of vehicles merging into onc lane shortly after entering the ramp.
(p 5-30, 1 3, p 5-31, Table 5-6¢)

Under the “Future ‘No-Build' Conditions" discussion, it is staled that, “A cursory analysis
was also performed on the Nowlown Bypass to evaluate the impacts of potentially diverted
traffic volumes from operalional changes in other arca roadways.” Please elaborate on what
analyses was performed and what assumplions were made about the diverted traffic volumes
and operational changes. (p 5-30,Y 1)

. With a2 55 M.P.H. speed limit and the reconfiguration of the ramp on the eastemn side of [-95,

vehicles are typically traveling at higher spceds on the Newtown Bypass bridge over 1-95.
Installation of a cenler divider is recommendcd to minimize the oppertunity for crossover
collisions. (p 5-30, ] 3, Table 5-6b)

. Even with the new ramp conlizuration, traffic exiting [-95 North and tuming left toward

MNewtown continues to experience significant delay during the aflernoon peak hours. Given
the tight wming radius and volume of trucks making this lefi-tum, few vehicles are able o
make the tum during the allotied green time. The signal timing and/or luming radius should
he evaluated to ensure the coordinated signal system and ramps are functioning optimally. (p
5-30, 4 3, Table 5-6b)

. If an additional castbound through lane is required at a later time, a right-tum only lane must

be maintained for the eastbound approach to Stony Hill Road. (p 5-30, Y 3, p 5-31, Table §-
6c)
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- Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager
September 19, 2007
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Other Comments

27. We are concemed that the study and report does not accurately reflect the public input from
all of the open house meetings conducted by DVRPC. The report references the open house
conducted in January 2007 at the Bucks County Community College. The report makes no
reference to the input received at the April 2007 open house held in Lower Makefield
Township. The report lext and appropriate figures should be revised 1o reflect the input
received at this open house, and a review of the study recommendations should be completed
to cnsure that the public input from the April 2007 open housc was considered equally in
their development. More specifically, we are concemncd that Figures 2-11 and 2-12 do nol
accurately reflect the various type of traffic related concerns that were expressed by residents
for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road at the April 2007 open house,

28, Figure 2-10 docs not accurately reflect Lawer Makefield Township and citizen concems
regarding the level of cut-through truck traffic on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Road. Please
revise this figure to indicate these concerns exist for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road.

29, Figure 2-11 does not accurately reflect Lower Makefield Township and citizen concerns
regarding the presence of “Traffic Safety/Roadway Alignment Concern™ for Lindenhurst
Road and Stoopville Road. Please revise this fgure to indicate this concem exists for

G ‘J Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road.

30. Figure 2-12 does not accurately depict the “Improvements and Quality of Life Arcas of
Concemn™ for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road, The figure should depicl each one of
the “study’s issues of common concem™ for Lindenhurst Road and Sioopville Road. The
DVRPC document, [llustrated Results: Comments Received at the BCRTS Public Open
House #1 (held January 17, 2007), including Figurcs | (Ilustration of Broad Challenges,
Concerns, Areas and Goals) and Figure 2 (Tllustration of Specific Improvements and Ideas)
of the document show that every one of these concerns were expressed by citizens at the
January open house, Figure 2-12 should be revised to accurately reflect the input received by
DVRPC al the January open house.

31. The spreadsheet titled Engineering and Traffic Studv Elements, Summary Matrix — Revised
3/12/2007 should be included in the BCRTS Draft Final Repori. We found this to he an
informative and easy-to-undcrstand document.

32. Although the study corridors may not meet the PennDOT warrants for the restriction of truck
traffic, the study should analyze a signing plan for a “preferred” truck route that encourages
regional truck traffic to use the artcrial system rather than collector roads such as Lindenbursl
Road and Stoopville Road. (Chapter 4)

33. The sludy should more thoroughly evaluate the use of rail to move freight throughout this
arca of the region. (Chapter 4)
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Coyne, Jerry

From: Joseph Hunter [jehunter098@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2007 9:00 AM

To: Coyne, Jerry
Subject; traffic study

Mr. Coyne,

Yardley Boro council discussed the final draft of the traffic study at the regular scheduled meeting last
evening. Unfortunately it became clear that we need some additional time to make our final
comments. Therefore [ am requesting an extension on our comments until after our next scheduled
meeting in two weeks.

Joe Hunter
Yardley Boro President
Yardley RTPTF member

Take the Internet to Go: Yahoo!Go puts the Internet in your pocket: mail, news, photos & more.

2971
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’ Thanks to all of you for your efforts these past years. r

{

‘ Representative J. David Steil

L 299/27,
12/13/2007 s%
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Coyne, Jerry

From: Coyne, Jery

Sent:  Thursday, September 27, 2007 8:21 AM

To: anneg@mp.newtnwn,'pa,us; jerrys@twp.newtown.pa.us; 'JERRYSCHENKMAN@GMAIL.COM'
Cc: '‘MJohnsten@Pennoni.com'; Niemczak, Stan; Hanney, Francis J.

Subject: Swamp Road Functional Classifcation / Traffic Calming

Dear Ms. Goren and Mr. Schenkman:

As part of my due diligence, | am following up fraom last night's meeting. Particularly in the matter of: the
Township's wishes to pursue a change to the highway functional classification of, and Traffic Calming measures
for Swamp Road.

The methodology and work that we performed in the matter of Traffic Calming (contained in the draft report's
Chapter 6) has been described (by others) as a model for municipal use in furtherance of their actions to pursue
traffic calming measures, |t is based on the policies and practices of PennDOT (sources noted), and sound
engineering judgment.

This morning, | looked at the land use and speed conditions along Swamp Road (Key Roadway #2) contained in

our draft report's Table 6-1, Traffic Calming Feasibility Matrix. The inventory of information as presented in our

report (holding existing speed limits constant) would not support Traffic Calming measuras along the roadway—

even if the functional classification were changed. For collector highways: adjacent land use should be more than ﬁl{'
50% residential, and the 85" percentile speeds should exceed the posted speed limits by 10 miles per hour. Both
items are / would not be not met, per our inventory.

I am not trying to deflate your aspirations, or dissuade your action with this information (although | understand the (
communities pain, and | personally consider the roadway properly classified). Instead, | thoughl it proper (o

advise you (and your traffic engineer) that perhaps more thought, planning and investigations be pursued to

understand the possibilities for traffic calming on Swamp Road, prior to launch.

Very truly yours,
Jerry Coyne
215.238.2850

20l[377 f
12/13/2007 }%






October 1, 2007
Paul R. Beckert, Jr., Esquire
page 2 :

As also agreed in the conversations with Ms, Goren, and Messrs. Schenkman
and Steil—the final report's format will be presented in a ring binder so that any future
comments and considerations can be added to the project document to keep it a live
record of the RTPTF's praceedings as the process moves forward.

