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SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS FOR THE FY2019 
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 Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania opened on May 1, 
2018, and closed on June 3, 2018 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, MAY 24, 2018  
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.
DVRPC Conference Center  
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor 
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. Note that beginning on Friday, May 18 
from approximately1:30 PM until Saturday morning, May 19 at 9:00 AM there was a web server 
outage and the DVRPC website was “down.” During that 20 hour web outage, it is possible that 
the public may have experienced problems viewing the Draft FY2019 TIP for PA or submitting 
comments electronically. DVRPC proactively makes the comment period longer than the 
minimum 30-day requirement in case there is some sort of outage where documents cannot be 
reviewed, nor commented on. 



In addition, comments were received by U.S. Mail, fax, and email, via the Office of Capital 
Programs (TIP@dvrpc.org), to facilitate the submission of comments.  

For those without internet access, TIP documents were available at selected area libraries (see 
Table 1) for review, at the DVRPC Resource Center, at the public meeting, and were mailed to 
individuals by request.  
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Index of Comments
 on the 

DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for PA

ITEM # SUMMARY OF COMMENTCOMMENTOR

Comments Received from Individuals
Chester County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Route 29 Corridor in Chester County
0001 Andrew P. Motel Encourages greater focus on bicycle and pedestrian access in all 

transportation projects and specifically along the Route 29 corridor 
in Chester County. Concerned accommodations for bicyclists and 
pedestrians appear secondary to movement of motorized vehicles. 
The Route 29 corridor lacks facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians 
and is experiencing tremendous growth due to residential and 
commercial development enabled by the Route 29/Devault/PA 
Turnpike Interchange.

Delaware County
MPMS #110965 - Marshall Road Corridor Safety Improvements
0002 Alfred Achtert Urges including a left turn arrow in the Marshall Road light cycle. 

Does not think Long Lane needs left turn arrows. Suggests that 
adding a left turn signal on westbound Marshall Road would allow 
SEPTA bus routes to avoid Grace Road and instead use the more 
appropriately sized Marshall Road and Long Lane.

Philadelphia County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Oppose roadway widening
0003 Paul Glover Opposes any road extension, straightening, or widening; favors 

improvements for transit, bicyclists, and pedestrians.

Intercity rail
0004 Andre bustamante Disappointed to not see improvements for intercity rail listed, 

including Amtrak’s Keystone Corridor. Encourages improving track 
between 30th and Overbrook. Suggests development of Keystone 
West corridor with service between Pittsburgh and Altoona.

MPMS #108090 - Citywide Resurfacing 106
0005 Bernadette Foley Recommends resurfacing Trevose Road between Bustleton Ave. 

and Edison St.

MPMS #88085 - Byberry Road Bridge Replacement
0006 Adrienne Cianfarini Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 

from entering residential neighborhoods.

0007 Christopher Bordelon Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 
from entering residential areas, particularly the Somerton 
neighborhood. Concerned that removing the weight restriction will 
lead to greatly increased truck traffic including vehicles from the 
Post Office facility on Byberry Road at Evans Road. Does not 
believe signage and policing can be expected to stop the 
movement of truck traffic through residential neighborhoods. 
Concerned that parcels in Somerton were designated for Keystone 
Opportunity Zone tax breaks and are being considered for 
development of e-commerce distribution centers, which would 
further increase truck traffic. Requests appropriate action by the 
City or Commonwealth to ensure the bridge project does not result 
in the introduction of truck traffic into Somerton.

0008 Donna Zitter Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 
from entering residential neighborhoods.

0009 Jennifer cianfarini Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 
from entering residential neighborhoods.

0010 Jerome Pierre Bordelon Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 
from entering residential neighborhoods.

0011 Johnbuchatsky Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 
from entering residential neighborhoods.
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0012 Marie Nocitra Requests keeping 3-ton weight limit in place to prevent large trucks 

from entering residential neighborhoods.

0013 Mitchell J Kelly Requests new bridge provide accommodations for bicycles and 
pedestrians.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - Aerial Gondola to the Navy Yard
0014 Frank Rapoport Proposes an aerial gondola connector alignment providing public 

transportation to the Navy Yard.

Various County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Safety and Priority
0015 Robert Thomson Encourages considering bicycle and pedestrian safety with all road 

projects.

Connect Circuit Trails by advancing priority projects in the Circuit Line Item
0020 Abby Lang Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0021 Abe Cooperman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0022 Adam Cronrath Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0023 Alex Shirreffs Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0024 Alisha Miranda Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0025 Alison Hastings Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0026 Amarjit Singh Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0027 Andrew Mramor Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0028 Andrew Polovoy Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0029 Andrew Thomas Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0030 Ann Cohen Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0031 Ann VanEerden Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0032 Ashley Vogel Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0033 Barbara Montabana Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0034 Barbara Snyder Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0035 Bob Sheppard Jr Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0036 Brian Kirk Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0037 Brian Moore Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0038 Brooke Rothman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0039 Bruce Salkovitz Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0040 Carol Fleischman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0041 Carol Rowehl Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0042 Charles Nuyianes Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0043 Chris Holzner Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0044 Chris Stanford Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0045 Christine Reimert Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0046 Clare Day Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0047 Clifford Kellett Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0048 Cory Scott Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0049 Courtney Crain Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0050 Dana Fetch Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0051 Dani Solomon Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0052 Daniel Paschall Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0053 Daniel Safer Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0054 Danielle Schwartz Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0055 Dave Burns Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0056 Dave Winoski Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0057 David Golden Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0058 David Lennon Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0059 David Loeb Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0061 David Mcginn Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0062 David Shuey Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0063 Debbie Wile Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0064 Dee Carpenter Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0065 Dolores Carpenter Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0066 Donald Wilson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0067 Donna Jones Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0068 Donna Pancari Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0069 Douglas Dougherty Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0070 Ed Welsman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0071 Edward Williams Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0072 Elizabeth D. Hemphill-Burns Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0073 Elizabeth Hollinger Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0074 Ellen Chapman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0075 Erika Morgan Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0076 Esther Gilbert Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0077 Frances Liao Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0078 Frann Shore Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0079 Fredric Mirsch Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0080 George Benz Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0081 Gillian Macauley Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0082 Greg Lang Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0083 Gregory Milbourne Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0084 Hedwig Cerwinka Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0085 Ira Josephs Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0086 Isaac Palant Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0087 James Kahn Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0088 James Moreton Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0089 Jason Lenthe Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0090 Jeff Lawton Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0091 Jeffrey Dubb Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0092 Jennifer Macnaughton Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0093 Jesse Lytle Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0094 Joanne Bezak Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0095 Joanne Delia Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0097 Jody Twer Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0098 Joe Attanasio Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0099 John Hogan Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0100 John Hollyer Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0101 John Ramsaur Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0102 John Seidel Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0103 John Wieme Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0104 Jonathan Seidel Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0105 Joseph McQuillan Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0106 Joshua Bryson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0107 Julia Tackett Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0108 Juliann Pinto Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0109 Karin Annerhed-Harris Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0110 Karl Fetzer Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0111 Kathleen Henry Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0112 Kathryn Rosse Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0113 Kirk Wangensteen Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0114 Krista Schroeder Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0115 Lane Fike Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0116 Lee Tabas Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0117 Lee Yancey Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0118 Leonard Bonarek Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0119 Linda Blythe Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0120 Lindsay Woodruff Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0121 Lisa Gares Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0122 Lisa Turner Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0123 Lonnie Hovey Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0124 Louis Peirce Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0125 Lucas Mueller Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0126 Lyn Hedrick Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0127 Manny Menendez Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0128 Margaret Turcich Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0129 Maria Nonemaker Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0130 Marissa Sudol Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0131 Mark Davis Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0132 Mark Mumbauer Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0133 Mark Zod Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0134 Mary-Angela Papalaskari Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0135 Matt Zapson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0136 Matthew Palombaro Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0137 Meagan Cusack Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0138 Melissa shipenberg Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0139 Michael Albany Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0140 Michael Del Vecchio Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0141 Michael Dennery Jr Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0142 Michael Gaunt Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0143 Michael Heller Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0144 Michael Warrington Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0145 Mike Dellapenna Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0146 Mike Narcowich Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0147 Molly Duffy Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0148 Neil Schmerling Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0149 Ogden Mitchell Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0150 P. John Paulson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0151 Patrick Sherlock Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0152 Patrick Walsh Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0153 Paul Edelstein Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0154 Peter Furcht Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0155 Purnima Barve Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0156 Robert Duplessis Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0157 Rachel Edelman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0158 Rachel Isenberg Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0159 Rebecca Collins Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0160 Rich Hanson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0161 Richard Sands Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0162 Robert Duncan Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0163 Robert Perry Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0164 Robin Irizarry Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0165 Rory Boyle Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0166 Sarah Stuart Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0167 Scott Valentine Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0168 Sean Collins Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0169 Sherley Young Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0170 Silvia Ascarelli Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0171 Spencer Shelly Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0172 Stan Barndt Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0173 Sterling Johnson Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0174 Steve Klein Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0175 Steve Saddlemire Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0176 Steven Furber Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.
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0177 Stuart Baird Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 

Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0178 Sue Goldstein Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0179 Susan Kahn Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0180 Susan Shulman Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0181 Terry Curtin Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0182 Theresa Grimes Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0183 Thomas Lawn Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0184 Thomas Tompkins Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0185 Thomas Vernon Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0186 Tim Suba Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0187 Todd Lane Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0188 Tom Leahy Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0190 Tracy Galloway Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0191 Wendy Ankrom Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0192 Wesley Goodman-Levy Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0193 William Ambruster Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0194 William McDevitt Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0195 William Oliver Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

0196 William Tung Supports Circuit Trails. Encourages improving connectivity of the 
Circuit by advancing priority projects to construction.

General requests, concerns, and/or questions
0016 Robert Thomson Understands necessity to rehabilitate bridges and roads, but 

encourages more action to make facilities multimodal. Encourages 
more spending toward bringing SEPTA assets into a state of good 
repair. Feels there is still too much emphasis on high cost projects 
supporting single occupancy vehicles. Encourages more spending 
on lower cost improvements such as resurfacing and safety 
improvements.
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0017 Frank Tavani Does not support advancing priority Circuit Trail projects.

Project Benefit Evaluation
0018 Robert Thomson Encourages DVRPC to make sure that screening and evaluation 

criteria emphasize the importance of reducing deaths and injuries 
for pedestrians and bicyclists. Suggests that failure to improve 
safety should remove a project from consideration for the TIP.

Safety Performance Management Measures Rule
0019 Robert Thomson Finds the section on the safety rule confusing. Specifically, 

Pennsylvania’s targets for serious injuries and non-motorized 
fatalities seem to increase from the baseline. Encourages DVRPC 
to rethink supporting state targets.

Comments Received from Planning Partners
Delaware County
Technical corrections
0197 Tom Shaffer - Delaware County Planning 

Department
Technical corrections to Draft FY2019 PA TIP documents.

Comments Received from Organizations/Agencies
Bucks County
MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2
0198 Sue Herman - Residents for Regional Traffic 

Solutions, Inc.
Opposes project's inclusion of intersection expansion. Concerned 
that project has abandoned plans for a multi-use trail and 
stormwater management improvements. Believes Newtown 
officials held a special meeting to abandon the original plan 
designed to address serious public safety issues along Stoopville 
Road in 2012. Believes the project misdirects funds to an 
intersection upgrade at Route 413 and Stoopville Road.

Chester County
MPMS #93588 - Exton Station
0199 Mimi Gleason - West Whiteland Township Supports the funding programmed for Phases 1, 2, and 3 of the 

Exton Station Improvement Project. Station accessibility is a high 
priority for the township, as over 1,000 residents live within one-half 
mile of the station, but most lack bicycle or pedestrian access due 
to highway obstacles or lack of connected pathways. Township 
staff participated in DVRPC’s Exton Train Station Concept Plan 
study and a TCDI-funded feasibility study for congestion mitigation 
and accessibility improvements to Pottstown Pike in the vicinity of 
Exton Station. The Township intends to develop plans for the 
recommended improvements and requests that these projects will 
be considered for future funding.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - PA Route 113 widening
0200 Bill Miller - Uwchlan Township Requests adding the proposed PA Route 113 roadway “widening” 

project to the FY2019 PA TIP. The project is listed on the 2017 
Chester County Priority Transportation list. The Township 
understands focusing on funding improvements to existing facilities 
in built out communities, but suggests that roadway expansions are 
necessary in growing areas.

Montgomery County
MPMS #105077 - Park Avenue, Eagleville Road, Crawford Road Intersection Improvement Project
0201 Don Delamater - Lower Providence Township Request to add Park Avenue, Eagleville Road, Crawford Road 

Intersection Improvement Project (MPMS #105077) to the FY2019 
TIP.
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0202 Jamie Gwynn - New Hanover Township Supports project; concerned about timing of construction and 
impacts to residents if the bridge needs to be closed prior to 
construction. Requests construction funding occur sooner.

MPMS #16741 - Swamp Road at PA 663 SR:0663
0203 Jamie Gwynn - New Hanover Township Supports project.

MPMS #77211 - PA 309 Connector: Allentown Road to Souderton Pike (HT2)
0204 Aaron Bibro - Hatfield Township Requests that project should be a higher priority. Concerned that 

truck traffic on local roads has become unbearable for local 
communities.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project
0205 Bob Mensch - PA State Senate Supports Lower Salford Township’s request to add the proposed 

SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation project to the FY2019 TIP.

0207 Kim Gephart - Lower Salford Township Request to add proposed SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation 
project to the FY2019 TIP. Lower Salford Township has worked 
with PennDOT District 6 in conjunction with the PA 63 Bridges over 
Unami Creek and East Branch of Perkiomen Project (MPMS 
#50646) to install a traffic signal at the SR 113 intersection. The 
Township recognizes the signal will improve safety at the 
intersection, but is concerned it will result in increased congestion.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - Willow Grove Interchange Improvements
0206 David Dodies - Upper Moreland Township Request to add funding for proposed improvements to the Willow 

Grove Interchange of the PA Turnpike to the FY2019 TIP.

Various County
MPMS #60638 - SEPTA Regional Rail Car, Locomotive, and Trolley Acquisition
0208 Anselm Sauter - Chamber of Commerce for 

Greater Philadelphia
Supports project.

MPMS #69828 - Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and CSX Railroad (MSB)
0209 Anselm Sauter - Chamber of Commerce for 

Greater Philadelphia
Supports project.

MPMS #75804 - University Ave/CSX Rail (Bridge)
0210 Anselm Sauter - Chamber of Commerce for 

Greater Philadelphia
Supports project.

MPMS #77183 - Transit and Regional Rail Station Program; Improvements to SEPTAs 30th Street Station
0211 Anselm Sauter - Chamber of Commerce for 

Greater Philadelphia
Supports project.
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Chester County

Andrew P. Motel
DVRPC:  I reviewed the DRAFT FY2019 TIP for PA. I appreciate the effort of the DVRPC in my township 
(Charlestown, Chester County) and our region.  I write to encourage DVRPC to adopt a more aggressive focus on 
pedestrian use and bicycle access in every transportation solution it approaches. Too often, adding sidewalks, bike 
paths, crosswalks or making intersection improvements for people and bicycles appears grossly subservient to the 
"MOVEMENT OF VEHICLES." The Rt. 29 Corridor in East Whiteland and Charlestown Townships is a prime 
example of a "roadway on the cusp" of becoming (another) missed opportunity like Rt. 100 in West Whiteland 
Township where pedestrians and bicyclists as rare as unicorns. There is time, but it is very short. The Rt. 29 Corridor 
now lacks the basics essential to pedestrian and bicycle use. This area of DVRPC's Region is undergoing 
tremendous growth with shifting demographics in the work place, the expansion of area residential and commercial 
use (e.g. Great Valley Corporate Center, Atwater, Devault), are all of which are turbo-charged by the new Rt. 
29/Devault PA Turnpike Interchange. There is time to incorporate improvements, but soon it will be infinitely more 
difficult, costly or simply impractical.   Thank you for considering my comments and for the work you all do!  
 
Andrew P. Motel  Charlestown Township Planning Commission  (2000 to present)

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0001

Delaware County
Alfred Achtert 

Intersection of Marshall Rd and Long Lane

This intersection includes left turn lanes in each direction. Only the eastbound Marshall Rd direction has the left turn 
signalized with a left turn arrow. Westbound Marshall Rd needs to have a signalized left turn arrow which could share 
the same time in the cycle as the existing eastbound left turn signal. Long Lane does not need left turn arrows 
because it is less used.

Two Septa bus routes, 107 and 109, utilize the eastbound left turn signal to turn from Marshall Rd to north on Long 
Lane. Two other Septa bus routes, 68 and 108, come west on Marshall Rd. and go south on Long Lane using Grace 
Rd to avoid the Long Lane and Marshall Rd intersection. Grace Rd is a narrow residential street that historically was 
used by the Red Arrow Route J,  the predecessor of the Septa Route 108. Grace Road is not adequate for forty foot, 
102" buses and I have heard reports of articulated buses appearing on Route 68. Septa has used the lack of a left 
turn signal on westbound Marshall Rd as an excuse to not remove Routes 68 and 108 from Grace Rd and reroute 
them via Marshall Rd and Long Lane.

I urge you to include a left turn arrow cycle in the westbound Marshall Rd light cycle.

Alfred Achtert Jr
7228 Radbourne Rd
Upper Darby, PA 19082

aachtert@verizon.net
215 796 0277

ByMPMS: 110965 Item ID#: 0002

Philadelphia County
Paul Glover

I oppose any road extension, straightening or widening.  The era of the automobile must be replaced by town 
centers, train, transit, bicycling, and walking.

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0003

Andre bustamante
Im a bit disappointed to see no improvements listed for intercity  (amtraks keystone corrisor). The transit 
improvements seem to be limited in scope to septas plans which are fine but are not a substitute for intercity 
projects. Not long ago the goal was to get keystone service to as little as 80 minutes to Harrisburg. To that end I 
believe improving the track between 30th and overbrook where the train crawls could get you as much as 7 minutes 
and deserves inclusion in the plan. This project primarily benefits the keystone which is why septa is not a good 
steward for the project. I would also suggest the development of a keystone west corridor with service between 
Pittsburgh and Altoona a few times a day but the first suggestion seems most appropriate here.

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0004

Bernadette Foley 
I really don't care if you resurface Southhampton rd. It's not in too bad shape. The worst rd in the somerton 

ByMPMS: 108090 Item ID#: 0005
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neighborhood is Trevose Rd between Bustleton ave & Edison st. There are so many problems! What makes it worse. 
A block away the road is bucks co. & has been resurface.  It's a dream & makes driving on the city side an 
embarrassment!

Adrienne Cianfarini
The current weight limit should be enforced to stop large trucks from access to the residential neighborhood, 
including school zones and retirement communities. The traffic as is already has a large amount of congestion that 
would be greatly affected by trucks coming from the boulevard. 

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0006

Christopher Bordelon
The Byberry Road Bridge Replacement project must be accompanied by regulations on the use of the use of the 
bridge to prevent large trucks from crossing and disturbing the residential use of property throughout Somerton, a 
long-established neighborhood just to the west of the bridge.  For practical purposes, the 3-ton weight limit on the 
existing bridge was put in place, not because the bridge could not handle large trucks, but to forestall the problems 
that truck traffic would cause for the neighborhood.  The need for the weight limit still exists, and the DVRPC should 
recommend that it remain in place.  To remove the weight limit now and allow large trucks over the bridge would 
lead to serious problems for Somerton.  Residents of the neighborhood strongly believe this, voicing their concerns at 
public meetings about the project held by Penndot, and at a meeting of the Somerton Civic Association at which 
Penndot made a presentation about the project.  Penndot officials' response was that the laws and regulations 
affecting use of the bridge by trucks were not their concern.  What vehicles use the bridge may matter to Penndot's 
bridge engineers only in the abstract. But the potential harm to thousands of residents of an existing neighborhood is 
a practical, day-to-day concern for them, and it should be a matter of concern to the governments of Philadelphia and 
of Pennsylvania, and of regional planners.  If the bridge is opened to truck traffic, the numerous trucks from the 
existing Post Office facility on Byberry Road at Evans Road would be permitted to cross Somerton.  So would other 
through trucks and local-delivery trucks that now proceed along other routes which, while perhaps slightly less 
convenient for them, are more appropriate because relatively few people live along those routes.  Rather than confine 
themselves to Byberry Road, trucks would likely proceed along the shortest routes through the neighborhood to their 
destinations.  This would save them time, in part by allowing them to avoid the difficult intersection at Bustleton and 
Byberry. Signage and policing could could not be expected to stop the movement of traffic through residential parts 
of Somerton because traffic police in the neighborhood are few in number, a factor that must be considered by 
anyone recommending a solution to the problem.  The existing 3-ton weight limit on the bridge has the advantage of 
allowing effective enforcement of the truck restriction at one location, potentially permitting fewer police to do the job 
of enforcement effectively.  Moreover, there is a risk that City and Commonwealth officials may choose to 
subordinate residents' needs to their desire to offer nearby property subjected to tax breaks to commercial 
developers who wish to use it in ways that are wholly inconsistent with its residential surroundings. With no public 
input, nearby parcels in Somerton were subjected to Keystone Opportunity Zone tax breaks.  According to news 
reports and to the public comments of elected officials who have been apprised of plans, these parcels have been 
marketed as e-commerce distribution centers, all-night warehouses that would bring numerous large trucks to the 
neighborhood.  If such uses came to Somerton and large truck traffic was permitted across the bridge, many more 
trucks-- potentially hundreds more each day and night-- would cross the neighborhood.  The neighborhood and its 
residents would suffer serious impairment to their use and enjoyment of their properties, and the value of residential 
properties would likely decline as a result.  The bridge project, without appropriate restrictions (including retention of 
the existing weight limit) on the new bridge's use, would become a springboard for this introduction of wildly 
inconsistent uses into close proximity to one another.  It would be inappropriate for the DVRPC to let that happen 
without recommending that the appropriate legal   It is appropriate for the DVRPC to consider the problems that the 
Byberry Road bridge project would cause for Somerton, The DVRPC should recommend that appropriate action be 
taken by the City or the Commonwealth to regulate the bridge's use in order to ensure that the bridge project does 
not result in the introduction of truck traffic into Somerton.  Among its specific recommendations, the DVRPC should 
urge that the 3-ton weight limit remain in place.

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0007

Donna Zitter 
DO NOT REMOVE THE WEIGHT LIMIT ON THE BYBERRY RD. BRIDGE.  

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0008

Jennifer cianfarini
Keep weight limit to under 3 tons. No large trucks with the exception of emergency vehicles

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0009

Jerome Pierre Bordelon
I am opposed to increasing the allowable weight limit on the Byberry Road Bridge when it is rebuilt.  If the rebuilt 
bridge is built to support the passage of large trucks and tractor-trailers, then those vehicles will pass over that bridge 

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0010
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absent some regulatory prohibition.  "If you build it, . . . [they] will come" in very large numbers, as the saying might 
go.  The neighborhood bordering Byberry Road will only change for the worse and property values will probably fall 
and definitely will not increase in the wake of such charmless and unsightly traffic.  KEEP THE WEIGHT LIMITS 
THAT ARE IN EXISTENCE NOW.  Jerome Bordelon 13015 Proctor Road Philadelphia, PA  
19116 jeromebordelon@gmail.com

Johnbuchatsky
do not allow trucs over 3 tons over this road!

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0011

Marie Nocitra
The restriction I want to keep is the 3-ton weight limit to remain in place.  This limit keeps large trucks from crossing 
the bridge and entering our residential neighborhood between Worthington Road and Bustleton Avenue.  The 
congestion on Byberry Road to date is already an inconvenience to the local Somerton  neighborhood.  The addition 
of large trucks will only further that congestion in our neighborhood not to mention the environmental impact without 
this restriction.   Byberry Road is a no-truck route and I want it to remain that way.  

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0012

Mitchell J Kelly
Please provide provisions for pedestrian and bicycle traffic on the replacement bridge.  Thanks for reading.

ByMPMS: 88085 Item ID#: 0013

Frank Rapoport
Frank M Rapoport Esq.
Managing Principal
Urban Gondola Systems LLC
484 362 8481

https://www.linkedin.com/in/p3dealmakerandadvisor

We propose an aerial gondola connector alignment providing public transportation to the Navy Yard .There is a lot of 
green space and the alignment is approximate 6000 feet in horizontal length. Here is a simulation video of an 
alignment done in Europehttp://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2UQuZQuiiPo&sns=em. The time has come for 
Philadelphia to join other cities like Miami and Los Angeles that are turing to aerial gondolas to solve public 
transportation. Urban Gondola Systems LLC works with the manufacturer of these systems, Doppelmayr Garventa of 
Austria

Attached is a power point showing how  to connect the end of the broad street subway to the Navy Yard. Each 
gondola cars can hold up to 35 persons and running many on a loop can move 3000 commuters an hour.The funding 
comes through a mix of state and federal money , and private investments via Public Private Partnerships. Please 
consider this innovative option in your plans.

https://www.natlawreview.com/article/forget-parking-spaces-developers-tenants-may-soon-be-asking-if-your-building-
comes

If you are not completely satisfied with our products or services, please send us an e-mail at 
feedback@doppelmayrusa.com . We promise to provide an initial written response within 3 working days, and we will 
do our best to follow through and resolve any concerns you have.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission, including previous e-mails and attachments, may contain 
confidential information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, your disclosure, copying, 
distribution or use of information in or attached to this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
transmission in error, please immediately notify us by reply e-mail and destroy the original transmission and its 
attachments without reading or saving them.

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0014

Various County
Robert Thomson 

Here are my comments on the 2019-2022 PA TIP:

Safety Performance Management Measures Rule
The section on the safety rule is confusing. DVRPC has adopted Pennsylvania's safety targets, but it looks like the 
targets for serious injuries and non-motorized fatalities goes up from the baseline (Table 13). Either this is terribly 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0015, 0016, 0018, 0019
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worded or a terrible safety target. Irrespective of VMT increases, government transportation authorities should not 
accept increases over the baseline--especially not after referencing Towards Zero Deaths. DVRPC should rethink the 
state targets and hold itself accountable to reducing transportation deaths and injuries.

The TIP screening criteria does nothing to mention specific action taken to reduce deaths and injuries for people 
walking and biking, the groups that have not benefited from safety improvements in recent decades. While AASHTO 
and the Highway Safety Manual have tried to better take into account the safety of those walking and biking, it has 
tended to be autocentric. DVRPC should make sure its selection criteria specifically emphasize the importance of 
lowering deaths and injuries for those walking and biking.

Finally, while it seems the "universal project benefit criteria" aren't really even used, safety shouldn't be one of many 
criteria, but a criteria that can remove a project.  If the project in any way directly or indirectly reduces safety then it 
should not be on the TIP and probably should be removed if it doesn't have a positive impact on safety.

Bike/Pededestrian Improvements for Roadway Projects
Many of the roadway project descriptions make it clear that bike and pedstrian improvements are afterthoughts. 
Some state "as road widths allow" which gives the reader no confidence that projects selected were done both out of 
necessity for road condition, but also with an eye for prioritizing bike and pedestrian safety improvements. Bike and 
pedestrian safety should not be an afterthought for road projects.

Mix of Spending
Much of the spending fails to improve the transportation system we inherited.  While it is necessary to rehabilitate 
bridges and roads, the TIP should encourage opportunities to improve them.  Why aren't the Chestnut St. bridges 
getting fully protected bike lanes?  Why are the JFK bridges where cars dangerously speed only getting a wide 
sidewalk to accommodate significant numbers of people walking and bicycling?  How come few of the road 
improvements are making conditions better for transit?  The TIP supports the rebuilding of mid century infrastructure 
at 21st century costs without making it a 21st century transportation system.

More of the transit spending should be spent in ways that can bring SEPTA into a state of good report and support 
future, higher levels of service on existing corridors.  This means making sure the road network supports bus and 
trolley service as well as making sure the regional rail tracks will support more frequency.

There is still too much emphasis on high cost projects supporting single occupancy vehicles and not spending on 
relatively inexpensive projects.  Resurfacing projects, safety improvements, safe spaces for cyclists, etc. are all less 
expensive, but can make our existing streets safer.  The spending almost is not spent in ways that benefit the most 
people, but is instead spent in ways that benefit the most existing infrastructure.  This is especially bad when none of 
these decisions are tied to good land use planning.

Rob

Frank Tavani 
Dear  DVRPC,
I believe the following projects are **NOT** essential to be funded at this time: 
 
Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
Thank you,
Frank Tavani
Sincerely,
Frank Tavani
105 Kenilworth St

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0017
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Philadelphia, PA 19147
2672504858

Abby Lang 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Abby Lang
 905 League Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 2153275504 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0020

Abe Cooperman 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Abe Cooperman
 2101 Chestnut St Unit 1116
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 215-575-0181 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0021

Adam Cronrath 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0022
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Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Adam Cronrath
1934 Annin Street
Philadelphia, PA 19146
6104511100
  

Alex Shirreffs 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 As a lover of both biking and our region’s train system, I encourage you to please take steps to push along the 
following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Alex Shirreffs
 1530 S Camac St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 6094200812 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0023

Alisha Miranda 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0024
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Sincerely,
Alisha Miranda
1113 Winton Street
Philadelphia, PA 19148
8455272422
  

Alison Hastings 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a regional resident that uses The Circuit Trails. I support DVRPC and its Board's emphasis on trail finding. These 
projects are of particular interest to me: 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Alison Hastings
 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor, ACP Building
 Philadelphia, PA 19106
 2152382929

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0025

Amarjit Singh 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Amarjit Singh
 5 Licia Drive
 Broomall, PA 19008
 4848029938 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0026

Andrew Mramor 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0027
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Andrew Mramor
 1420 E Palmer St
 Philadelphia, PA 19125
 215-922-1124 

Andrew Polovoy 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Andrew Polovoy
 2809 Welsh Road
 Philadelphia, PA 19152
 2676797689 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0028

Andrew Thomas
Dear DVRPC,

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition:

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Sincerely,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0029
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Andrew Thomas
5123 Locust St
Philadelphia, PA 19139
2164963182

Ann Cohen 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ann Cohen
 15 Huntingdon Dr
 Southampton, PA 18966
 2158054810 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0030

Ann VanEerden 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ann VanEerden
 84 Bustleton Pike, Churchville
 Southampton, PA 18966
 2153550794 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0031

Ashley Vogel 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, our regional trail network. They enhance the region 
providing access to recreational and transportation riding, increasing property values, and bringing trail users who 
stop to support local businesses.

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0032
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 The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's 
natural resources. What the complete Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand 
that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ashley Vogel
 715 S Darien St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 7329482614 

Barbara Montabana 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. But the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I am getting older and would like to have a chance to ride on all these great trails before I get too feeble, so I 
encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 I appreciate your speedy reaction!
 Sincerely,
 Barbara Montabana
 41 S Elm Ave
 Aldan, PA 19018
 610-622-4467

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0033

Barbara Snyder 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0034

Page 10 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Barbara Snyder
 203 Hart Alley
 Newtown, PA 18940
 2159683208 

Bob Sheppard Jr 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Bob Sheppard Jr
 Delaire Lnd Rd
 Philadelphia, PA 19114
 2158500635 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0035

Brian Kirk 
Dear  DVRPC,
Hello,
 
First, thanks for considering feedback from citizens. It's an important function. 
 
I'm a weekly bike commuter that both travels to and from work by bike and explores the region via our robust trail 
system. Continuing investments that support trail systems is not only good for quality of life in the region, but also for 
the economy. Please listen to this story published by Marketplace about the Penn./Maryland trail system, the Great 
Allegheny Passage, and how its impacted the local economy: 
https://www.marketplace.org/2018/02/28/economy/some-former-coal-towns-turn-towards-nature-tourism-new-
economic-driver
 
 Today I'm reiterating support for the Bike Coalition's message, below.
 
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0036
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Thank you,
 Brian Kirk
 Sincerely,
 Brian Kirk
 314 N 12th St Apt 502
 Philadelphia, PA 19107
 7179821920

Brian Moore 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Brian Moore
 2332 South 20th Street, 2nd floor
 Philadelphia, PA 19145
 2673255166 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0037

Brooke Rothman 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0038
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 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Brooke Rothman
 863 N. Woodstock St.
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 6092177231 

Bruce Salkovitz 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Bruce Salkovitz
 174 Lafayette St
 Doylestown, PA 18901
 2153532449 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0039

Carol Fleischman 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Carol Fleischman
 146 Simpson Rd Ardmore PA
 Ardmore, PA 19003
 6105295498 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0040

Carol Rowehl 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails. The completed trail segments are great: separated from 
auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources.  However, the connections between Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0041
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segments have not been completed. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been 
utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: .
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Carol Rowehl
 602 E Vernon Rd
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 215-849-4077 

Charles Nuyianes 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Charles Nuyianes
 10925 Waldemire Dr
 Philadelphia, PA 19154
 2673388991 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0042

Chris Holzner 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0043
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 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Chris Holzner
 148 E Rambler Dr
 Southampton, PA 18966
 2153647348 

Chris Stanford 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Chris Stanford
 909 Harcourt Ln
 Harleysville, PA 19438
 215-444-0888 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0044

Christine Reimert 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident who uses The Circuit Trails and I'm hoping your continued support will help to further 
connect this network.  The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often 
connected with our region's natural resources. The problem  is that these completed Circuit segments are not that 
well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been 
utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Christine Reimert
 3129 Fox Drive
 Chalfont, PA 18914
 2159180637 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0045

Clare Day ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0046
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Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Clare Day
 1918 Mifflin St
 Philadelphia, PA 19145
 2154987554 

Clifford Kellett 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Ridley Park Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails and commutes to Philadelphia via bicycle.  I'm 
an advocate for  Circuit cycling segments are not that well connected to each other. I understand that there is $10 
million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 Please take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Clifford Kellett
 404 Harrison St
 Ridley Park, PA 19078
 2158617190 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0047

Cory Scott 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0048
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 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Cory Scott
 220 Union Ave
 Bridgeport, PA 19405
 5708144379 

Courtney Crain 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Courtney Crain
 861 N 25th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2676408040 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0049

Dana Fetch 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Dana Fetch
 988 N 2nd St # 1
 Philadelphia, PA 19123
 1111111111 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0050

Dani Solomon ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0051
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Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Dani Solomon
 5038 Springfield Ave.
 Philadelphia, PA 19143
 3107489371 

Daniel Paschall 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. Additionally the three projects marked "ECG" below 
are a part of the East Coast Greenway, being built over 3000 miles from Maine to Florida, so they are of regional and 
national significance.
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845; (ECG)
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853; (ECG)
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850 (ECG)
 Sincerely,
 Daniel Paschall
 1921 Wallace St. Apt 1R
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 7037278193 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0052

Daniel Safer 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0053
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Daniel Safer
 3305 Hamilton St
 Philadelphia, PA 19104
 0000000000 

Danielle Schwartz 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Danielle Schwartz
 136 Fernbrook Avenue
 Wyncote, PA 19095
 2158526397 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0054

Dave Burns 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Dave Burns
 1125 N Hancock ST

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0055
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 Philadelphia, PA 19123
 6109370360 

Dave Winoski 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Dave Winoski
 129 Clamar Ave
 Havertown, PA 19083
 610227-5824 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0056

David Golden 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, and I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Specifically, the Spring Garden Street Greenway is essential to reducing traffic congestion in Philadelphia, and 
saving lives. The recent death of a cyclist would've been avoided had this project already been complete.
 Sincerely,
 David Golden
 801 S 47TH ST, #302
 Philadelphia, PA 19143
 5085270869 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0057

David Lennon 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0058
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that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 David Lennon
 115 Black Walnut Lane
 Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462
 6108250918 

David Loeb
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 david loeb
 309 florence ave. 221n
 Jenkintown, PA 19046
 2677602591

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0059

David Mcginn 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0061
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Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
David Mcginn
1202 Old Jordan Rd
Southampton, PA 18966
2156309723
  

David Shuey 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
David Shuey
1547 Millrace Ln
West Chester, PA 19380
4436950973
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0062

Debbie Wile 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Debbie Wile
 402 W Brookhaven Rd
 Wallingford, PA 19086
 6105650720 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0063

Dee Carpenter ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0064
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Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Dee Carpenter
 926 Masters Way
 Harleysville, PA 19438
 484�3786483 

Dolores Carpenter 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Dolores Carpenter
926 Masters Way
Harleysville, PA 19438
4843786483
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0065

Donald Wilson 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0066
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 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Donald Wilson
 1217 Princeton Ave
 Philadelphia, PA 19111
 2157251292 

Donna Jones 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Donna Jones
 178 Harvey Avenue
 Doylestown, PA 18901
 8607164693 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0067

Donna Pancari 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Donna Pancari
 403 Queen St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0068
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 6096684522 

Douglas Dougherty 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Douglas Dougherty
 533 Davis Rd
 Cheltenham, PA 19012
 4845400032 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0069

Ed Welsman 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ed Welsman
 5206 Alverstone Rd
 Clifton Heights, PA 19018
 610 284 1890 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0070

Edward Williams 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0071
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Edward Williams
 205 N Azalea Ct
 Glen Mills, PA 19342
 6109968868 

Elizabeth D. Hemphill-Burns
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Elizabeth D. Hemphill-Burns
 301 Village Drive, Apt.370
 King of Prussia, PA 19406
 2672500823 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0072

Elizabeth Hollinger 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Elizabeth Hollinger

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0073
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 3201 Dekalb Blvd
 Norristown, PA 19401
 6102799746 

Ellen Chapman 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Ellen Chapman
135 S 20th Street, Apt 401
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215-485-7708
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0074

Erika Morgan 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Erika Morgan
 2526 S. Carlisle St.
 Philadelphia, PA 19145
 6103601720 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0075

Esther Gilbert 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0076
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 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Esther Gilbert
 323 Crest Park Rd
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 2152198877 

Frances Liao 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Frances Liao
 1546 S Newkirk St
 Philadelphia, PA 19146
 2156883369 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0077

Frann Shore 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0078
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 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Frann Shore
 2401 Pennsylvania Ave, Apt 19c51
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2!59645924 

Fredric Mirsch 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Fredric Mirsch
 2014 Hansell Dr
 Bensalem, PA 19020
 2156384080 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0079

George Benz 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 George Benz
 8558 Trumbauer Dr
 Glenside, PA 19038
 2152332450 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0080

Gillian Macauley 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0081

Page 29 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 All considerations for bicycle mobility improvements are much appreciated! Any opportunity to improve conditions for 
cyclers is very important to me and other community members. I personally know many others who would be inspired 
and feel more compelled because of safety and reasons of ease to begin bicycling with the above mentioned, as well 
as other, improvements. Thank you for your time and considerations.
 Sincerely,
 Gillian Macauley
 1239 vine st
 Philadelphia, PA 19107
 2679162044 

Greg Lang 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Greg Lang
 1169 S 13th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 2158051124 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0082

Gregory Milbourne 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0083
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Gregory Milbourne
 305 S Chester Rd
 Swarthmore, PA 19081
 6103487780 

Hedwig Cerwinka 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Hedwig Cerwinka
 105 Bentley Ave
 Bala Cynwyd, PA 19004
 6106642158 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0084

Ira Josephs 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ira Josephs
 499 W Jefferson St Apt 503
 Media, PA 19063
 6102453745 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0085
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Isaac Palant 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Isaac Palant
 501 N Orange St Apt B3
 Media, PA 19063
 6106598060 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0086

James Kahn 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails extensively.  I understand that there is $10 million in 
construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850 (this would likely have prevented the recent death of 
a bicycle courier).
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484.
 
 Thank you.
 Sincerely,
 James Kahn
 1431 Bainbridge St
 Philadelphia, PA 19146
 2157714487 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0087

James Moreton 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0088
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Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
James Moreton
130 Spruce St, 13B
Philadelphia, PA 19106
6096850953
  

Jason Lenthe 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Jason Lenthe
 15 Evans Rd
 Norristown, PA 19403
 6103294974

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0089

Jeff Lawton 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Jeff Lawton
98 Hunt Club Drive, Collegeville, PA
Collegeville, PA 19426

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0090
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610-341-1545
  

Jeffrey Dubb 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Jeffrey Dubb
 2208 Pine St
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 2153274579 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0091

Jennifer Macnaughton 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident who uses the Circuit Trails. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. However, the fact that the trails are not connected is 
the biggest issue preventing them from reaching their full potential as a recreational,  environmental, and economic 
asset to our region.
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the projects listed below, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition. 
 
 I am especially keen to see the Spring Garden Greenway becomes a reality. As you know, a cyclist, Pablo 
Avendano, was recently killed by a driver while riding on the bike lane on Spring Garden. A dedicated cycle track and 
greenway will provide a much-needed safety improvement to this street. It will also add natural beauty and help calm 
traffic, and provide a vital link between two premier trails (the SRT and the Delaware trail).
 
 Please work to expedite construction on Spring Garden and the other, key Circuit Trail segments:
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853
 Sincerely,
 Jennifer Macnaughton
 411 S 13th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 267-974-8285 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0092

Jesse Lytle ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0093
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Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, and I ride my bike to work every day.  I'm conflicted: The trail 
segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural 
resources. What the complete Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that 
there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Jesse Lytle
108 S Narberth Ave
Narberth, PA 19072
6106641051
  

Joanne Bezak 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Joanne Bezak
 200 N WYNNEWOOD AVE APT b207
 Wynnewood, PA 19096
 6096186315 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0094

Joanne Delia 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0095

Page 35 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Joanne Delia
 3916 Darby Rd
 Bryn Mawr, PA 19010
 610-308-2049 

Jody Twer 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Jody Twer
2495 pleasant hill rd
Hatboro, PA 19040
2154430174
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0097

Joe Attanasio 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I am a Philadelphia resident who enjoys the use of Pennsylvania's Circuit Trails.  The available segments have 
provided many miles and many hours of recreation for my family and me. Nevertheless, connecting these segments 
is crucial to realizing their full value and creating the most positive impact for our communities.
 
 I am pleased to know that $10 million in construction funding is earmarked for improving the trails, but it has recently 
come to my attention that an additional financial commitment is needed to prepare these sites for construction.  I 
encourage you to make that commitment and to prioritize the following projects:
 
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849
 Sincerely,
 Joe Attanasio
 2008 Mount Vernon Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2643243431 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0098

John Hogan 
Dear  DVRPC,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0099
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I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
John Hogan
73 Soldiers Square
Chesterbrook, PA 19087
215-836-1230
  

John Hollyer 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
John Hollyer
103 blackthorn rd
Wallingford, PA 19086
610-891-0291
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0100

John Ramsaur 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails.
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0101
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 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 John Ramsaur
 1914 Spring Garden Street Apt 1
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 3023638024 

John Seidel
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 john seidel
 walnut st
 Spring City, PA 19475
 6109483333

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0102

John Wieme 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 John Wieme
 645 S Conestoga Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19143
 2152756042 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0103

Jonathan Seidel 
Dear  DVRPC,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0104
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 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Jonathan Seidel
 962 Walnut St
 Royersford, PA 19468
 6109485175 

Joseph McQuillan 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Joseph McQuillan
 29 Hilltop Rd.
 Philadelphia, PA 19118
 215-948-3140 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0105

Joshua Bryson 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0106

Page 39 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Joshua Bryson
1542 Silo Rd
Yardley, PA 19067
5135153990
  

Julia Tackett 
Dear  DVRPC,
Hello,
 
I am a lifelong Philadelphia resident and city cyclist of 16 years. I wear a helmet, I signal turns, I have lights and bells 
for safety and predictability, and yet whatever precautions I may take, the activity of cyclist within arm's reach of cars 
going 35 miles per hour will always be dangerous. I use and am very grateful for existing bicycle lanes and separated 
bicycle trails. The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with 
our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I 
understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" 
projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Cycling is financially- and environmentally-friendly, and a great resource for exercise. We should be encouraging it, 
and that includes prioritizing and moving forward with trails that remove barriers for cyclists who are afraid of riding in 
streets next to cars that seem to have little regard for us. 
 
 Thank you for your time and consideration,
 Sincerely,
 Julia Tackett
 1114 South Franklin Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 9174840567

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0107

Juliann Pinto 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0108
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 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Juliann Pinto
 4438 Pennypack St
 Philadelphia, PA 19136
 2153380352 

Karin Annerhed-Harris 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Karin Annerhed-Harris
 236 E Roumfort Rd
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 2158066450 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0109

Karl Fetzer 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I am writing to express support for any projects that will extend and connect the trails of Philadelphia and its 
suburbs! Although I haven't been an avid bicyclist in the past, I recently had the pleasure of riding the Pennypack 
Trail from Huntingdon Valley to Rockledge and back. I am very excited that this trail is being extended into 
Southampton shortly. I think more people in our area should have the opportunity to experience trails like this local to 
them.
 
 The recent death of Pablo Avendano (https://www.phillymag.com/news/2018/05/14/bike-courier-killed-spring-
garden/) highlights the need to separate motorized traffic from pedestrian and bicycle traffic. Although urban cycling 
is quite different from trail riding, creating space for such activities makes them both safer!
 
 As a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. However, the complete 
Circuit segments are not that well connected with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction 
funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0110
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 Thank you for your time,
 Karl Fetzer
 Sincerely,
 Karl Fetzer
 283 N 2nd Street Pike
 Churchville, PA 18966
 5169961977 

Kathleen Henry 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Kathleen Henry
 1738 Folsom Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2158001749 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0111

Kathryn Rosse 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Kathryn Rosse
 1919 Chestnut Street #804
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 2158640132 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0112

Kirk Wangensteen 
Dear  DVRPC,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0113
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 I live in Philadelphia and I love to ride my bike on The Circuit Trails.
 
 Please push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Kirk Wangensteen
 4300 Spruce ST A301
 Philadelphia, PA 19104
 8023996808 

Krista Schroeder 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Krista Schroeder
 2513 Waverly Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19146
 9097633647 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0114

Lane Fike 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lane Fike
 129 S 30th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19104

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0115
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 2153095523 

Lee Tabas 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lee Tabas
 355 Lancaster Ave Ste 1
 Haverford, PA 19041
 6108962400 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0116

Lee Yancey 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lee Yancey
 2314 Twin Silo Dr.
 Blue Bell, PA 19422
 267-217-7614

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0117

Leonard Bonarek 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0118
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Leonard Bonarek
 449 S 48th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19143
 2156678419 

Linda Blythe 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. While the complete 
Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction 
funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Linda Blythe
 4433 Osage Ave
 Philadelphia, PA 19104
 2153873370 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0119

Lindsay Woodruff 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lindsay Woodruff

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0120
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 1015 Tasker Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19148
 6103161604 

Lisa Gares 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lisa Gares
 10 Crow Creek Ln
 Wayne, PA 19087
 2676251013 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0121

Lisa Turner 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Lisa Turner
8331 High School Rd
Elkins Park, PA 19027
2157823619
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0122

Lonnie Hovey 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0123
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 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lonnie Hovey
 610 Fariston Dr
 Wynnewood, PA 19096
 215-219-3755 

Louis Peirce 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Louis Peirce
 146 Erdenheim Rd
 Glenside, PA 19038
 2158365172

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0124

Lucas Mueller 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Philadelphia and Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are 
complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the 
complete Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in 
construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0125
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 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Lucas Mueller
 120 South 53rd Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19139
 8572105794 

Lyn Hedrick
Dear DVRPC,

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition:

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Sincerely,

Lyn Hedrick
644 Rively Ave. Collingdale,Pa
Collingdale, PA 19023
610-583-5267

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0126

Manny Menendez 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Manny Menendez
1190 Beaumont RD
Berwyn, PA 19312
6102910625
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0127
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Margaret Turcich 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Margaret Turcich
 1017 N 4th St, 1st floor
 Philadelphia, PA 19123
 2159259194 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0128

Maria Nonemaker 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Maria Nonemaker
 1616 Pine St, Apt C11
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 6103485012 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0129

Marissa Sudol 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0130
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 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Marissa Sudol
 2013 Fitzwater St # 1
 Philadelphia, PA 19146
 6092711888 

Mark Davis 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Mark Davis
 973 Corn Crib Drive
 Huntingdon Valley, PA 19006
 12674710466 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0131

Mark Mumbauer 
Dear  DVRPC,
Hello,

My son and I commute by bicycle 15 miles a day, from Kensington and W Philly. On the weekend, our family loves to 
bike, and providing support to local trails, especially ones like these, are appreciated!

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0132
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Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Mark Mumbauer
3347 Emerald St
Philadelphia, PA 19134
2677024250
  

Mark Zod 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I live in Montgomery County and frequently ride in The Circuit Trails.   There is no doubt the these trails, many which 
have been completed in the 20 years I've lived here, are fantastic. But I currently travel frequently travel to 
Copenhagen, and I've seen what really endorsing bicycle culture can do. Reduce traffic, lower bicycle accidents, 
really capitalize our park areas for the population to enjoy, and with all that have a healthier population. 
 
 In order to do that, we really need to connect up the disjointed sections of the trail because may segments are not 
connected to each other.  I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due 
to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 The Circuit Coalition has informed me that these are the following projects which they believe are highest priorities. 
Please take all steps necessary to get these started and completed. 
 
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Mark Zod
 1331 Cinnamon Dr
 Fort Washington, PA 19034
 2156412858 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0133

Mary-Angela Papalaskari 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Mary-Angela Papalaskari
 2042 Pine Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 2672419589 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0134

Matt Zapson ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0135

Page 51 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 I especially hope you will push for the Spring Garden Street Greenway, given the tragic death that occurred along 
that road last weekend.
 Sincerely,
 Matt Zapson
 1628 Mount Vernon St. #3F
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 5165105778 

Matthew Palombaro 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Montgomery County , Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that 
are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What 
the complete Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in 
construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Matthew Palombaro
 238 E Glenside Av
 Glenside, PA 19038
 2678088941 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0136

Meagan Cusack 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0137
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 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Meagan Cusack
 1023 E Moyamensing Ave, Unit C
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 5129126750

Melissa shipenberg 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Melissa shipenberg
28 chestnut street
Bala Cynwyd, PA 19004
215-280-6368
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0138

Michael Albany 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0139
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 Michael Albany
 PO Box 18982
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 6104760862 

Michael Del Vecchio 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Michael Del Vecchio
 6211 N Fairhill St
 Philadelphia, PA 19126
 2153569712 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0140

Michael Dennery Jr 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Michael Dennery Jr
 1911 Green Street, Apt 7
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2158058305 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0141

Michael Gaunt 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Montgomery County, Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails for communting (e.g., the Power Line 
Trail) and recreational (e.g., the Green Ribbon Preserve Trail, Perkiomen Trail, 202 Parkway Trail, Skippack Trail) 
activites, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often 
connected with our region's natural resources. However, the complete Circuit segments are not that well connected 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0142
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with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of 
"shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Michael Gaunt
 1930 Lafayette Road
 Lansdale, PA 19446
 215-350-6914 

Michael Heller 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Michael Heller
 30 East Jefferson Street
 Media, PA 19063
 2155195279 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0143

Michael Warrington 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0144
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 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Michael Warrington
 2317 Tulip St
 Philadelphia, PA 19125
 2677014019 

Mike Dellapenna 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Mike Dellapenna
 2 Fairway Dr
 Malvern, PA 19355
 6106446171 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0145

Mike Narcowich 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Mike Narcowich
 735 Hathaway Lane
 Ardmore, PA 19003
 6108961805 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0146

Molly Duffy 
Dear  DVRPC,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0147

Page 56 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Individuals
Various County

 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Molly Duffy
 118 Fennerton Rd.
 Paoli, PA 19301
 4848865853 

Neil Schmerling 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Neil Schmerling
 7602 Dorcas Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19111
 2158058483 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0148

Ogden Mitchell 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0149
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 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Ogden Mitchell
 4123 Spring Garden St
 Philadelphia, PA 19104
 2678808981 

P. John Paulson
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
- The first phase of this project took 23 years to complete.  Please make Phase 2 quicker

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
P. John Paulson
372 Mount Alverno Rd
Media, PA 19063
6105651863
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0150

Patrick Sherlock 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I encourage you to take steps to push along the following 
projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's 
natural resources. Using construction funding to connect more of these segments to each other will make the whole 
even greater! Thanks for your consideration. -Patrick
 Sincerely,
 Patrick Sherlock
 435 E Flora St
 Philadelphia, PA 19125

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0151
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 7328149563

Patrick Walsh 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I commute by bike on the trails to my job at UPENN, where I am a faculty member.  I'm a Pennsylvania resident that 
uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are great: separated from auto traffic, 
and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit segments are not that well 
connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, 
due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Patrick Walsh
 304 Williams Rd
 Fort Washington, PA 19034
 2154320365 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0152

Paul Edelstein 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Paul Edelstein
 1608 Waverly Rd
 Gladwyne, PA 19035
 6106490942 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0153

Peter Furcht 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0154
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Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Peter Furcht
417 Berkley Rd
Haverford, PA 19041
6106580623
  

Purnima Barve 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Purnima Barve
 427 Dorothy Drive
 King of Prussia, PA 19406
 6107249398 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0155

Robert Duplessis
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident who uses portions of The Circuit Trails, but I find it disconcerting and a bit disappointing 
that while the trail segments that are complete are great--separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our 
region's natural resources--they are discontinuous. That is, the completed Circuit segments are not very well 
connected with each other. At the same time, I understand, there is $10 million in construction funding that has not 
been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. But there are important projects that could help the problem of 
non-connectivity. 
 
 That's why I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the 
Circuit Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0156
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 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Thank you for your attention.
 Sincerely,
 ROBERT DUPLESSIS
 413 S 24th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19146
 2155452728 

Rachel Edelman 
Dear  DVRPC,
As a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery - Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia - Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia - Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Thanks so much!
 Sincerely,
 Rachel Edelman
 32 Westview St
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 2153700326

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0157

Rachel Isenberg 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Rachel Isenberg
1206 Rodman St
Philadelphia, PA 19147
2154355808

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0158
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Rebecca Collins 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Rebecca Collins
 1020 Fitzwater St.
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 215.580.7301 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0159

Rich Hanson 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Rich Hanson
4133 Timber Lane
Philadelphia, PA 19129
610-304-9409
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0160

Richard Sands 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0161
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Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Richard Sands
 1806 Hilltop Rd
 Jenkintown, PA 19046
 2159012561

Robert Duncan 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident who sees The Circuit Trails as having huge potential for the livability of this region and 
for making the region a healthy and attractive place for new residents.  To live up to that promise, the completed 
Circuit segments need to be  connected with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Robert Duncan
 244 S 46th St
 Philadelphia, PA 19139
 2159208750 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0162

Robert Perry 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0163
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 Robert Perry
 708 Ellsworth St
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 2152389880 

Robin Irizarry 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Robin Irizarry
 4500 Worth Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19124
 215-744-1853 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0164

Rory Boyle 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails. I'm conflicted. The trail segments that are complete are 
great because they are separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What 
the complete Circuit segments are not is well connected with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in 
construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Rory Boyle
 322 Delancey
 Philadelphia, PA 19106
 6462567930 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0165

Sarah Stuart 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0166
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 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Sarah Stuart
 113 N. Van Pelt Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 2155451222 

Scott Valentine 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Scott Valentine
 1459 E Cheltenham Ave
 Philadelphia, PA 19124
 215-743-6020 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0167

Sean Collins 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0168
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 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Sean Collins
 1310 S 7th Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19147
 6102122835 

Sherley Young 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Sherley Young
 210 W. Washington Square, Apt 4NW
 Philadelphia, PA 19106
 2158284119 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0169

Silvia Ascarelli 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a New Jersey resident who uses The Circuit Trails. I love the Lawrence Hopewell Trail, the Schuylkill River Trail is 
amazing, I've ridden much of the D&R Canal, some of the D&L Trail and I'll be spending this Sunday exploring the 
Pennypack Trail. So I bicycle on both sides of the state line. Plus I'm a huge, huge fan of the East Coast Greenway 
and the impact it can have on communities large and small. I've biked well over half its 3,000 miles.

While the Circuit trail segments that are complete are great -- separated from auto traffic, and often connected with 
our region's natural resources -- they, like the East Coast Greenway segments, need to be stitched together to 
realize their full potential. 

I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel-ready" 
projects. Let's use it to push along the Circuit! It's great for residents' quality of life ... and I don't need to remind you 
that Amazon asked about trails and bike infrastructure in its HQ2 RFP. It's not the only company thinking that way.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Thank you! Here's to a healthier, more economically vibrant Greater Philadelphia!

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0170
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Sincerely,
Silvia Ascarelli
27 Melville Road
Princeton Junction, NJ 08550
6097990687
  

Spencer Shelly 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Spencer Shelly
Doylestown
Doylestown, PA 18902
3026526587
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0171

Stan Barndt 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Stan Barndt
 3505 Gloucester Ln
 Philadelphia, PA 19114
 2158505404 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0172

Sterling Johnson 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0173
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great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Sterling Johnson
 715 E Phil Ellena St
 Philadelphia, PA 19119
 2157351699 

Steve Klein 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Steve Klein
 1923 W. George St.
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 2152849608 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0174

Steve Saddlemire
Dear DVRPC,

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition:

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0175
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Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Sincerely,

Steve Saddlemire
88 Deborah Rd
Richboro, PA 18954
2153640992

Steven Furber 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Steven Furber
 160 Beulah Road Doylestown
 Doylestown, PA 18901
 2672216315 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0176

Stuart Baird 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses some of the Circuit Trails. The trail segments that are complete are great: 
separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. It would be even better if the 
various segments were connected with each other, with the highest priority being the Chester Valley Trail to the 
Schuylkill River Trail. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been utilized, due to 
lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Stuart Baird
 479 Old Forge Crossing

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0177
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 Devon, PA 19333
 610-688-2397 

Sue Goldstein 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Sue Goldstein
 130 S 18th Street #1802
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 9524128660 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0178

Susan Kahn 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following project, which has been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition: 
 
 
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Susan Kahn
 1617 Spruce St Apt 201
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 610 952-1775 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0179

Susan Shulman 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0180
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Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Susan Shulman
47 W. Wildey St., Philadelphia
Philadelphia, PA 19123
12159642730
  

Terry Curtin 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Terry Curtin
11 Ronald Circle
Oreland, PA 19075
215-817-5619
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0181

Theresa Grimes 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Theresa Grimes
71 Township Line Rd
Line Lexington, PA 18932
2159977991
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0182
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Thomas Lawn
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 thomas lawn
 1712 Wylie St
 Philadelphia, PA 19130
 4086349861 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0183

Thomas Tompkins 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Thomas Tompkins
 21 Cherry st
 Willow Grove, PA 19090
 2679707200 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0184

Thomas Vernon 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0185
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 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Thomas Vernon
 2134 Spring St
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 2155687811 

Tim Suba 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Tim Suba
 1701 Locust St Unit 1715
 Philadelphia, PA 19103
 5713311340 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0186

Todd Lane 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction fusnding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Todd Lane
 2412 Spruce Street
 Philadelphia, PA 19103

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0187
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 2672510044 

Tom Leahy 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Tom Leahy
 495 Shakespeare Dr
 Collegeville, PA 19426
 6104897161 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0188

Tracy Galloway 
Dear  DVRPC,
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
Sincerely,
Tracy Galloway
1636 kater st
Philadelphia, PA 19146
8083710867
  

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0190

Wendy Ankrom 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0191
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Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 Wendy Ankrom
 102 Cliff Ter
 Wyncote, PA 19095
 2152051628 

Wesley Goodman-Levy 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses some of the Circuit Trails. I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete 
are great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete 
Circuit segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction 
funding that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition at a rate where people who live here may actually see the change within a reasonable amount of time. 
 
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 
 Also, I think you would do well to get the Trails along the Delware river on the Philadelphia side moving as so many 
educated middle class people are moving into that area and are asking for better bike paths comparable to Schuylkill 
River trail.
 Sincerely,
 Wesley Goodman-Levy
 2042 E Fletcher ST
 Philadelphia, PA 19125
 5109101129 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0192

William Ambruster 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 William Ambruster

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0193
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 475 Penncrest Dr
 Langhorne, PA 19047
 609-326-4144 

William McDevitt 
Dear  DVRPC,
Few projects produce more productive results in reducing medical costs and preserving the environment than The 
Circuit Trails.
 
I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails. The trail segments that are complete are great: separated 
from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. However, the complete Circuit segments 
are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has 
not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 William McDevitt
 57 Colonial Dr
 Havertown, PA 19083
 6102591250

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0194

William Oliver 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 William Oliver
 116 Exeter Road
 Devon, PA 19333
 610-496-7043 

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0195

William Tung 
Dear  DVRPC,
 I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are 
great: separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit 
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segments are not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding 
that has not been utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects. 
 
 I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit 
Coalition: 
 
 Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
 Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
 Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
 Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
 Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
 Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
 Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
 Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850
 Sincerely,
 William Tung
 5120 Springfield Ave
 Philadelphia, PA 19143
 9732225690 

Comments Received from Planning Partners
Delaware County

Tom Shaffer - Delaware County Planning 
Department

I commend you and the rest of the DVRPC staff, PennDOT, the other member governments, and SEPTA on the 
development of the draft FY 2019-2022 TIP.

The following comments are editorial in nature, except for comment 9:

1.       P. 22, 4th line: the projects are listed in Table 8.

2.       P. 34, TIP Equity Analysis, 1st line: what is section 2.10.2?

3.       Pp. 34 & 35: the total amount of investment planned for mappable projects is shown as two different figures in 
the 4th line of p. 34 and under the Table 10 heading on p. 35.

4.       P. 37, Table 11, 4th column (12 Year Cost) heading should include “(1000s).”

5.       P. 45, Progress toward Targets section, end of 1st and 2nd bullets: should Table “Y” be changed to Table “14”?

6.       P. 66, Figure 7: Page numbers in seven of the boxes are incorrect and should be changed where they refer the 
reader to explanations or discussions.

7.       P. 161, MPMS 15008 Folcroft Avenue Bridge: Improvement Type should be “Bridge Removal.” It will not be 
repaired or replaced.

8.       P. 163, MPMS 15225 Ardmore Avenue Bridge: Estimated Letting is 3/1/2018. This should be updated or, if 
already let, the project should be removed from the TIP.

9.       P. 169, MPMS 69817 US 322, Project description: PennDOT should provide wording for the element of the 
project that will improve Chelsea Parkway, since it is not included in the description.

10.   P. 174 MPMS 88407 I-95 Overhead Bridges: A let date should be shown since this project is under construction.

11.   P. 176 MPMS 92739 Glenn Riddle o/Chrome Run: The title and description should be amended to correct the 
spelling – “Glen” is misspelled; in the description, “rehabilitation” is misspelled and the word “Creek” should be 
deleted. Is there a let date?

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0197
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12.   P. 178 MPMS 93105 State Rd o/Darby Creek, Municipalities: name of township is “Upper Darby,” not “Darby” 
Township. Is there a let date? Limits: “in Sprin” can be deleted.

13.   P. 179 MPMS 95429 US 202 and US 1 Loop Road: Limits should be changed to “202/1 intersection and loop 
road.” In 4th line of description, “le” should be changed to “left.”

14.   P. 182 MPMS 98218 South Avenue: in first line of description “Mulford” is misspelled.

15.   P. 189 MPMS 110952 MacDade Blvd. and 110965 Marshall Road, “Media” should be deleted from 
Municipalities.

16.   P. 190 MPMS 111021 Bethel Road Roundabout: “Bethel” is misspelled in three places. “Roundabout” is 
misspelled in title.

17.   P. 338 MPMS 15407 Villanova Intermodal Station: Phase 1 of this project is under construction. Is there a let 
date?

18.   P. 351 MPMS 60636 Elwyn to Wawa Rail Restoration: This project is under construction. Is there a let date?

Comments Received from Organizations/Agencies
Bucks County

Sue Herman - Residents for Regional 
Traffic Solutions, Inc.

R.R.T.S.
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940
rrtsbuckspa5@gmail.com

Draft DVRPC FY 2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania
WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION: May 27, 2018 # Pages: 372, #Attachments: 10+flash drive

RE: Project Name: Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083)

OBJECTIVE:
1) On March 28, 2012, Newtown Township officials held a special meeting to solidify a new plan for Stoopville Road 
Improvements-Phase 2, essentially abandoning the original plan designed to address serious public safety issues 
along Stoopville 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 Attachment I; 3/30/12 Bucks County Courier Times article titled "Engineers discuss phase two of Stoopville 
Road Improvement Project" and 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 FY2019 Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083), misdirects 
funds to an intersection upgrade at Route 413 and Stoopville 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 along Stoopville 
Road before being reallocated to upgrade and expand any intersections.

The current plan calls for the UPGRADE and EXPANSION of an intersection in neighboring 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 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. 

ByMPMS: 88083 Item ID#: 0198
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2) Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) implores the Regional Technical Committee and the DVRPC 
Board to oppose the intersection expansion in Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2, MPMS# 88083. 

This expansion project will exacerbate an already volatile public safety issue that exists on Stoopville and Lindenhurst 
Roads. With great disregard for the safety of residents and travelers along these roads, the DVRPC and certain 
politicians continue their quest to construct an expressway in bits and pieces along Stoopville, Lindenhurst, and 
Swamp Roads. The expressway will facilitate future connection of Interstate 78 to Interstate 95, a "Northern Bypass". 
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 (the plan shows it running along an extended 
Silver Lake Road, but due to development impacts, it will now run along Lindenhurst Road) and one that runs along 
Swamp Road.

It is wrong to construct an expressway here. The dangerous traffic conditions that already exist along these roads - 
as a result of the high volume of heavy truck traffic coming from four (4) Swamp Road quarries - have been well 
documented, both in writing and in the public forum. During winter conditions, rainy seasons, and heavy construction 
periods, the problem is even more exacerbated.

• Attachment II is a 7 /29/08 letter from RRTS to the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force RE: Presentation of 
inventories of RRTS letters to the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) at the 7/29/08 RTPTF meeting. The 
7/29/08 letter, which is 189 pages long, clearly describes the volatile public safety issue that exists on our roads. 
Note that State Representatives David Steil and Scott Petri were Co-Chairs of the Regional Traffic Planning Task 
Force.

• Attachment Ill is RRTS's 6/3/04 Written Testimony Submission to the DVRPC regarding the Draft DVRPC FY2005 
TIP (PA), Project Name: Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project. Amongst other things, this 67-page document 
includes: communications from the Pennsbury and Council Rock School Districts and Grey Nun Academy that focus 
on the traffic safety crisis, a resolution from Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association, and a CD-ROM entitled 
"BYPASSING THE BYPASS" that graphically shows the dangers of heavy truck traffic running through heavily 
residentially developed neighborhoods. (Note: We've enclosed a flash drive that contains the video from the CD-
ROM.)

SUMMARY:
• Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) is a regional citizens' group. Members are from Lower 
Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown, and Northampton Townships and the organization represents 
well in excess of 9,000 residents.

• The project, as currently written, has abandoned the Multi-Use Trail, and much-needed accompanying storm water 
management, that was to run the full-length of Stoopville Road in the original plan for Stoopville Road Improvements- 
Phase 2. The Multi-Use Trail would have connected thousands of residents who live 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 Stoopville Road Improvements-Phase 
1, Stoopville Road continues to be a volatile public safety issue due to the high volume of truck traffic coming from 
the four (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 on- time deliveries.

• Residents who live along Stoopville Road are prisoners in their neighborhoods. It is unconscionable that this project 
abandons 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, Phase 2 of the project has been changed to accomplish the upgrade and expansion of an intersection in 
neighboring Wrightstown Township, the intersection of Stoopville Road and Route 413 (Durham Road). RRTS 
OPPOSES the expansion of this intersection as, per the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study ("1988 
Study"), this upgrade is a critical part of construction of a major North/South expressway that will connect lnterstate-
78 to lnterstate-95. In the "1988 Study", this North/ South expressway was known as the "Northern Bypass". Today, it 
is known as an "Emerging/ Regional Corridor".
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• In addition to jeopardizing the safety of residents and travelers, 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.

• In the DVRPC's published study titled 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study, there will be two (2) southern ends of 
the expressway: one that runs along Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads (the study shows it running along an extended 
Silver Lake Road, but due to development, it will now run along Lindenhurst Road) and one that runs along Swamp 
Road. Page 1 of Attachment IV is a 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.

• Pages 2 -3 of Attachment IV show a map of the North/ South expressway that appeared in a March 2006 DVRPC 
publication titled "EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: LIMITING TRAFFIC CONGESTION_AND ACHIEVING REGIONAL 
GOALS”. The expressway runs along Route 611 to lnterstate-95 and is referenced in the legend as an "Emerging/ 
Regional Corridor".

• In the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township 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 Borough. The following excerpts are from the section of the 
1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study that was titled "Northern Bypass Alternative":

(a) Page #61 (see pages 4-5, Attachment IV) is a map titled "Year 2000 Highway Network Northern Bypass 
Scenario". This map continues to be relevant today, as it is customary for the DVRPC to do Long Range Planning 
(federal mandate is for a minimum 20-year planning horizon). The map shows the "Northern Bypass" as an upgraded 
Stoopville Road connected to an extended Upper Silver Lake Road. Today, because of development impacts, the 
"Northern Bypass" would run along Lindenhurst Road rather than an extended Upper Silver Lake Road.

NOTE THE UPGRADED INTERSECTION AT STOOPVILLE ROAD AND ROUTE 413 (Durham Road).

(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 to 
accommodate the 4-lane plan. The community rejected this despite pressure from Penn DOT and it has, at least 
temporarily, been stopped.

© Page #64 states, "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."