Very truly you

Jermry e
Proje anager

ce:  Mr. Jerry Schenkman, Newtown Township
Ms. Anne Goren, Newtown Township
Mr. David Steil, PA House of Representatives
Mr. Donald Shanis, DVRPC
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NEWTOWN TOWNSHIP

100 MUNICIPAL DRIVE
NEWTOWN, PA 18940

October 29, 2007

Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 North Independence Mall West, 8% Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

RE: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 1
Dear Mr, Coyne:

Newtown Township staff, including our Township Traffic Engineer, Pennoni Associates, Inc. has
reviewed the Draft Bucks County Regional Traffic Study, dated June 2007. In order to receive input from
our residents, we also held a Special Action for Discussion of Regional Traffic Issues/Projects as part of
our September 26, 2007 Board of Supervisor's meeting. We appreciate your attendance at this meeting
and the preseptation you provided on the Regional Traffic Study. A copy of the meeting minutes,
including the public comment, is enclosed. You will also find enclosed, Swamp Road Residents Group
Petitions (September 2007), and meeting minutes from the October 15, 2007 Board of Supervisor's
meeting where additional discussion was held leading to the enclosed resolution regarding Swamp Road,
which passed unanimously on October 24, 2007,

We also offer the following comments on the draft report:

GENERAL

1. We strongly support deferring the adoption of the final report until the involved municipalities have
sufficient opportunity to determine if consensus can be reached on any remaining issues where there
are slight disagreements.

2. We also request that this study be reviewed by the Bucks County Planning Commission.

STOOPVILLE ROAD

1. The Township does not support the realignment of Stoopville Road at Washington Crossing Road as
proposad in Figure 5-3. Washington Crossing Road is a minor arterial designated as State Route 532
and should continue to function as the through roadway. To address traffic and safety concerns at this
intersection, Newtown Township has previously supported the addition of left turn lanes and a traffic
signal while geperally maintaining the existing roadway alignments. We recommend that this
alternative or other similar alternatives be further evaluated.

PHONE: (215) 968-28B00 FAX:(215)96B-5368 HTTP://WWW TWP.NEWTOWN.PA.US
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Meeting Agenda

Ly
Sy c“’/v/,, o

September 26, 2007  8:00 PM

Please Turn Off Cell Phones During Meeting

W

I I

10.

Call to Order

Moment of Silence

Invocation — Rev. David Cramp — Newtown United Methodist Church
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag

Changes to the Agenda

Special Actions - Discussion of Regional Traffic Issues/Projects
Puoblic Comment (5 Minutes per person to last 30 minutes total)
Members Comments

Minutes, Bills List and Reports
2. Regular Meeting of September 5, 2007

b. Bill"s List

Reports of Committees, Boards and Commissions
a. Parks & Recreation

b. Planning Commission
¢. Historical Architectural Review Board

i. Certificates of Appropriateness
Rockfactory Lid., 3 Cambridge Lane
Cambridge Sound Studios, 1 Cambridge Lane
Rite Aid, 1 Tee Cream Alley
Jules Thin Crust Pizza, 300 N. Sycamore Street
Taste of Philly Soft Pretzels, 250 N. Sycamore Street
Cosi, 280 N. Sycamore Street
First Trust Bank, 11 Durham Road
The Carriage House, 221 N. Sycamore Street
Lang Ski & Scuba, 107-109 N. Sycamore Street

Newtown Historic Association, various locations in Newtown
Township

Y ¥V Y VY VYV Y Y Y Y

3l [a71

+h






@

v. Escrow Release # 6 - Delancey Court
13. Old Business

14. New Business
15. Public Comment

16. Adjournment

PUBLIC INFORMATION

The Planning Commission typically meets the first and third Tuesdays. A complete

schedule is available at the Municipal Administrative Office (215-968-2800 ext.250).

Important Dates:

Board of Supervisors September 26, 2007  B:00 pm
Planning Commission October 2, 2007 8:00 pm
Parks and Recreation Board October 3, 2007 7:00 pm
Telecommunications Advisory Committee October 3, 2007 7:30 pm
Business Development Council October 4, 2007 12:00 pm
Zoning Hearing Board October 4, 2007 7:30 pm
Columbus Day (Offices Closed) October 8, 2007

Historical Architectural Review Board October 9, 2007 1:00 pm
MNewtown Area Joint Zoning Council October 9, 2007 8:00 pm
Board of Supervisors October 10, 2007 8:00 pm
Board of Supervisors October 15, 2007 8:00 pm
Planning Commission October 16, 2007 8:00 pm
Newtown Area Repional Planning Commission October 18, 2007 £:00 pm
Environmental Advisory Council October 22, 2007 7:30 pm
Joint Historic Commission Dctober 22, 2007 7:30 pm
Board of Supervisors Okctober 24, 2007 8:00 pm
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traffic was discussed, Investigation into possible usa of rail lines for
shipment of quarry materials was conducted. At open house meetings
public input focused on quarty truck traffic and quality of life issues.
Suggested methods of improvemeant included maintenance, signal timing,
pavement marking, geometric improvemeants and highway lighting
improvements.

Eight roadway segments were identified for traffic calming, six of which
require further documentation. Stoopville Road will receive traffic calming,
including raised medians and additional crosswalks on a one to three year
timetable. Lindenhurst Road's traffic calming Is being implemented now.

The task force will focus on education, communication and enforcement.
Enforcament is the most effective way to control unsafe driving. On
October 29, 2007 a reglonal traffic open house will be held at
Northampton Township. Information on the meeting can be found at
hitp:/fwww.dvrpe.org/BCRTS/meetings.htm. Thera is a link on the
Township Web site.

Eric Kaufman of Gilmore & Assoclates discussed the traffic calming
recommanded based on a study of Stoopville Road, as requested by the
Township. The results of the study have been presented to the Township
Supervisors and submitted as a concept plan to PennDOT. Among the
suggested traffic calming devices are a gateway treatment and crosswalk
at Rosefield development's entrance, including a median in the road, a
landscape median at Linton Hill Chase's entrance and a crosswalk at
Eagle Road. Five locations were identified for possible location of
roundabouts:

Eagleton Farms entrance
Melsky tract

Linton Hill Read

Dolington Road
Washington Crossing Road

Gilmora & Associates is not recommending that five roundabouts be
Insta:;led, but Is recommending locations where installation would be
feasible.

Mr. Johnston said that PennDOT had presented ideas to address needed
improvements at Swamp Road to improve safety and drainage problems.
After PennDOT's initial presentation, there was a great deal of feedback
from residents. The plans have been revised, reducing lane size to 11 feet
with 5 foot shoulders, a second traffic signal at the Community College
has been eliminated, and an aastbound climbing lane has been
gliminated. PennDOT plans to install tow right turn lanes at Buck Road
and the Newtown Bypass in 2008.

Mrs. Goren announced that, because a large number of residents have
attended the meeting to speak about Swamp Road, public comment on
this issue would be heard beyond the time initially allotted.

Resident George van der Horn said that the report of the traffic study does
not propery represent the desires of the residents who live in the Swamp
Road area. Residents were not represented at the traffic meetings.

218)571
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tremendously, and it causes some traffic difficulties at two different times
of the day, for a very short while. He suggested that an additional
entrance to the College would alleviate this traffic congestion.

Resident Fred Olweiner of Sawmill Lane thanked the Board for Increased
police presence in his neighborhood enforcing truck speeds. He
questioned why Stoopville is being considered for narrowing for traffic
calming but Swamp Road is being proposed for widening.