€ Page #73 states, 
"Highway Improvement Program,
Five Year Plan
Durham Road/ Stoopville Road Turn Lane & Signalization"

NOTE THAT THESE ARE THE IMPROVEMENTS BEING DONE IN THE CURRENT FY2019 Stoopville Road 
Improvements-Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083)

• In 2001, under the leadership of State Representative David 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 where there is in excess of 130 points of access, most residential driveways. (To view the points 
of access, see Traffic Flow Map on page 11, Attachment 111.)
• In 2007 /2008, residents successfully opposed the roundabout that Representatives David Steil and Scott Petri and 
the DVRPC advocated for at the intersection of Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads, as it would have 
realigned Stoopville Road to facilitate construction of a future expressway. The dead give-away that the roundabout 
was a key component of the "Northern Bypass" (now known as an "Emerging/Regional Corridor") can be found in a 
5/12/08 Bucks County Courier Times Letter to the Editor written by David Steil and Jay Roth Ill, an engineer 
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consultant for the DVRPC's Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. In the Letter to the Editor titled "Don't scoff at 
better, modern roundabouts", Representative Steil recommended the roundabout because of "the unique geometric 
and traffic conditions in an area poised for growth and change." (See Attachment V)

Representative Steil's view was consistent with a previous statement he made in a 6/20/02 letter 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. It is a state highway. It is clearly an 
arterial route, routing traffic flows over four municipalities. Again, that is my opinion." (See Attachment VI)

• Residents were highly concerned about the proceedings of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF), 
which was headed by State Representatives David Steil and Scott Petri from June 17, 2004 through July 29, 2008. 

(a) At the first RTPTF meeting on 6/17 /04, Representative Steil dictated that no formal minutes would be taken. 
Residents opposed this and fought to have minutes taken (see page 11, Attachment II: 7/20/04 letter from RRTS to 
Representative Steil and Steve Santarsiero RE: RTPTF/ Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities- Request for 
separate meeting dates and formal minutes).

(b) At the 3/31/05 RTPTF meeting, residents were shocked to learn that the DVRPC would be the consultant for the 
RTPTF (see Attachment VII, "Public comment made by Sue Herman at the 4/13/05 Newtown Township Board of 
Supervisors meeting"). The RTPTF had promised one thing and delivered another. The minutes from the January 
2005 RTPTF meeting stated that PennDOT Harrisburg would use Gannett Flemming to do the regional traffic study 
for the RTPTF. Residents liked this, as Gannett Flemming's main office was located outside of the region. It seemed 
that this would provide much-needed objectivity, since for over thirty years, there had been a history of truck traffic 
being manipulated within our region (see Attachment Ill).

© After four (4) years of RTPTF meetings, at a cost to taxpayers of four hundred thousand dollars ($400,000), the 
DVRPC published its recommendations in a document titled Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). It was 
no surprise that the outcome of the BCRTS was what was wanted in the first place- it supported the construction of 
the "Northern Bypass or Emerging/Regional Corridor", the North/South expressway to connect lnterstate-78 to 
lnterstate-95.

(d) The DVRPC mishandled the publication of the BCRTS, neglecting to take into account the comments that the 
seven (7) participating municipalities made regarding the Draft BCRTS and neglecting to give the municipalities an 
opportunity to discuss their comments at a RTPTF meeting. (See pages 84-87, Attachment II: 12/10/07 letter from 
RRTS to Barry Seymour RE: Residents demand addendum to 10/07 Bucks Co. Regional Traffic Study Final Report.)

€ Due to pressure from the municipalities and RRTS, the DVRPC published an Addendum to the BCRTS in hard 
copy and on its website. In January 2008, RRTS downloaded the Addendum from the project website (see 
Attachment VIII, 1/11/08 memorandum from Jerry Coyne to the Managers of the seven participating municipalities, 
SUBJECT: Addendum to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final Report (October 2007) - Copies of 
Municipal/Task Force Correspondence. This Attachment contains 86 pages.)

Also, the DVRPC neglected to put its logo on the label of the CD-ROM titled "Bucks County Regional Traffic Study". 
It is alarming that Mr. Seymour declined RRTS's request that a replacement CD-ROM be issued that includes the 
January 2008 Addendum to Final Report and is properly labeled with the DVRPC's logo [see pages 91-92, 
Attachment II: 3/18/08 letter from RRTS to Barry Seymour, Don Shanis, and Jerry Coyne SUBJECT: Mr. Seymour's 
3/5/08 letter to RRTS Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS) Report Addendum]. A picture of the CD-
ROM label without the DVRPC logo can be found in Attachment IX, along with Barry Seymour's 3/5/08 letter to RRTS 
Re: BCRTS Report Addendum.

RRTS is currently unable to access the January 2008 Addendum to Final Report when doing a search on the 
DVRPC's website regarding the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). We respectfully request that the 
DVRPC Public Affairs Department provide instruction as to how to access this addendum and accompanying BCRTS.

• Attachment X is a resolution that was approved at the 3/19/08 Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
meeting. The resolution is titled “Resolution Regarding the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report (dated 
October 2007) and the January 2008 Addendum to the Report". The last sentence of the resolution says, "BE IT 
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors opposes the BCRTS and the 
January 2008 Addendum to Final Report."
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[NOTE: The full 372-page comment, including 10 attachments and flash drive, is available in the DVRPC Resource 
Center for review.]

Chester County
Mimi Gleason - West Whiteland Township

West Whiteland Township supports the funding programmed for Phases 1, 2 and 3 of the Exton Station Improvement 
Project (MPMS#93588).  We are pleased that Phase 1 construction of high-level platforms, a new station building 
and other improvements soon will be completed and we look forward to Phases 2 and 3, with their promise for 
increased bus service, drop off areas and parking.

Exton Station currently is one of the busiest stations on the Paoli Thorndale rail line.  Chester County’s population is 
expected to increase by 150,000 people over the next 30 years, which only will increase demand for transportation 
options in commercial centers like Exton.  The Main Street at Exton lifestyle center, as well as other commercial 
destinations including Exton Square Mall, will have easier access to the station when West Whiteland’s multi-modal 
funded project to construct a bike and pedestrian path from the Chester Valley Trail to Exton Station is complete next 
year.  However, the station still will not be easily accessed by its closest residential neighbors.  There are over 1,000 
housing units within one-half mile of the station, but most of those residents do not have easy bike or pedestrian 
access because of highway obstacles or lack of connected pathways.  Furthermore, the two-lane pinch point on 
Pottstown Pike (PA 100) by the station creates significant congestion that occurs seven days a week – far beyond 
the usual rush hour peaks – restricting access that much more and discouraging commuters from using the station.   

As a result, station accessibility is a priority for West Whiteland Township.  We recently completed a TCDI-funded 
feasibility study for congestion mitigation and accessibility improvements on Pottstown Pike by Exton Station.  The 
study committee included representatives from DVRPC, SEPTA, Chester County and neighboring commercial and 
residential developments.  Concurrently, Township staff participated in the steering committee for DVRPC’s Exton 
Train Station Concept Plan, which anticipates the planned improvements for Exton Station and prioritizes related 
improvements needed to accommodate them.  Both studies recommend creating a four-way intersection at 
Pottstown Pike, Mountain View Drive/Walkertown Road and Whiteland Woods Boulevard.  The new intersection 
would allow for multi-modal access to the station for neighboring residents and begin to address the significant 
congestion that exists on Pottstown Pike by the train station today.  West Whiteland’s feasibility study also confirmed 
that a third northbound lane on Pottstown Pike from the station to the Route 30 bypass can fit within existing 
infrastructure.  Without that lane, the two-lane pinch point will continue to limit access to the station, making future 
plans for the station difficult to implement.  West Whiteland Township intends to further develop plans for these 
recommended road improvements around Exton Station and hopes that these projects will be considered for future 
funding.

 

Thank you for taking our comments.  West Whiteland welcomes the opportunity to work with SEPTA, DVRPC, 
PennDOT, Chester County and other partners to see that all of the planned improvements for Exton Station come to 
fruition. 

 

Mimi Gleason
Township Manager
West Whiteland Township
610-363-1760

ByMPMS: 93588 Item ID#: 0199

Bill Miller - Uwchlan Township
May 18, 2018

PA TIP Comments
c/o DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0200
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Re: FY 2019 DRAFT PA TIP
PA 113 - US 30 Bypass to Peck Road
Uwchlan Township, Chester County

As you are most certainly aware, the PA Route 113 roadway "widening" project from the US 30 Bypass to Peck Road 
is a priority project for Chester County and is listed on their 2017 Chester County Priority Transportation List. 
Uwchlan Township is incredibly disappointed that this project is not listed on the PA 2019 Draft TIP. It is the 
Townships understanding, that both DVRPC and PennDOT chose not to fund any projects that are considered 
"capacity adding", with the exception of the US 30 Bypass Widening Project. In actuality, the Route 113 "Widening" 
Project is not so much of an actual widening and capacity adding project as it is a project to remove an existing pinch 
point on a heavily traveled road, which will become more heavily traveled once the proposed improvements of the US 
30 Bypass project are realized. The goal of the Rt 113 Widening is to eliminate the short, less than one mile, 
distance north of the bypass where the roadway section is constricted from a three and four lane cross-section down 
to just two lanes prior to widening out to a four and five lane cross-section for a 3.5 mile distance ending at Jennifer 
Drive.

Uwchlan Township has spearheaded many partnership "capacity adding" projects in the past and those past projects 
have made possible much of the economic growth, that has been and continues to be seen, in Chester County. The 
previous widening of Route 113 north of Peck Road, the intersection of Route 100 & Route 113, the widening of 
Route 113 over the PA Turnpike, north, into West Pikeland Township and of course most recently, the widening of 
Route 100, south, down into West Whiteland Township. All of those projects were extremely successful and have 
helped immensely with the traffic flow in and out of Uwchlan and the central Chester County area.

The current situation on Route 113 leads to constant complaints from local residents and the traveling public. 
Because of the backups for vehicles heading south on 113, prior to Peck Road, many vehicles will turn off into the 
neighboring communities in an attempt to find quicker ways down into the Downingtown area. Sometimes the 
backups on 113 extend to the Lionville Elementary School. Uwchlan Township receives complaints from its residents 
on a regular basis about this situation and cannot afford to sit back and continue to allow it to happen, especially 
when it is ever so apparent that the problem will be exacerbated by the widening of the US 30 Bypass and the 
interchange revisions being proposed at 30 and Rt 113, which will allow traffic from westbound 30 to exit onto Rt 113.

The idea of only funding existing facilities makes sense when you are talking about a community or an area that is 
already built out, like Delaware County and Philadelphia, but for areas in Chester County that are still being built up, 
there needs to be consideration as to how vehicles will move about on the transportation network. In partnership with 
East Caln, Uwchlan Township would like to have DVRPC and PennDOT reconsider supporting the project to remove 
the bottleneck that currently exists on Rt 113 and add this project to the PA TIP. 

Thank you very much for your consideration in this matter. If you should have any questions or require any additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. Uwchlan Township residents and the traveling public look forward 
to your response to this letter.

Sincerely, Bill Miller
Chairman
Uwchlan Township Board of Supervisors

Copy: State Senator John Rafferty
State Representative Becky Corbin
Doug Hanley, Uwchlan Township Manager
Barbara Kelly, East Caln Township Manager
Brian Styche, RLA, AICP, Chester County Planning Commission
Ted Gacomis, PE, CPESC, Edward B. Walsh & Associates, Inc. (EBWA)
Kristin Boldaz, PE, EBWA

Montgomery County
Don Delamater - Lower Providence 
Township

Good morning,

Please find attached a TIP Comment letter from Lower Providence Township.  The original will be mailed to the 

ByMPMS: 105077 Item ID#: 0201
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address provided.

Thank you for your consideration.
 
Donald D. Delamater
Township Manager
Lower Providence Township
100 Parklane Drive
Eagleville, PA 19403
610 635-3526 (direct)
610 539-8020 (main)

May 14, 2018
TIP Comments -
DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Re: TIP Comments - MPMS #105077
S.R. 4004, Sec. MTF
Park Avenue, Eagleville Road, Crawford Road Intersection Improvement Project

To Whom It May Concern:

Lower Providence Township received the notice from the DVRPC advising of the 30-day Public Comment period for 
the Draft DVRPC FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania (FY19-FY22). During a 
review of the Draft TIP, we noticed that the S.R. 4004, Sec. MTF project (MPMS #105077) was not included in the 
project list.

The existing Park Avenue, Eagleville Road and Crawford Road intersection is an offset, unsignalized intersection with 
no auxiliary turning lanes, insufficient shoulders, and extensive horizontal and vertical topography challenges, as well 
as being adjacent to Mine Run. This intersection experiences high volumes and a significant number of crashes. The 
DVRPC, Montgomery County and the Township have prepared analyses that recommend improvements at this 
location to address the rear-end and angle crashes that result from its existing geometry and the surrounding 
topography. To compound the unsafe conditions that currently exist, the annual daily traffic numbers are nearly 
11,000 vehicles for Park Avenue, nearly 7,000 vehicles for Eagleville Road and nearly 3,500 for Crawford Road. The 
purpose of the S.R. 4004 Sec. MTF project is to provide an intersection that is capable of efficiently and safely 
handling the existing and expected traffic while eliminating structural deficiencies and reducing traffic collisions. It 
should be noted that both Park Avenue and Eagleville Road are state-owned roads but the Township saw the need to 
improve this intersection and initiated the engineering phase including allocating funding to cover these costs.

The Township is currently preparing preliminary and final designs which will provide for a realigned, signalized 
intersection. The preliminary engineering is expected to be completed in December 2018 and the final design plans, 
specifications and estimates should be completed in March 2020. At that point, the project will be ready to go to 
construction if adequate funding is allocated.

Based on preliminary estimates, the total project cost (engineering and construction) is estimated to be $9,000,000. 
The Township has already received a PennDOT 2014 Multimodal Transportation Fund Grant for $1,000,000 towards 
the cost of engineering and a $2,000,000 Penn DOT 2017-2018 Multimodal Transportation Fund Grant towards the 
cost of construction. In addition, the Township has allocated over $2,000,000 of its own local funding towards the 
engineering and construction costs for this project. As you can see, Lower Providence Township has secured over 
$5,000,000 of funding towards this project which is more than 50% of the total estimated costs.

Therefore, Lower Providence Township is imploring you to consider adding the S.R. 4004, Sec. MTF project that 
includes the signalized realignment of Park Avenue, Eagleville Road and Crawford Road to the TIP. The project also 
includes two new structures over Mine Run as a result of the widening and realignment. The Township is concerned 
that we will have completed the engineered plans but will not have the additional funding needed for construction and 
will be forced to forfeit the resources already secured for this vital project. 
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Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,
Donald D. Delamater
Township Manager

Copy: 
Senator John C. Rafferty; Jr.
Representative Michael Corr
Matthew Edmond, Montgomery County
Greater Valley Forge TMA

Jamie Gwynn - New Hanover Township
New Hanover Township is in support of this bridge replacement project as this section of New Hanover Road 
provides a critical link between Big Road (S.R. 0073) and Swamp Pike for residents and commuters.  The Township 
is concerned about the timing of the actual construction given that the bridge is currently posted and is structurally 
deficient.  According to the DRAFT TIP the final design, right-of-way, and utility phases will be funded through 2020; 
however, the actual construction is not scheduled on the DRAFT TIP to be funded until 2027, even though the MPMS 
sheet for this project has an estimated let date of 2022.  The Township’s main concern is the impact to residents and 
commenters if the bridge needs to be closed for a year or more prior to construction given its condition.  If possible, 
the Township would request that the construction funding occur sooner.

ByMPMS: 16239 Item ID#: 0202

Jamie Gwynn - New Hanover Township
New Hanover Township is in support of this bridge replacement project, which will also add capacity to the adjacent 
signalized intersection of Swamp Pike/North Charlotte Street (S.R. 0663) with the extension of the storage area for 
the southbound left-turn lanes, as well as the incorporation of sidewalks to accommodate area pedestrians.

ByMPMS: 16741 Item ID#: 0203

Aaron Bibro - Hatfield Township
This project needs to be a bigger priority.  The truck traffic on the local roads in Hatfield, Towamencin, Souderton, 
and Franconia has become unbearable for the local communities.    This connection is crucial for the long-term 
success of these municipalities and businesses in the region.  

ByMPMS: 77211 Item ID#: 0204

Bob Mensch - PA State Senate
May 21, 2018
PA TIP Comments
C/O DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Fl.
Philadelphia, PA 29106-1520
RE: 2019 DRAFT Transportation Improvement Plan (FY19-22) Comments
SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project around Lederach Village
Lower Salford Township, Montgomery County, PA
To Whom It May Concern,

I write in support of Lower Salford Township's recent letter commenting on the 2019 Draft
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) for FY19-22.
I strongly support adding the proposed SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project to the 2018
Draft TIP. This project will relocate a portion of SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) between Landis Road
and Whittaker Way around the Village of Lederach, including bypassing an existing 6-leg
intersection which has been a location of constant congestion and concern.
The SR 113 Relocation Project has an estimated cost of $7 million and includes several
improvements including the relocation of 5200 LF of SR 113 passing through Lederach, the
addition of pedestrian sidewalk and shared use path along the relocated portion, removal of a
portion of the existing SR 113 near Landis Road, signal modification at the existing intersection
of SR 113 and Landis Road, and stormwater management facilities.
Lower Salford Township has demonstrated their commitment to this project by reserving the
necessary Right of Way for the SR 113 Relocation over the course of several years. In addition,
they have acquired over 12 acres of property for the transportation improvements. They have also
committed to locally funding the preliminary engineering phase of the project and they have
completed a recent Act 209 update in 2018 in which the majority of the traffic impact fees will be

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0205

Page 85 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Organizations/Agencies
Montgomery County

applied to this project.

Lower Salford Township has also been working with PennDOT District 6-0 in conjunction with
the Department's SR 63 bridge project (MPMS #50646). The proposed detour for this project will
directly impact the Lederach Village's 6-leg intersection. A traffic signal will be installed in this
intersection, however, the relocation of SR 113 around Lederach has been researched thoroughly
and is one of the best solutions to the overall operation and efficiency of traffic flow in the area.
This project would not only reduce traffic congestion, but it will improve the walkability and safety
of the Lederach Village setting.
Thank you in advance for your consideration. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have
any additional questions.
Sincerely,
Bob Mensch, State Senator, 24th District
Majority Caucus Chair

CC: Mr. Joseph Czajkowski, Lower Salford Township
Mr. Matthew Edmond, Montgomery County Planning Commission

David Dodies - Upper Moreland Township
To whom it may concern:                                                                                           May 22, 2018

I write on behalf of the Board of Commissioners of Upper [Moreland] Township to express the Township’s 
displeasure with the Draft 2019-2022 Transportation Improvement (TIP); specifically, the decision by DVRPC to 
exclude funding for improvements to the Willow Grove Interchange of the Pennsylvania Turnpike.

The need for improvements at the Willow Grove Interchange has been documented by Township funded studies and 
strongly supported by the Montgomery County Planning Commission. The Montgomery County Turnpike Corridor 
Reinvestment Project (2015) noted “the Willow Grove Interchange is proposed to be improved to avoid back-ups on 
Route 611 (and) include two lane southbound access from Route 611.” It is further stated that “Willow Grove will 
remain one of Montgomery County’s largest employment areas…and the Transportation Vision includes a more 
efficient and modern Willow Grove Interchange; (and) significant road and intersection improvements in the Route 
611 Corridor.”

Upper Moreland Township has ample information to support the importance of improvements to the Willow Grove 
Interchange which the Township will gladly share with DVRPC. The project has also garnered the support of the 
Montgomery County Planning Commission as shown not only through the above referenced study but also by the 
Commission’s decision to submit such improvements to DVRPC for inclusion on the new 2019 Draft TIP as a “priority”
 project.

The Township therefore respectfully requests that the draft DVRPC 2019-2022 be amended to include the listing of 
and funding for improvements to the Willow Grove Interchange. Please include this statement as part of the public 
record documenting the approval process for the new TIP.

As submitted on behalf of Upper Moreland Township.

David A. Dodies
Township Manager
Upper Moreland Township
(215) 659-3100

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0206

Kim Gephart - Lower Salford Township
Attached please find a copy of the letter Lower Salford Township has sent regarding the 2019 Draft Transportation 
Improvement Plan for FY19-22.  A hard copy has also been sent in the mail. 

Thank you,
Kim Gephart
Administrative Assistant
Lower Salford Township
379 Main Street

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0207
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Harleysville, PA  19438
215-256-8087
215-256-4869 (Fax)    May 11, 2018

PA TIP Comments
Lower Salford Township
Board of Supervisors
379 MAIN STREET
HARLEYSVILLE, PA 19438-2309
c/o DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th FL
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520
RE: 2019 DRAFT Transportation Improvement Plan (FY19-22) Comments
SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project around Lederach Village
Lower Salford Township, Montgomery County, PA

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this correspondence as the "Official Letter" from Lower Salford Township commenting on the 2019 
Draft Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) for FY19-22. Lower Salford Township is disappointed in our review of 
the current draft and is requesting your reconsideration and support to add the proposed SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) 
Relocation Project to the 2018 Draft TIP. This project has been a priority of the Township for many years. The project 
is the relocation of a portion of SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) between Landis Road and Whittaker Way around the 
Village of Lederach, including bypass of an existing 6-leg intersection whichcontinues to be a location of congestion 
and concern for the Township.

The SR 113 Relocation Project is estimated to have an overall cost of $7,000,000 and includes the following 
improvements:
• Relocation of approximately 5200 LF (existing) of SR 113 currently passing through the small village of Lederach
• Addition of pedestrian sidewalk and shared use path along the relocated portion and within the village of Lederach
• Removal of a portion of the existing SR 113 near Landis Road
• Signal modification at the existing intersection of SR 113 and Landis Road
• Stormwater Management Facilities

The Township has a proven commitment to the completion of the SR 113 Relocation Project as shown by the 
following:
1. Over the years, Lower Salford has made it a priority to obtain and reserve the necessary Required Right of Way 
for the SR 113 Relocation. Over 12 acres of property, except for one small piece at the intersection of Landis Road, 
has been acquired for transportation improvements in the name of Lower Salford Township.
2. The Township is committed to locally funding the Preliminary Engineering phase of the project in order to more 
quickly advance design through the PennDOT Project Delivery Process.
3. Lower Salford has completed a recent Act 209 update in 2018 in which the majority of the traffic impact fees will 
be applied to this significant project.

More recently, Lower Salford Township has worked with PennDOT District 6-0 in conjunction with the Department's 
SR 63 Bridges Project (MPMS #50646) since the proposed detour route will impact the Lederach Village 6-leg 
intersection. As a result of this detour, a traffic signal will be installed at the 6-leg intersection. The Township 
recognizes that this will improve the safety of the intersection, however, it will further degrade the efficiency of traffic 
flow through this area. Extended queues are projected to occur during both the AM and PM peak hours due to the 
volume of traffic in the area, and virtually no room is available for widening to add capacity. Relocation of SR 113 
around Lederach has been well documented as the only true solution to improve the overall operation and efficiency 
of traffic flow through this area. It is also viewed as an opportunity to improve the walkability and safety of the 
Lederach Village setting.

Even though the Township supports the installation of a traffic signal at the Lederach intersection, the traffic signal 
will not reduce or eliminate the need for this significant capital improvement. It will, in fact, heighten the need for the 
relocation project to occur even sooner. 

Thank you in advance for your reconsideration. Please contact me at 215-256-8087 or 

Page 87 of 89Friday, June 22, 2018



Comments on the 
DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

for PA
Comments Received from Organizations/Agencies
Montgomery County

joec@lowersalfordtownship.org should you have any questions or require additional information regarding this project.

Sincerely,
Joseph Czajkowski
Township Manager
Lower Salford Township

cc: Representative Marcy Toepel
Senator Robert Mensch
Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick
Matthew Edmond, Montgomery County Planning Commission

Various County
Anselm Sauter - Chamber of Commerce 
for Greater Philadelphia

Please see the CEO Council’s attached comments on DVRPC TIP for PA.

Chamber of Commerce for Greater Philadelphia
Anselm Sauter
Manager, Federal Affairs & Health Care Initiatives
The Chamber of Commerce for Greater Philadelphia
200 South Broad Street, Suite 700, Philadelphia, PA 19102-3813
P: (215) 790-3613
asauter@chamberphl.com
ChamberPHL.com

June 1, 2018
DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Fl.
Philadelphia, PA 19106
RE: DVRPC Draft FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania Comments
On behalf of the CEO Council for Growth (CEO Council), I am pleased to offer comments on the Delaware Valley 
Regional Planning Commission’s (DVRPC) Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for 
Pennsylvania (FY19-FY22).

The CEO Council is a devoted group of business, higher education, and civic leaders who commit their time and 
efforts to enhancing economic growth and prosperity in the 11-county region across northern Delaware, southern 
New Jersey and southeastern Pennsylvania. The CEO Council is an initiative of the Chamber of Commerce for 
Greater Philadelphia influencing regional and national policy through advocacy.

We actively support the continuing transformation of our community into a global region that fosters economic 
growth, attracts and retains a skilled workforce, and strengthens the region's existing industries and institutions. 
Investment in transportation infrastructure through specific projects of regional and national importance will help 
Greater Philadelphia achieve these goals and firmly place itself as a world-class region.

The future of Greater Philadelphia is bright. We are a thriving metropolitan area that offers unparalleled global 
access, a well-placed geographic location, an outstanding talent pool, a huge market of customers, and an incredible 
quality of life. So much of this is due to our existing transportation infrastructure as a strategic economic asset that 
places us ahead of so many other metro areas. Yet still, our region is changing so quickly that new transportation 
investments are critical to accommodate and accelerate such outstanding development. 

Therefore, of the many important projects that appear in the Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania, we 
especially support the following projects that recognize the new paradigm of the region’s economic core — the spine 
connecting Center City to University City, with 30th Street Station as a focal point. These projects underpin an 
amenity-rich, coherent urban district with strengthened access to the core of our regional economy.

• Transit Improvements to SEPTA’S 30th Street Station, MPMS# 77183
• Market Street Bridge Repair/Replacement, MPMS# 69828
• University Bridge Repair/Replacement, MPMS #75804

ByMPMS: Item ID#: 0208, 0209, 0210, 0211
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In addition, we support investments that focus on improving the experience of commuting and traveling on the 
existing transit network. The following project will help adapt the system we built for prior generations to connect and 
serve the needs of future generations.

• Regional Rail Car Acquisition, MPMS# 60638

Thank you for the opportunity to offer these comments and for the work you do to advance Greater Philadelphia’s 
competitiveness.
Sincerely,
Claire M. Greenwood
Executive Director
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DVRPC TIP Capital Programs <tip@dvrpc.org>

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been
prioritized by the Circuit Coalition
M Bassat <M.Bassat.1414920@muster.com> Sun, Jun 10, 2018 at 9:23 PM
Reply-To: mdb490@gmail.com
To: tip@dvrpc.org

Dear DVRPC,

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are great:
separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit segments are
not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been
utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition:

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Sincerely,

M Bassat
990 Spring Garden
Philadelphia, PA 19123
2154903121



DVRPC TIP Capital Programs <tip@dvrpc.org>

Circuit Trail Upgrade and Expansion
Herbert Campbell <Herbert.Campbell.1025738@muster.com> Sun, Jun 10, 2018 at 1:18 PM
Reply-To: fast_is.6568@yahoo.com
To: tip@dvrpc.org

Dear DVRPC,

I'm a Pennsylvania resident that uses The Circuit Trails, I'm conflicted: The trail segments that are complete are great:
separated from auto traffic, and often connected with our region's natural resources. What the complete Circuit segments are
not that well connected with is each other. I understand that there is $10 million in construction funding that has not been
utilized, due to lack of "shovel ready" projects.

I encourage you to take steps to push along the following projects, which have been prioritized by the Circuit Coalition:

Bucks - Bridge Street Crossing on D&L Towpath MPMS #105845;
Bucks - Newtown Branch Rail Trail - Southampton Twp. MPMS #105847;
Delaware - Chester Creek Trail Phase 2 MPMS #TBD;
Montgomery- Chester Valley Trail Extension Design Supplement for MPMS #16705;
Montgomery - Pennypack Trail Extension MPMS #105484;
Philadelphia - Pennypack Trail - State and Rhawn Crossing MPMS #105849;
Philadelphia -Lindbergh Blvd Sidepath - 84th St to John Heinz NWR MPMS #105853;
Philadelphia -Spring Garden Street Greenway MPMS #105850

Sincerely,

Herbert Campbell
P.O. Box. 20927
Philadelphia, PA 19141
(215)397-2684
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Summary of Agency Responses
On the

DVRPC Draft FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for PA

Comments Received from Individuals
Chester County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Route 29 Corridor in Chester County
Item ID: 0001

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
Thank you for your comment.  One of the five core principles of DVRPC’s Connections 2045 Long Range Plan for Greater 
Philadelphia is to create an integrated, multimodal transportation network.  As you correctly note, we must consider all modes with 
every project to reach this goal.  Throughout the process of developing the Draft FY2019 TIP for PA, DVRPC worked closely with 
PennDOT, county, and local, and other partners to implement the PennDOT Connects policy for all new projects. The goal of 
PennDOT Connects is to consider the needs of local communities at the beginning of the planning process, in order to ensure that 
PennDOT’s investments are as effective as possible for the communities in which they are located, while also reducing delays and 
cost increases caused by issues identified late in the project delivery process.  As part of the PennDOT Connects process, 
improvements for pedestrians and bicyclists are specifically considered before a project even begins Preliminary Engineering. In 
the DVRPC region, our process also includes working closely to evaluate surface treatment projects for opportunities to improve 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, for example by striping an existing shoulder as a bike lane.

Delaware County
MPMS #110965 - Marshall Road Corridor Safety Improvements
Item ID: 0002

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
As part of the design process, the department will perform the engineering and traffic study to determine the need of appropriate 
traffic control.  If found to be warranted, they will be incorporated in to the project.
Thanks for your interest in highway safety and mobility.

Philadelphia County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Oppose roadway widening
Item ID: 0003

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant.

Intercity rail
Item ID: 0004

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
Thank you for your comments regarding intercity passenger rail investments. PennDOT, SEPTA, and Amtrak are continuously 
coordinating and planning improvements to the rail corridor. Current priorities focus resources on maintaining the infrastructure in a 
state of good repair and compliance with the ADA accessibility.

MPMS #108090 - Citywide Resurfacing 106
Item ID: 0005

Agency Response by Philadelphia County: 
Thank you for your comment. The City has also recognized the need for resurfacing of this section of Trevose Rd., and has 
programmed this work to be completed using 100% local City funds during the 2018 paving season.
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MPMS #88085 - Byberry Road Bridge Replacement
Item ID: 0006, 0007, 0008, 0009, 0010, 0011, 0012, 0013

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
The new Byberry Road Bridge itself will not have a weight restriction. This is consistent with the expenditure of public funds to allow 
travel along highways for vehicles not exceeding legally allowable loads. Byberry Road is a street owned and maintained by the City
of Philadelphia; therefore, any travel restrictions are within their purview. “ No Through Trucks” signs have been posted by the City 
to address any related concerns along Byberry Road.

The new Byberry Road bridge (and the approaches) will include new sidewalks on either side. Bicycle traffic will be accommodated 
across the new bridge sharing the roadway with all other vehicles.

Agency Response by Philadelphia County: 
The City appreciates your concerns related to truck traffic on Byberry Road. While the new bridge itself will not be weight restricted, 
the currently posted restrictions on through truck traffic will remain in place after the project is completed.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - Aerial Gondola to the Navy Yard
Item ID: 0014

Agency Response by Philadelphia County: 
The FY2019 TIP is the first in many years to include capacity for new County Priority projects.  However, available funding for these
new projects was so limited that only one or two priority projects in each county were included.  The City of Philadelphia, DVRPC, 
and the region's planning partners encourage you to participate in regional discussions to prioritize transportation improvements.

Various County
Bicycle/pedestrian improvement requests - Safety and Priority
Item ID: 0015

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
One of the five core principles of DVRPC’s Connections 2045 Long Range Plan for Greater Philadelphia is to create an integrated, 
multimodal transportation network.  Throughout the process of developing the Draft FY2019 TIP for PA, DVRPC worked closely 
with PennDOT, county, and local, and other partners to implement the PennDOT Connects policy for all new projects. The goal of 
PennDOT Connects is to consider the needs of local communities at the beginning of the planning process, in order to ensure that 
PennDOT’s investments are as effective as possible for the communities in which they are located, while also reducing delays and 
cost increases caused by issues identified late in the project delivery process.  As part of the PennDOT Connects process, 
improvements for pedestrians and bicyclists are specifically considered before a project even begins Preliminary Engineering. In 
the DVRPC region, our process also includes working closely to evaluate surface treatment projects for opportunities to improve 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, for example by striping an existing shoulder as a bike lane.

Connect Circuit Trails by advancing priority projects in the Circuit Line Item
Item ID: 0020, 0021, 0022, 0023, 0024, 0025, 0026, 0027, 0028, 0029, 0030, 0031, 0032, 0033, 0034, 0035, 0036, 0037, 0038, 
0039, 0040, 0041, 0042, 0043, 0044, 0045, 0046, 0047, 0048, 0049, 0050, 0051, 0052, 0053, 0054, 0055, 0056, 0057, 0058, 
0059, 0060, 0061, 0062, 0063, 0064, 0065, 0066, 0067, 0068, 0069, 0070, 0071, 0072, 0073, 0074, 0075, 0076, 0077, 0078, 
0079, 0080, 0081, 0082, 0083, 0084, 0085, 0086, 0087, 0088, 0089, 0090, 0091, 0092, 0093, 0094, 0095, 0096, 0097, 0098, 
0099, 0100, 0101, 0102, 0103, 0104, 0105, 0106, 0107, 0108, 0109, 0110, 0111, 0112, 0113, 0114, 0115, 0116, 0117, 0118, 
0119, 0120, 0121, 0122, 0123, 0124, 0125, 0126, 0127, 0128, 0129, 0130, 0131, 0132, 0133, 0134, 0135, 0136, 0137, 0138, 
0139, 0140, 0141, 0142, 0143, 0144, 0145, 0146, 0147, 0148, 0149, 0150, 0151, 0152, 0153, 0154, 0155, 0156, 0157, 0158, 
0159, 0160, 0161, 0162, 0163, 0164, 0165, 0166, 0167, 0168, 0169, 0170, 0171, 0172, 0173, 0174, 0175, 0176, 0177, 0178, 
0179, 0180, 0181, 0182, 0183, 0184, 0185, 0186, 0187, 0188, 0189, 0190, 0191, 0192, 0193, 0194, 0195, 0196

Agency Response by DVRPC: 

Thank you for the comments and your interest in the Circuit Trails.  The projects that have been identified are moving through a
complex multi-year design development and project delivery process and vary in schedule once design has begun. Each project is 
being sponsored locally and it is ultimately the project sponsors that are responsible for advancing these projects to construction 
with support and guidance from PennDOT. A PennDOT project manager has been assigned to each project that has an MPMS #, 
and each of these projects has been listed on the TIP in a line item in order to assign a PennDOT project manager that has the
skills and resources to guide the project sponsor through the multi-year development process. The intent is to help develop a
pipeline of "Shovel ready" trail projects that will be able to take advantage of various federal and state funding opportunities for 
construction.
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General requests, concerns, and/or questions
Item ID: 0016

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant. 