Mr. Kaufman explained that PennDOT must follow its own guidelines. The
Stoopville Road and Lindenhurst Road projects are not PennDOT
projects, PennDOT’s job is to keep traffic moving; the road widening is to
provide for vehicles to pull off of the roadway in the event of a breakdown.

Mr. Johnston explained that PennDOT might not follow s own guidelines
in cartain circumstances, such as if doing so were cost prohibitive or if it
involved preservation of a historic structure. In response to Mr. Jirele's
suggestion, Mr. Johnston agreed to research exceptions granted Iin Bucks
County.

Resident Dennis Fisher said that residents would like the Swamp Road
recanstruction project deleted from the regional traffic task force report.
Residents would like more consideration given to preservation of open

space and avoidanca of expansion of traffic corridors. He supports the

reclassification of Bwamp Réad as a collector road.

Resident John D'Aprile said that as a resident of Newtown Grant, he is
opposed to installation of roundabouts on Stoopville Road. He said that
roads must be Improved as the area grows and becomes more densely
pupulated, He does not think it is right to tell truck drivess what roads they
can take, but would like to see improvement of all roads in Newtown.

Resident Mike Gallagher said that our State representatives should ba
told how the residents feel about this traffic task force study, He asked
which roundabouts are being considered.

Mrs. Goren said that the five locations mentioned are locations where
roundabouts would fit.

Mr. Schenkman noted that there is not consensus among Board members
in support of the use of roundabouts,

Resident Robert Ciervo said that the intersection of Twining Bridge Road
and Swamp Road is very dangerous and should be the first issue
addrassed when considering improvements. Placing a three-way stop
sign at that intersection would make an immediate difference. He also
noted that no residents who live near Stoopville Road support
roundabouts and all would like reference to them removed from tha
regional task force study. The only place where a roundabout or traffic
circle might be helpful Is at the intersection with Washington Crossing
Road, which is in Lower Makefield.

Steve Santarsiero, Lower Makefield Township Supervisor, said that he
has served on the regional traffic task force. The goal of the task force is
the safety of all residents. He agreed that roundabouts on Stoopville Road

3!?(3’?*? 3")%6
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Ordinance and the procedures required to vacate a portion of Upper Silver I:"
Lake Road, which is a public street. The action that had been taken was
part of the land development and conditional use approval of Wilshire
Walk, which provided that the road would not be vacated in that it was still
available for emergency vehicles only and further provided that the
maintenance responsibility for the area that was closed to all but
emergency vehicles would be the responsibility of Wilshire Walk
Homeowners Association. The developer of the Villas agreed as part of
final land development approval that if the Township directed, it would
improve the road to Township standards. The Township Traffic Engineer
was directed to determine whether the reopening of that portion of Upper
Silver Lake Road to the general public would be warranted and has
issued a report recommending that the road be reopened to all travel.

A resolution directing the developer to perform the necessary work to
have the road improved to mest Township requirements, certified by the
Township Engineer, after which the Township would remove signage and
open the road to the general public and absolve Wilshire Walk
Homeowners Association of any further responsibility for maintenance,
has been drafied.

Mr. Schenkman moved fo adopt a resolutfon regarding the opening of a
partion of Upper Silver Lake Road currently closed to all but emergency
vehicles. Mr. Calabro seconded.

Discussion of motion: Mr. Schenkman asked whether any traffic calming
measures would ba incorporated into the resolution.

Mr. Becker referred to the paragraph in the proposed resolution dealing
with Township standards.

Mr. Schenkman said that the reopening would be a benefit to the traveling
public.

Mr. Jirele disagreed, noting a sharp, greater than 80°, turn on a very
narrow street. He questioned the need to reopen the road. He asked
whether the Trafiic Engineer had suggestaed any restrictions on two-way
traffic, or whether he had Investigated accidents at this location. He had
some concams about the safety of the road.

Mrs. Goren said that there have been requests for the reopening from
numerous residents of Kirkwood, Wilshire Walk and the Reserve. They
have cited the condition of disrepair making it no longer accessible even
for emergency vehicles,

Mr. Johnston said that he had not investigated the accident history, He did
not find the road to be unsafe, and he said that there are ways to insure
safety on an open road, rather than closing it.

Mr. Jirele continued to object, noting that the closed road is a very small
Inconvenience to some residents, but if opened would be a very
dangerous road. He said that Penns Trail had be=n extended north to
accommeodate traffic that would have used Upper Silver Lake Road,

Mrs. Goren said that the road had been closed at the time that the
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Newtown Township

J

previously lived in Kirkwood, and feels that rushing into the recpening of
the road is creating animosity among the nelghborhoods. It had been her
understanding that the road had been closed for safety reasons. At
meetings about the Villas there had been some discussion of reopening
tha road, but she is opposed to this plan because it will increase the
incldence of graffiti and underage alcohol and drug use. She objected to
the reason for reopening it for emergency access because there is access
through Penns Trail,

Mr. Beckert explained that a road cannot be closed as a condition of land
development, but must go through certain legal procedures.

Mrs. Goren advocated opening the road by a resolution to remedy the
current lllegal status of the road. Once opened the Board can investigate
whather lo permanently close it or address traffic concerns with other
measures.

Ms. Biaocchl strongly advocated permanently closing the road. She said
that there would be a traffic impact on the community if tha road were
opened; many of the neighborhood driveways would then enter onto a
main thoroughfare. It would be dangerous for children living in the area,
as there are no sidewalks.

Resident Elizabeth Bye of Old Frost Lane asked whether the Board had
investigated accident reports for that road when it was open. She said that
there are no concerns among neighbors about the emergency access;
emergency workers are all aware of the closure. There are a number of
emergency responders living in the neighborhood. She expressed serious
concem for safety of children, bicyclists and motorists on this narrow road.

Resident Sus lazettl of 107 Upper Silver Laks Road said that she had
been promised by Mrs. Goren that she would be notified if this issue were
ever to come before the Board of Supervisors.

Mrs. Goren said that the agenda had been advertised and this matter had
previously been discussed at a work session. Many residents have
requested that the road be reopened.

Mrs. lazetti sald that she is opposed to reopening the road for safety
reasons, There had been serious accidents in front of her home. She felt
that the Board Is rushing into a decision without properly investigating the
conditions.

Resident Lawrence Hayner of 43 Vera Avenue urged the Board to leave
Upper Silver Lake closed becausa it is too namow and has a very sharp
right turn. Emergency vehicles have access through Penns Trail.

Resident Linda Scott of 125 Upper Silver Lake Road said that the road
had been closed for safety reasons. She felt that the neighbors had not
been treated respectfully, in that they had not been nofified that this
matter would be discussed. She asked that the Board further research the
options before making a decision, and that Mr. Schenkman, as a resident
of Kirkwood, abstain from voting. She felt that she and her neighbors have
lived with the great inconvenience of surrounding construction for a long
time and that residents of this neighborhood need to be treated faify. She
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had intermittent attendance. She asked the Board to re-evaluate whether
members should continue to serve on committees if they are nol attending

meetings regularly.
Members Comments

Mrs. Goren reporied that the Board had met in executive session prior to
the start of this evening's meeting to discuss matters of personnal and
litigation.

Minutes Bllls Lists and Reports

Minutes: Mr. Weaver moved to accept the minutes of September 5, 2007.
Mr. Calabro seconded and the motion passed 3-0-2, with Messrs.
Schenkman and Jirele abstaining.

Bills: Mr. Schenkman moved to authorize payment of bills lotaling
3376, 180.53. Mr. Weaver seconded and the motion passed unanimously,

Mr. Schenkman moved o authorize interfund transfers totaling
$168,083.90. Mr. Weaver seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

Reports of Committees Boards and Commissions

Planning Commission: Chairman Shawn Ward reported that at the
Planning Commission meeting of Seplembar 18, 2007, the Planning
Commission reviewed and recommended that the Board of Supervisors
approve the Preliminary/Final Plan for the portion of the Melsky tract in
MNewtown Township for 45 homes, with 45 homes on the Upper Makefield
portion, all taking access from Stoopville Road, with conditions. Among the
conditions recommended are that the Board consider requiring curbs and
gutters, or If Belglan blocks are used, that the streets remain private; that if
Fedaral money is made avallable for Stoopville Road improvements, and
traffic impact fees are not collected from Toll Brothers, that portion of the
federal money equal to the Newtown Township portion of traffic impact
fees be considered for Township use where needed anywhera within the
Township; that inside the development three-way stop signs be used at
intersections with less than 100 foot tangent approaches to the
intersections; and that street lights be installed at the entrances and at the
intermal intersections, only.

The Commission reviewed and recommended that the Board approve
Johnson Kendall Johnson's preliminary/final plan for adaptive reuse of an
11,827 square foot building, with a proposed future addition of 7,500
square feet for D-1 office use, at 109 Pheasant Run, with conditions.

The Commission reviewed and recommended that the Board grant final
land development approval NAC 209 Penns Trail, with conditions.

The Commission discussed the conditional use application of Newtown
Irish Pub at langth, and with Chairman Ward recusing himself from
discussion, recommended that the applicant consider revisions to the
application to address hours of operation and number of seats and parking
concems, The applicant agreed to retumn for the October 2, 2007 meeting,
for further review. Members of the Commission agread that the proposed
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seconded and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren absfaining,

Mr. Jirele moved fo approve a cerdificate of appropriatensss for signage
for Taste of Philly Hand Twisted Pretzels, 250 N. Sycarmore Streel. Mr.
Weaver seconded and the mofion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren
abstaining.

Mr. Schenkman moved fo approve a cerdfficate of appropriateness for
signage for Cosi Café, 280 N. Sycamore Strest. Mr. Calabro seconded
and the molion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs, Goren abstaining.

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage
for First Trust Bank, 11 Durham Road subfect to the condition that lights
on signs other than the ATM lights would be furned off from 10:00PM fo
6:00AM.. Mr. Weaver seconded.

Discussion of motion: Mrs. Beckert explained that the signs would be back

lit. The ATM drive through signs would have gooseneck lighting. The ATM
sign would remain lighted at all times.

Mr, Beckert sald that a condition on timing of lights had not been part of
the Zoning Hearing Board decision.

The motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining.

Mr. Jirele moved to approva a certificate of sppropriafenass for The
Camriage House, 221 N. Sycamore Street. Mr. Weaver seconded and the
motion passed unanimously,

Mr. Jirele moved fo approve a cerfificate of appropriateness for signage
for Lang Ski and Scuba, 107-109 N. Sycamore Strest. Mr. Weaver
seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

Brian Rounsaville of the Newtown Historic Association showed a sample
of the historic marker signage to be placed at various locations throughout
the Township and Borough. He thanked the Township Public Works
Department, which has installed the stanchions for the signs. A history
detective badge program is being initiated for children who visit the
various signs.

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage
for historic markers af various locafions. Mr. Weaver seconded and the
motion passed unanimously.

Land Development

Conditional Use - Newtown Irish Pub, 240 N. Sycamore Street: Mr.
Weaver moved to confinue the conditional use hearing of Newtown Irish
Pub to Octobar 10, 2007. Mr. Calabro seconded and the malion passed
unanimously.

Conditional Use - Bucks County Creamery and Confections, 254 N,
Sycamore Street: Mr. Beckert entered the following exhibits:
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operate an E-6 { Eating Place/Drive In Uss) on the following conditions:

1. The use is approved for a E-6 Use for ice cream and confection
dining and lake out consisting of 1200 square feet of demised
pramises and 24 inferfor seals.

The owner/tenant shall provide a screened trash slorage area.

The ownerlenant shall provide trash receplscles outside the

restaurant,

The maximum number of employees Is 3, the average is 2.

The hours of operation are 10:00 a.m. fo 10:00 p.m., seven days a

week,

No hazardous, fammabla or explosive materals shall be stored or

used in the building.

7. All loading or unloading of deliveries by tractor traller or similar
sized vehicles shall be at off hours between 10:00 p.m. and 8:00
a.m. and no deliveries of any type shall take place along Sycamore
Street or Durham Road.

8. No noxious or hazardous impact shall be generated by the usss
proposed.

9. Parking is found to be adequate for the use.

10. The condilional use criteria pursuant to 1301.B. of the JMZ0 are
met by the proposed use.

11. The tenant shall submit a true and correct copy of the leasse.

12. All signage shall meet Township sign requirements and a
Certificate of Appropriateness shall be secured for all signage.

13. Al fagade and exteriors shall be subject to review and comment by
the Historic Architectural Review Board and any dispute shall be
resolved by the Board of Supervisors.

14. All conditions of final land development, variances and previous
conditional use approvals for KLS Ryan shall be incorporated
herain,

156. Outside deck seating shall ba common to the entire centar and
shall not be desmed part of the demised pramisss.

16. Nbo Joud noise shall ba generaled on site and no music shall be
permitted to be audibla from the premises.

17. The premisas shall be ADA compliant.

18. Al reviow fees shall be paid.

o L

Mr. Jirele seconded and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren
abstaining.

Mr. Weaver moved lo closs the conditional use hearing. Mr. Schenkman
seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

Reports of Officials
Manager: Mr. Boyle read the following statement into the record:

*Mockenhaupt Associates has provided the 2008 Minimum Municipal
Obligation reports for the Police Pension Plan, Firefighters Pension Plan
and non-uniformed Employees Pension Plan. It is required by the State
Auditor General that the report be submitted to and read into the minutes
by a member of the Board of Supervisors by September 30, 2007.

Financial requirement and the 2008 Minimum Municipal Obligation for the
Newtown Township Police Pension Plan will be $488,207.
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« Richard and Trisha Brandimarte — 1 Thombury Lana
» Cosi Café - 104 Pheasant Run

The Board passed on these applications without comment.

Mr. Beckert reviewed the application of Newtown Irish Pub, nofing that the
applicant has applied for a special exception for an E-17 tavern use. The
planning Commission and the Zoning Officer reviewed this application and
felt that the proposed use was an E-5 eating place, and that E-17 use
approval is not needed, as the sale of aleohol is incidental to the sale of
foad, At this peint, the application still appears on the Zoning Hearing
Board agenda.