The DVRPC region has very old infrastructure. The median state-owned bridge age in the five-county southeastern Pennsylvania 
region is 56 years, meaning the typical bridge has outlived its 50-year design life; while the median locally-owned bridge age is 84 
years. There is also a substantial backlog of repair needs for pavement, signals, and other transportation infrastructure. New 
technologies and multimodal transportation options have proven to offer better solutions to transportation problems and are 
typically less expensive than building new roadways. Experience has also shown that new roadway capacity induces new demand, 
which leads to even higher levels of congestion in the future, and adds even more to the already insurmountable back log of good 
repair needs. For all of these reasons, the Long-Range Plan and Transportation Improvement Program have limited funding for 
roadway expansion projects.

In addition, PennDOT has a prescribed investment plan which guides regional investments based on existing asset conditions in 
every region throughout the state.

Agency Response by SEPTA: 
SEPTA’s Capital Program continues to focus on bringing existing vehicles and infrastructure to a State of Good Repair and the 
Authority has a plan to bring its assets to a State of Good Repair over the next 20 years with the federal, state and local resources, 
enhanced in 2013 with the passage of State Act 89.

Not supportive of projects
Item ID: 0017

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
Thank you for your comment.  Completing the Circuit trail network is an important component of DVRPC’s Connections 2045 Long 
Range Plan for Greater Philadelphia.  The Circuit Coalition is a collaboration of more than 65 nonprofit organizations, foundations, 
local governments, and agencies who believe The Circuit will make our region stronger by providing a place for healthy 
transportation and recreation, connecting our communities to green space, and making our neighborhoods more attractive places 
to live and work.

Project Benefit Evaluation
Item ID: 0018

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
All PennDOT projects are subject to a rigorous safety review, and safety is a frequently unspoken, but never forgotten goal.  The 
DVRPC Project Benefit Criteria lists safety as the second most important criteria, as voted by our partner agencies and member 
governments, and was specifically designed to give credit to project locations that not only coincided with the safety network, but to 
projects with scopes that addressed the identified safety need.  Further, the safety criteria are being refreshed with new data sets 
this calendar year for both PA and NJ.  DVRPC is currently in the process of revising the Project Benefit Criteria and we expect this 
evaluation process to continue to improve.
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Safety Performance Management Measures Rule
Item ID: 0019

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
This is the first time that State DOTs and MPOs have adopted targets legislated as part of the MAP-21 federal transportation 
authorization.  It has been a challenging process involving a great deal of coordination and analysis, and it is clear that the resulting
targets are confusing to the public and require explanation beyond simple reporting of a number.  Thank you for your comment, as 
we will work to address this issue and include language to better explain the targets in the final FY2019 TIP document.  We have 
also shared your comment with our DOT partners to inform them of the public reaction to their established targets.  
In the 2017 update of its Strategic Highway Safety Plan, PennDOT set a goal of reducing fatalities and serious injuries on its 
roadways by 2% per year.  The Pennsylvania Statewide Safety Targets shown in the FY2019 TIP incorporate this 2% reduction.  
However, this is not readily apparent because of the specific calculation Pennsylvania is required to use for the baseline and target 
numbers.  Using a 5-year average and projected numbers in the target calculation, as required, can result in a higher target number
than baseline number.  This was noted by a number of states during the federal safety performance measure rule-making process, 
but this method of calculation remained in the final rule.
The higher target number for the Serious Injury calculation is a direct result of the fact that in 2016, Pennsylvania’s definition of a 
Serious Injury changed to include many injuries not previously counted as serious.  This increased the 2016 Serious Injury number 
significantly.  The 5-year average baseline calculation uses this higher 2016 number once as part of calculating the average.  For 
the target calculation, even while projecting a 2% reduction in 2017 and 2018, the calculation uses higher numbers 3 times in 
calculating the average (due to the definition change), resulting in a higher target than baseline number.
The same principle applies to the baseline and target calculations of the Non-motorized Fatalities and Serious-Injuries.  Non-
motorized crash numbers are lower overall, and therefore, subject to annual fluctuations much greater than 2% up or down.  If the 
baseline average includes a 5th-year number that is significantly higher or lower, then the target average will include 3 years of 
significantly higher or lower numbers.  
It is true that the targets are conservative, given that this is the first round of trying to quantify how to address safety with targets.  
PennDOT and NJDOT both produced conservative targets, and DVRPC supported the state targets to align regional efforts with 
state goals, at least this time around.  We expect that as successes are made toward these initial targets and experience is gained 
in developing and documenting the progress, states will set more aggressive targets in the future.  DVRPC is open to establishing 
regional targets in the future.
In summary, the expectation is that through a continued focus on implementing safety improvements, PennDOT’s and DVRPC’s 
safety performance measure targets will reduce the numbers of fatalities, serious injuries, and non-motorized fatalities in 
Pennsylvania.

Comments Received from Planning Partners
Delaware County
Technical corrections
Item ID: 0197

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC thanks you for your detailed review of the Draft TIP and will make the editorial edits as necessary. With regards, to your 
comment on Let Dates for SEPTA projects, SEPTA does not use Let Dates. SEPTA uses Notice to Proceed (NTP) dates, which 
usually immediately follow the contract award. The NTP date for the Elwyn to Wawa Rail Restoration project (MPMS #60636) was 
March 1, 2018, and the NTP date for the Villanova Intermodal Station: Phase 1 (MPMS #15407) was April 7, 2016. Due to the 
Transit TIP containing multiple programs, as opposed to individual projects, excluding the above projects, it is very challenging at 
this point in time for SEPTA and DVRPC to incorporate Notice to Proceed dates. DVRPC will work with SEPTA to have as much 
information as possible be shown in the TIP Reports.  With regards to your comment on clarifying the description of the US 322, 
Featherbed Lane to I-95 (Section 102) - MPMS #69817, DVRPC will incorporate wording for the Chelsea Parkway improvements. 
Please see the List of Recommended Changes.

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
Plan detail regarding Chelsea Parkway is included in the project website (http://us322conchester.com/project-information/section-
102/chelsea-parkway-bethel-avenue/).  Significant improvement is planned for Chelsea Parkway and Bethel Avenue intersection 
with US 322.  All planned improvements are described at the project website.
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MPMS #88083 - Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2
Item ID: 0198

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
Dear Ms. Herman,
In response to your draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania written testimony for the Stoopville Road Phase II project 
(MPMS#88083), we offer the following: 
According to information provided to the Department by the project sponsors (the municipalities listed above), on March 28, 2012, 
the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors held a special meeting to discuss the Stoopville Road Phase II project.  At this 
meeting, the design consultant, Gilmore & Associates, Inc., presented the design of the project.  
The main subject that you discussed in your written testimony was an association of the Stoopville Road Phase II project with a 
future “Northern Bypass” project and the subsequent abandoning of the original plan to address serious public safety issues along 
Stoopville Road.  While we hear your concerns, at no time was the original plan for Stoopville Road as outlined by the project 
sponsors abandoned.  The scope of the project has remained essentially the same since its inception.  The Stoopville Phase II 
project has been designed as a separate and independent project to address concerns and needs along that corridor.
It is the Department’s belief that the Stoopville Road Phase II project addresses vehicular and pedestrian traffic safety issues which 
is the initial intended purpose of the project as presented by the project sponsors to DVRPC and its members. It is for this reason 
that the Department continues to support the inclusion of the project on DVRPC’s FY 2019-2022 TIP for Pennsylvania.
We hope the information provided above sufficiently addresses your concerns.  If you have any additional questions, please contact 
Brian D. Rasiul, P.E., District Consultant Project Manager, at 610-422-2378 or c-brasiul@pa.gov.
Sincerely,
Kenneth McClain
District Executive

cc:  Charles H. Davies, Assistant District Executive – Design
Eugene Blaum, District Press Officer
Vito Genua (Gannett Fleming, Inc.)
Brian Rasiul (Pennoni Associates Inc.)

Agency Response by Bucks County: 
Bucks County supports this project since it will provide urgently needed safety improvements along this corridor.

Chester County
MPMS #93588 - Exton Station
Item ID: 0199

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
Thank you for your comment. DVRPC appreciates the engagement from West Whiteland Township and looks forward to working 
together with our regional partners to implement the Exton Station improvements.

Agency Response by Chester County: 
Chester County fully supports the advancement of the Exton Station plans, which includes providing safe pedestrian connections 
and better vehicular movement to and within the vicinity of this important stop on the Paoli/Thorndale line.  A safe pedestrian 
connection between the station, the Main Street development and the Chester Valley Trail is most needed and alternatives to 
accomplish this have been identified as part of the station study and through the planning efforts of West Whiteland.  The proposed 
improvements to PA 100 identified through the TCDI funded study will help to provide better access to the station for everyone, and 
particularly local residents with the proposed new intersection at Mountain View that includes pedestrian walkways and crossings.  
The proposed additional northbound travel lane from the Pottstown Pike on ramp to the US 30 bypass will help to alleviate one of 
Chester County’s most congested roadways and eliminate a congestion bottleneck.  In the wake of the growth that is occurring in 
the Exton area, we fully support the advancement of these multimodal transportation improvements as expeditiously as possible.
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Request to add proposed project to the TIP - PA Route 113 widening
Item ID: 0200

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant. 

The DVRPC region has very old infrastructure. The median state-owned bridge age in the five-county southeastern Pennsylvania 
region is 56 years, meaning the typical bridge has outlived its 50-year design life; while the median locally-owned bridge age is 84 
years. There is also a substantial backlog of repair needs for pavement, signals, and other transportation infrastructure. New 
technologies and multimodal transportation options have proven to offer better solutions to transportation problems and are 
typically less expensive than building new roadways. Experience has also shown that new roadway capacity induces new demand, 
which leads to even higher levels of congestion in the future, and adds even more to the already insurmountable back log of good 
repair needs. For all of these reasons, the Long-Range Plan and Transportation Improvement Program have limited funding for 
roadway expansion projects.

In addition, PennDOT has a prescribed investment plan which guides regional investments based on existing asset conditions in 
every region throughout the state.

Agency Response by Chester County: 
Chester County agrees with the comments provided by Uwchlan Township regarding the addition of the PA 113-US 30 Bypass to 
Peck Road to the PA TIP.  Having worked with our partner counties and agencies in the development of the DRAFT PA TIP, we 
fully understand that there is limited capacity to add new projects to the TIP due to the limited funding available with this being the 
first time in many years where we have been able to add new projects as part of the biennial update.  This specific project in 
Uwchlan Township was one of our candidate projects and the recognition that we would only be able to add one or two projects to 
the TIP illustrates just how important we feel this project is to the overall transportation system in Chester County.  We generally 
agree with the concept of being able to operate and maintain our existing roadways in a state of good repair, however Chester 
County is forecast to receive the most significant growth in the DVRPC region over the next 25 years.  This growth will require 
some system expansion in specific locations to maintain the functionality of the roadway system as a whole.  The funded 
reconstruction of the US 30 Coatesville to Downingtown Bypass which is programmed to include additional capacity east of 
Reeceville Road AND the creation of a full interchange at PA 113 will only add even more volume to an already congested roadway
proposed to be alleviated by the improvements associated with the PA 113-US 30 Bypass to Peck Road project.
While DVRPC’s response addresses the rationale and general applicability of the Long Range Plan policy toward maintaining a 
state of good repair versus adding system capacity, it does not address the specific project for which the comment was provided.  
The PA 113-US 30 Bypass to Peck Road project is specifically designed to eliminate a congestion bottleneck.  This bottleneck is 
created by a less than one mile stretch of roadway of two lanes located between a three and four lane cross section to the south 
and a four to five lane cross section to the north on a major thoroughfare between the US 30 Bypass and the PA Turnpike and PA 
100 to the north.  This bottleneck is a peak hour congestion issue now that will only worsen once the full interchange at PA 113 on 
the US 30 Bypass is constructed.
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MPMS #105077 - Park Avenue, Eagleville Road, Crawford Road Intersection Improvement Project
Item ID: 0201

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant. 

The DVRPC region has very old infrastructure. The median state-owned bridge age in the five-county southeastern Pennsylvania 
region is 56 years, meaning the typical bridge has outlived its 50-year design life; while the median locally-owned bridge age is 84 
years. There is also a substantial backlog of repair needs for pavement, signals, and other transportation infrastructure. In short, 
our transportation needs greatly exceed available funding. 

The FY2019 PA TIP was the first time in several updates of the TIP that DVRPC was able to solicit new project candidates from the 
counties.  However, there was only capacity to add one or two new of these candidates in each county.  Another important 
consideration in developing the TIP is PennDOT’s prescribed investment plan, which guides regional investments based on existing 
asset conditions in every region throughout the state.

Agency Response by Montgomery County: 
Thank you for your support of the Park Avenue / Eagleville Road / Crawford Road Intersection Improvement Project.  The FY2019 
TIP is the first in many years to include capacity for new County Priority projects.  However, available funding for these new priority 
projects was so limited that only one or two projects in each county were included.  The Park Avenue / Eagleville Road / Crawford 
Road Intersection Improvement Project is a recommended future project in Montgomery County’s comprehensive plan, Montco 
2040: A Shared Vision, and therefore can be considered for inclusion into a future TIP update should adequate funding be available.

MPMS #16239 - New Hanover Square Road Bridge
Item ID: 0202

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
With funding now programmed for all phases, PennDOT will work towards finishing all design phases by 2020 in anticipation of 
advancing construction to that year as well.

MPMS #16741 - Swamp Road at PA 663 SR:0663
Item ID: 0203

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
Thank you for your support of the Swamp Road at PA 663 project.

MPMS #77211 - PA 309 Connector: Allentown Road to Souderton Pike (HT2)
Item ID: 0204

Agency Response by PennDOT: 
This project let date has been moved up from previous target of 2022 to 2020 .  Project design team is diligently working on the 
project at this time.  A public plans display for the project was held on October 19, 2017.  Additional public engagement regarding 
different aspects of the project is expected in near future.
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Request to add proposed project to the TIP - SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project
Item ID: 0205, 0207

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant. 

The DVRPC region has very old infrastructure. The median state-owned bridge age in the five-county southeastern Pennsylvania 
region is 56 years, meaning the typical bridge has outlived its 50-year design life; while the median locally-owned bridge age is 84 
years. There is also a substantial backlog of repair needs for pavement, signals, and other transportation infrastructure. In short, 
our transportation needs greatly exceed available funding. 

The FY2019 PA TIP was the first time in several updates of the TIP that DVRPC was able to solicit new project candidates from the
counties.  However, there was only capacity to add one or two new of these candidates in each county.  Another important 
consideration in developing the TIP is PennDOT’s prescribed investment plan, which guides regional investments based on existing
asset conditions in every region throughout the state.

Agency Response by Montgomery County: 
Thank you for your support of the SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project around Lederach Village.  The FY2019 TIP is the 
first in many years to include capacity for new County Priority projects.  However, available funding for these new priority projects 
was so limited that only one or two projects in each county were included.  The SR 113 (Harleysville Pike) Relocation Project 
around Lederach Village is a recommended future project in Montgomery County’s comprehensive plan, Montco 2040: A Shared 
Vision, and therefore can be considered for inclusion into a future TIP update should adequate funding be available.

Request to add proposed project to the TIP - Willow Grove Interchange Improvements
Item ID: 0206

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC continues to work closely with its planning partners to identify and move forward with a variety of transportation projects 
that improve access, modal options, and the efficient use of existing facilities. Within the region's Long-Range Transportation Plan, 
the main focus is fix-it-first strategies, followed by improvements to the existing system, and then to implement system expansion 
projects only in limited instances when conditions warrant. 

The DVRPC region has very old infrastructure. The median state-owned bridge age in the five-county southeastern Pennsylvania 
region is 56 years, meaning the typical bridge has outlived its 50-year design life; while the median locally-owned bridge age is 84 
years. There is also a substantial backlog of repair needs for pavement, signals, and other transportation infrastructure. In short, 
our transportation needs greatly exceed available funding. 

The FY2019 PA TIP was the first time in several updates of the TIP that DVRPC was able to solicit new project candidates from the
counties.  However, there was only capacity to add one or two new of these candidates in each county.  Another important 
consideration in developing the TIP is PennDOT’s prescribed investment plan, which guides regional investments based on existing
asset conditions in every region throughout the state.

Agency Response by Montgomery County: 
Thank you for your support of the I-276 Willow Grove interchange improvements project.  The FY2019 TIP is the first in many years
to include capacity for new County Priority projects.  However, available funding for these new priority projects was so limited that 
only one or two projects in each county were included.  DVRPC and its planning partners agree that the Willow Grove interchange 
area is important to managing growth throughout the PA 611 corridor.  A package of improvements in and around the interchange 
is a recommended future project in Montgomery County’s comprehensive plan, Montco 2040: A Shared Vision, and therefore will 
be considered for inclusion into a future TIP update should adequate funding be available.

Various County
MPMS #60638 - SEPTA Regional Rail Car, Locomotive, and Trolley Acquisition
Item ID: 0208

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC, the City of Philadelphia, and SEPTA thank you for your support.

MPMS #69828 - Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and CSX Railroad (MSB)
Item ID: 0209

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC, the City of Philadelphia, and PennDOT thank you for your support.
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MPMS #75804 - University Ave/CSX Rail (Bridge)
Item ID: 0210

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC, the City of Philadelphia, and PennDOT thank you for your support.

MPMS #77183 - Transit and Regional Rail Station Program; Improvements to SEPTAs 30th Street Station
Item ID: 0211

Agency Response by DVRPC: 
DVRPC, the City of Philadelphia, and SEPTA thank you for your support.
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PLEASE POST 5/1/2018 TO 6/3/2018 

THE DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION ANNOUNCES FOR 
PUBLIC REVIEW: DRAFT DVRPC FY2019 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM (TIP) FOR PENNSYLVANIA 

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) is seeking your input and will 
open a public comment period. The Draft DVRPC FY2019 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania (FY19-FY22) will be available for public comment from May 
1, 2018, until June 3, 2018 at 5:00 PM local time.  

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) represents the region's federally funded 
transportation improvement priorities and is required by federal law in order for the region to 
receive and spend federal transportation funds. The TIP also includes non-federally funded 
projects that are regionally significant in order to provide a broad picture of the region's 
transportation improvements.  

Please join us at a public meeting/information session on the Draft DVRPC FY2019 
TIP for PA.

Thursday, May 24, 2018
4:00 PM to 6:00 PM

DVRPC Conference Room 
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Web conferencing is available for the May 24th meeting. Please register by Wed. May 23rd 
by contacting 215-592-1800 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org if you are interested in using this 
option.  

An electronic version of DVRPC’s Draft PA TIP is available at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft.
Hardcopies are available in the DVRPC Resource Center and in a number of regional 
libraries. The document will also be available at the public meeting. If requested, the TIP can 
be translated into an alternative format or language. 

Written comments and questions must be submitted in one of four ways listed below:  
- Electronically through a web application available at: www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft
- By Email: TIP@dvrpc.org
- By Mail:

PA TIP Comments
c/o DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Fl.  



Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 
- Or by Fax: 215-592-9125.  

Questions and comments must be submitted in writing. If you need assistance in providing a 
written comment, please contact the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at 
215-592-1800 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

Comments for this document must be received no later than 5:00 PM (local time) on June 3, 
2018. Comments received via mail must be postmarked by June 2, 2018.  Responses will 
not be provided unless comments are submitted in writing during the public comment period. 

DVRPC fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related 
nondiscrimination mandates in all activities. For more information, visit 
www.dvrpc.org/GetInvolved/TitleVI. 



 
 
 

SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

FISCAL YEAR 2019 CAPITAL BUDGET 
 
 

I. 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 

Wednesday, April 25, 2018.  The purpose of the hearing is to consider the Authority’s 

proposed Fiscal Year 2019 Capital Budget and Fiscal Years 2019-2030 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 2019 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 on 

SEPTA’s website, http://septa.org/strategic-plan/reports.html; 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.    

II. 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 12:00 PM and 5:30 PM, 

respectively, on the day of the Public Hearings. 
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III. Persons wishing to file written comments may forward them to the Director of Capital 

Budget and Grant Development, 9th Floor, 1234 Market Street, Philadelphia, PA 19107-

3780.  Comments must be received by May 1, 2018, so that they may be forwarded to the 

Hearing Examiner.  Comments may also be sent via email to capbudget@septa.org. 

IV. 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 

9, 2018. 

V. An audio version of the public hearing notice and summary will be available through the 

Associated Services for the Blind at its website:  www.asb.org and at the office of the 

Library for the Blind and Physically Handicapped, 919 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, PA  

19107. 

VI. On or about March 26, 2018, members of the public may obtain a copy of the proposed 

Capital Budget and Twelve Year Capital 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. 
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DVRPC's vision for the Greater Philadelphia 
Region is a prosperous, innovative, equitable, 
resilient, and sustainable region that increases 
mobility choices by investing in a safe and modern 
transportation system; that protects and preserves 
our natural resources while creating healthy 
communities; and that fosters greater 
opportunities for all.

DVRPC's mission is to achieve this vision 
by convening the widest array of partners to inform 
and facilitate data-driven decision-making. We are 
engaged across the region, and strive to be leaders 
and innovators, exploring new ideas and creating 
best practices. 

TITLE VI COMPLIANCE | 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 public meeting. Requests will be accommodated to the greatest ex tent 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 visit : www.dvrpc .org/GetInvolved/TitleVI, call (215) 592-1800, or email public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

DVRPC is funded through a variety of funding sources including federal grants from the U.S . Depar tment 
of Transpor tation's Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA), 
the Pennsylvania and New Jersey depar tments of transpor tation, as well as by DVRPC's state and local 
member governments . The authors , however, are solely responsible for the findings and conclusions herein, 
which may not represent the official views or policies of the funding agencies .

The Delaware Valley Regional 
Planning Commission is the federally 
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization 
for a diverse nine-county region in two states: 
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and 
Philadelphia in Pennsylvania; and Burlington, 
Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer in New Jersey.
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CHAPTER 1:  
INTRODUCTION 
The Draft DVRPC Fiscal Year 2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania (FY19
FY22) covers the counties of Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and Philadelphia in Pennsylvania.
DVRPC prepares a major update to the Pennsylvania TIP every other year to coincide with the update of
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation’s fiscally constrained statewide Twelve Year Program, and
releases a draft program for a review and comment period prior to recommending it for adoption by the
DVRPC Board. This year, the Public Comment period begins on May 1, 2018 and will close at 5:00 PM on
June 3, 2018. See further details regarding the comment process at the end of this document.

DVRPC works to proactively shape a comprehensive vision for the region’s future growth. The agency
does so by: providing technical assistance and services; conducting high priority studies that respond to
the requests and demands of member states and local governments; fostering cooperation among
various constituencies to forge a consensus on diverse regional issues; determining and meeting the
needs of the private sector; and continuing public outreach efforts that promote two way
communication and enhance public awareness of regional issues and DVRPC.

WHAT IS THE TIP? 
By way of congressional mandate, federal transportation legislation requires that DVRPC, as the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, develop and update a Transportation
Improvement Program or TIP in order for the region to be eligible to receive and spend federal
transportation funds.

The DVRPC 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 multimodal, four
year program that shows estimated costs and schedules by project phase. Most importantly, the TIP is
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, or additional funding to the region must be identified. 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, utility, 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 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.

The TIP is a requirement of federal transportation legislation, most recently, the Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation Act (FAST Act), or Public Law 114 94. The FAST Act was signed into law on December 4,
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2015 and will expire on September 30, 2020. The FAST Act is the first federal law in over ten years to
provide long term certainty for surface transportation funding, after multiple extensions of the Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP 21) which began on October 1, 2012 and originally was
set to expire on September 31, 2014. The FAST Act built on the initiatives established in MAP 21, the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA LU), the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA 21), and the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA). Transportation investment has been prescribed in a balanced approach
through a guaranteed commitment to highways and bridges, public transit, safety, intermodal projects,
and advanced technologies, such as Intelligent Transportation Systems.

WHAT IS THE TIMELINE TO DEVELOP THE TIP? 
The TIP development (or update) typically begins approximately 10 months prior to adoption and
involves intensive staff work and negotiations by PennDOT; SEPTA; Pottstown Area Rapid Transit (PART);
Delaware River Port Authority (DRPA)/Port Authority Transit Corporation (PATCO); DVRPC staff; FHWA;
and representatives of DVRPC city and county member governments, which constitute the DVRPC PA TIP
Subcommittee. For the Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP, the process commenced during the fall of 2017 with
the review of costs and schedules of current FY2017 TIP projects. By March 2018, the result was a
constrained, preliminary draft program (“preliminary Draft TIP”) based on reasonable, anticipated
revenue projections for the next 12 years (FY19 30) and based on feedback from the PA TIP
Subcommittee. At the end of March 2018 the Subcommittee arrived at a final list of projects for the
Draft TIP (“final Draft TIP”) that could be evaluated for impacts on air quality conformity. DVRPC has
opened a 30+ day public comment period, in which the draft document is shared with the public for
feedback. The DVRPC Board is the final decision making body of the MPO, and DVRPC staff will request
the DVRPC Board to adopt the Draft TIP (with a List of Recommended Changes) in June 2018. After the
DVRPC Board adoption, DVRPC staff will submit the document to PennDOT for approval and inclusion in
the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), which will then be submitted to federal
partners (e.g., FHWA, FTA) for review and approval. The federal partners will formally approve the
PennDOT FY2019 STIP, and the new DVRPC TIP and PennDOT STIP will become effective and will replace
the DVRPC FY2017 TIP and PennDOT FY2017 STIP.
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Table 1: Libraries Displaying the Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania 

Philadelphia City

Institute Library

1905 Locust Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Independence Branch Library

18 South 7th Street

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Ramonita G. Derodriguez

Branch Library

600 W. Girard Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19123

Joseph E. Coleman Regional
Library

68 W. Chelten Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19144

Lucien E. Blackwell Regional Library

125 S. 52nd Street

Philadelphia, PA 19139

Northeast Regional Library

2228 Cottman Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19149

Free Library of Philadelphia

1901 Vine Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

McPherson Square Branch Library

601 E. Indiana Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19134

Doylestown District Center

Library

150 S. Pine Street

Doylestown, PA 18901

Levittown Regional Library

7311 New Falls Road

Levittown, PA 19055

Indian Valley Public Library

100 E. Church Avenue

Telford, PA 18969

Newtown Public Library

201 Bishop Hollow Road

Newtown Square, PA 19073

Chester County Library

450 Exton Square Parkway

Exton, PA 19341

Coatesville Area Public Library

501 E. Lincoln Highway

Coatesville, PA 19320

Cheltenham Township
Library

215 S. Keswick Avenue

Glenside, PA 19038

J. Lewis Crozer Library

620 Engle Street

Chester, PA 19013

La Mott Free Library

7420 Sycamore Avenue

La Mott, PA 19027

Ardmore Library

108 Ardmore Avenue

Ardmore, PA 19003

Library for the Blind & Physically
Handicapped

1500 Spring Garden Street,
Suite 230

Philadelphia, PA 19130

Source: DVRPC, 2018 



 

4  D R A F T  D V R P C  F Y 2 0 1 9  T I P  F O R  P E N N S Y L V A N I A  

 
This Page Intentionally Left Blank

 

 

 



H I G H L I G H T S  O F  T H E  D R A F T  D V R P C  F Y 2 0 1 9  T I P  F O R  P E N N S Y L V A N I A 5

CHAPTER 2: 

PROGRAM SUMMARIES 
The Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania contains more than 360 projects (including the Interstate
Management Program), totaling over $5.5 billion for the phases to be advanced during the next four
years: an average over $1.39 billion per year. Programmed funds include over $2 billion for projects
primarily addressing the non Interstate Highway System, and over $600 million for projects addressing
the Interstate Management Program, resulting in an overall four year total for the Highway Program of
$2.6 billion. Additionally, there is a $2.8 billion Transit Program for SEPTA, Pottstown Area Rapid Transit
(PART), and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation’s Bureau of Public Transit (PennDOT BPT).
Table 2 presents a funding summary for the DVRPC region by county and transit operator for each of
the four TIP years in Pennsylvania, which includes federal, state, local, and the Pennsylvania Statewide
Interstate Management Program funding for the DVRPC region. Table 3 and Table 4 provide a
breakdown of various state and federal funding sources and their distributions, including local matches,
while Table 5 shows the grand total of the highway and transit program.

Table 2: Cost Summary by County and Transit Operator in Pennsylvania ($000) 

FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 
4-Year Total 

(FY2019–
2022) 

Highway Program 

Bucks County 67,417 43,143 65,980 54,710 231,250
Chester County 81,355 93,890 57,841 59,622 292,708
Delaware County 72,805 57,792 32,190 63,388 226,175
Montgomery County 112,997 120,281 141,913 89,526 464,717
Philadelphia County 110,313 107,985 141,237 171,416 530,951
Various Counties 66,582 86,407 75,020 84,173 312,182
Regional Highway Program 511,469 509,498 514,181 522,835 2,057,983
Interstate—Delaware County 8,500 1,000 1,550 1,000 12,050
Interstate—Montgomery County 0 1,000 13,980 21,235 36,215
Interstate—Philadelphia County 91,268 130,829 194,007 135,642 551,746
Interstate Program Subtotal 99,768 132,829 209,537 157,877 600,011

Regional Highway and Interstate 
Program Subtotal Cost 611,237 642,327 723,718 680,712 2,657,994

Transi t  Program 

PennDOT BPT 55,000 0 0 0 55,000
PART 2,061 2,098 2,781 2,027 8,967

SEPTA 776,786 738,136 693,303 613,285 2,821,510

Transit Program Subtotal Cost 833,847 740,234 696,084 615,312 2,885,477

Grand Total Cost of TIP 1,445,08 1,382,561 1,419,802 1,296,024 5,543,471
S o u r c e :  D V R P C ,  2 0 1 8  
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Table 3: Cost by TIP and Interstate Funding Category ($000) 

Fund Type FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 

4-Year 
Total 
(FY2019–
2022) 

LFY 
2023 2026 

LFY 
2027 2030 

Total 
LFYs 
2023 2030 

Highway Program   

Bridge State 53,378 52,086 52,633 52,069 210,166 208,269 208,258 416,527
Bridge State—
Interstate 

2,460 2,214 2,050 2,050 8,774 6,150 0 6,150

Highway State 54,268 59,666 63,359 69,410 246,703 277,632 277,621 555,253
Highway State—
Interstate 

10,512 11,044 7,949 7,324 36,829 24,709 5000 29,709

Bridge Off 11,670 11,670 11,670 11,670 46,680 46,680 46,680 93,360
CAQ 31,475 32,289 36,881 36,881 137,526 147,524 147,524 295,048
e581 1,200 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 0
FLEX 17,083 17,083 17,083 17,083 68,332 68,332 68,332 136,664

Green Light—Go 0 0 11 0 11 161 0 161

HCB 63 997 0 0 1,060 0 0 0
HSIP 13,743 14,253 14,253 14,253 56,502 57,012 57,102 114,024
LOC 11,840 19,050 21,744 34,884 87,518 44,856 5,733 50,589
NFP 0 0 61,099 0 61,099 61,099 122,198 183,297
NHPP 140,077

145
145,014 144,990 144,965 575,046 579,860 579,860 1,159,720

NHPP—Interstate 78,796 118,571 123,909 127,268 448,544 567,629 812,994 1,380,623

RRX 429 1,068 0 0 1,497 0 0 0
sHSIP 12,382 7,616 8,674 0 28,672 0 0 0
SPK-NHPP 23,000 24,000 23,980 33,235 104,215 159,025 60,000 219,025
SPK-STP 8,950 4,400 17,280 17,270 47,900 104,000 0 104,000
SRTSF 797 1000 0 0 1,797 0 0 0
STP 26,660 27,151 27,141 27,132 108,084 108,528 108,528 217,056
STU 73,071 76,160 76,160 76,160 301,551 304,640 304,640 609,280
SXF 21,110 563 3,968 174 25,815 95 0 95
TAP 9,841 0 0 0 9,841 0 0 0
TAU 3,932 3,932 3,932 3,932 15,728 15,728 15,728 31,456
TIGER 0 12,000 0 0 12,000 0 0 0
Toll 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TPK 0 0 4,952 4,952 9,904 4,952 0 4,952
Highway Subtotal 611,237 642,327 723,718 680,712 2,657,994 2,807,881 2,820,108 5,627,989

S o u r c e :  D V R P C ,  2 0 1 8  
N o t e :  Th e  f unds  tha t  a re  h igh l i gh ted  i n  g ree n  a re  s ta te  t ransp or ta t i o n  funds ;  t he  fund s  h igh l i gh ted  i n  b lu e  a re  
FHW A funds ;  t he  funds  h ig h l i gh ted  i n  pu rp le  a re  l oca l /o the r  f un ds .  See  F ig u re  2 :  “Cos t  Su mmary  b y  Fu nd in g  
Sou rce  i n  Penns y l va n ia  ($000 ) , ”  on  page  8 .   



 

H I G H L I G H T S  O F  T H E  D R A F T  D V R P C  F Y 2 0 1 9  T I P  F O R  P E N N S Y L V A N I A  7  

 

Table 4 :  Cost by Transit TIP Funding Category ($000) 

Fund 
Type FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 

4-Year 
Total 

(FY2019–
2022) 

LFY 
2023 2026 

LFY 
2027 2030 

Total 
LFYs 

2023 2030

Transit Program   

1513 1,150 1,150 1,150 1,150 4,600 0 0 0
1514 319,391 328,330 328,577 340,912 1,317,210 1,363,630 1,401,030 2,764,660
1517 50 50 50 0 150 0 0 0
341 11,000 0 0 0 11,000 0 0 0
5307 124,399 109,124 109,781 109,096 452,400 433,288 433,288 866,576
5337 147,375 123,463 123,463 123,463 517,764 493,852 493,852 987,704
5339 7,506 7,705 7,705 7,705 30,621 30,820 30,820 61,640
LOC 20,892 20,931 20,961 20,928 83,712 83,308 83,270 166,578
Other 169,995 125,001 80,004 0 375,000 0 0 0
PTAF 44 32,089 24,480 24,393 12,058 93,020 48,249 10,850 59,099
Transit 
Subtotal 833,847 740,234 696,084 615,312 2,885,477 2,453,147 2,453,110 4,906,257

S o u r c e :  D V R P C ,  2 0 1 8  
N o t e :  Th e  f unds  tha t  a re  h igh l i gh ted  i n  g ree n  a re  s ta te  t ransp or ta t i o n  funds ;  t he  fund s  h igh l i gh ted  i n  b lu e  a r e  
FTA fund s ;  t he  fun ds  h igh l i gh ted  i n  pu rp le  a re  l oc a l / o the r  f unds .  See  F igu re  2 :  “Cos t  Su mmary  b y  Fund ing  
Sou rce  i n  Penns y l va n ia  ($000 ) , ”  on  page  8 .  
 