Mr. Jirele moved to opposa this application, pending the conditional use
hearing. Mr. Schenkman secondad.

Mr. Fisher said that the Planning Commission had asked this applicant to
reh.ém with additional information befora a recommendation would be
maae.

The motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining.
Mr. Beckert reviewed tha Kiaffer & Company/Petsmart application.

Mr. Jirele said that he would like this applicant to come o a work session
to discuss the proposed signage, or i not, to send the solicitor to oppose
tha application.

Mrs. Goren said that she is not opposed to the signage if it is similar lo
that of the Petsmart at Oxford Valley Road. This store s set back from
Eagle Road, so should be given some additional consideration.

Mr. Schenkman agread that the applicant should ba invited to a work
session to discuss the signage.

Mr. Jirele moved to invite the applicant to a work session to discuss the
signage, or if nol, fo send the solicitor fo opposa the application. Mr.
Echenkman seconded,

Discussion of motion: Mr. Fisher said that the Planning Commission
questioned the nead for three outdoor signs, when there Is only one
entrance to the store, but did not object to the larger sign for the anchor
store in the shopping center,

The motion passed 4-1, with Mrs. Goren voting nay.

Mr. Beckert informed the Board that Carol Stuckley, along with other

parties who had joined the Holt validity challenge before the Zoning

Hearing Board has filed an action in mandamus in the Court of Common

Pleas of Bucks County. Joined as defendants are Newtown Township,

gpp:}:' Mzkefield Township and Newtown Township Zoning Hearing
oard.

Mr. Jirefe moved lo authorize the solicitor to defend the position of the
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Phillip Calabro,. Vice-
Chajrman

Jerry Schenkman,
Secretary/Traasurer

Thomas Jirele, Member

Richard Weaver, Member
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To whom it may concern,

This booklet contains petitions that have been signed by hundreds of residents
that live along Swamp Road in Newtown and Wrightstown. Residents wish to
express their displeasure and disappointment with PennDOT's plan for widening
Swamp Road.

Although the petitions from each community may present slight differences in
their suggested solutions to the issues, all have common threads that bind the
homeowners together. That is safety of residents and drivers, excessive speed
that would result from a wider and straighter road, and the destruction of quality
of life that homeowners are already starting to experience due to the tremendous
number of quarry trucks twenty-four hours a dayl

All of the homeowners that have signed these petitions are trusting that their
elected officials will take the time to stop and listen to their cries for help and will
evaluate the impact the PennDOT proposed plan will have on the community and
the quality of their personal lives as they raise their families along this country
roadway,

Thank you for taking the time to look through this booklet and for appreciating the

impact this proposed plan will have on each and every one of the families living
on or near this country roadway.

Respectfully submitted by the members of the Swamp Road Residents Group
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Swamp Road Imprevements Project
Petition By Colonial Commons Residents
Against lncreasing The Capacity Of Swamp Road (
Fer Redueing Speed To Make Swamp Road Safar
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Swamp Road Improvement Project -
‘Nob Hill Homeowners Association Petition

We, the undersigned residents of Nob Hill Homeowners Association, wish to express our
dissatisfaction with PennDOT's proposed plan to increase the lane and shoulder widths of
Swamp Road to over forty (40) feet as well as other proposed road changes that we belleve

will result In increased vehicle speed, commuter traffic and quarry truck volume.

We support any and all efforts by local municipalities, County and State elected officials and
planning .commissions that will distribute the volume of quarry trucks equally between

. Lindenhurst, St:lnpville and Swamp Roads, as well at Rpute 413, and thereby improve the
quality of life issues currently impacting residents of the Nob Hill Development

Efforts to Irrtmduca traffic calming measures onto Swamp Road that result in lower vehfcle
speeds are supported. We also encourage PennDOT to take Tyler State Park land and not
Nob Hill commen ground into consideration for any road widening that does take place.
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Newtown Township
Board of Supervisors Work Session
October 15, 2007

Members Present: Anne Goren, Chairman; Philip Calabro, Vice Chairman; Jerry
Schenkman, Secretary/Treasurer; Richard Weaver, Member; Tom Jirele, Member;
Paul Beckert, Solicitor; John Boyle, Acting Township Manager and Matthew

Johnston, Engineer.

Also Present: H. Joseph Phillips, George J. Donovan AIA & Associates; James M.
Linske, George J. Donovan AIA & Associates; Theresa Katalinas, Bucks County
Courier Times; Dave Sanders; Various Newtown residents including Nickki Parlet,
John Sties, Nancy Crescenzo, Jay Sensibaugh, Jen Dix, John D’ Aprile, Dennis Fisher,
Nancy Yeasalonis, Ethel Hibbs and Mike Gallagher.

Call to Order: Chairman Goren called the meeting to order at 8:13 P.M.

Chairman Goren advised that prior to calling tonight’s meeting to order the
Board of Supervisors met in Executive Session to discuss matters of personnel,
land acquisition and litigation. She also advised that the Board will be voting to
retain Joe Czajkowski as the Township Manager at the next meeting on October
24, 2007, he will start in that position on December 10, 2007.

Traffic Safety Resolution — Swamp Road — Proposed by Swamp Road Residents
Group

The Supervisors discussed the proposed Traffic Safety Resolution for Swamp Road,
various documents were provided for their review.

Mr. Johnston advised the Supervisors with regards to the Resolution proposed by the
Swamp Road Residents Group. He discussed line item 1 and advised that he would
not recommend removing the Swamp Road corridor improvement project from the
report but he would recommend that the quality of life issues along Swamp Road be
recognized in the report and that the report support context sensitive design solutions
to address the quality of life issues as well as safety and mobility issues along with the
project. He defined what he means by sensitive design solutions. He discussed the
re-evaluation for the reclassification of the roadway. He advised that currently
reclassification of the roadway itself would not make Swamp Road eligible for traffic
calming and on the PennDot qualifications. He discussed line item 2 and advised that
it is not a Traffic Engineering aspect, but he did not see any concemns with that item.
He discussed line item 3 and advised that the proposed project does not increase
capacity. He advised that he has no concerns with regards to line item 4. He
discussed line items 5, 6 & 7 and recommended that those items be evaluated. He
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Ms. Herman commented that at the May 30, 2007 Regional Traffic Planning Task
Force meeting she asked PennDot officials if they had gone to the Federal Highway
Administration and asked them to make an exception to the 85% speed limit rule.
She discussed the need to change the standard operating procedures.

Mr. Johnston discussed the speed limit and enforcement issues, He advised that he
has never requested the Federal Highway Administration to make an exception to the
85% speed limit rule.

Ms. Crescenzo discussed the Township's Police Department patrolling Wrightstown.
She suggested that the Township request Wrightstown Township to allow the Police
to inspect the quarry trucks right outside of the quarries. She commented on driving
to Doylestown. She discussed Stoopville Road with regards to traffic calming and the
similarities to Swamp Road. She requested that the Township conduct a traffic study
of the roadway.

Mr, Fisher discussed the public’s comments/recommendations that he has heard and
suggested that the Township request exemption from the Federal Government. Mr.
Johnston advised on his feelings with regards to requesting exemption.

Ms. Crescenzo commented with regards to the Traffic Advisory Committes. Mr.
Jirele advised on his opinion with regards to getting another committee involved.

Ms. Crescenzo requested the term quality of life be defined. Ms. Goren advised that
the term quality of life with regards to the roadway defines safety, noise and
accessibility.

Ms. Crescenzo discussed an article with regards to seniors and crosswalks, she
commented on the need for pedestrian safety,

Mr. Calabro discussed the State Laws with regards to crosswalks and pedestrians. He
requested signs being posted in the center of the roadways. Mr, Boyle advised that
could be done.

Mr. D’ Aprile discussed Swamp Road being closed to quarry/heavy trucks for
approximately thirty (30) years due to the culverts and the past traffic figures being
inaccurate, He commented with regards to the quarry trucks and enforcement.

Mr. Schenkman advised that he has drafted a possible Resolution and read it aloud to
the other Supervisors and the public.

Mr. Jirele suggested having Mr. Schenkman's Resolution reviewed by the
Supervisors and to discuss the matter further at the next meeting.
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(Room 134) and the Administrative Assistant’s office (Room 135), he suggested that
a door or window be installed connecting the two (2) rooms.

Mr. Linske advised the Supervisors with regards to the elevations of the proposed
Administration Building.

The Supervisors discussed the audio-visual room and accessing the room.
Mr. Jirele commented with regards to the building being ADA compliant.

Mr. Linske advised the Supervisors with regards to the proposed additions and
renovations to the Police Building, He discussed the building elevations.

Mr. Linske advised the Supervisors with regards to the proposed Public Works
Building. He discussed the look of the exterior of the building and advised that the
shell of the building would be a prefab steel building.

Ms. Goren commented with regards to having an area for stray dogs. Mr. Phillips
advised that he would speak to Mr. Crossland with regards to the matter.

Mr. Linske updated the Supervisors with regards to the proposed renovation of the
existing Public Works Building for use by the Parks & Recreation Department. He
discussed the exterior of the building.

Mr. Schenkman questioned if there has been any direction with regards to the old
Schoolhouse, Mr. Phillips advised that building was discussed years ago and
concepts were worked on. Mr. Schenkman advised that he would like to see past
plans for the Schoolhouse. Mr. Phillips advised that access is a problem with that
building, but he would supply the Supervisors with any information he has.

Mr. Calabro commented with regards to having walkways connecting the front of the
different buildings. Mr. Linske advised that it is possible to have walkways
connecting the front of the buildings.

Mr. Phillips advised the Supervisors that the plans being reviewed tonight are strictly
architectural.

The Supervisors discussed the entrances to the buildings being covered by some type
of canopy/overhang.

Ms. Goren commented with regards to Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) Certification and possible grants. Mr. Phillips advised the
Supervisors with regards to Leed Certification and grants. He advised on the LEED
rating system and that the Township needs to make a decision soon with regards to
being LEED Certified. He advised that the LEED Certification requires a third party
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the Township Solicitor to attend the hearing and oppose. He advised that the store is
scheduled to open on October 29, 2007 and that he is schedule to appear before the
Zoning Hearing Board on October 23, 2007 with regards to the matter. Mr. Sanders
discussed the three (3) options. Option 1 shows the PetSmart sign (54" — 169.21 Sq.
Ft.) being located above the store entrance, the grooming sign (15" - 12.35 8q. Ft.)
and the Banfield sign (20" — 17.72 8q. Ft.) being located with one (1) on each side of
the storefront. Option 2 shows the PetSmart sign (48" — 133,70 Sq. Ft.) being located
above the store entrance, the grooming sign (15" — 12.35 Sq. Ft) and the Banfield
sign (20" — 17.72 Sq. Ft.) being located with one (1) on each side of the storefront.
Option 3 shows the PetSmart sign (48" — 133.70 Sq. Ft.) being located above the store
entrance and the Banfield sign (20" - 17.72 8q. Ft.) being located on the right side of
the storefront. He advised with regards to the request for the height variance for the
main sign over the entrance. He advised that he is looking for guidance with regards
to the location of the signs, the height and the number of signs.

Mr. Beckert advised the Supervisors on the concerns of the Planning Commission.
Their first concem is with regards to there only being one (1) entrance into PetSmart
and that the grooming and Banfield signs where not directional signs but advertising
signs. The second concern was with regards to the building being occupied by other
tenants and having more signs on the storefront. The third concern was with regards
to the size of the signs having some relation to the facade of the building.

Mr. Sanders discussed the fagade of other buildings in the area and advised that the
Acme building has five (5) signs located on the storefront.

Mr. Calabro commented with regards to the sign locations on the building. Mr.
Sanders offered possible alternatives for the locations of the signs.

Mr. Schenkman commented with regards to the building and the store entrances. Mr.
Jirele advised that currently there are three (3) separate entrances on the front of the
building.

Mr. Sanders discussed the sizes of the proposed PetSmart signs.

Mr, Jirele advised that he prefers the smaller 133,70 Sq. Ft. (48”) PetSmart sign and
that he supports the Banfield sign. He advised that he would be in favor of option 3.

Mr. Schenkman and Mr, Jirele suggested having the Banfield and the grooming signs
located together. Mr. Sanders advised that he could make that suggestion to
PetSmart

Mr. Calabro advised that he is in favor of option 2. Which showed the three (3) signs
in three (3) different locations, he felt it gave more balance to the storefront.

e 36//377 '-'
78/ %






advised that it has not happened yet. Ms. Crescenzo commented with regards to the
matter coming before the community before it happens. She discussed rumors that
the building would be torn down to build a parking lot and the building having
asbestos and possible ground contamination. Mr, Schenkman and Mr. Calabro
advised that the Township is aware of the problems.

Ms. Crescenzo commented with regards to the Township hiring a new Manager, the
job done by the Acting Manager and how tonight’s announcement looked insensitive.
The Board advised that Mr. Boyle did receive notice prior to tonight's public
announcement.

Ms. Crescenzo discussed the start date of the new Manager and his involvement with
the Budget process. The Supervisors advised with regards to the new Manager and
the Budget.

New Business

Mr. Jirele advised that he has been approached by a soccer organization with the
request to have temporary lights at the Staples Field. He discussed having a public
discussion before giving authorization and giving proper notice to the public. He

requested that the matter be put on the October 24, 2007 agenda. The Supervisors
agreed to discuss the matter at the October 24, 2007 meeting.

Adjournment
Without objection, the meeting was adjourned at 10:55 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted by:

Christy Holley, Recording Secretary

Anne Goren, Chairman

Phil Calabro, Vice Chairman

Jerry Schenkman, Secretary/Treasurer

BUOS Wink Sesuon

g 363/377
£/






()

()

\y

RESOLUTION No. K- /2- C‘\?