Table 5: Grand Total Highway and Transit Program 

Program FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 
4-Year 
Total 

(FY2019–
2022) 

LFY 
2023 2026 

LFY 
2027 2030 

Total 
LFYs 

2023 2030

Grand Total Cost:  Four-Year Highway and Transit Program   

Highway 611,237 642,327 723,718 680,712 2,657,994 2,807,881 2,820,108 5,627,989
Transit 833,847 740,234 696,084 615,312 2,885,477 2,453,147 2,453,110 4,906,257
DVRPC 
Total 1,445,084 1,382,561 1,419,802 1,296,024 5,543,471 5,261,028 5,273,218 10,534,246

S o u r c e :  D V R P C ,  2 0 1 8  
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Figure 1: Cost Summary by County and Transit Operator in Pennsylvania ($000) 
Source: DVRPC, 2018 

Figure 2: Cost Summary by Funding Source in Pennsylvania ($000) 
Source: DVRPC, 2018 
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Figure 3: Four Year DVRPC Regional Highway Program Cost by Phase 
Source: DVRPC, 2018 

Figure 4: Four-Year DVRPC Regional Transit Program Cost by Phase 
Source: DVRPC, 2018 
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CHAPTER 3: 

PERFORMANCE-BASED PLANNING AND 
PROGRAMMING (PBPP) 
BACKGROUND 
The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP 21) and subsequent Fixing America’s
Surface Transportation (FAST) Act require State DOTs and MPOs to establish and use a performance
based approach to transportation decision making. This includes tracking performance measures,
setting data driven targets for each measure, and selecting projects to help meet those targets. The
FAST Act also requires that the TIP include a description of its anticipated effect toward achieving the
established performance targets, linking investment priorities to those performance targets.

The goal of Performance Based Planning and Programming (PBPP) is to ensure efficient investment of
federal transportation funds by increasing accountability and transparency and providing for better
investment decisions that focus on key outcomes related to seven national goals:

• Safety

• Infrastructure preservation

• Congestion reduction

• System reliability

• Freight movement and economic vitality

• Environmental sustainability

• Reduced project delivery delays

Safety is the first national goal identified in the FAST Act and has the earliest deadline for addressing
progress towards meeting targets in the Transportation Improvement Program.

SAFETY PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT MEASURES RULE
The FHWA Highway Safety Improvement Program and Safety Performance Management Measures Rule
(Safety PM Rule) requires State DOTs and MPOs to set targets for five safety related performance
measures. The federal safety performance measures are five year rolling averages of:

• Number of fatalities

• Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (MVMT)

• Number of serious injuries

• Rate of Serious Injuries per 100M VMT

• Number of nonmotorized fatalities and serious injuries (combined)

State DOTs report baseline values, targets, and progress toward meeting the targets to FHWA in an
annual safety report. MPOs may either establish quantitative targets for their metropolitan planning
area, or agree to adopt the statewide targets. FHWA requires DOTs and MPOs to establish safety targets
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on an annual basis, beginning with targets for calendar year (CY) 2018. The DVRPC Board adopted a
resolution on January 25, 2018 supporting PennDOT’s statewide safety targets for CY 2018. The Draft
DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania (FY19 22) was developed to ensure progress toward target
achievement. Please see Chapter 3: Performance Base Planning and Programming (PBPP) in the Draft
FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania (FY19 22) for details and further information on DVRPC’s approach to
addressing safety targets.
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CHAPTER 4: 

MAPPING APPLICATION AND LISTINGS OVERVIEW 
MAPPING APPLICATION AND GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS 
(GIS) 
DVRPC suggests using the TIP Web Search Tool, www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft, as the primary mapping
function to show the location of mappable projects for the highway, transit, and Interstate projects and
is the best way to submit a public comment on the Draft FY2019 TIP. For this TIP update, the TIP Web
Search Tool has been completely overhauled. It is more user friendly, and can be used on mobile
devices. Different types of projects, such as intersection improvements, bridge replacements, or transit
facilities, are shown using various colors and symbols in the TIP Web Search Tool. Certain types of
projects, such as roadway landscaping, lease payments for the use of railroad tracks, or preliminary
studies, are not mapped. These projects are listed on the right side list of projects when you search by
keyword or MPMS #.

As with the previous TIP Web Search Tool, not just TIP project locations are shown, but also overlays of
Planning Centers, Freight Centers, Congestion Management Process Corridors, and Environmental
Justice and Title VI layers, as well as a “search by address or location” function. The user can search for
projects by municipality, zip code, project name, or even funding type. The user can browse the
interactive map for projects by clicking on markers to show information and even drag the map to
another location and the map will automatically update with new results. Selected project information
can also be printed.

Downloadable GIS point, line, and polygon location features for Draft TIP projects, as well as TIP projects
in the current adopted Pennsylvania and New Jersey TIPs, as well as formal TIP Actions that the DVRPC
RTC and Board approve are available via the Transportation section of DVRPC’s GIS Data webpage,
www.dvrpc.org/Mapping/Data.

DVRPC REGIONAL HIGHWAY AND TRANSIT PROJECT LISTINGS 
The Draft TIP document includes various project listings which are drawn from the Pennsylvania
Highway, Transit, and Interstate Management programs, which are thoroughly explained in the
following paragraphs.

All projects within the four years of the TIP period (FY19–22) are considered funded and are able to be
federally authorized for funding. By federal regulation, the TIP is the four year constrained program for
which revenues are reasonably expected to be available. However, the region has worked to develop a
12 year constrained programming horizon for highway and transit projects in order to provide more
realistic expectations and timeframes in which to expect advancement of TIP projects with more realistic
costs. Many projects that have phases within the four years also have phases (such as construction) that
may be out in LFY23–30. This 12 year constrained programming horizon is illustrated on the project
listings within the TIP document. Project phases that fall beyond the four year TIP are technically
“unfunded,” but they are listed, as they represent the region’s planned commitment to fund these
phases in the future as funds become available.
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Table 6 through Table 11 includes highway projects for Bucks, Chester, Delaware, and Montgomery
counties; the City of Philadelphia; and a listing of projects that apply to more than one county called
“Various”. Table 12 includes transit projects for PennDOT’s BPT, SEPTA, and PART. Finally, Table 13
includes the Interstate Management Program (IMP). Within each county grouping, individual highway
and transit projects are listed numerically by DOT ID number (MPMS). For full project descriptions,
please see the Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/

Projects bolded are “NEW” to the TIP. Projects bolded with an asterisk (*) are “NEW B” projects that
have been “broken out of,” or derived from, an existing TIP project. Projects bolded and italicized are
projects indicated as “RETURN,” which were previously programmed in a prior TIP, but through a variety
of circumstances have returned to the FY2019 TIP.
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Table 6: Bucks County TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – bucks county 

12923 Bristol Road Extension 64781
Swamp Road/Pennswood Road Bridge Over Branch
of Neshaminy Creek

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) 86244 River Road at Golden Pheasant over Delaware Canal

13240 Old Bethlehem Road Bridge Over Kimples Creek 86923 PA 309, Sellersville Bypass, Resurfacing (PM1)

13248 Walnut Street Bridge Over Perkiomen Creek (CB #13) 88083 Stoopville Road Improvements Phase 2

13249 Stone Bridge Road (Bridge) 90327 River Rd o/ Trib Delaware (Bridge)

13296 Rickert Road Bridge Over Morris Run Creek (CB #21) 92582 I 95 Philadelphia to Scudder Falls

13377 Main St over SEPTA (Bridge) 93444 Route 1 Improvement South (Section RC1)

13440 Allentown Road and PA 663 Bridges (2) Over Licking
Creek

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 98221 Stock's Grove Road over Beaver Creek (CB# 333)

13607 Upper Ridge Road Bridge Over Unami Creek 102272 Holland Road at Buck Road and Route 532

13635 Oxford Valley Road/Lincoln Highway Intersection
Improvements

102830 Neshaminy Greenway Trail (Bristol to Upper State)
(TAU)

13716 Headquarters Road Bridge Over Tinicum Creek 104365 New Falls Road Pedestrian Safety Improvements

13727 Bristol Road Intersection Improvements 107794
Woodbourne Road (SR 2033) and Langhorne
Yardley Road (SR 2049) Improvements

17918 I 95, Transit Improvements/FLEX (Cornwells Heights) 108002 Moland Park Trail (TAP)

49315 Portzer Road Roundabout 110091 King Road Bridge over Herkaken Creek (CB #54)

50634 County Line Road Restoration (M04)(3R) 110309 I 95/US 13/PA 132 Slip Ramp Operation
Improvement

57619 Route 313 Corridor Improvements 110310 Almshouse at Jacksonville Road

57625 Route 232, Swamp Road Safety Improvements 110966 Old Lincoln Highway and Hulmeville Avenue Safety
Improvements

64778 State Road 111024 Easton Road Roundabout
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Table 7: Chester County TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – chester county 

14134 West Bridge Street Bridge Over Amtrak 95430 US 202 at SR 926 Intersection Improvement

14236 Little Washington Road Bridge Over Culbertson Run 98036 Merlin Road over Pigeon Run (Bridge)

14351 Rudolph and Arthur Covered Bridge On Camp Bonsul
Road over Big Elk Creek

98039 Ship Road over Valley Creek (Bridge)

14532 US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass
Reconstruction Design

98041 Birchrun Road over Birch Run (Bridge)

14541 US 1, Baltimore Pike Widening 98223 Creek Road over Pickering Creek (Bridge)

14580 US 1 Expressway Reconstruction (Southern Section) 98224 Spring City Road over Stony Run (Bridge)

14581 US 1 Expressway Reconstruction (Northern Section) 102708 PA 41 at PA 841 Improvements

14698 US 422, Reconstruction (M2B) 102709* PA 41 & SR 926 Improvements

47979 North Valley Road over Amtrak 102853 Lenape Rd O/Brandywine Creek (Bridge)

59434 Schuylkill River Trail (Q20) 107176 Paoli Pike Trail, Segment C (TAP)

61885 Schuylkill River Trail (Mont Clare Bridge)(Q42) 107551* SR30/SR10 to Business 30 Interchange
Improvement

64220 US 422 Expressway Reconstruction (M03) 107553* SR30 & Airport Rd Interchange Improvement

69919 PA 372, Lower Valley Road Bridge Over Officers Run 107554* US30 & PA82 Interchange Improvement

81286 Creek Rd o/ E Brandywine (PA 282) (Bridge) 107945 Art School Rd O/ Br Pickering Creek (Bridge)

85949 SR 896 Safety Improvement 108003 McFarlan Road Sidewalks (TAP)

86064 Hadfield Road Bridge Over Beaver Creek (CB #244) 108004 Woodbine Road Multi Use Trail (TAP)

86276 Township Road over West Branch of Big Elk Creek (CB
#297)

108920 Brandywine Crk Slope Restoration

86301 Lancaster Avenue / Brandywine Creek 110311 PA 41 at State Road Intersection

86696 Watermark Road Bridge Over Muddy Run (CB #21) 110312 Baltimore Pike/Newark Road Intersection
Improvements

87781 US 30, Coatesville Downingtown Bypass (CER Eastern
Section)

110949 Horseshoe Pike and Manor Road Intersection

90612 Boot Road o/ Amtrak (Bridge) 110954 PA 10 Shoulder Widening

92733 Downingtown Pk over/E Branch Brandywine (Bridge) 110963 Manor Road Roundabout
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Table 8: Delaware County TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Delaware  county 

15008
Folcroft Avenue Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA
Wilmington/Newark Rail Line

93105 State Rd o/Darby Creek (Bridge)

15183 Station Road Bridge Over Chester Creek (CB #234) 95429 US 202 and US 1 Loop Road

15225 Ardmore Avenue Bridge Over SEPTA and Cobbs Creek 98216 Michigan Ave over Little Crum Creek (CB# 210)

15251 US 1 and PA 352 Interchange, Intersection, and
Roadway Improvements

98217 Hilldale Road over Darby Creek (CB# 149)

15306
Sellers Avenue Bridge Over Amtrak and SEPTA
Wilmington Newark Rail Line

98218
South Avenue over Muckinipattis Creek (Mulford
Bridge) (CB# 142)

15368 Manoa Road Bridge over Cobbs Creek (Bridge) 99668 PA 291 Drainage Improvement

47147 3rd Street Dam Over Broomall Lake 102835 Hillside Road Pedestrian Safety Improvements (TAP)

47992 New Road Over West Branch of Chester Creek
(Crozierville Bridge)

103216 Jansen Avenue Grade Crossing

57757
Morton Avenue / Swarthmore Avenue Intersection
Improvements and Morton Avenue Sidewalk

103217 Main Street Grade Crossing

57773 Lloyd Street Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA Wilmington
Newark Rail Line (CB)

104343* US 322 over CSX

64791 PA 420, Kedron Avenue 104610 Erickson Avenue Grade Crossing

69665 South Creek Road Bridge Over Brandywine Creek 107177 Moore Road Sidewalk Project (TAP)

69817 US 322, Featherbed Lane to I 95 (Section 102) 107178 Springfield Township Sidewalk Improvements (TAP)

70228 I 476, MacDade Boulevard Ramp Improvements 107652 US 202/US 1 ITS Corridor

79329 Bridgewater Road Extension 107995 Radnor Township Trail (TAP)

86368 Mount Alverno Road Bridge Over Chester Creek (CB
#9)

108005 Avenue of the States Streetscape (TAP)

86370 Tribbitt Avenue Bridge Over Hermesprota Creek (CB
#237)

108910 I 95 Noise Abatement

88400 US 1, Chester County Line to Pole Cat Road 110951 Macdade Blvd. Corridor Safety Improvements

88407 I 95 Overhead Bridges 110965 Marshall Road Corridor Safety Improvements

92323 Wanamaker Ave o/ Darby Ck (Bridge) 111021 Bethal Road Roudabout

92739 Glenn Riddle o/Chrome Run (Bridge) 111022 Chichester Avenue Corridor Safety Improvements

92808 Marshall Rd o/ Cobbs Crk (Bridge)
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Table 9: Montgomery County TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Montgomery county 

16150 Tookany Creek Parkway Bridge Over Tookany Creek 63486 US 202, Johnson Highway to Township Line Road
(61S)

16214 PA 611, Old York Road Over SEPTA R3 63490 US 202, Township Line Road to Morris Road (61N)

16216 Pennswood Road Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA R5 Rail
Lines

63491 US 202, Morris Road to Swedesford Road (65S)

16239 New Hanover Square Road Bridge (Bridge) 64795 Belmont Rd/Rock Hill Rd Widening: I 76 Ramps to
Rock Hill Road

16334 PA 73, Church Road Intersection and Signal
Improvements

64798 North Narberth Avenue Bridge Over Amtrak/SEPTA
(CB)

16396
Church Road Bridge Over Norristown High Speed Line
(CB)

66952
PA 23/Valley Forge Road and North Gulph Road
Relocation (2NG)

16408 Fruitville Road Bridge Over Perkiomen Creek (CB
#232)

67404 Township Line O/Stoney Cr (Bridge)

16577 Ridge Pike, Butler Pike to Crescent Avenue
Reconstruction and Signal Upgrade

72355 Valley Green Road Bridge Over Wissahickon Creek

16599 PA 320 at Hanging Rock 74816 Whitemarsh Street Imprv (TE)

16665 US 202, Markley Street Southbound (Section 500) 74937 Whitemarsh Township Street Improvements

16705 Chester Valley Trail Extension (C036) 77211 PA 309 Connector: Allentown Road to Souderton
Pike (HT2)

16726 WarminsterRd/Pennypack Ck (Bridge) 78736 E King St O/Manatawney Cr (Bridge)

16738 US 422 Expressway Section M1B 79864 Lafayette Street, Barbados Street to Ford Street
Widening (MGN)

16741 Swamp Road at PA 663 80052 Fetters Mill Bridge Over Pennypack Creek

48172 PA 23 Moore to Allendale and Trout Crk Rd Bridge 83643 Limekiln Pike (Bridge)o/SEPTA RR

48174 PA 63, Welsh Rd. 83742 Keim Street Bridge Over Schuylkill River

48175 Ridge Pike, PA Turnpike to Butler Pike 86336 Congo Road Bridge Replacement

48187 Henderson/Gulph Road Widen near I 76 Ramps 86924 PA 422, Resurfacing (PM2)

50646 PA 63 Bridges (3) Over Unami Creek and East Branch
of Perkiomen

87099 Upper Gwynedd Township Improvements (SRTSF)
Round 1

51095 I 76 Schuylkill Expressway Corridor ITS 92807 PA 73 Skippack Pike Bridge Replacement

57849 PA 29, Main Street Bridge Over Reading Railroad
Tracks (Removal)

92839 Ridge Pike over Norfolk Southern RR bridge (CB:
#257)

57858 Lafayette Street Extension (MG1) 98037 Niantic Road over Perkiomen Creek (Bridge)

57865 Edge Hill Road Reconstruction 98225 Butler Pike over Prophecy Creek (Bridge)
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Table 9: Montgomery County TIP Project List (continued) 
MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Montgomery county 

102273 Second Collegeville Bridge Crossing 108006 Limerick Township Trails (TAP)

103372 Waverly Road over Tacony Creek (County Bridge
#275)

108008 Tookany Creek Trail Phase 3 (TAP)

104280 First Avenue Road Diet (TAP) 110313 Belmont Avenue Bridge over Schuylkill River (CB
)

105134 First Ave Linear Park/Streetscape 110315
Philmont Avenue/Tomlinson Road/Pine Road
Improvements 6 Point Intersection

105677 Traffic Signal Modernization (GLG) 110444*
Ridge Pike School Lane to Belvoir Road (CB #0 and
TPK Bridge DB 116)/Interchange Area Bridges

105803 PA 309 Connector: Souderton Pike to PA 309 (HT3) 110494 RTMC General Contract

106068 Barbadoes Street Connector Road 110496 RTMC Electrical Contract

106326 Union Street Grade X ing 110497 RTMC HVAC Contract

107179 Fort Washington Office Park, Cross County Trail Final
Segment (TAP)

110498 RTMC Plumbing Contract

107180 Powerline Trail Connection Phase 1 (TAP) 110961 Old Skippack Rd. Roundabout

107697 Balligomingo Road Restoration 110971 Main Street Safety Improvements

107996 Abington Township Trail (TAP) 111005 Conshohocken Garage (I 76 ICM)

Table 10: Philadelphia County TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Philadelphia  county 

17407 Erie Ave o/ Conrail (Bridge) 69828 Market Street Bridges (2) Over Schuylkill River and
CSX Railroad (MSB)

17409 Coulter St/SEPTA *B2 (Bridge) 69909 Willits Road Bridge Over Wooden Bridge Run

17511 City Ave o/ SEPTA (Bridge) 69914 Fifth Street over Conrail (Bridge)

17697 Island Avenue Signal Upgrade 70231 Swanson Street Reconstruction
17782 I 95 & Aramingo Ave., Adams Ave. Connector 72597 Benjamin Franklin Bride Safety Improvements

17816 Chestnut Street Bridges, Ramps, (8) at 30th Street 74828 American Cities/Safe Routes to School Phase 3

17821 I 95, Shackamaxon Street to Ann Street (GIR) Design 75804 University Av/CSX Rail (Bridge)

46959 I 95 Design Review Manager 78757 JFK Blvd @ 32nd St. o/ SEPTA (30th Street Station)
(Bridge)

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

78764 W Girard Ave O/CSX (Bridge)

57902 City Wide 3R Betterments 79686 I 95, Columbia Avenue to Ann Street (GR1)

62694 Passyunk Avenue Drawbridge Over the Schuylkill River 79830 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway Project, Sec 1
(TAP)
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Table 10: Philadelphia County TIP Project List (continued) 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Philadelphia  county 
79832 North Delaware Riverfront Greenway project, Sec 3 106993 Frankford Ave Signal Improvements

79911 I 95: Allegheny Ave Interchange Advance Contract (AFI) 106994 Rising Sun Ave Signal Improvements

80104 Henry Ave Corridor Safety Improvements, Phase 1 106995 Castor Ave Signal Improvements

81292 Frankford Av/Frankford Ck (Bridge) 107181 Chelten Greene Plaza Reconstruction (TAP)

83736 Roosevelt Blvd over Wayne Junction (WAV) 107182 City of Philadelphia SRTS (Non infrastructure) (TAP)

87107 School District of Philadelphia Improvement (SRTSF)
Round 1

107183 Make Way for Children, Expanding Pedestrian
Infrastructure to Philadelphia Schools (TAP)

88085 Byberry Road Bridge Replacement 107197 Manayunk Bridge Trail Site Amenities (TAP)

91490 Expressway Service Patrol Philadelphia 107198 Safe Spaces for Cyclists: Building a Protected Bicycle
Network (TAP)

92554 Ridge Ave Over Amtrak (Bridge) 107698 I 76 Bridge Repair Section SRE

92809 Roosevelt Blvd Exit (Bridge) 107709 I 95 Bridge Repairs (95/MB4)

96223 Philadelphia Signal Retiming 107999
S. 53rd St. & Baltimore Ave. Safety Improvements
(TAP)

98229 59th Street over AMTRAK 108009 Demand Driven Indego Expansion

98230 Tabor Road over Tacony Creek 108090 Citywide Resurfacing 106

102134 Henry Ave Corridor Safety Improvements, Phase 2 108092 Citywide Resurfacing 107

103218 Ashton Road Grade Crossing 108095 Citywide Resurfacing 108

103219 Blue Grass Road Grade Crossing 108097 Citywide Resurfacing 109

103563 I 95: Bridge Street Ramps (Section BS5) 108098 Citywide ADA Ramps 2

105290 Ben Franklin Bridge Eastbound Operational
Improvements 108099 Falls Road Bridge

105488 Citywide Resurfacing 105 108129 MLK Drive over Schuylkill River (Bridge)

106264 I 95 Central Access Philadelphia (CAP) / Waterfront
Access 110314 30th Street Viaduct over 30th Street Lower (Bridge)

106708 I 95 Planning Assistance 110415 Schuylkill Banks Christian to Crescent (TIGER)

106991 5th Street Signal Improvements 110958 Castor Avenue Roundabout

106992 2nd Street Signal Improvements
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Table 11: Various Counties TIP Project List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

H ighway program – Various counties  

17876 Road/Resurfacing/Rehabilitation 97311 Transportation Community Development Initiative
(TCDI) Administration

17891 RideECO Mass Marketing Efforts 102105 Municipal Bridge Line Item

17928 Air Quality Partnership 102106 Structurally Deficient Bridge Line Item

48199 Transportation Management Associations (TMA) 102107 Bridge On Demand Line Item

48201 DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program 102275 Study Line Item

48202 Regional GIS Support DVRPC 102318 Bridge Group M

48203 Aerial Photography 102319 District Wide Bridge Rehab Group O

57927 Regional Safety Initiatives (HSIP) 102320 District Wide Bridge Rehab Group P

63406 Retrofit for Bike Lanes and Shoulders 102665 Signal Upgrade Line Item

64652 Transportation Community Development Initiative
(TCDI)

104639 Travel Monitoring

64984 Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Line Item 105291 The Circuit Line Item

65109 Transit Flex SEPTA 106648 Sink Holes Line Item

66460 TAP Project Engineering and Management DVRPC 106649 Stormwater Permits/Environmental Mitigation

66461 CMAQ Project Engineering and Management DVRPC 106651 Sign Structure Repair

72738 Transportation Systems Management and Operations
(TSMO)

106654 I 95 Transportation Demand Mgt (TMA)

75854 District Program Management Services "A" 106990 District Roundabout Program

75855 District Program Management Services "B" 107544 Bridge Group N

79927 Highway Reserve Line Item STP 108554 Local Asset Data Collection Southeast PA

79929 Bridge Reserve Line Item 109599 Bridge Group U

79980 STU Reserve Line Item 109847 ROW Divestment 6 0

82216 NHPP Reserve Line Item 109848 LED Lighting Conversion 6 0

83743 ADA Ramps Line Item 110127 District 6 Modeling Assistance

84318 CAQ Reserve Line Item 110429 Mobility Alternatives Programs (MAP)/Share a Ride
Program (SAR)

84457 Signal Retiming Program 110460 Commuter Services

86077 Enhance and Maintain Travel Forecasting Tools
DVRPC

110469 Wrong Way Entry Design Build

92182 Expressway Service Patrol Suburban Counties (2022
2026)

110660* Bridge Group V

95447 County Bridge Line Item
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Table 12: Transit TIP Program List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

Southeastern Pennsylvania  transportation 
authority -  septa 

Pottstown area rapid transit 

15407 Villanova Intermodal Station 59935 Capital Operating Assistance Pottstown Area Rapid
Transit (PART)

59966 Capital Asset Lease Program 95739 Transportation Capital Improvements

59973 Utility Fleet Renewal Program Non Revenue
Vehicles

60275 Debt Service Penndot 

60317 Federal Preventive Maintenance 93586 Downingtown Train Station Rehabilitation

60335 City Hall / 15th Street Stations

60540 Parking Improvements

60574 Paoli Transportation Center

60582 Vehicle Overhaul Program

60599 Paratransit Vehicle Purchase

60611
SEPTA Key (Fare Collection System/New Payment
Technologies)

60636 Elwyn to Wawa Rail Restoration

60638 Regional Rail Car, Locomotive, and Trolley
Acquisition

60651 Substations and Power Improvements

60655 Levittown Station
73214 Ardmore Transportation Center

77183 Transit and Regional Rail Station Program

90497 Infrastructure Safety and Renewal Program

90512 SEPTA Bus Purchase Program

93588 Exton Station

95402 Bridge Program

102565 Track Improvement Program

102567 Roof Program

102569 Maintenance & Transportation Facilities

102571 Communications, Signals, & Technology
Improvements

107011 Safety and Security Improvements
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Table 13: Interstate Management Program List 

MPMS #  Project t itle  mpms #  Project t itle  

Interstate  management program -  Delaware  county  

15477 I 95/322/Conchester Hwy. Interchange/Impvts. (322)

104821 I 476 Travel Management

Interstate management program –  Montgomery county 
106662 I 76 Integrated Corridor Management

Interstate  management program –  Ph iladelphia  county  

47811 Bridge Street Design (Section BSR)(IMP) 80014 I 95, Utility Relocation & Surface Sts (CP3)

47812 I 95: Betsy Ross Interchange (BRI) Design(IMP) 92289 I 95 Consultant Mgmt

47813 I 95: Ann Street to Wheatsheaf Lane (AFC) 98207 I 95 Congestion Management

79685
I 95: Cottman Princeton Main Line and Ramps (CP2)
(IMP) 103553 I 95: Race Shackamaxon 2 (GR6)

79826 I 95 Northbound: Columbia Ann St N (GR3) 103554 I 95 Corridor ITS/ATMS (GR7)

79827 I 95 Southbound: Columbia Ann St N (GR4) 103555 I 95 Corridor ITS (GR8)

79828 I 95: Race Shackamaxon (GR5) 103556* I 95 ATMS (GR9)

79903
I 95: Betsy Ross Bridge Ramps Construction (BR0)
(IMP) 103557 I 95N Ann St Wheatsheaf Lane (AF3)

79904
I 95: Betsy Ross Section Overhead Bridges, Ramps,
Adams Ave (BR2) 103558 I 95SB: Ann St Wheatsheaf Lane (AF4)

79905 I 95: Betsy Ross Mainline (BR3) 103559 I 95 Btsy Rss Mainln SB (BR4)

79908 I 95: Kennedy to Levick (Section BS1) (IMP) 103560 I 95 Besty Ross Conrail Brdgs (BR5)

79910 I 95: Margaret to Kennedy (Section BS2) (IMP) 103561 I95 Betsy Ross Int. Drainage (BR6)

79912 I 95: Allegheny Ave Inter (AF2) 103562 I 95 B.Ross Rmps/Adms Ave Cnn (BS4)
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CHAPTER 5: 

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.

T h e  p u b l i c  c o m m e n t  p e r i o d  f o r  t h e  D r a f t  D V R P C  F Y 2 0 1 9  T I P  f o r  P e n n s y l v a n i a  i s  
o p e n  a s  o f  M a y  1 ,  2 0 1 8  a n d  w i l l  c l o s e  o n  J u n e  3 ,  2 0 1 8  a t  5 : 0 0  p . m .  ( E S T ) .  

Comments should be submitted online via the TIP comment/search/map application at  
www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/ 

In addition, the public can submit comments via e mail to tip@dvrpc.org during the public comment
period, or forward their comment in writing by U.S. mail: TIP Comments, c/o DVRPC Office of
Communications and Engagement, 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor, Philadelphia, PA 19106; or
fax to “TIP Comments” at (215) 592 9125.

Submitted comments will be included as part of the official public record and final TIP document.

In addition, one (1) public meeting will be held for you to present comments on:

Thursday,  May 24,  2018  
4 :00 PM–6 :00 PM 

DVRPC conference room 
190 N .  Independence Mall West,  8th floor 

Philadelphia,  PA 19 106  
 Web conferencing is  available .  

Web conferencing is available for the public meeting at DVRPC. Those interested in using this option to
join the meeting are asked to register by May 23, 2018, by contacting 215 592 1800 or
public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

Copies of the Draft DVRPC FY2019 TIP for Pennsylvania are available for review on the DVRPC website
at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/, in print at the DVRPC Resource Center, and at a number of regional
public libraries (see Table 1 on page 3). The document will also be available at the public meeting. If
requested, the TIP can be translated into an alternative format or language.

Questions and comments must be submitted in writing. If you need assistance in providing a written
comment, please contact the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at 215 592 1800 or
public_affairs@dvrpc.org.
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Comments for this document must be received no later than 5:00 PM (local time) on June 3, 2018.
Comments received via mail must be postmarked by June 2, 2018. Responses will not be provided
unless comments are submitted in writing during the public comment period.
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Tribal Consultation 

Correspondence announcing the draft PA TIP (below) was sent to the following: 

 Cherokee Nation of New Jersey 
 Delaware Nation 
 Delaware Tribe 
 Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Representatives 
 Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 
 Nanticoke Lenni-Lenape Indians of New Jersey 
 Oneida Nation of Wisconsin 
 Onondaga Nation 
 Ramapough Lenape Indian Nation 
 Sand Hill Band of Indians 
 Sand Hill Indian Historical Association 
 Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 
 Stockbridge-Munsee Band of the Mohican Nation of Wisconsin 

April 26, 2018  

Re: DVRPC Announces for Public Review Draft DVRPC FY2019 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania  

Dear Stakeholder:

On behalf of the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC), please find a copy 
of the Draft DVRPC FY2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania 
(FY19-FY22). The TIP represents the region’s federally funded transportation improvement 
priorities and is required by federal law in order for the region to receive and spend federal 
transportation funds. The TIP requires a 30+ day public comment period. The public comment 
period will run from May 1, 2018 to 5:00 PM on June 3, 2018. 

Please post the enclosed public notice and make the document available to any interested 
parties. The online version is available for review at https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft.



Public comments must be submitted in writing and can be:  
 Submitted electronically through a web application available at 

https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft,
 Emailed to TIP@dvrpc.org, 
 Faxed to 215-592-9125, or 
 Mailed to: 

PA TIP Comments 
c/o DVRPC Office of Communications & Engagement 
ACP Building, 8th Floor 
190 N. Independence Mall West 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

If you have questions about DVRPC, the draft document, or the public comment period, please 
contact me at (215) 238-2929. Thank you for your time and assistance.  

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, AICP/PP 
Manager, Office of Communications & Engagement 















R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

rrtsbuckspa5@gmail.com 

Draft DVRPC FY 2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for Pennsylvania 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION: May 27, 2018 # Pages:3'J'd{, #Attachments: fl2..!. f/a__sfuo 6 

drive__ 
RE: Project Name: Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2 {MPMS# 88083} 

OBJECTIVE: 

1) On March 28, 2012, Newtown Township officials held a special meeting to 
solidify a new plan for Stoopvi!Je Road Improvements-Phase 2, essentially 
abandoning the original plan designed to address serious public safety issues 

along Stoopville 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 Attachment I; 3/30/12 Bucks County Courier Times article titled "Engineers 
discuss phase two of Stoopville Road Improvement Project" and 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 FY2019 Stoopville Road Improvements -
Phase 2 (MPMS# 88083)~ misdirects funds to an intersection upgrade at Route 
413 and Stoopville 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. Stoopvi!le Road 
Improvements- Phase 2 {MPMS# 88083) should have addressed storm water 
management flooding problems and funds should have been allocated to 
address safety issues along Stoopville Road before being reallocated to upgrade 
and expand any intersections. 

The current plan calls for the UPGRADE and EXPANSION of an intersection in 
neighboring 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 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. 

2} Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) implores the Regional 
Technical Committee and the DVRPC Board to oppose the intersection 

expansion in Stoopville Road Improvements - Phase 2, MPMS# 88083. 

This expansion project will exacerbate an already volatile public safety issue that 
exists on Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads. With great disregard for the safety of 
residents and travelers along these roads, the DVRPC and certain politicians 
continue their quest to construct an expressway in bits and pieces along Stoopville, 
Lindenhurst, and Swamp Roads. The expressway will facilitate future connection of 
Interstate 78 to Interstate 95, a "Northern Bypass". 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 (the plan 
shows it running along an extended Silver Lake Road, but due to development 
impacts, it will now run along Lindenhurst Road) and one that runs along Swamp 
Road. 

It is wrong to construct an expressway here. The dangerous traffic conditions that 
already exist along these roads - as a result of the high volume of heavy truck traffic 
coming from four (4) Swamp Road quarries - have been well documented, both in 
writing and in the public forum. During winter conditions, rainy seasons, and heavy 
construction periods, the problem is even more exacerbated. 

• Attachment II is a 7 /29/08 letter from RRTS to the Regional Traffic Planning 
Task Force RE: Presentation of inventories of RRTS letters to the Regional 
Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) at the 7 /29/08 RTPTF meeting. The 
7 /29/08 letter, which is 189 pages long, clearly describes the volatile public 
safety issue that exists on our roads. Note that State Representatives David 
Steil and Scott Petri were Co-Chairs of the Regional Traffic Planning Task 
Force. 

• Attachment Ill is RRTS's 6/3/04 Written Testimony Submission to the 

DVRPC regarding the Draft DVRPC FY2005 TIP {PA}, Project Name: 
Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project. Amongst other things, this 67-page 
document includes: communications from the Pennsbury and Council Rock 
School Districts and Grey Nun Academy that focus on the traffic safety crisis, 
a resolution from Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association, and a CD-ROM 
entitled "BYPASSING THE BYPASS" that graphically shows the dangers of 
heavy truck traffic running through heavily residentially developed 
neighborhoods. (Note: We've enclosed a flash drive that contains the video 
from the CD-ROM.) 



SUMMARY: 

• Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) is a regional citizens' group. 
Members are from Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown, 
and Northampton Townships and the organization represents well in excess of 
9,000 residents. 

• The project, as currently written, has abandoned the Multi-Use Trail, and much
needed accompanying storm water management, that was to run the full-length 
of Stoopville Road in the original plan for Stoopville Road Improvements- Phase 
2. The Multi-Use Trail would have connected thousands of residents who live 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 Stoopville Road Improvements-Phase 1, Stoopville Road 
continues to be a volatile public safety issue due to the high volume of truck 
traffic coming from the four (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 on- time deliveries. 