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS NEWTOWN T .I P,
BUCKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA TO SUPPORT TRAFFIC CALM
AND OTHER TRAFFIC SAFETEY MEASURES ON SWAMP ROAD O

WHEREAS, Newiown Township is part of the Regional Traffic Task Force
organized by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, The Swamp Road Improvement Project undertaken by PennDOT
has undertaken a study of Swamp Road, and has issued recommendations for road
improvements, traffic calming and other traffic safety measures; and

WHEREAS, The Report of the Regional Traffic Task Force as presently written
calls for the removal of Swamp Road and the Swamp Road Improvement Project from
consideration in its recommendations; and

WHEREAS, The Newiown Township residents along Swamp Road have
expressed a clear desire to have their concerns heard and addressed by any
govemnmental or quasi-governmental entities working on the traffic issue on Swamp
Road, and being of the opinion that their concems have not been heard nor adequately
addressed by these entities, and demanding that they be so heard; and

WHEREAS, [t is the desire of the Board of Supervisors of Newtown Township to
have all our roads as safe as possible for both drivers and residents of our Township,
and particularly to ensure that Swamp Road and Stoopville Road be afforded all
reasonable traffic calming and traffic safety measures as recommended by the various
studies undertaken that address these issues, as well as other recommendations mads
by residents or other knowledgeable parties; and that no roadway be given an undue
burden of traffic during the implementation of any of said recommendations, nor
thereafter;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of
Supervisors of the Township of Newtown, Bucks County, after public hearing, including
input and presentations by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission,
Newtown Township Traffic Engineer and Traffic Consultant and the concemns of the
citizens of Newtown Township, as follows.

UPON MOTION DULY MADE, seconded and carried it was
L RESOLVED, that the Newtown Township Police Department be directed

to continue its enhanced enforcement of speed limits and truck details along Swamp
Road;
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Xl. FURTHER RESOLVED that the Swamp Road Improvement Project and
the DVRPC Traffic Task Force Report be coordinated to the greatest extent reasonable,
so that all roadway work is done in such a way to assure that there is minimum impact
of the residents of Swamp Road and Stoopville Road during construction, and that any
rerouting of traffic between the roads is planned to keep the time of such rerouting to a
MINImLum.

Xll. FURTHER RESOLVED that the appropriate Township officials are
authorized to take and implement any action in order to effectuate the proposals and
recommendations contained herein.

Xlll. FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution be made part of Newtown
Township's submission to the Regional Traffic Task Force and be made part of it's
report along with any supporting documentation provided by Newtown Township.

XIV. FURTHER RESOLVED all previous Resolutions or other actions of the
Board of Supervisors inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of said

- inconsistencies.

XV. FURTHER RESOLVED this Resolution shall take be effective immediately
upon enactment.

-
This Resolution enacted this_ 21 dayof _£) et 2007.

ATTEST: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF

N N TOWNSHIP
T e 00 2
Jni-n\w- BOYLE, INTERIM MANAGER f:ﬂ‘r“'*v EOREN, CHAIRMAN
N

5 EASURER

RICHARD WEAVER, MEMBER

THOMAS JIRELE, MEMBER
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2. Maintain and expand this Task Force to continue the necessary work we bave begun. We
recommend this group continue to meet as often as needed to complete the work begun here.
DVRPC may have run out of funds to do this work, but we have on ﬂhgumg stake in the outcome,
and must individually and collectively consider the value of Eontinued participation, as well as
the cost.

3. The expansion mentioned above should include a local residents traffic group. They should be
self-appointed by their neighbors, and meet regularly to educate themselves on the issues, express
themselves to the municipalities, and even lobby in Harmrisburg and Washington. The municipal
government should appoint liaisons to these groups, and keep their Boards and Counciis abreast
of all news,

4. We should continue the dialogue begun here with our State and Federal representatives. They are
the ones who can voice our concerns where they need to be heard. Toward that end, we should
cither invite them to participate directly in the process we promote, or meet with them separate]y
to advise them of what we are doing, and what we want.

5. The suggestions articulated at page ES-5 of the Executive Summary, dealing with “continued and
expanded activilies directed at communication, collaboration and cooperation...” should be
examined and implemented to the greatest extend possible by the follow-on group, including, but
not limited to an annual “Transportation Summit” to evaluate and promote recommendations, and
inviting the school districts to join us.

We agree that there are certain immediate traffic safety measures that can be done quickly to improve
traffic conditions, and do not require further study or excessive cost. Each of us has our own list of
these locations and fixes, and we can inform you of them quickly. Once we do let you know, we
implore you to get to work taking care of these problem areas. The long term improvements we desire
will take a bit longer to come forth, but we all agres that in this case, the quick fix is likely better than
the difficult, expensive one. So, there is no need to wait on them.

I would like to end this statement by reading from the letter of Donald S. Shanis, PhD, the Deputy
Executive Director of the DVRPC, to the Task Force, of October 23, 2007. In it, he says:
“Perhaps most important, the conduit and process for continuing open and factual communication —
Through the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force and active community participation — have been
Tested and strengthened.”
This is very true. When [ think of how much [ have leamed as a member of this group, T am amazed and
gratified.

[ want to personally thank Mr. Shanis, Mz, Coyne, and all the other people who have worked diligently
on this project on our behalf for their sterling effort. Ido not for 2 moment want to suggest that we are
not extremely grateful for all you have provided us. In fact, truth be told, it is because you have done
such a good job educating us, that we now insist on taking this further. You have been exemplary
teachers. Now the students are ready for independent study on behalf of the people we represent. We
will use all we can from your labor to move us forward.

Thank you all very much for all your help, and for listening to us.
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REGIONAL 190 M. INDEPENDENCE MALL WES I.ﬁj"z‘: : 215.582, 1800
B2 PLANNING 8TH FLOOR FAX: 215.592.9125
RPC coMMISSION ' PHILADELPHIA, PA 13108.1520 WEB: www.dvrpo.arg
March 5, 2008

Ms. Sue Herman

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
P.0O. Box 285

Newtown, PA 18940

Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report Addendum
Dear Ms. Herman:

Thank you for your letter of February 11, 2008 regarding the Bucks County Regional
Traffic Study Final Report (dated October 2007) and the distribution of the Addendum to the
Final Report (dated January 2008). At your request from a previous letter, we prepared that
Addendum which included all written materials received from the seven participating
municipalities in the project from the date of the draft report in July 2007 through October 2007.
At your request, we prepared hard copies of those letters, pre-punched the copies for inclusion in
the Final Report’s 3-ring binder, and distributed those letters to all who received a hard copy of
the Final Report. Hard copies were sent to each municipal manager in numbers equal to the
municipal representation on the Task Force, plus an extra hard copy for the municipal manager’s
binder. Hard copies were also sent to State Representatives Steil and Petri, area school districts,
PennDOT, and the Department of Community and Economic Development. In addition, an
electronic version of the Addendum was posted via a link on the project website’s home page, in
both a viewable and downloadable format at www.dvrpc.org/BCRTS.

A

In your current letter, you now request that we prepare a CD-ROM that includes the Final
Report together with materials in the Addendum and distribute that CD-ROM to all who received
the Final Report. At this point I must decline your request. We feel that we have made every
effort to distribute the information requested, and have provided it in both hard copy and in
digital format via the website. All members of the Task Force now have the materials, and our
work with this project is now complete. Future directions and decisions regarding the project will
now be made by members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force.

S ly.

utiye Director
39[z77 _
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CC.

State Representative David Steil

State Representative Scott Petni

Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner
Lynn Bush, Bucks County Planning Director
Don Shanis, DVRPC

Jerry Coyne, DVRPC

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Members
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Atttchriant X1~ (g, Jafsi)
RESOLUTION REGARDING THE BUCKS COUNTY REGIONAIL TRAFFIC STUDY

REPORT (dated October 2007) and the
DEND THE

WHEREAS, on January 14, 2008 Lower Makefield Township wrote to the
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) makign certain requests
regarding the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final (sic) Report, dated October
2007 (hereinafter “the BCRTS"); and

WHEREAS, the DVRPC did not take action on a number of the requested items
in the aforementioned letter;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lower Makefield Township
Board of Supervisors calls upon the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) to
direct the DVRPC, as its consultant in the drafting of the BCRTS, to take the
following actions:

L Include in an Addendum to be published and distributed in all
formats in which the BCRTS was published and distributed (i.e., hard copy, CD-
ROM and digitally on the website www.BucksCountyRegionalTrafficStudy.org), a
statement that the participating municipalities in the RTPTF have not accepted the
contents of the report as their preferred solutions and that at the October 29, 2007
meeting of the RTPTF, the municipalities could not agree upon how to accept the
document, and that the municpalities did not accept the BCRTS.

I1. Include in an Addendum to be published and distributed in all
formats in which the BCRTS was published and distributed, a statement that, at the
October 29, 2007 meeting of the RTPTF, its members did not accept the BCRTS as a
“Final Report” as the title of the report might otherwise suggest.

Ol  Publish a CD-ROM that replaces the original BCRTS CD-ROM that
was distributed to Shareholders, and distribute the replacement to Shareholders with
a formal written communication that clearly explains why the original BCRTS CD-
ROM is being replaced. The repalcement CD-ROM shall include the changes set
forth in Paragraphs [ and Il herein as well as the January 2008 Addendum to Final
Report.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lower Makefield Township Board of

Supervisors opposes the BCRTS and the January 2008 Addendum to Final Report,

RESOLVED, this ___day of March 2008,

LOWER MAKEFIELD TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Greg Caiola, Chairman

Matt Maloney, Secretary/ Treasurer

374/377__







I

Attachment XL

(5 3 ﬂ'F 5_)
TOWNSHIP OF LOWER MAKEFIELD

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
MINUTES - MARCH 19, 2008

The regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of the Township of Lower Makefield
was held in the Municipal Building on March 19, 2008. Chairman Caiola called the
meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. noting that the Board met in Executive Session from 6:30
p.m. to 7:30 p.m. discussing personnel and real estate matters. Mr, Maloney called the
roll.

Those present:

Board of Supervisors: Greg Caiola, Chairman
Steve Santarsiero, Vice Chairman
Matt Maloney, Secretary
Ron Smith, Supervisor
Pete Stainthorpe, Supervisor

Others: Terry Fedorchak, Township Manager
David Truelove, Township Solicitor
Kenneth Coluzzi, Chief of Police
James Majewski, Township Engineer

PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr, Bob Lambert stated he would like an update on the deer management issue and
railroad crossings. Mr. Majewski stated he received word today from CSX there may be
a problem with establishing quiet zones because of technical issues and he would further
investigate and get back to the Township. Mr. Lambert asked if the Township is able to
implement equipment for quiet safety zones would the Township be required to purchase
the equipment and what is the Township’s liability, Mr. Majewski stated the Township
would assume liability in the event of an accident.

Mr. Caiola stated as to the deer management issue, an archery group is looking into deer
management practices within the Township. He stated the Township has looked at sharp-
shooters in the past and are assessing the cost. Mr. Lambert asked if Falls Township is
using the same archery club that Lower Makefield Township is exploring for their deer
management. Mr. Fedorchak stated that Mr. Shissler just worked with Langhome on
their deer management. Mr. Lambert stated he would rather see archery practices at a
minimal expense to manage the deer. Mr. Smith stated the Board members recently met
with the archery club and many of whom have attended some of our meetings have
assured the Township if chosen their services would be at a minimal cost.

Ms, Virginia Torbert, Yardley-Langhome Road congratulated the Pennsbury Men’s

basketball team noting what a great year they had. She noted they recently played at the
Palestra and the Township is very proud of them.
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Page 15 of 16

Mr. Bob Lambert asked why the golf course chose not to renew the maintenance contract
with the golf cart company and asked who would maintain the golf carts and related
equipment. Mr. Fedorchak stated the golf course is comfortable with the staff mechanic
maintaining the golf carts and related equipment since they are familiar with these golf
carts and have worked on the same carts at the golf course of the last four years.

The motion unanimously carried.
SUPERVISORS REPORTS

Mr, Caiola stated the Historical Commission met this week but he was unable to attend
the meeting and they are working on the Open House Tour scheduled for May 4, 2008.
He updated the Board on the other upcoming meetings this month his is liaison to.

Mr. Stainthorpe stated the Cable TV Advisory Board met last week and noted Mr.
Zachary Rubén will be Chairman this year and will hold meetings every other month.

Mr. Maloney stated the Zoning Hearing Board met and the cell tower issue that was
discussed at earlier Board of Supervisors meetings has been continued to April 15, 2008
by the Zoning Hearing Board.

Mr. Smith stated the Elm Lowne Committee is scheduled to meet next week, the Sewer
Authority did not meet this month, Special Events is very busy with planning the
Macclesfield event in May and the Regional Traffic Task Force met and there was
discussion on the last traffic report completed.

OTHER BUSINESS

Mr. Santarsiero stated the Citizens Traffic Commission has asked for two Resolutions in
response to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Commission report that was recently
published and asked Ms. Torbert to come to the podium to explain the Resolutions. Ms.
Torbert stated the Citizens Traffic Commission approved a Resolution in October 2007
and January 2008 in response to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Commission final
study prepared by the DVRPC. Ms. Torbert read the Resolution and asked the Board to
request that the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force prepare a supplemental report to
include all of Lower Makefield Township's comments that were not included in the report
and label it as an interim report. She stated the Citizens Traffic Commission also
recommends the March 18th letter be sent to the project manager for the DVRPC.

Mr. Santarsiero moved and Mr. Maloney seconded to pass the Resolution requesting the
inclusion of Lower Makefield Township's comments into the Bucks County Regional
Traffic Commission report and label the report as an interim report. The motion
unanimously carried.
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/ Mr. Santarsiero stated the second Resolution talks about clarifying the record of previous
meetings and requests publication of a new CD-ROM by the Regional Traffic Planning

Task Force to correct the record.

Mr. Santarsiero moved and Mr. Maloney seconded to approve the Resolution to request
publication of a new CD-ROM by the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force to correct

the record of a prior meeting.

The motion unanimously carried.
]

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSION

Mr. Maloney moved and Mr. Santarsiero seconded to appoint Ms. Kaaren in Steil to the
Historical Commission. The motion unanimously carried.

There being no further business, Mr. Santarsiero moved, Mr. Caiola seconded and it was
unanimously carried to adjourn the meeting at 10:40 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

Matt Maloney, Secretary
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