• Residents who live along Stoopville Road are prisoners in their neighborhoods. It 
is unconscionable that this project abandons 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, Phase 2 of the project has been changed to accomplish the upgrade and 
expansion of an intersection in neighboring Wrightstown Township, the 
intersection of Stoopville Road and Route 413 (Durham Road). RRTS OPPOSES 
the expansion of this intersection as, per the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township 
Traffic Study ("1988 Study"}, this upgrade is a critical part of construction of a 
major North/South expressway that will connect lnterstate-78 to lnterstate-95. 
In the "1988 Study", this North/ South expressway was known as the "Northern 
Bypass". Today, it is known as an "Emerging/ Regional Corridor". 

• In addition to jeopardizing the safety of residents and travelers, 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. 



• In the DVRPC's published study titled 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study, 
there will be two (2) southern ends of the expressway: one that runs along 
Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads (the study shows it running along an extended 
Silver Lake Road, but due to development, it will now run along Lindenhurst 
Road) and one that runs along Swamp Road. Page 1 of Attachment IV is a 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. 

• Pages 2 -3 of Attachment IV show a map of the North/ South expressway that 
appeared in a March 2006 DVRPC publication titled "EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
LIMITING TRAFFIC CONGESTION_AND ACHIEVING REGIONAL GOALSn. The 
expressway runs along Route 611 to lnterstate-95 and is referenced in the 
legend as an "Emerging/ Regional Corridor". 

• In the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township 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 Borough. The following excerpts are 
from the section of the 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study that was titled 
"Northern Bypass Alternative": 

(a) Page #61 (see pages 4-5, Attachment IV) is a map titled "Year 2000 
Highway Network Northern Bypass Scenario". This map continues to 
be relevant today, as it is customary for the DVRPC to do Long Range 
Planning (federal mandate is for a minimum 20-year planning 
horizon). The map shows the "Northern Bypass" as an upgraded 
Stoopville Road connected to an extended Upper Silver Lake Road. 
Today, because of development impacts, the "Northern Bypass" 
would run along Lindenhurst Road rather than an extended Upper 
Silver Lake Road. 

NOTE THE UPGRADED INTERSECTION AT STOOPVILLE ROAD AND 
ROUTE 413 (Durham Road). 

(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 to accommodate the 4-lane 
plan. The community rejected this despite pressure from Penn DOT 
and it has, at least temporarily, been stopped. 



(c) Page #64 states, "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, 

"Highway Improvement Program, 
Five Year Plan 

Durham Road/ Stoopville Road Turn Lane & Signalization" 

NOTE THAT THESE ARE THE IMPROVEMENTS BEING DONE IN 
THE CURRENT FY2019 Stoopvil!e Road Improvements-Phase 2 
{MPMS# 88083} 

• In 2001, under the leadership of State Representative David 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 where there is in excess of 
130 points of access, most residential driveways. (To view the points of access, 
see Traffic Flow Map on page 11, Attachment 111.) 

• In 2007 /2008, residents successfully opposed the roundabout that 
Representatives David Steil and Scott Petri and the DVRPC advocated for at the 
intersection of Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads, as it would have 
realigned Stoopville Road to facilitate construction of a future expressway. The 
dead give-away that the roundabout was a key component of the "Northern 
Bypass" (now known as an "Emerging/Regional Corridor") can be found in a 
5/12/08 Bucks County Courier Times Letter to the Editor written by David Steil 
and Jay Roth Ill, an engineer consultant for the DVRPC's Bucks County Regional 
Traffic Study. In the Letter to the Editor titled "Don't scoff at better, modern 
roundabouts", Representative Steil recommended the roundabout because of 
"the unique geometric and traffic conditions in an area poised for growth and 
change." (See Attachment V) 

Representative Steil's view was consistent with a previous statement he made in 
a 6/20/02 letter to the President of RRTS in which he stated, 11

1 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." (See Attachment VI) 



• Residents were highly concerned about the proceedings of the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force (RTPTF), which was headed by State Representatives David 
Steil and Scott Petri from June 17, 2004 through July 29, 2008. 

(a) At the first RTPTF meeting on 6/17 /04, Representative Steil dictated that no 
formal minutes would be taken. Residents opposed this and fought to have 
minutes taken (see page 11, Attachment II: 7 /20/04 letter from RRTS to 
Representative Steil and Steve Santarsiero RE: RTPTF/ Southeastern Bucks 
League of Municipalities- Request for separate meeting dates and formal 

minutes). 

(b) At the 3/31/05 RTPTF meeting, residents were shocked to learn that the 
DVRPC would be the consultant for the RTPTF (see Attachment VII, "Public 
comment made by Sue Herman at the 4/13/05 Newtown Township Board 
of Supervisors meeting"). The RTPTF had promised one thing and delivered 
another. The minutes from the January 2005 RTPTF meeting stated that 
PennDOT Harrisburg would use Gannett Flemming to do the regional traffic 
study for the RTPTF. Residents liked this, as Gannett Flemming's main office 
was located outside of the region. It seemed that this would provide much
needed objectivity, since for over thirty years, there had been a history of 
truck traffic being manipulated within our region (see Attachment Ill). 

(c) After four (4) years of RTPTF meetings, at a cost to taxpayers of four hundred 
thousand dollars ($400,000), the DVRPC published its recommendations in a 
document titled Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). It was no 
surprise that the outcome of the BCRTS was what was wanted in the first 
place- it supported the construction of the "Northern Bypass or 
Emerging/Regional Corridor", the North/South expressway to connect 
lnterstate-78 to lnterstate-95. 

(d) The DVRPC mishandled the publication of the BCRTS, neglecting to take into 
account the comments that the seven (7) participating municipalities made 
regarding the Draft BCRTS and neglecting to give the municipalities an 
opportunity to discuss their comments at a RTPTF meeting. (See pages 84-87, 
Attachment II: 12/10/07 letter from RRTS to Barry Seymour RE: Residents 
demand addendum to 10/07 Bucks Co. Regional Traffic Study Final Report.) 

(e) Due to pressure from the municipalities and RRTS, the DVRPC published an 
Addendum to the BCRTS in hard copy and on its website. In January 2008, 
RRTS downloaded the Addendum from the project website (see Attachment 
VIII, 1/11/08 memorandum from Jerry Coyne to the Managers of the seven 
participating municipalities, SUBJECT: Addendum to the Bucks County 



Regional Traffic Study Final Report (October 2007)- Copies of Municipal/ 
Task Force Correspondence. This Attachment contains 86 pages.) 

Also, the DVRPC neglected to put its logo on the label of the CD-ROM titled 
"Bucks County Regional Traffic Study". It is alarming that Mr. Seymour 
declined RRTS's request that a replacement CD-ROM be issued that includes 
the January 2008 Addendum to Final Report and is properly labeled with the 
DVRPC's logo [see pages 91-92, Attachment II: 3/18/08 letter from RRTS to 
Barry Seymour, Don Shanis, and Jerry Coyne SUBJECT: Mr. Seymour's 3/5/08 
letter to RRTS Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS) Report 
Addendum]. A picture of the CD-ROM label without the DVRPC logo can be 
found in Attachment IX, along with Barry Seymour's 3/5/08 letter to RRTS Re: 
BCRTS Report Addendum. 

RRTS is currently unable to access the January 2008 Addendum to Final 
Report when doing a search on the DVRPC's website regarding the Bucks 
County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS). We respectfully request that the 
DVRPC Public Affairs Department provide instruction as to how to access this 
addendum and accompanying BCRTS. 

• Attachment X is a resolution that was approved at the 3/19/08 Lower Makefield 
Township Board of Supervisors meeting. The resolution is titled uResolution 
Regarding the Bucks County_Regional Traffic Study Report (dated October 
2007} and the January 2008 Addendum to the Report". The last sentence of the 
resolution says, "BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lower Makefield Township 
Board of Supervisors opposes the BCRTS and the January 2008 Addendum to 

Final Report." 
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Engineers discuss phase two of Sto 

r(-~\I Improvement Project . 
• \~ j By Dan Perez Correspondent. I 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 w~lking path along Sto.opville 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, Penn DOT 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 Stoopvilfe Road had some residents concerned. 

Le Sheppard, a Wrightstown resident who lives near the intersection, said he has safety and quality of life 
concerns. 

"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." 

Supervi_sor Rob. Ciervo said 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 
'--.\ yhat causes the congesti?n that makes th!s light nece~sary," 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 also 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. 

\, .·.e're doing this to make the roads safer and more enjoyable," he said. "We've had residents come to the 
'-\ · · ,aium at our meetings and ask us to do this." Q.t . 

. ,,,____, . ()1 '3 7 OL 
. --~~.~~-
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and 1781h Districts, respectively 

CHAIRMEN, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF)"' 

FR-OM: Sue Herman 
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS} 

July 29, 2008 

RE: Presentation of inventories of RRTS letters to the RTPTF at the 7/29/08 RTPTF 
meeting 

Dear Representative Steil, Representative Petri, and Non-Chair Members of the RTPTF, 

Tonight we submit this 189-page document and accompanying CD-ROM to the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force (RTPTF} and ask that it become part of the minutes for this meeting and 
part of the public record for this meeting. 

ATTACHMENT I of this document is an inventory of letters sent by RRTS to the RTPTF (or to 
State Representatives Steil and Petri) between June 17, 2004 (the first meeting of the RTPTF) 
and the present. With few - if any - exceptions, these letters were sent via Certified Mail Return 
Receipt to State Representatives Steil and Petri. Should any of these letters be· omitted from the 
comprehensive CD-ROM's that Representative Steil is preparing for the RTPTF, we would be 
happy to provide you with a copy of them in their entirety. 

ATTACHMENT II of this document is an inventory of other relevant RRTS letters/ testimony 
regarding regional traffic. We would also be happy to provide you with any of these documents in 
their entirety. 

Please let us know if we can be of any additional assist§.0.G:e to you. 

*Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Chainnen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Non
Chair Members effective 1/08: Vincent Deon & James Cunningham/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & 
Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard O'Malley &Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine 
Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/\Nrightstown 
Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk'"* 
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans Affairs** 
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 



Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy** 
Governor Ed Rendell** 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Bichler** 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration** 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau ofHighway Safuty and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 ** 
DVRPC Board; c/o chair** . 
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/ DVRPC** 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/ DYRfC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
RegionaJ Transportation Committee; c/o chair 
RegionaJ Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair . 
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair** 
Staie Representative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair** 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner · 
Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Conunission 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Vincent Deon & James 
Cunningham/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard "O'Malley & Mike Sellers/ 
Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough,. Jerry Schenkman & Mike 
Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair ** 
·Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Super\risors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board ofSupervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abramson** 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein** 
Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi** 
Pennsbury School CEO, Paul Long** 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times · 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Fox New 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 

**Asterisked individuals received the cover letter, Attachments I & II, and Exhibits referenced in Attachments I & II. 
All others received the cover letter and Attachments I & II only. 



ATTACHMENT I 
(~,_,,.,'I) 

. Inventory of letters sent by RRTS to the RTPTF 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg.# 
below 

Exhibit/ : 

Exhibit~.: 

.. 

Exhibit 3: 

Exhibit!/. : 

7120104 Letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil 
and Lower Makefield Township Supervisor Steve Santarsiero 
(3 pages total) 
RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force/ Southeastern 
Bucks League of Municipalities; Request for separate J/ 
meeting dates and formal minutes ....................... ~ ......................... . 

7122104 Letter from RRTS to Gary Hoffman, Deputy Secretary for 
Highway Administration, RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force . 
(3 pages total) ........................................... '. ...... '. .............................. ./ ¥ 
9i29/04 Letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil 
(17 pages total} 
RE: Request to include 17-page document as part of the public 
record at the 9/29/04 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning 
Task Force................................................................................. / 5 
11 /12104 Letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil 
(2- page cover letter plus 17- page Attachment: 9/29/04 Letter 
from RRT$ to State Rep. David Steil 
RE: Request to include 17- page document as part of the public record 
at the 9/?9/04 ·meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force) · 

~;~i~~:~~~!;,cs~~~n~~~~~! ~~~c~~-~~~~:.~~-~~~.~i-~~-~~.~~-~············· J 1 
Exhibit_:): 11/18/04 Letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil 

(2 pages total} 

Exhibit~: 

RE: Request to show CD-ROM at the 11/29/04 meeting of the / 6/ 
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force ............................................. . 

12/24/04.Letter from RRTS to Bill Laubach, PENNDOT Bureau 
of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering (7 page cover letter plus Exhibits) 
RE: Draft Scope of Work for the. Bucks Countv Regional Traffic 
Study: Comments submitted by Residents for Regional Traffic ~ / 
Solutions, Inc ................................................................................ . 

Exhibit 7 : 3/4/05 Letter from RRTS to Bill Laubach, PennDOT Bureau of 
Highway Safety & Traffic Engine~ring (6 pages total) 

Exhibit~: 

RE: Comment Submission by RRTS_ . 
Scope of Work: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study )._ 'j 

(dated 2128105) ....................................... .............. . 

612105 Letter from RRTS to John Coscia, DVRPC Executive Director, 
(2 page cover letter plus Exhibits) 
RE: 3117105 Scope of Work for the Bucks Countv Regional 
Traffic Study: Comments and studies submitted to PennDOT Harrisburg ~ . 
by R.R. T.S. during the comment period for the l)raft Scope of Work ......... .JO 



ATTACHMENT I (continued) 
(f~e. J.. ~ '1) . 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 

Letter description below 
Exhibit q: · 917105 Letter from RRTS to Lynn Bush (1 page total) . 

RE: FY2007 Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program 

. exhib1t/O: 

Exhibit/ J: 

Exhibit/'. : 

Exhibit/.3 : 

Public _Meeting ........................................................................... .. 3.A . 
1/31/06 letter from RRTS to State Representatives Steil & Petri 
(7 pages.total) • . · 3.!!J 
RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting of 1/30/06 ...................... . 

5/01/06 letter from RRTS to Don Shanis (2 pages total) 
.RE: Stone by rail from Wrightstown As:~a qµarries 
Interest of 9,000 voters in the affected Area- reachable · 3 ' 
by ~RTS .....•.................. ~·· ·.:.;,:.:.· :··-·:::~:.::~ :::·.:·· ................................... . 

5/31/06 letter from RRTS to Jane Magne and Robert Lloyd, 
Wrightstown Township Supervisors (10 pages total) 
RE: Pogonowski Letter of 5/11/06 in response to Herman Letter !J'l 
of 5/01/06 Stone by rail from Wrightstown Area quarries .......................... . 

9/01/06 letter ffom RRTS to Newtown Twp. Board of Supervisors 
& Wrightstown Twp. Board of Supervisors (2 pages totai) 
RE:·concem regarding traffic impacts of the Veterans' LJ J 
Cemetery on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads ................................. 'I. ... . 

· Exhibit/!/ : 10/30/06 Letter from RRTS to State Representatives Steil & Petri 

.,,, . . -· ~:1:3:~~::.r~tt.~~~1~~~1:;:~~v~Clrt!~~ee~l'!9:~!:~!~~~!P.f!:: .. : ........ '1 a_ 
Exhibit/5: 11/02106 Letter.from RRTS to Vicki Haug (1 page total) · "'7 

RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting of 10130106 ...... ..... ., 
. . 

Exhibit,, : . 1/17/07 letter from RRTS to J~rry Coyne (127 pages total) 
RE: Public Ope~ House fo.r the Bucks County Regional Traffic '{ 8 

Exhibit ).7 : 

Exhibitfg: 

Exhibit/1: 

Study- Subm1ss1on of Concerns ...........................•................................ ·. 

1/29/07 Letter from RRTS to State Representatives Steil & Petri, 
Jerry Coyne, and Bi~ Laubach (12 paQ~s total) · 5 () 
RE: Timing of the fights on the Newt()wn Bypass ................................... . 

3/30/07 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Township (LMn 
Board of Supervisors and LMT Citizens Traffic Commission (35 pages 
total) 
RE: Request your attendance at the Delaware Valley Regional 
Planning Commission (DVRPC) Public Op~n House for the / .:3 
Bucks County Regional Traffic Stridv (BCRTS) .................................... .;;): 

4126107 letter from RRTS to Jerry Coyne (37 pages total plus . 
a 13-minute long CD-ROM titled BVQassing the Bvoass. 
CBS/ KYW 3 Newscast .,-aired on 615103; and. Truck Danger on 
Worthington Mill Road) 
RE~ Public Open House.for-the Bucks County Regional Traffic /

7 Study (BCRTS), Submission of Concerns .............................................. .::> · 

P= ... 

\ 
~-
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ATTACHMENT I (continued) 
{~£~IF") 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 

below 
"' kL.; 

Exhibit.p 

'ff· 

Exhibif'1l : 
" t .. 

Exhibit AA 

Exhibit)3 

Exhibit J..4:/ 

5121107 letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Township Citizens 
Traffic Commission (3 pages total) r; 
RE: Traffic Safety Concerns on Lindenhur5t RD & Stoopville RD.-...•. ~-q 

5130107 letter from RRTS to State Reps. Steil & Petri, Nori-Chair 
Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, and Jerry 
Coyne (34 pages total) 
RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on Lindenhurst/ 

~~~r:~'.'.~. ~~:.~~~. ~:.~~~~~ -~~-~-i-~~~.'. ~~~~~- :.~~~-~~~~-~~~~ -~~~~~ ........ -~ 6 
9/19/07 Letter from RRTS to Jerry Coyne {26 pages total) 
RE: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study - June 2007 Draft ,,,,., 
Submission of Concerns I Recommendations for Changes .................. '2:>. .. 
9126107 Letter from RRTS to Upper Makefield Twp. Planning 
Commission Members (2 pages total). 
RE: HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE VETERANS 
CEMETERY DEAL; Request to limit speed on Stoopville RD where 8 () 
substandard distance exists between access points ............................................ . 

10/11 /07 Letter from RRTS to State Representatives Steil & Petri 
(6 pages total) . 
RE: Residents' outrage that the 5/30/Q7 Regional Traffic Planning 
Task Force meeting minutes are not ac?urate .................................... l~ 

Exhibit J.S 12/10/07 Letter from RRTS to Barry Seymour (65 pages total) . 

~;,,~:~!e::~~:r~::::;~~~-~-~~ -~~- -~~:.~.~.~~~~~ -~~-- ~~~~~~~~~ ........... _, !/. 
Exhibit A"1 

Exhibit J..f 

Exhibit)$ 

02/11/08 Letter from RRTS to Barry Seymour (10 pages total) 
RE: 10107 Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final Report (BCRTS) 

Reiterate the need·for a replacement CD-ROM that: 
1 ) ••. includes the 1108 Addendum to Final Report 
2) •. .is properly labeled so that it is clear that the DVRPC 5'0 

perfonned the BCRTS for the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force .... . U..O.. 

3/18/08 Letter from RRTS to Barry Seymour, Don Shanis & 
Jerry Coyne {54 pages total); 
SUBJECT: Mr. Seymour's 3/5/08 letter to RRTS 

~=~~~c~d~~~~% ~~~-i~~~-'. ~~~~~- ~~-~~~- .<~-~~~~~ ................ 1 J 
3/26/08 letter from RRTS to Greg Caiola & Ron Smith (40 pages total) 
RE: Draft Minutes for the 10/29/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task 
Force (RTPTF) Meeting; Request that at the 3131/08 RTPTF meeting, 
you ask the RTPTF NOT TO APPROVE the inaccurate statement in 
comment #4 ...................................................................................... q3 



..... ~. --· ............... _ .. _ -· -· ......... -. ~- -- ....... -..... ·-............. ~·---···-------------------...... --· ----..... - .... ·~··• ...... . 

continued 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 

below 

Exhibit J.. 'ft 

Exhibit,30 

Exhibit '!J/ 

ExhibitJ~ 

Exhibit 3~ 

3/26/08 Letter from RRTS to State Representatives Steil & Petri, 
Non- Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, 
Barry Seymour, Don Shanis, and Jerry Coyne (34 pages total) 
RE: 1) Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report dated 10/07 

2) January 2008 Addendum to the Bucks County Regional 1_ 
Traffic Study Report dated 10/07 .................................... ....... <Jf/J 

4/2/08 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Township Board of 
Supervisors (127 pages total) 
RE: RRTS Requests Regarding the Bucks County Regional Traffic IOI 
Study ............................................................................................ . 

7/29/08 Letter from RRTS to State Reps. Steil & Petri and Non-chair 
Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force ( /f{q pages · 
total) 

RE: :::~=~~~~~ c;:~~~~n~;~~~n;f. ~~:~. ~~~~~ -~~- ~~~ -~~~~~- .......... . J .fi.S . . 

7 /29/08 Letter from RRTS to State Reps. Steil & Pe~trind No . hair 
Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Fore ( ~ · p ges 
total) · . 
RE: Request that the RTPTF refrain from supporting actions that 

will lead to c_on~truction of four-lane highways and be . . '/ 
antithetical to traffic calming ................................................... JO. .. 

R.R.T.S.'s Bypassing the Bypass CD-ROM which was shown to the RTPTF 
and hand delivered to Rep~ Dave Steil on numerous occasions where delivery 
was documented; The CD-ROM consists of three vid~os titled Bypassing the 
Bypass, CBS/ KYW3 Newscast - 615103,. and Trock Danger on Worthington Mill 
Road. · 



ATTACHMENT II 
lf~JH'if) 

Inventory of other relevant RRTS letters/ testimony regarding 
regional traffic 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 
below 

Exhibit jJj 11/21/01 Letter from D. Richard Tonge; Treasurer, Newtown 
Grant Homeowners Association to Susanne McKeon, Chairperson 
of the Subcommittee for the TIP Update, BCPC (4 pages total) 

J-, RE: 2001 Transpo·rtation Improvement Program; Stoopvilfe J 
Road Rehabilitation Project ............................................................. ./J 

Exhibit 35 10/16/02 Letter ftoni RRTS to Honorable Charles Martin regarding 
Th~ Closed loop Traffic Signal Optimization Program Work. Program /.3 
Project and the Newtown Bypass (2 pages total) ............. : ...................... .J ... . 

Exhibit.J /J 2127103 letter from RRTS to Marcy Conti (10 pages total} 
RE: Traffic Danger on Lindenhurst, Stoopvme, & Worthington 

~~!r~~~::n~:n~~r;~r~;~:~~~ .:.~~~. ~~~~~~. :~~: ... ...................... .1 / t./ 
Exhibit37 3/13/03 Letter from RRTS to Representative Dave Steil regarding 

The Closed l:.oop Traffic Signal Optimization Program Work Program 
Project and the Newtown Bypass (4 pages total) ................................. ... ././.fo 

Exhibit3~ 6102103 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Twp. Board of 

~~~~:~~S!::i~:~~~~~greement ...................................................... I!. 8.. 
Exhibit 31 6/11/03 Letter from RRTS.to Newtown Twp. Board of Supervisors 

(3 pages total) • . • • • . / / fj 

Exhibit Y-b 
RE: Mclaughlin Subd1v1s1on ................................................................ ·: 

7123103 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Twp. Board of 
Supervisors (3 pages total) 
RE: July 21, 200~ Public Comments; 2003 LMT Comprehensive . ~ 
Master Plan Update .......................................................................... / .. :. 

Exhibit 11 8127103 Letter from RRTS to Newtown Twp. Board of Supervisors 
~~~~Q ,/ 
Re: 2003 Bucks County TIP, Stoopvifre Road ....................................... .J~'J. 

Exhibit '/)_. 9/15/03 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Twp. Board of 
Supervisors {4 pages total) 
Re: Bucks County TIP Projects: 

· (1) Implementation of Traffic Calming Measures on Lindenhurst RD 
(2) Stoopville RD Rehabilitation Project ................. .' ........................ J~ 1 

Exhibit "/3 9/17/03 Letter from RRTS to Richard Brahler; Senior Transportation 

~~~~~ri3B~-~~- ~~~z,~~1~~n~. -~-~~~'.~~'.~~ -~~- :.~.~~~- :~~~~~- ...................... ti.:?. I. 

/b/ 37;z., 
I -



ATTACHMENT II continued 
tp~e.J.~·I/ 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 

below 

Exhibit l/'{ 9130/03 Letter from RRTS to Lower Makefield Twp. Board of 
Supervisors (2 pages total) 

Exhibit"' 

RE: Draft of Lower Makefield Township Comprehensive Master Plan 
Update, 2003 .................................................................................. J~ .. . 
10/9/03 RRTS Oral Testimony given and submitted in writing 
at the Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program 
Public Meeting (11 pages total) 
Project Name(s):(1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming· 

· 2) Stoopville RD/ Worthington Mill RD / ~l/ 
Tra:ffiq_C:._alm_iJ)Q .................................................. .. 

Exhibit 1 /, 10/9/03 RR!S Writte~ Testimony Submission-at ~e Bucks County 
Transportation Improvement Program Public Meeting (34 pages total) 
Project Names: (1) Lindenhurst Roac;I Traffic Calming 

(submi~ by Lower Makefield as th~ #1 priority 
and by RRTS) 

2) Stoopville RD/ Worthington Mill RD 
Traffic Calming . · .3 '1 
(submitted by RRTS) ............................................. . f ... . 

Exhibit tf'f 1019103 D. Richard Tonge Oral Testimony given and submitted in writing 
at the Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program · 

-- . - ~ ·~,:~ _;~~~:~t~~:;J!~~f;;~~~~~T!~~~-.S~"Q~PldU~J3Q"~9iR~b.~J>il.l~ijQi),_,!_, •.. J y I -·-------------· -·--·----····· .... ·-·- ....... . 

Exhibit '/8 10/14/03 Letter from RRTS to Anita Everhard, Executive Secretary 
For the State Transportation Comll)ission "cs pages total} 
RE: Project Names:(1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 

(Bucks County TIP appiication submitted by 
Lower Makefield township as the #1 priority 
and by RRTS) 

(2) Stoopville RD/ Worthington Mill RD 
Traffic Calming 

c:~~T~l~~~.:.1.~~~~1•1~~-~-~-~~~'.~ ••••. ••••••••••.•. l1.tf 
Exhibit '/'f 10121/03 Letter from RRTS to Lynn Bush and Charles Mcilhinney 

. (Solicitor, Bucks County Planning Commission Board} - 1 page total 
RE: Project Names:(1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 

(BuCks Counfy TIP applicatrotfsutimitted by 
Lower Makefield Township as the #1 priority 
and by RRTS) 

(2) Stoopville RD/ Worthington Mill RD 
Traffic Calming 

<~;~~T~~.~~~:.·.~-~~~-1.i~~-~~-~~-~~'.~.~- ......... ······. /.':/$. 



------~--------.· ... -· .• 

_,_..._.. ............. ···-··-··-·-· , ___ ,___ ·- - ... . 
··-----·-·-----·------ ·------~------· . , .. - ····· ·-~ -··· -· -·· .. _,...._,~ -······ - -----···---- .. ···- -

ATTACHMENT II continued 
{p~.J()fl/ 

Letter description 

View cover 
fetter on pg. # 

below 

Exhibit S"fJ 10/21/03 L.etter from RRTS to Robert Grunmeier (Bucks County Planning 
Commission Board Chair) and BCPC Board members Suzanne McKean and 
Darrin Hoffman - 2 pages total . 
RE: Project Names:(1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 

(B_ucks County TIP application submitted by 
Lower Makefield Township as the #1 priority 
and by RRTS) 

(2} Stoopville RD/ Worthington Mill RD 
Traffic Calming· 
(Bucks· County TIP application submitted t/h 
by RRTS) .......................................................... / .. . 

Exhibit 5' I 2106104 Letter from RRTS to State RepresentatiVe Steil 
RE: Regional Traffic Problems 

• Request to reject the Stoopville RD Rehabilitation 
Project 

NEAR MISSES/ ROAD RAGE caused by the ltj~ 
mismanagement of minor residential collector roads ............... L .. . 

• 

Exhibit£~ 4123104 Letter from RRTS to State Repres_entative Steii and Gary 
Hoffman (Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration)- 26 pages 
total 
RE: Written Comment Submission for the Regional Traffic . ts: 
Meeting held at Bucks County Community College on 4122104 ......... _ ........ ~ 

ExhibitS'.3 4/28/04 Letter from RRTS to State Representative Steil and Gary 
Hoffman (Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration)-1 page 
total 
RE: Written Comment Submission for the Regional Traffic 
Meeting held at Bucks County Community College on 4122104. .. . . . .. . . //; 0 

Exhibit Sf 06/03/04 RRTS Oral Testimony given and submitted in writing 
for the Draft DVRPC FY 2005 Transportation Improvement Program 
( 16 pages total) 
Project Name:~ Stoopvi//e Road Rehabilitation (FY 2005 TIP 
project submitted by Newtown Township) ................................. _. 

Exhibit 5~ 06/03/04 RRTS Written Testimony for the Draft DVRPC FY 2005 
· Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), submitted to the Delaware 

Valley Regional Planning Commission (67pages total) 
Project Name: Stoopville Road Rehabilitation (FY 2005 TIP 
project submitted by Newtown Township) .................. : ............... . 

/bl 

Exhibit 5 b 811 Bios RRTS Oral Testimony at the State Transportation Commission 
Public Hearing - 2007 Transportation Program (24 pages total) 

-f £f '?J . Project Name: Stoopville Road Rehabilitation .... _ ......................... ....... .1.b 1 

L..____ 



- ATTACHMENT II (continued} 

Cp~~l/~'I) 

Letter description 

View cover 
letter on pg. # 

below 

Exhibit 519122105 RRTS State Transportation Commission Written Testimony 
Submission (66 pages total) 
Project Name: Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation 
(FY2007 TIP Project submitted by Newtown Twp.) .................................... .. ./.1.,_ 

Exhibit 58 9123105 letter from RRTS to Lyn~ Bush (3 pages total) 7, 
RE: Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program (BCTIP) ...... I. .. 8.. .. 

Exhibit 5~ 10/20/05 RRTS Oral Testimony given at the Bucks County Planning 
Commission Public Meeting - FY2007 Transportation 
Improvement Program. Hard copy submitted to the Bucks County 
Pla~ning Comi:nission (4} pages total) . . • I 7 q 
Pro1ect Name. StoopVIlle Road Rehab1/1tat1on .... ; ............................. . 

Exhibit ~O 10/20/05 RRTS Written Testim.ony for the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). submitted .to the Bucks County 

Exhibit'/ 

Pla~ning Commission (7~ pages total) . . • · I? ,3 
Pro1ect Name: Stoopwlle Road Rehab1/itat10n ................................ .. . 

10/24/05 letter from RRTS to Lynn Bush (1 page plus 11 
copies of RRTS's oral testimony to be distributed to Bucks County 
Planning Commission Board members)· · 
RE: Oral and written testimony opposing the Stoopville RD 
Rehabilitation Project offered at the 10/20/05 Bucks County 
Planning Commission TIP public ~eeting .................................... .I?.. 'I 

<J;'!'t 
~ 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

State Representative David Steil 

PO Box 285 . 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucksoa@AAl.com 

Chairtnan, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

. Mr. Steve Santarsiero 
Chairman, Southeastern Buck! League of Municipalities/ 
Lower Makefield Towns.h.lp Supervisor 
1100 Edgewood Road 
Yardley, PA 19067 

July 20, 2004 

RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Forttl Southeastern.Bucks League of Municipalities; 
Reque8t for separate meeting dates and form.al minutes 

Dear Representative Steil and Mr. Santarsiero, 

I am writing you as president of a regional citizens~ group representing well in excess of 8,000 
residents from five townships. We respectfully ask that you respond to the following requests in 
writing by July 28, 2004. . 

REQUEST TO SCHEDULE YOUR REGIONAL MEETINGS ON SEPARATE DATES 

Our members are extremely interested in regularly attending the regional meeti,ngs each of you 
currently chair. Unfortunately, Representative Steil, you chose to schedule this month's task 
f01.CC meeting on the same date as the Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities meeting that 
had already been set, despite my mentioning the conflict wh~ you were-setting your meeting 
schedule at the first task force meeting. As a reslJ}t, residents can only attend one of the meetings. 
While it may not seem important to you, Representative Steil, tb,at residents be afforded the 
oppOrtanity to attend both meetings, I can assme you.that ids important to residents. 

We are formally requesting that each of you communicate regarding your regional meeting 
schedules and schedule your meetings on separate dates. 

REQUEST THAT FORMAL MEETING MINUTES BE TAKEN AT THESE REGIONAL 
MEETINGS 

We are also requesting that formal meeting minutes be taken at any and. all meetings of 
these regional groups. 

The Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities has agreed that minute-taking will be the 
responsibility of the hosting township/borough as the meetings rotate from one to the next 

' ' 
-\ 
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·-----~-''""-_.._ .... ____ _._ 

. Representative Steil, we were shocked by your statciJ:;tent at the first task ~orce meeting that, 
"Decisions are important. How we got there, not important. Decisions we make are important 
and I will document these." Despite RRTS 's objections and recommendation that minute-taking 
be rotated between townshlpslboro~ you stuck by your decision that no minutes would be 
taken. Incredulously, none of the elected officials participating on the task force opposed your 
decisi I on. 

While technically you are not required by law to take minutes in this forum, it is not in the 
region's best interest that there be no formal minutes. In: the absence of min~ the govenring 
bodies who will review the task force's recommendations for approval, '\\'ill have no $.oice but to 
"rubber stamp" the recommendations. Likewise, residents will be kept in the dmk What do you 
have to hide? 

Given the nature of the agenda for the 7 /29/04 meeting, we implore you to have formal minute
taking commence on this date. As per your 7 /15/04 letter, "Representatives of several quarries 
will attend am:/, therefore. our entire agendi:z will be devoted to information gathering regarding 
quarry operations and their impact on our roadways. This will be vital basic infonnation 
necessary far us to begin a review of traffic pa_ttems and routes in our next meeting. The fannat 
will be entiT:ly question and answer." 

Again, we respectfully ask that each of you respond in writing by 7 /28/04. Iii the interest of time, 
I will fax this letter to your respective offices this afternoon. I would appreci~te if you would 
send your responses tO the above mailing address, as well as, fax me at 215 504- 0757. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

CC: Unites States Congr~ James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell · 
Secretary ofTransportation, Allen Biehler 
State Transportation Commimon 
Deputy SecretmY of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffinan 
State Senator, Joe Conti 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representativ~· Scott Petri 
Bucks County Commissioner, Charles Martin 
Bucks County Commissioner; ~~hael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
:Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Miller 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
DVRPCBoard 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Andrew Warren, PENNDOT District Administrator 
Regional Transportation Committee 



~--- ~:~=~;:::c;~:-.::::-- -- ---· -· ------- ---·--- --·------.. -~-------··-·-·-·-·--· ---
Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
Members of the Southeastern. Bucks League of Municipalities 
Council Rock School Board President, Susan VicedOmini 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Timothy Kirby r 

Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky 
Pennsbury School Superinterident, Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
CBS KYW Channel 3 · 
Courier Times 

. Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer· 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940_ 
RRTSbu~l.com 

Mr. Gary Hoffman, P.E. 
Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Keystone Building 
400 North St., 8111 Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17"120-0p95 

July 22, 2004 

RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Dear Mr. Hoffman, 

The attached 7 /20/04 letter from RRTS to Representative Steil and Mr. Santarsiero 
describes how Representative Steil is conducting the meetings of the Regional Traffic 

· Planning Task Force. We are extremely concerned that the quarry personnel attending 
the next task force meeting will be well-choreographed, as were the task force members . 
at the first meeting held in June.* 

Would it be possible for you to attend the July 291h meeting or send an impartial 
PennDOT Harrisburg representative who can objectively participate in these 
discussions? The agenda will be a question and answer period with quarry personnel 
as outlined in the attached letter. As RepresentatiVe Steil stated, "vital basic information• 
will be discussed. 

Representative Steil's decision that there be no formal minutes taken at task force 
·· meetings, raises ~rious questions. 

We thank you for your continued support on this matter. 

_ _,;<.->1 -----

* The next task force meeting will be held on Thursday, July 29, 2004 at 7:30 PM at the 
Upper Makefield Township building-1076 Eagle Rd., Newtown, PA 18940. 

CC: Honorable Allen Biehler 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents fur Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aoJ.com 

State Representative David Steil 
2 North State St . 

/ 

Newtown, PA-18940 

September 29, 2004 

RE: Request to include 1,7 page document as part of the public record at the 
9/29/04 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Dear :Repiesentative s·teil, 

} We respectfully request that this 17 page· document be included as part of the public r~rd and ., 
formal minutes for tonight's meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force. Below is a 
description of what is contained in this document 

CONTENTS: 

Page# (s) 

1-2 

3 

4 :..9 

10 

11-17 

Thank you. 

Description 

Memo requesting inclusion of document as p~ of the publi.c record/ minutes 

Traffic Flow Map: Heavy Commercial Trucks to I-95 
-Miles of travel comparison from the Swamp Rd. qururles to the Newtown 
Bypass 

-Access point cqmparison 

Segments from a transcript made by RRTS. Inc. (taken from a video of the 
8-19-04 Task Force meeting) 

FY2005 TIP project application submitted by Newtown Twp., entitled 
STOOPVILLE ROAD REHAB1LITATION -

Excerpts from the June, 1988 study conducted by the DVRPC entitled, 
NEWTOWN TOWNSIDP TRAFFIC STUDY. 

-Includes title page and pages# 3, 61 (map of the Northern Bypass 
SCenario), 64, 74, 81, and 87 
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CC: State Representative Scott Petri 

Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
Boards of Supervisors of Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown. Wrightstown, and 

Northampton Townships. 
Borough Cotmcils of Yardley and Newtown Boroughs 
Governor Ed Rell.dell 
Secretary of Transportation. Allen Biehl er 
State Transportation Commission 
Deputy Setretazy of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffinan 
State Senator;Joe Conti 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
Bucks County Commissioner, Charles Martin . 
Bucks C'ounty Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Miller 

· Executive Directe>r/DVRPC, John Coscia 
DVRPCBoard 
Regional Transportation Committee 
Regional Citizens Committee 
Conncil Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini 
CoU11cil Rock School Superintendent, 'i'imothy Kif&)- )(arfe.. Kl tU;, 

. Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky 
Pennsbury School Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Yardley News 

·Advance 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
CBS KYW Channel 3 

/ 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

. RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

State Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

November 12, 2004 

RE: Request to show CD-ROM at the November 29, 2004 meeting of the 
Regional Traffic Plannf ng Task Force 

Dear Representative Steil, 

'vVe respectfulfy request permission to show our CD-ROM, Bypassing the Bypass, at the 
11/29/04 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF). · 

We have shown this 3 minute long video in several public forums induding the State 
Transportation Commission public hearing for the 2005 Twelve Year Transpo~on 
Program, the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DvRPC) public hearing 
for the FY2005 draft TIP, and the June, 2004· DVRPC Board meeting where final 
approval was giVen to the FY2005 TIP. Without exceptton, viewers praised 1he 
effectiveness of the video and were afarmed by the high volume of commerqal traffic 
t~ming off the Newtown Bypass onto Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of a residential route 
comprised of Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads~ Our picture is worth a · 
thousand words. 

This video will help the RTPTF understand why our organization vehemently opposes 
the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project which Newtown Township has put on th~ table 
for consideration. This project calls for the widening and straightening of stoopville 
Road, which wm·enabfe traffic to travel at even.greater sp~s and encourage higher 
volumes of trucks to use the residential route rather than. our four-tane, limited- access 
Newtown Bypass. The project also calls for reatig'n'ment of the ~tsection at.StobpVille 
c,nd Washington Crossing Ro9ds, a giant ·step teward eonstnictiori Of a •northern 
bypass" that is sure to escalate the danger to residents and travelers. 

The correlation between the SfoopvilJe Road RehabilitatiPn Project arid the "northern 
bypass• can be seen· in Attachment I~ a fetter dated 9/29/()4 that was submitt~ into 
public record at the 9)29/04 RTPTF meeting.· Page 10 Of.. the Attachfr>~rrt iS th~.~ 
Township FY2005 TIP project application for St0opw11e Road RehabHitation. -Pages 11- ' 
17 of the Attachment are excerpts frOin the NEWTOWN TOWNSHIP 'TRAFFIC StuDY. 
a June 1988 study conducted by the DVRPC. The excerpt ori page.1Efofthe. 
Attachment states this about the StoopviHe Road/ Washington Cro5sing Road· 
Realignment, "To affect a northern bypass via StoopviUe Road, it is vital to realign . 
this intersection." This study concluded that the •northern bypass· scenario was not 
l'ie answer to the region's traffic woes~ . ~" _ • J 1jI3r 

<ii.!fB; cl.h j M .7-
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Northampton and Newtown Townships have recently passed ordinances to permanently 
restrict commercial traffic on roads where trucks posed serious danger to residents and 
travelers. We applaud their understanding of the dangers and their SWift action. We 
have every expectation that you will afford us the opportunity to show the Task Force the 
dangers that currently exist on Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads as a 
result of truck traffic bypassing the Bypass. ·We are hopeful that the Task Force will then 
tmderstand the serious consequences to public safety, if they choose to recommend the 
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project. · 

VVe would appreciate a written response to our request to show our CD-ROM by 
Noverriber 19, 2004. 

Thank you for your con~ideration. 

Very truly yours, 

£~ Susan Herman . 
President 

. l)n/t~ 51-aflkj &/!firtlSSmtzr> J :fd.mas (J;.,,..aMr..vtJt?d-
CC; State Representative Scott Petri . 
· Members of. the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force . 

Boards of Supervisors of LOY{el'. Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, 
Wrightstown & Northampton Twps. 

· Borough Councils of Yardley arid Newtown 
Governor Ed Rendell 
Secrefal"Y of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
State Transportation Commission 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman 
State Senator, Joe Conti 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
Bucks County CommissiOner, Chart~s Martin 
Bucks. County Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
BuCks Counfy Commissioner, Sand~J\Ailfer · 
~ecutive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
DVRPC Board. 
Regional Transportation Committee ·· 
Regional Citizens Committee 
Council Rocle SdlOol Board President, Susan Vtcedomini 
C9uncl(kock Sch~ Superirrl.~ndeOt, +imothy ~~y ~ ~ 
Pennsbury Sch09l ~oard P(l3sident, Linda Paisley · 
Pennsbury School Su?erintend~rit. Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Memb¢~hip. {mas$ &-mail) 
Bucks Counfy Courier Times · 
Yardley News ~/ 8 ~~~::hia Inquirer .~7 j 31,J-. 

1'l 131 (T(- -
CBS ~Channel 3 - • . ~ 
;; '- . . . Le::ttar dttf'<:L ql.~.el/pq; t£,avR.Sf- * 111~vtlt- 1'1 ~ 

Atta<:.(Jme.nr.s . ~WmtZnf" t?.:S dJ.ffiil!J.L_f'..J.bilC. r~Bt?r4f!rmtl-/ m111tJttt~ a_-f 
rP:{~.Pj '-f1v;_ it/M/ot/ 12 rf'rF mql!.:h'}!J 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucksoa@aol.com 

State Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 . 

November18,2004 

RE: Request to show CD-ROM at the November 29, 2004 meeting of the 
· Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Dear Representative Steil, 

Thank you for pfacing my request to show the RRTS CD-ROM, Bvoassing the 
Bypassing, on the agenda for the 11/29/04 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
meeting . 

. I.anticipate.that the Task Force will approve this request and plan to ask them for 
permission to show the 3 minute CD-ROM immediately following their decision. I 
respectfully request that this be placed early in the agenda, so that the information. 
contained in the video can be considered during the meeting. 

I will ask Lower Makefield Township to set the equipment up for showing th~ video, as 
they have kindl}t done so in the past wh~n we showed the video at a Lower Makefield 
Township Board of Supervisors meeting. 

CC: U.S. Congressman, James Greenwood 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Members of the Regional Traffic Plaming Task Force 
Boards of Supervisors of Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, 

Wrightstown & Northampton Twps. 
Borough Councils of Yardley and Newtown 
GOvemor Ed Rendell 
Seaetary of Transportation, Allen Biehf er 
State Transportation Commission 
Deputy Secretary of Hig~ Adm~r:!!~qn, Gary Hoffman 
State Senator, Joe Conti · · · ,_ · 

cJ..2/~'lcJ-~ 



State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
Bucks County Commissioner, Charles Martin 
Bucks County Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Miller 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
DVRPCBo~ 
Regional Transportation Committee 

. Regional Citizens Committee 
Council Rock Schoof Board President,· Susan Vicedomini 
Council Rock Schoof Superintendent, Mark Klein 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky 
Pennsbury Schoot Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzol9 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
Bucks County Courier Times 
YardfeyN~s 
Advance 
Philadelphia Inquirer· 
CBS KYW Channel 3 

-------·-··--··-·"··--·· .... 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Mr. Bill Laubach 
PENN DOT 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com. 

Bur~au of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
400 North Street, 6fh Floor . · 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0064 

December 24, 2004 

RE: Draft Scope of Work for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Stuc:tv; 
Comments submitted by Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Laubach, 

We are grateful for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft. Scope of Work 
for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. Below please find our ·comments listed by 
section from the Draft Scope of Work that Representative Steil sent RRTS (draft 

~-- inclu(jed the revisions requested by "Task Force" members at the 11/29/04 meeting). 
-~ 

,J 1.2 - Coordination and Project Meetings 

Please add these three (3) stakeholders: 

• Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 
• Citizens living along Worthington Mill, Stoopville, Lindenhurst, and 

Wrightstown Roads (Collector roads, with in excess of 8,000 
residents liying along them, that are impacted by heavy truck traffic.) 

• Homeowners Associations for developments along routes impacted by heavy 
truck traffic 

( eg., Rosefield Home Assoc., Eagleton Farms Homeowners Assoc., Penns 
Preserve Ho~eowners Assoc., Newtown Grant Homeowner Assoc., etc.) 

1.3 ~ Gather Data and Information from Quarries 

Please add this statement: 

RRTS and lc>cal stakeholders respectfully request that the consultant determine where the 
aggregate is going. Accurate inf onnation is required to assess the feasibility of using rail to haul 
this stone. 

:3o/3ftJ-
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1.4 - Identify Key Roadways within Region and Collect Data 

Please add. these statements: 

The position ofRRTS and local stakeholders is that the data in PENNOOT's Feb. 2000 
Ne:wtown!Lower Makefield Twp. Truck Restriction. Study.is_skew.ed_.The. 30±-_~weigbL . 

.. restriction of Swamp Road and the failure to synchronize lights on the Newtown Bypass resulted 
in high volumes of traffic habitually using Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads 
as a cut-through that literally ,,,ypassed the Bypiss". Now that Swamp Road has been opened 
without weight restrictions (mid Dec. 2004) and. the Bypass lights are so0n to be synchronized 
(expected end Jan. 2005),. it will take time for truckers, as well as passenger car operators, to 
break the habit of using the Worthington Milli Stoopville/ Lindenhurst Road route and switch to 
using the Newtown Bypass. RRTS. and local stakeholders living along Worthington Mill, 
Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads ask for up-to- date and accUrate data. In addition, it is . 
requested that the consultant estimate the impact of the new development that bas occurred 
along Stoopville Road· siiice the Feb. 2000 study and any additional development that may occur 
along this road It is requested that data collection occur in April/May so as to assure that the 
report will accurately reflect the combined impact of school traffic with the high construction 
season (Note that Stoopville Rd will be closed for~ period of time during the 2005 construction season so Toll 
Brothers can realign the road adjacent to the McLaughlin Tract.) 

It is common knowledge that quany owners/truckers are "tipped off" regarding the dates and 
10cations of field traffic audits and, as a result, choose alternate routes of travel that can "skew" 
study results. How cart this be avoided? · 

Please add this list of studies supplied by RRTS: 

Note: RRTS has supplied the following studies for use by the consultant: 

• Worthington Mill Road Studies:· 

Weight, Size & Load Res'trictions Engineering & .Traffic Study"* 
(Prepared for PENNDoT District 6 by Traffic Planning & Design, Inc., Oct 14, 2~June 4, 
2003) 

Weight, Size & Load Restrictions Engineering & Traffic Study* 
(Prepared for PENNDOT District 6 by Traffic Planning & Design, Inc., Oct 14, 2002) 

• Swamp Road Studies: 

- Swamp Road Engineering Study* (by Urban Engineers, May 2002. Please note that a 
Citizens Advisory Committee, CAC, was formed and 
participated in this study.) 

Draft Copy Engineering Study for Safety Improvements to Swamp Road 
(by Pickering, Corts & Summerson; !Ac., Sept .. 1995) 

. ":31 / 31'9- 'J 
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• Newtown/Lower Makefield Township Truck Restriction Study (by PENNDOT, Feb; 2000) 

• Newtown Township Traffic Study (by Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission, 
DVRPC, June 1988) 

* Appendices NOT included 

1.5- Weight, Size, and Load Restriction Studies for Key Roadways 

Please add the changes shown in red ink: 

In the past, weight, size, and load restriction studies were completed by a consultant to 
PENNDOT Engineering District 6-0 for the following roadways: 

• Worthington Mill Road (SR 2081); Wrightstown Township 
• Swamp Road (SR 2036); Newtown Township 
• Swamp Road (SR 2036); Wrightstown and Newtown Townships 
• Lindenhurst Road (SR 2069); Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield and Newtown 

Townships 
• Stoopville Road (SR 2028); Lower Makefiel~ Upper Makefield, Wrightstown and 

Newtown Townships 
"' • Durham Road (SR 0413); Newtown Township and WrightstoW11 Townshi~ . 
,.-<;_0 Newtown B~s (SR 0332); Newtown and Lower Mak:field Townships 
--Ji r Newtown-Richooro Road (SR 0332); Newtown Township 

• ·· Route 232 froin Richboro to Swamp Road 
• SR208l(WrightstownRoad) from SR 0413 to SR 0532 
• Route 332 Extension from SR 2049 to SR 0032 (Lower Makefield Township and 

Yardley Borough) 

.6 - Swamp Road Traffic Engineering Study 

Please add this statement: 

RTS requests that the consultant study the feasibility of moving the entrance of the Bucks 
ounty Community College so that it takes access from Tyler State Park, a viable option given 
at both the college and the park land were donated by the Tyler family. A September 24, 1999 
tter from Robert Larason (Newtown Township engineer) to Cornell Hopkins (Newtown 
)wnship Manager) States, "On Wednesday, September 2~ 1999, I attended a meeting.With 
~presentative Dave Steil at the office of Better Materials Quarry ... They [president of Better 
aterials QuarryJ suggested one solution may be to relocate both eollege entrances so that the 
Hege takes access from the Tyler State Park entrance at the sigrialized intersection ... this seems 
:e an excellent idea and Dave [Steil] indicated he would pursue this." 

~3/'/,;L 
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Please add the changes shown in red ink: 

Conduct a traffic engineering study of the following key roadways where there is heavy 
truck traffic: 

• Newtown Bypass between 1·95 and Swamp Road 
• Lindenhurst Road (SR 2069) in Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield and Newtown 

Townships 
• Stoopville Road (SR 2028) in Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Wrightsto~ and 

Newtown Townships 
• Durham Road (SR 0413) between Newtown Bypass and PA 232 
• Second Street Pike (SR 0232) between Swamp Road and PA 413 
• W e>rthington Mill Road (SR 208) between Swamp Road and PA 413 

Please add this statement: 

RRTS and local stakeholders are concerned about the safecy of residents and their children along 
the "residential route" comprised of Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads. More 
than 800 industrial trucks/day travel these roads. The "residential route" is 9.7 miles long and 
has 155 access points (most residential driveways). There is in excess of7,000 residents living 
along it. On Worthington Mill Road alone, school buses stop an average of 40 times per day in 
the travel lane.to pick up and discharge children. The inappropriate mix of truck traffic with 
school buses, school bus stops, pedestrians and bicyclists has resulted in numerous rep0rted near 
misses between industrial truck$ and school buses/ school children. (See Exhibit I, 2/6/04 letter 
from RRTS to Representative Steil~) 

Please expand this sentence with the wording shown in red ink: 

Review crash history, geometric features, traffic operations, and other factors, such as 
whether the traffic on the roads travels in a ma.liner consistent with the adjacent land use. 

1.8 - Traffic Calming Feasibility' Stiidy 

Please add these statements regarding traffic calming measures: . 

At the 9/23/04 Pennsbury School Board meetin~ local stakeholders apprised the Board of the 
need for traffic calming at the intersection of Lindenhurst Road and Trowbridge Drive (bus stop 
location) and asked the school district to initiate a written request to Representative Steil that a 
Pennsbury School District representative be part of the ''Task Force" . 

.33/ S7~ 
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At the 11n 104 Newtown Township Board of Supervisors meeting, the Supervisors asked the 
Township Manager to develop an engineered plan for traffic calming for Stooj>ville Road 
At the 1on104 and 10121/04 Council Rock School Board meetings, local stakeholders implored 

. the Board to go on record in support of traffic calming for Stoopv!lle Road and asked the school 
district to initiate a written request to Representative Steil that a Council Rock School District 
representative be part of the ''Task Force". On 9121/04 the Rosefie1d Home Association passed a 
resolution.imploring Newtown.Township. to.implement.traffic. calming measures~on.Stoopville 
ROad on a high priority basis (Exhibit II). On 7/9/03 the Eagleton Farms Homeowners 
AiSociation pa5Sed a similar resolution (Exhibit N, page 20). 

RRTS submitted two (2) FY2005 TIP applications requesting traffic calming measures to 
address the truck issues. The applications were for Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming and 
Stoopvi//e RD/Worthington Mill RD Traffic Calming.* The DVRPC Regiorial Citizens 
Committee (RCC) passed a resolution urging PENNDOT to consider traffic calming for 
Stoopville Road and included it in comments on the Draft FY2005 TIP (Exhibit V)'. 

Upper Makefield Township is considering traffic calming measures for Wrightstown Road 

Please add these statements regarding the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project: 

Locaf stakeholders and RRTS request that the col1Sultant and PENNDOT review and comment 
on the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project currently being considered by Newtown Township 

"' (Exhibit VI). _This project was ~ot place? on the FY2005 TIP because of strong oppositio:r_i from 
~-: RRTS (Ex1nb1t VII, 67-page wntten testimony to the DVRPC), L.ower Makefield Township 
_J< ~\pages #34-37 of Exhibit VII, letters to Representative Steil and the Executive Director of the 

DVRPC), and the RCC (Exhibit V and Exhibit VITI, RCC 's TIP Rebuttal). 

The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project calls for realignment of the intersection at 
Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads. Page #79 of the 1988 Newtown Township Traffic 
&1!f!x states. ''To affect a northern bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign this 
intersection." It is the position ofRRTS and local stakeholders that a northern bypass along this 
heavily developed residential route would be against the best interest of the safety of the 
citizenry at large. · 

Sonie individuals maintain that traffic builds up excessive speed when traveling west on Route 
532 to this intersection and then north onto Stoopville Road If this- is the case, RRTS's position 
is that the intersection should be signalized in its current configuration and traffic calming 
measures should be placed on Stoopville Road in the vicinity of the inte~on. 

* See Exhibits ill and IV. Exhibit ill is a 10121/03 Iette:rfrom RRTS to members of the Bucks County 
Planning Commission Board. Ex:lu"bit IV is a 34- page written testimony submitted by RRTS to the Bucks 
County Planning Commission Board. 

.8¥ /37~--
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The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project also calIS!or Wfderung and-straightening-the-road (in----· . ___ ,,_ . __ 
direct opposition to the traffic calming needed), which will encourage traffic to travel at even 
greater speeds and result in an even higher volume of trucks choosing to use Stoopville Road 
rather than the Newtown Bypass. It is the position of RRTS and local stakeholders that the lane 
width of Stoopville Rd should remain at the current eleven (11) foot width* and that all curves, 
except the two (2) already being addressed by Toll Brothers at the McLaughlin Tract, should 
remain as is. The curves serve as traffic calming. · 

Northampton and Newtown Townships recently passed ordinances to permanently restrict 
commercial traffic on Sackettsford and Wrights Roads respectively, roads where trucks posed 
serious danger to residents. RRTS and local stakeholders ask the consultant and PENNDOT to 
give the more than 7,000 residents who live along Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst 
Roads the same consideration, by rejecting the concept of the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation 
Project once and for all. 

Please add this statement regarding "Jake Brakes": 

RRTS and local stakeholders request that the consultant determine where ''No Jake Brake" zones 
are recommended There is real and extended sleep deprivation going on along the Worthington 
Mill/ Stoopville/ Lindenhurst Road residential route. 

Please· add these statements ·regarding alternatives for traffic planning in our region: 

RRTS and local stakeholders ask the consultant to review alternatives for traffic planning in our 
region by talking to key appropriate parties such as: out- of- state partners (DOT New Jersey), 
railroad carriers, sources of funding (federal and otherwise), etc. 

We request that PENNDOT and the Federal government conduct an objective study of the 
feasibility of using rail to haul stone. We believe studies have already shown, and the railroads 
have already acknowledged, that sufficient ·volume of traffic exists between set points to make 
hauling stone by rail profitable. In February 2004, residents met with representatives of the 'New 
Hope & Ivyland Railroad, Winchester & Western Railroad, and CSX Transportation as per the 
2/10/04 letter from Worthington Mill Road Residents (Exhibit VIII, page 4). It was common · 
knowledge that the movement of stone to South Jersey and the backhauling of sand to Central 
Bucks is a· major portion of the quarries' business. Better Materials Quany looked into this 
option years ago when fuel prices were lower and stone prices were higher. All present indicated 
the current economic climate would make the rail movement of stone and back hauling of sand 
profitable. (See Exhibit IX, a Sept. 2002 article featuring a Short Line Railroad that is currently 
doing this.) 

*Note that the 2002 Swamp Road Engineering StuG[y recommended an eleven (11) foot lane width for 
arterial highway Swamp Road, a road with four ( 4) quarries located on it that becomes the Newtown 
B)ipass (a four-lane, limited access, divided hlghwa2 just 3.5 miles south of the quarries . 
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The RCC passed a resolution urging the DVRPC to encourage rail carriers to submit a proposal 
for moving the aggregate by rail. and included it in comments for the Draft FY2005 TIP 
(Exlnoit V) and the subsequent RCC TIP Rebuttal (Exhibit VIII). 

Note that the 10/6/04 Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors meeting minutes state, 
"Mr. Santarsiero [supervisor] stated he would like the Board to request that PaDOT and the 
Federal Department of Transportation undertake sueh a study to consider alternate means· of 
transportation [for aggrega~] such as railroad lines. Mr. Santarsiero moved and Mrs. Godshalk 
seconded to authorize sending a letter in support by the Township for a rail study as 
discuSsed ... Motion carried tmatrimously." (See Exhibit X) 

Attached, for your convenience, is a copy of the Draft Scope of Work with RRTS's 
requested changes inserted in red ink. If you have any questions or need clarification 
on points made, please feeJ free to call me at 215 504-9670. · 

We would greatly appreciate it if you would provide us with a copy of the final Scope of 
Work, once you have evaluated. all comment submissions. 

Thank you for considering our input. 

CC: Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehfer 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffmarfk 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
Rosefield Home Association 
Eag{eton Farms Homeow.ners Association 
Penns Preserve Homeowners Association 
Newtown Grant Homeowner Association 
CBS KYW Channel 3 
Courier Times 
Advance 
Yardley News 
Ph if a def phia Inquirer 

Trenton.Times S~ !3 rtcJ..,. J.7~i9 
~ Trentonian ~ 'l 1 c _.. /' 
,/-~ 

"-i ' · fLi 1. ~llf- tJf ~ftltl-t'us.-/rdm ~.s M ~H/!r·;ll£ 1n s~-\ tt/ tJI:. '11-z~ 
~ /U--tY. · p~ ?"( 3' (~ r~ui4'f_.,; tUMmtbJ~. 
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Mr. Bill Laubach 
PENNDOT 

R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@,aol.com 

Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
400 North Street, 6th Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0064 

March 4, 2005 

RE: Comment Submission by RRTS 
· Scope of Work: Bucks CountvRegfonal Traffic Stucty(dated 2128/05) 

Dear Mr. Laubach, 

, .. 

Below please find our comments listed by section. Thank you for giving these your 
consideration. 

• SECTION 1.4; Page 3, par.2: 

Please add: "Review documented, reported near-miss quarry and heavy truck 
crash experiences that stakeholders are concerned about: 

(See Exhibit I: '2/6/04 letter from Susan Herman to Representative Steil 
RE: Regional Traffic Problems} 

• SECTION 1.4; Page 3, par.3, sentence 2: 

Please change: 

From: " ... [e.g., due to the ... and the recent reopening of Swamp Road].• 

To: " ... [e.g., due to the ... and the recent reopening of Swamp Road with no 
. weight restrictions]. " 

• SECTION 1.4; 

Please add: 

"Synchronization of the Newtown Bypass lights will take place concurrently with ~ 

fue Regional Traffic <Audy. Th~: ;:ot ~~ 7 ~:ed when data coll~n~/n <f 
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oceurs. If deemed necessary, the consultant will go back after synchronization is 
achieved and assess the impact it has." 

• SECTION 1.8; page 6, par. 1, sentence 3: 

Thank you for revising the verbage in this sentence as I requested at the 
J.anuary 20, 2005 Task Force meeting. The sentence now reads, •Also, some 
local residents and RR.TS. have requested municipal, county, regional, and 
State consideration of traffic calming measures on Stoopville, Worthington Mill; 
and Lindenhurst Roads." 

r expect that some Task Force members may ask you to return to the previous 
verbage in the Revised Draft Scope of Work. which stated, "Also, some local 
residents and R;R.T.S. have requested municipal consideration of.traffic ealming 
measures .on Stoopville, Worthington Mill arid Lindenhurst Roads.• If you recall, 
two members of the Task Force felt I was asking for inappropriate history to be 
placed into the document. 

We respectfully request that you keep the current wording in the 
February 28, 2005 Scope of Work, as it accurately reflects the fonnal, 
documented communication that has taken place at all levels of 
government on this issue. 

Thank you; again, for the opportunity to be heard ori this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

. CC: Deputy Secretary of Highway Admini~tration, Gary Hoffman 

, .. :·.: .. _·' 
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. Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

Newtown, PA 18940 
· RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Mr. John Coscia, Executive Director . 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
190 N. Independence Mall West 
at11 Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

June 2, 2005 

RE: 3117105 Scope of Work for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study: 
Comm~nts and studies submitted to PennDOT Harrisburg by R.R.T.S. during 
the comment period for the Dra'ft Scope of Work. 

Dear Mr. Coscia, 

I have attended all meetings of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) ·on behalf of 
the more than 8,000 residents that our organization represents*. For more than four months,. the 
RTPTF and PennDOT Harrisburg worked diligently and carefully along with R.R.T.S. and others 
in the community to finalize the 3117105 Scope of Work for the Bucks County Regional Traffic 
Study that DVRPC staff has been assigned to perform. Enclosed are comments and studies that 
R.R.T.S. submitted to Mr. Bill Laubach (PennDOT, Harrisburg; Bureau of Highway Safety and 
Traffic Engineering) and Mr. Gary Hoffman (peputy Secretary for Highway Administration) during 
the comment period for the Draft Scope of Work. Although not all of R.R.T.S.'s comments were 
included in the final scope of work, Mr. Laubach assured me that he would be sending our 
comments (and the studies we provided) to the consultant who would be doing the study so that 
he/she would have a complete understanding of our concerns and the history we provided. 

We respectfully request that DVRPC's staff and Board review our complete comments and the 
enclosed studies that were submitted to Mr. Laubach and take them into consideration when 
conducting the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. Note that I ha'ile sent this letter, along with 
a complete set of comments and studies, to both Mr. Don Shanis and Mr. John Ward. 

*Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (R.R.T.S.) is a regional citizens' group with 
members from Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown, and Northampton 
Townships. 

Cc: Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman 
Deputy Secretary for Aviation and Rail Freight, Sharon Daboin** 
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William L~ubach, PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering 
Don Shanis, DVRPC*** 
John Ward, DVRPC*** 
Regional Citizens Committee 
R.R.T.S. membership (mass email) 
CBS KYW Channel 3 
Courier Times 
Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 

**This party received R.R.T.S.'s complete comments. 

***This party received the complete comments and studies that R.R.T.S. submitted to 
Mr. Laubach and Mr. Hoffman. 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

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 Bue~ County Transp<>rtation Improvement Program Public Meeting 

. Dear Mr$. Bush, 

We 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 testimony. 

In the FY2005 TIP rounci we were told that the Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC) 
guidelines for the Public Meeting did not allow audio-visual presentations. We r~spectfully 
request that these guidelines be revised so we 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 iike to come in prior to the meeting to test run our CD-ROM with the 
assistance of your staff. 

In past TIP Hearings, both the State Transportation Commission and Delaware Valley Regi6nal 
Planning Commission provided audio-visual equipment and technical support which enabled us 
to show our CO-ROM. We have every expectation that the BCPC will provide the same courtesy 
to citizens. 

I would greatly appreciate ·a written response to this request by September 20, 2005; and thank 
you for your consideration. · 

...... 

CC: Governor Ed Rendell 
s·ecretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman 
State Senator, Joe Conti 
State Representative, David Steil 
Bucks County Commissioners: Charles Martin. Sandra Miller, and James Cawley 
Executive Directer/OVRPC, John Coscia 
Bucks County Plaming Commission Board Chairman, Robert Grunmeier 
Rich Brahler, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Council Rock School Board President, s.Jsan Vicedomini; and Superintendent, Mark Klein 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky; and Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo 
RR~T.S.membership (mass e-mail) 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Yardley News & Advance 
Philadelphia Inquirer 

P .. } : 
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·R.R.T~S. 
· Residehts~for. RegiQn~f. Traffic :solation·s;.~ Inc. 

PO BOx285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and 17att' Districts, respectively 

FROM: Susan Herman 
B.S. in Jndusfrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President of Residents for RegionalTraffic Solutions, tnc. (R.R. T.S.) 

DATE: January 31, 2006 

RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting of January 30, 2oos· 

For your information, here are the concerns prepared by R.R. T.S. that were presented at the 
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) meeting of January 30, 2006 which you were 
.unable to attend. They are being distributed to interested parties, inefuding those listed below. . . 

• Our organization shares the conc:ems stated by the group •eoncef'ned Residents of 
Newtown• in their 1 /30/08 letter to the RTPTF (attached). This fetter was entered into the 
public record at the meeting by Mrs. Jen Dix, who also summarized the contents of the 
letter during public comment. 

• The direction the RTPTF ha.s taken to date regarding Stoopville Road is in direct 
opposition to the Context Sensitive Solutions and Complete Streets policie:S the Task 
Force should be applying to this Minor ResidentiaJ Collector Road. ·c0mplete Streets• 
are desigied and operated to enable safe access for all i..lsers. Pedestrians, bicyclists, . 
motorists and bus riders of all ages and abilities should be able to safely ITiOve along and 
across a •complete street'". 

• It is ~e ~the RTPTF is considering upgrading StoopVille Road to an 
arteriaJ highway and viewing it as a candidate to become part of a Designated Truck 
Route/ Regional Corridor. . 

• Engineering design and proper infrastructure require that arteries be upgraded to function 
efficiently for arterial use and capillary roads or col!edot roads, like Stoopvilfe Road, be 
safe--guarded for residential use.· 

• StoopvilJS Road has not been safe--guarded for residential use. In fact. it has been forced 
to function more like Sn artery because of the miSl)180ageffient of roacfw.ays in our region 
(specifically, mismanagement Of the N_ewtowii ·Bypass built with $23 mmi6n taxpayer 
dollarS and neglect of the many artenar highways that react to it). This must naw be 
corrected by implementatii:>n of traffic calming measures, especially those that include 
horizontal and vertical deflectiOn. 
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• Both upgrading the functional dassification of Stoopville Road and considering it as a 
candidate for part of a Designated Truck Route/ Regional Corridor, is in direct.opposition 
to Govemc>r Randell's Keystone Principles for Growth. Investment and Resource 
Conser@tion announced in an October 24, 2005 press release. The Governor's 
principles support following the region's Comprehensive Master Plan which, for decades, 
has shown Stoopville Road as a residential collector roact 

• The Jointure is currently updating its Comprehensive Master Plan. Residents hope there 
wm be no attempt to upgrade Stoopville Road to an arterial highway in this process. 

• The Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC) has recently reviev.ied the functional · 
classifications of all public roads in the county, as part of a Systemwide Fuhctional 
Classification Update for PA Counties coordinated by the DVRPC. Jn February 2006 the 
Regional Transportation Committee (sub-committee of the DVRPC) and the DVRPC 
Board will consider the BCPC's recommendations for functional dassification changes in 
the county. Residents sincerely hope the BCPC has not recommended upgrading 
Stoopvilfe Road to an arterial highway in this process. 

CaTmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Rick Santorum 
U.S.Congressman Mike Fitzpatrick 
Governor Ed RE!f)dell 
State Senator Joe Conti 
State Senator T0mmy Tomlinson 
State Representative· David Steil 
State RepreSentative Scott Petri 
Allen Biehler, Sea-etary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Gary Hoffinan, ~ $ecre~. of Highway Administration 
William Laubach, PeiinDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering 
DVRPC Board, c/o Honorable Thomas J. Gurick 
John Coscia, Executive Director/OVRPC 
Dr. Don Shanis, Assistant Director for Transp()rtation PlanningIDVRPC 
Regional TransportatiOn Committee, c/o Brian Cuccia 
Regional Citizens Committee, c/o Warren Strumpfer 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Mmer, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Pfanning Commission 
Southeastern BUcks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: George Komelasky /Northampton Twp, Peter 
Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield 
Twp, Rand JasJow/ Newtown Boro, Joe Hunter['fardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Soro, 

ff!! .... ·. \"; 
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Anne Goren/Newtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Township, Jane Magne/Wrightstown 
Twp, Ron Smith/lower Makefield TWp, Greg Ciaofa/Lower Makefield Twp 

Afan Harvison, Council Rock SctiooJ Board President 
Mark Klein, Council ROck .School Superintendent 
Greg Lucidi, Pennsbury School Board President 

Ralph Nuzzofo, Pennsbury School Superintendent 
Jazmyn Martin, BtJCks County Courier runes 
Brian CallaYlay,Jntetrigence.-
Bridget Brier; Newtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, Yardley News 
Ira Porter, Phifadelphia Inquirer . 
Trenton Times · 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pifot 

CBS-KYW3 
Concerned Residents of .Newtown, cJo .Jeri. Dix 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass. e-mail) 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Dr. Don Shanis 
Deputy ~ve :Director 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18~0 

Ph:· 215 504-9670 

c/o De~ware Valley Regio~ Planning Commission 
190 N. Independenee Mall West, 8th Floor . 
Philadelphia, _P~ 19106-1520 

RE: Stone bj_l'.3i) ·rrom Wrightstown Area q~arries 
- Interest of9,000voters in.the affected: Area- reachable by RRTS 

i>ear Dr. Shanis: 

Regarding our remarks at DVRPC's Boaid meeting on April 27, I want to emphasize that 
voters (}f::tljis Area await with considerable trepidation y~ur 'report regarding rail haul of 
stoile from Wrigldstown Township Area quarries. At DvRPCts 4/19/06 Goods Moveme~t 

- T3$k F~ffe.;m~~ijg,,~e~OT Deputy ~retary SharQn-Daboin said a "nJ~ti_ng sometime 

,. __ --~~W.. · __ :J~;~~~!.~Jl~M:Pfit9~s Qf~~~ ~t~~9v~ro_u~outdated road-delivery ;;~--:/ 
in M2lY~ ~l~~ti~:#l}tep0n Qn d~e -d~ng~~~Iy moun1:ing con:gestiVe haZards o~ p----

~~:~ ~~~~r r 

Citizens ~xpect this meeting tO be public. The rail option has been known for at least 
15 y~ n.~-railroadS are here. Running every day. Th~ have fold us they are ready to 
sene;.iia~e'rt)'fll;Bnticf lites'and specific seffices. There iS no "feasibility!' question wl;lere 
they are co~cemed. TJ:iey are he~ They connect with anywhere in .the outside world. The 
record ~ replWe ~th ra~ services and vtiiiations on connections that can be rendered-. We . 
apprecltlte.yifui-etro~ ·.We look'fOnvanhVith and.cipation to- this ~dence that the State is 

- finaliy ~dy fo act Thank you for your attention to this vital subject. : . -

· ue ·an 
~!J.,~ .~~g!neer~ BS in IE, Penn State p-niversity 
Logisjical Support; Procter & Gamble, former 

Richardson-Vick, Inc. Div. at Hatboro 
-President, RRTS 

Cc: Bucks HUB Conference TMA . 
Office of-Transportation Technology, S1I:ategy, Planning & Development 
Administrator, FHA - . - -
Cbainnan;STB 
Administrator, FRA 
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. W & W Railroad 
U.S. Congressman Mike .i:'itzpatrick 
Patrick Murphy 
Andy Warren 
State Representative Matt Wright 

:-··- ... -.- --···-------~ ... ·~-·..-· ·~---~-~ .. ~-·-·- .. ·~--

Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet., Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Rick Santorum 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Joe Conti 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation -
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Sharon Daboin, Deputy Secretary for Aviation and Rail Freight 

Gary Hoffirian, 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, clo Brian Cuccia 
Regional Citizens Committee, c/o Warren Strumpfer 
James Cawley, Bucks Comity Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks Cotm.ty Commissioner 

·Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic PlamiingTask Force members: George Komelasky /Northampton Twp, Peter 
Palestina/Northan:ipton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob W eSt/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 Ciao Ia/Lower Makefield Twp 

Alan Harvison, Council Rock School Board President 
Mark Klein, Council Rock School Superintendent 
Greg Lucidi, Pennsbury School Board President 

Ralph Nuzzo1o, Pennsbury School Superintendent 
Jazmyn Martin, Bucks County Courier Times 
Brian Callaway, Intelligencer 
Bridget Brier; Newtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, Yardley News· 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Concerned Residents of Newtown, c/o Jen Dix 
.RR T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 

I 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc . 

. PO Box285 

~s. Jane Magne 
vtr. Robert Lloyd 
)u.pervis0rs, Wrightstown Township 
73 8 Penns· Parle Road 
Wrightstown, PA 18940 

vfay 31, 2006 

Newtown, PA 18940 
Ph: 215 504-9670 

!U:: Pogonowski Letter of 5/11/06 in ·response to Herman Letter of 5/01/06 . 
Stone bv rail from Wrightstown Area quarries · 

ro WHOM IT MA y CONCERN 

We are shocked and dismayed at the accusations of Mr. Pogonowski in bis official capacity, 
iccusing our organization arid its officers as being lobbyists.-We have.in.handJetter_from Chester S. 
f>ogonowski, signed as Chair, Wrightstown Township, Bucks County, Pa. Board of Supervisors ori 
)fficial township stationery, dated 5/11/06 in which he repeatedly accuses this organization and its 
)fficers as constituting a "lobby" (see Exhibit.I). We have· also received copies of this letter from 
numerous other people. · 

Under advisement, we are investigating these sla~derous comments. Mr. Pogonowski is apparently 
totally unaware or is consciously in violation of regulations, penalties and consequences for 
falsifying information on the subject of lobbying. Lobbyists must register.as lobbyists, report 
regularly, and submit audits or meet severe penalties for failures in these regards, in"Washington, the 
Comnionwealth of Pennsylvania at Harrisburg, and in Municipal government. , · 

Residents tor Regional Traffic Solutions .. INCORPORATED. is not a lobby. It is a gras.s _roots 
citizens organization fully incorporated and protected under laws·ofthe Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. We are consulting with Citizens Union, Common Cause, Public Interest Research 
Group, among others and counseLNeither our organization nor its officers ever lobby. 

The Township bears full responsibility for Mr. Pogonowski's "o:ffiCial" falsifications; carried on 
official Township stationery, writing, as he says, officially for the Tdwnship governing body. 

Mr. Pogonowski writes as though he is an expert on the concept of railroads. He is not. Railroads 
are not piecemeal. They run as systems anywhere in this country and· anywhere in the world 
intermodally. Mr. Pogonowski does not appear to know that. Does he know of proprietary 1991 



efforts to imple~ent our rail alternative to qUai:ry stone hauling? Does he know the history of the 
e line that rui:is through this Township?. How Governor Milton J. Shapp, at the urging of his own 

;8Rially ~ppointed "personal ~~tion advis?r'', saved McHugh Bros. _control of the line from 
'· !. le take-over by personally mtervemng to obtain $268,000 from the State to keep, upgrade and 
o~ ... La~e the tiny rail line. Jimmy McHugh then wrote specifically about this dire~t aid in a 
documented letter to the Philadelphia Inquirer. That was 29 years ago~ 

As for Mr. Pogonowski's statement that " ... feasibility and practicality still remain undemonstrated"; 
he must not know that a service directly paralleling our proposed operation runs profitably using the 
srune carriers hauling the same stuff, approximately eighty miles west of Wrightstown. Indeed that 
service won a national annual award for the operation (see Exhibit II, September 2002 Railway Age 
article entitled Backhaul bonanza). As an industrial engineer, I can tell you one does not run 
feasibility_ studie~ when one· already has a successful product. 

-
Mr. Pogonowski seems to be satisfied keeping this danger of trucks on the highway needlessly upon 
the rest.of us. His position is not in the best interest of the safety of the citizenry at large. Citizens' 
safety must ~upercede any political considerations. 

;. Absent cm immediate retraction of his statements accusing our organization and its officers as being 
lobbyists, we fully intend to investigate all of our remedies afforded by the law. 

Sue erman 
Industrial Engineer; BS in IE, Penn State University 
Logistical Support; Procter & Gamble, ·former 

Richardson-Vick, Inc. Div. 

President, RRTS 

Cc: ·Bucks HUB Conference TMA 
Office ofTransportation Technology, Strategy, Planning & Development 
Administrator, FHA 
Chairman, STB 
Adniinistrator, FRA 
CSX Rail Road 
W & W Railroad 
U.S. Congressman Mike Fitzpatrick 
Patrick Murphy 
Andy Warren 
State Representative Matt Wright· 
Camrine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Rick Santorum 
Governor Ed Rendell 



State Senator Joe Conti 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Allen Biebler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biebler 
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 Honoral:)le Thomas J. Gurick 
Mr. Barry Seymour, Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee, c/o Brian Cuccia 
Regional Citizens Committee, c/o Warren Strumpfer 
James Cawley, Bucks Collllty Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, "Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive· Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Muilicipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planning Tas~Force members: George Komelasky /Northampton Twp, Peter 
Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield TWp, Rand 
Jaslow/NewtowiJ Boro, Joe Hllllter/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 
Newtown Borough 
Newtown Township 
Northampton Township 

· Upper Makefield Township 
Yardley Borough 
Alan Harvison, Council Rock School Board President · 
Marie 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 
Newtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, Yardley News 
Phlladelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Brisfol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Concerned Residents of Newtown, c/o Jen Dix · 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
Bucks County TMA 
Associated Press 
Fox News 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Michael Diamond 

f ·.· . 

y 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, lnc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

NE;!wtOwn Township Boani nf Sn~rvisor8 
Clo Mrs. Anne Goren, Chairperson 
100 1'.:f unicipa.I Drive 
Newtown, PA 18940 

Wrightstown Township Board of Sn~rvisors 
C/Q. Mr. Chest~ Pogonowski, Chairman · 
738 Penns. Park Road . 

. Wrightstown, PA 18940 

September I, 2006 

Dear Township Supervisors, 

We'd. Uke to raise a concern. residents have about the traffic impact:S of the Veterans Cemetery 
Deal being considered at this time. Upper Makefield· Township just approved t~e Veterans' 
Administration Cemetery Overlay Ordinance to go forward to Wrightstown and Newtown 
Townsh~ps for review: It's alarrn~ng that none of the traffic impacts of the Cemetery Deal have 

~ been considered. We've heard rumor that Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road will be the 
rr~ official entrance ropte for the Cemetery. 
'--.• . . 

Our position is that the traffic impacts of the Cemetery Deal should be carefully studied and 
arterial- highways Taylorsville Road-and Route 532 should be used for the official entrance route 
to the Cemetery. This would take the: processions of honored veteran.s past historic Washington 
Crossing Park, one of the prime reasons why this location was chosen. 

We ask the supervisors and the planning commissions to have a traffic study done prior to making 
any zoning changes that might affect traffic on Lindenhurst· Road and Stoopville Road: Let's not 
exacerbate an already volatile situation. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Cc: 
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Cha.fr, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Rick Santorum 
U.S.Congressman Mike Fitzpatrick 
Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
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State Senator Joe Conti 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative David Steil 
Mike Diamond · 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration 
Willi~ Laubach, PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering 
DVRPC Board, c/o Honorable Thomas J. Gurick 
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Dr. Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee, c/o Brian Cuccia 
Regional Citizens Committee, c/o Warren Strompfer 
Jame$ Cawley, Bucks Cotinty Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of MW1icipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planiting TaskForce members: George Komelask:y /Northampton Twp, Peter . 
Palestina/N9rthampton 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·Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Yarcliey Borough Council 
Newtown. Borough Council 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Alan l:iaxyison, CouricilR.ock 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 Advanee 
JeffWerner, YardleyNews 
Philadelphia Inquirer 

. TrenU?n Times 
· Trentonian 

Bristol Pilot 
Fox News 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, c/o Jen Dix 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) . 
1-Plil1tr,µtthh€/d f'"J?w/JShli' tlif1iM5 ~nne. t!#Mm1ss/;,, 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: State Representative· })avid Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
· ·. Assemblymen: 31st and l 78th Districts, respectively 

FROM: Susan Herman 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President ofResiqents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (R.R.T.S.) 

DA TE: October 30, 2006 

RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting of October 30, 2006 

As you know, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. is a major stakeholder in the Bucks 
Cowztv Regional Traffic Study as outlined in the Request for Proposal developed and approved by 
the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force between I 1/29/04 and 3/31/05 (see official meeting . 
minutes). The Request for Proposal (RFP), 3117105 &ope of Work. Bucks County Regional 
Traffic Study , can be seen in Exhibit L Our regional grassroots citizens group represents well in 
excess of 9,000 residents. Our concerns are outlined below: 

• The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) and suir:contractors 
must conduct the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study as outlined in the aforementioned 
3117105 Scope of Work. Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. 

Residents are alarmed that the DVRPC's Work Program Project descnption for the 
Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS)_DOES NOT MIRROR OR CROSS 
REFERENCE the 3117105 &ope ofWorkdeveioped and approved in the public forum. 
This disrespects the democratic process. · · 

• Exhibit II is a 5/27105 letter from Susan Hennan to John Coscia (Executive Director of 
the DVRPC) stating RRTS's concern that the DVRPC deviated from the 

3117105 Scope of Work in its Work Program project description. The letter states, "While 
I am disappointed that the DVRPC Board did not change the Goals, Description and 
Tasks sections of PROJECT 6-43-xxx: BuckS County Regional Traffic Study (Exhibit I) 
as I requested, I have every expectation that DVRPC's staff will do what you, Mr. Shanis 
and the DVRPC Board promised at the 4/28/05 meeting. You promised that the intention 

~- .. 
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of PROJECT 6-43-ixx is to perform·the more comprehensive work outlined in the 
3117105 Scope o{Work: Bucks Coimty Regfonal Traffic Study (Exhibit Il) in ·its entirety.* 

* Mr. Dennis Winters, Reg}onal Citizens Committee (RCC) Chairman, told the DVRPC 
Board that the RCC would be interested in knowing if there is any deviation from 
perfonning the work as outlined in the 3117105 Scope o(Work." 

• Exhibit III is a 6/2/05 letter from Susan Herman to John Coscia which states, "For more 
than four months; the RTPTF and PennOOT Harrisburg worked diligently and carefully 
along with R.R. T.S. and others in the community to :finaliz.e the 3117105 &ope o(Work 
tor the Bucks Co101ty Regional Traffic Study that DVRPC staff has been assigned to 
perform. Enclosed are comments and studies that R.R. T.S. submitted to Mr. Bill 
Laubach (PennOOT, Harrisburg; Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic .E;ngineering) 
and Mr. Gary Hoffinan (Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration) during the 
cQmment period for the Draft Scope of Work. Although not all of R.R.T.S.~s comments 
were included in the final scope of work, M£:. Laubach assured me that he would be 
sending our c~mments (and the studies we provided) to the consultant who would be 
doing the study so that he/she would have a complete understanding of our concerns and 
the history we provided ... Note that I have sent this letter, along with a complete set of 
comments and studies, to both Mr. Don Shanis and Mr. John Ward." 

RRTS expects the DVRPC to extend the same courtesy to our organization that 
PenhDOT Harrisburg was willing to extend when the plan was to use an independent 
consultant at PennDO-:J:'.Harrisburg to do the BCRTS. We expect the complete set of 
comments and studies provided by RRTS to be taken into consideration. 

• We want to set the record straight regarding the DVRPC' s 1988 Newtown Township 
Traffic Study, one of the studies we submitted during the comment period for the Draft 
RFP. In this stu9~tBe DVRPC studied the "Northern Bypass Alternative". Exhibit IV 
contains page #~ln the study. It is a map titled ''YEAR 2000 Highway Network: 
Northern Bypass Scenario". We are alarmed that you have said, Representative Steil, 
that the Northern Bypass is something that "a supervisor suggested" and "it never went 
any further".* We find your misrepresentation of the Northern Bypass to be 
unacceptable. You state your opinion as though it is fact and truth; and this is 
irresponsible governance . 

.:tt=bl . 
Page Mis an official map prepared by the DVRPC, the VERY agency conducting the 
Bucks C01DltyRegional Traffic Study. As our Metropolitan Planning Organization, it is 
the DVRPC's responsibility to do long range planning with a window of20 years. This 
means the Northern Bypass Scenario pictured on this map, or something similar, is still 
viable today. Residents expect the Task Force and DVRPC to include the 1988 Sttid.J! in 
its work and acknowledge that the Northern Bypass has been officially studied. 

*Taken from a 9/13/06 Bucks County Courier Times article, 
Traffic studies to predate cemetery route .design. 

fj,;.. or ~'f 
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• Tonight RRTS is officially asking that the Task Force and DVRPC accept another 
document for consideration when conducting the BCRTS. Exhibit V is our . 
10/20/05 Bucks CotmtyPlanning Commission Written Testimony Submission (Or the 
FY2007 Stoopyille Road Rehabilitation Project.This document gives the most 
comprehensive summary ofRRTS's position on the traffic issue to date. It also explains 
why residents conclude that pieces of the NortheJ;It Bypass are being initiated by local 
governments, even though the project is not being openly cliscussed as a whole. 

Page #8 of Exhibit V shows that the Stoopyille Road Rehabilitation Project called for the 
"realignment and signalization of the intersection with Washington Crossing Road". The 
DVRPC's 1988 Study said this about that VERY intersection, "To affect a northern / 
bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign this intersection." (See Exhibit IV, page 
6.) 

• Lastly, RRTS respectfully requests a copy of the RFP that the DVRPC_ has given to any 
sub-contractor who is performing work for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. 

Very truly yours, 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Rick Santorum 
U.S. Congressman Mike Fitzpatrick* 
Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell * 
State Senator Joe Conti 
State Senator Tommy Tomli,nson 
Mike Diamond 
Allen Biehlei-, Secretary of Transportation* 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration* 
William Laubac~ PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engineering°* 
DVRPC Board, c/o chairperson..-
Bany Seymour, Executive DirectorlDVRPC*° 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPc'* 
Regional Transportation Committee, c/o chairperson* 
Regional Citizens Committee, c/o Warren Strumpfer 
James Cawley, Bucks Cotlllty Comm1ssioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Mi1ler, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bus~ Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 
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Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Vincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter 
Palestina/Northainpton 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 Makefield 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 
Newtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 

CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel 10 
FoxN~ws 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, c/o Jen Dix 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
RR. T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R~R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, rnc. 

Ms. Vicki Haug 
Administrative Assistant 
Upper Makefield Township 
1076 Eagle Road 
Newtown, PA 18940 

November 2, 2006 

Dear Ms. Haug, 

PO Box285 · 
Newtown, PA 18940 

As you know, I read the I 0/30/06 memorandum from Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions 
Inc. to State Representatives David Steil and Scott Petri RE. Regional Trqffic Planning Task 

·Force meeting of October 30, 2006 into the public record at the Regional Traffic Planning Task 
Force meeting on October 30, 2006. After reading the memorandum, I questioned where I couJd 
deliver the Exhibits referenced in it., and you directed me to deliver them to you at the Upper 
Miikefield Township building. 

Please accept my hand delivery today of the memorandum along with the accompanying 
Exhibits. Note that this delivery" consist$ of one 39- page doeument that contains the 4-p!lge 
memorandum.arid 35 pages of Exhibits (includes a partial Exhibit V)> as well as, a complete 
Exhibit V document., which is a 79-page document entitled 10120105 Bue/rs County Planning 
Commission Written Testimony Submission for the FY2007 Stoopville Road Rehabilitation 
Project. 

Please enter the 39-page document and 79-page document into the public record as requested, and 
agreed up0n, at the I 0/30/06 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting. 

Thank you. 
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R~R.T.S. 
Residents ·.for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc .. 

Mr. Jerry Coyne 

·POBox285 . 
Newtpwn, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa5@aoi.com 

Project Manager for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
Delaware V£illey·Regibnal Planning Commission 
190 N. Independence Mall West 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

January 17, 2007 

RE: Public Open House for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
Submission of Concerns 

Dear Mr. Coyne, 

Thank you for the opportunity to suprnit our concerns t<? you this evening regarding the Bucks 
County Regional Traffic Study you are conducting for the Regional Traffic Planning. T~sk Force. 
On behaJf of the residents. we represent, R~sidents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) is 
submitting three (3) documents to you that cancise!y and clearly outline residents' concerns. The 
documents are:· 

• 10/20/05 Bucks County Planning Commission Written Testimony Submission 
(79-page docum~t submitted by RRTS in the FY2007 TIP round.) 

• 01/31/06 7-page letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil and State 
Representative Scott Petri RE: Reglcinal Trafi'fo.Plannlng i;a~fk Force 
meeting· of January 30, 2006 

• 10/30/06 39-page letter from RRTS to State Representative David Steil and State 
Representative Scott Petri RE: Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
meeting of October 3(), 200& 

We respectfully request that you address the serious concerns expressed in these 
documents. · 

Thank you, again, for the opportunity to comment 

*Cc: Carmine fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 

*Note: additions were made to the distribution list on this !elter immediately after the Open House and a revised letter, 
with additions, was sent to Mr. Coyne, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members, and the press. All others on 
the distribution list received the revised version of the letter:,·, 51/ 31 )- I Jt1 / . 
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. Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
AIIen Biehier, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 

. William Laubach, PennDOT Bureau of Highway Safety & Traffic Engfueering 
Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Joanne Denworth, chair 
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC · 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o 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 Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Vincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter 
Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Mark 
Craig/ Newtown Boro, Joe Hunter!Y ardley Boro, Chris Harding!Y ardley Boro, 
A1;lne Goren/Newtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp., 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 
1'f ewtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Council Rock ~hoot Board President 
Cmmcil Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbury School Board President 
Pennsbury School Superintep.dent · 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Brian Callaway, Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 

CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel IO 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents of Newtown, c/o Jen Dix 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R.R.T.s·. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and I 78t!.t Districts, respectively 

Mr. Jerry Coyne Delaware Valley Regional Planning Comntlssion (DVRPC), 
Project Manager, Bucks County Regional Traffic Study' 

Mr. Bill Laubach PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 

FROM: Sue Herman B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn StateUnivers,ity) 
President, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

January 29, 2007 

RE: Timing of the lights on the Newtown Bypass 

Dear Representative Steil, Representative Petri, Mr. Coyne and Mr. 'Laubach, 

Thank you for your continued:eff~rts to resolve the timing problem with the lights on the Newtown Bypass 
and to design ~ model that makes the Bypass at last functional. Having been involved in regional 
transportation issues during the past 7 years, red flags arose for RRTS at the well-received Bucks County 
Regional Traffic Study Public Open House held on January 17, 2007. bur concerns follow: 

• The graphs presented at the Traffic signal .Eiihancement Initiative (TSEI) station showed the 
Average Travel Speed on the Bypass to be quite low. The graphs also showed the Posted Speed 
Limit on the 'Bypass to be 45 miles per hour (mph). 

• It is our belief that the speed limit on the Newtown Bypass is 55 mph, with the exception of the 
small segmen~ posted 45 mph in Lower Makefield Township near the intersection of I-95. 

. . 
• Exhibit I contains excerpts from the Febrmp-y 2000 Newtown/ Lower Makefield Township Truck 

Restriction Study conducted by PennDOT District 6. The third page of this Exhibit states: 

" ... The improvements listed below are recommended to mitigate the types of accidents that occur 
on the Newtown By-pass: 

Cl Synchronize the traffic signals to provide better progression of through traffic on the 
New~own By-pass. 

O Post the speed limit to reinforce the 55 MPH speed limit. 

CJ Replace missing signs and bent posts." 

5q/.81~ 
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• The sixth page of Exhibit- I states this in the section entitled "Traffic Speeds": "The speed limit 
on the Newtown By-pass, from Durham Road (Route413) to Interstate-95, is not posted The 
speed limit, therefore, is assumed to be 55 MPH ... " 

• A review of the complete February 200-0 Newtown/ Lower Makefield Township Truck Restriction 
Study [conducted by PennDOT District 6], reveals that the Newtown Bypass is the only road in the 
Study where "most vehicles travel at speeds below the legal speed limit". On the other roads 
studied, it was found that "most vehicles travel at speeds above the posted speed limit''.* 

• Iri Exhibit II, a November 15, 2000 letter from Representative Steil to Marcy Conti - SUBJECT: 
Your letter October 27, 2000, Representative Steil states: "As you are aware, under Pennsylvania 
law, any road not posted with a speed limit sign is limited to 55 mph It would be the 
responsibility of the municipality to post those signs on the by-pass should they choose to.do so." 

• For years, RRTS ha5 informed politicians and agencies that travelers on the Newtown Bypass are 
confused as to what fhe speed limit is, because it is not ~sted. Unfortunately, our concerns fell on 
deaf ears. Perhaps driver con:fusi6n is a contributor to the low Average Travel Speed documented 
in the TSEI. . 

·10 summary, it is our belief that the success of the timing effort will totally be about what travel 
speed ·the lights are timed for. 

1.) What travel speed will the lights be timed for? 

2.) Is it going to be 50 mph, so as to maximize the use of the Newtown Bypass from a 
functionality standpoint? 

3.) WiII you post signs along the Bypass once the lights are timed, to inform the public as to 
what speed the lights are timed for? · 

4.) Will you recommend iliat N"eWtown Township ·retime the ffgbts every 3 to 5 years, to 
ensure continued optimal progression of through traffic on the Bypass? 

5.) Since the Newtown Bypass was built using $23 miIIion taxpayer dol1ars, will you recommend 
improving this facility by creating overpasses to eventually replace the many traffic signais? 

We eagerly await signal timing on the Newtown Bypass and ask that your responses to the above concerns 
be incorporate4 in the end-February report scheduled in the DVRPC's OI/I0/2007 Bucks County Regional 
Traffic Study Project Timeline. 

* The other roads studied were Lindenhurst RD (posted speed limit - 40 mph), Stoopville RD (posted speed 
limit- 45 mph), Swamp RD (posted speed limit- 45 mph from the Newtown Bypass to the Newtown 

Township line), Durham RD (posted speed limit- 45 mph), and Newtown-Ricbboro RD (posted speed 
limit- 45 mph from the Newtown Bypass to the Neshamiriy Creek). 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat ·Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 



Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson· 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Rina Cutler; District Executive, Penn.DOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Joanne Denworth, chair 
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Dep~ty Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regi()nal _Tran5portl'iti6n Committee; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee;. Clo 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 Connnission 
Bucks HUB. Conference J¥A 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Vincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter PaJestina/Northampton 
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.(Ncwtown Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp., Jane Magne/WrighL«town Twp, Ron Smith/Lower 
Makefield Twp, Greg Ciaofa/Lower Makefield TWp. 

Lower Makefield Township Board of.Supervisors 
Upper Makefield l_'oWil.$hip Board of Supei:visors 
NewtoWIJ Township Board of Supervisors 

· Wrightstown To)Vnship Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board ofSupervisor8 
Yl}I'dley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Council Rock School Board President 
Council Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbury SChooI Board President · 
Pennsbury School Superintendent 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Brian Callaway, ·intelligencer 

· NeWtown Advance 
Jeff Werner, YardleyNews 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tunes 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pil9t 
CB.S-KYW3 
Cbaimei 6 
Channel 10 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, c/o Jen Dix 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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a.a.T-·.-· 
Residents for Regi9i1aJ traffic Solutions, Inc. 

· F>0.8ox2as 
Newtqwn, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckSpa5@aol.cQ.m 

TO: - Lower Makefield Township (LMT} Board of Supervisors 

- LMT Citizeils Traffic Commission 

FROM: Sue Hennan 
S.S. in- lndu~trial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, ·inc. (RRTS) . 

March 30, 2007 

RE: Request your attendance at the Delaware Valley Regional Planning 
Commission (DVRPC) Public Open House for the 

t/)f1?rr .. 

£x. IK 

. Bucks County Regional Traffic Studv. (BCRTS) · . 

~~~if)· --·=··· ~Al'' . -~ 4f 1_' . ~\u~.. µ- ct\ 11 · . . · . 
Dear Mr~i¥i~. Mr. &~. Mr. Sfu1n~rpe-, M(~~1ero, Mr<~alk, and members of the • 
LMT Citi~e9s Traffic Commission; ~~ rJi /n;A ('1/1/ '41~) W~1J(i1) 

1 
~( lf//I) 1 ~ 

t/#:("tlfll)~ ~(fi,)J ~('lf/1),~{Jl/!t),_'~l)tf1) ~ 
RRTS respectfulfy requests that you. attend the DVRPC's Public Open. House for the BCRTS on " 
Thursday, April 26, 2007Jrom 6PM - 9PM at Charles Boehm Middle School, 8.66 Big Oak Road, 
Yardley, PA Your attendance will give much-needed support to residents who have been 
fighting for years to restore sanity to Lindenhurst; RD. · 

At the 3129107 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF): 
• Irene Koehler, past president of Lindenhurst Homeowners Assoc., read a Bucks County 

Courier Times Letter to tf)e Editor into the public record. Although written years ago, this 
letter accurately describes the volatile conditions that persist on Lindenhurst RD today: 

"Speeding trucks on Lindenhurst Road are·menace to.school children 
I am a .school bus driver and I traverse Lindenhurst Road every day, three times in 

. the morning and twice in the evening. The situation with the large trucks on that 
road must change befpre we.have a tragic accident On March 17, while waiting on 
Lindenhurst Road to make a left turri onto Hillside, I was nearly rear-ended by a 
stone truck whose only excuse was excessive speed~ •• There were 60 children on 
that bus - an under 9 years of age. This is not an isolated incidenL Frequently 
these trucks blast their horns at me because I'm slowing down to make a tum, with 
my signal on, and they want me to move faster because they're going too fast to 
~op ••. Before there is an unimaginable tragedy, the parents of these children must 

·force some positive action regarding this outrageous behavior. Think about it: 23 · 
tons of stone plowing into 60-plus children - their childre.n~ 

Mary Foose, Morrisville" (See complete letter, Ex. I) f3/!tt1 

-ft '/XS. 



~~.-·-~ay Ro~. e:n~r-~=~n~~~~D~~~.~~ntWa s~h~t WW ~gm-::---·-·-·---·--·----· 
and Traffic Studv Elements Summary Matrix-Revised 3112/2.007 (Ex. II). Data for the 16 
Key Roadways in iher BcRtS Wa5 listed in columns headed: Average Daily Traffic, 
Traffic Composition, Reportable Crash History, Reportable Crash' History Composition, 
Prevailing Traffic Speed and' Horizontal & Vertical Alignment Per Mr. Roth, (1) a 
reportable crash is where someone has to be removed from the scene or taken to the 
hospital, or a earl vehicle has to be towed from the scene and (2) the· Reportable Crash 
History Composition column reflects what percentage of the crashes involve the large 
truCks. 

These statistics do not take into account near-misses, or unreported incidents. Nor is 
there any statistical way to record the negative impact the heavy volume of truck traffic, 
traveling at high speeds through residential areas, has on the daily lives of the people in 
these communities. 

• Sue Herman stated that many parentS along Worthington MilV Stoopvilfe/ Lindenhurst . 
Roads drive their children to and from school, rather than risk them getting hit by a truck 
while waiting at the bus stop. She stated that f~ children use the Lindenhurst RD bike 
path provided by the township, because of the close proximity of the speeding trucks. 

• Claudia Fountaine, Lindenhurst RD resident, stated that residents are being terrorized on 
a daily basis by having to pull over, speed up or ·dodge trucks that are going too fast to 
stay in their own lane on a curve, or looming up behind them at alarming speeds when 
they are stopped at an intersection: There is also the ever present danger of a child 
attempting to cross Lindenhurst RD and a truck not being able to stop in time.* 

• Jerry Coyne ( BC~TS Project Manager) stated that neith.er Pennsbury nor Council Rock 
School Di~tricts nor municipal police departments have.records of reported n~ar-misses 
on the roc:!dWays being studied. Residents question why there i$ no record of the 
reported near-misSes outlined in RRTS's· 216/04 letter to State Representative David Steil 
RE: Regional Traffic Problems 

(1) Request to reject the Stoopville RD Rehabilitation Project 
(2) NEAR MISSESI ROAD RAGE caused by mismanagement of minor 

residential collector roads (See Ex. Ill) 

The school districts are aware of the potential fqr a serious accident along Worthington . 
MilV Stoopville/ Lindenhurst Roads, as evidenced by Ex:. IV, Communications that focus 
on the traffrc safety crisis and involve· Pennsburv School District and the Grey Nun 
Academy, and Ex. V, Communications that foci.ls on the traffic safety crisis and involve 
the Council Rock schOOI district.** . · 

• Anne Goren, Newtown Township supervisor, described.the April .1999 incident where a 
loaded quarry truck swerved onto a fr9nt lawn to avoid hitting a Cpuncil Rocle school bus 
filled with. kids that was stopped at the bus stop at the comer of Lindenhurst RD and 
Amber Drive. She emphasized that it is not just the frequency of potential accidents that 
we should focus on, but the severity of the potential accidents -that the April 1999 
incident. could have been catastrophic. 

* Consider that, per Ex. II, the Prevailing Traffic Speed on Lindenhurst RD is 48 miles per hour, anp 
a loaded quarry truck weighs 80,000 pounds . 

.. Some communications are taken from a document entitled 71mefine of Letters. Events and Meetings Attended by / / / j/.'tT (:;; 
Members of Residen~ for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc.: October. 1971-Auaust 1. 20051. ...) 7 / i 6 7 

p 1~ 41•1 

~. l) 



• Pete· Palestina, Northampton Township supervisor, stated that when such an accident 
happens, the insurance company is paying a lot more out 

• Sue Herman, once again, showed RRTS's Traffic Flow Map (Ex. VI) to the RTPTF. She 
reiterated that there are more than 155 access points, most residential driveways, along 
the heavily ·residentially developed route comprised of Worthington Mill( Stoopvif!e/ 
Lindenhurst.Roads (well in excess of.9,000 residents live along this 9.7 mile circuitous 
route that ends at the Newtown Bypass, just X mile from 1-95). She stated that according 
to the Institute for Transportation Engineers, ·control of access is among the most 
influential geometric aspects affecting crash frequency on the highway system." 

• Sue Herman stated that residents expect BCRTS final recommendations to provide for 
safe pedestrian and bicycle travel on the roads, as this is a goal in the DVRPC's 2030 
Long Range Plan and the DVRPC's Regional Safety Action Plan. 

In a 11/14/02 Yardley News article [RE: LMT Board meeting where supervisors voted 
unanimously to take back the LMT portion of Lindenhurst RD from the State to expedite better 
control of traffic), Dr. Bruce Johnson, previous long-time principal of Pennsbury's Quany Hill 
Elementary School, was quoted as saying, '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 either coming to 
school or going home. It's just a matter of time. We need to take this issue into our own hands 
and do what we need to do ... we have to take back the road." (Ex. IV, pg. 18) Please take the 
time to view the enclosed CD-ROM (Ex. VII} and accompanying·commentary (Ex. VIII). The 
CD-ROM contains 3 videos entitled Bvoassinq the Bypass, CBSMYW 3 Newscast-aired on 
615103, and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road.* 

Now is the time to implement the proposed traffic·cafming 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 th.at the traffic responsive light system is continuously monitored and 
maintained, to keep the Bypass functioning optimally. These measures are relatively simple and 
inexpensive, compared to the horrific consequences and possible lawsuits that could occur if they 
are NOT done. We know the LMT Board of Supervisors and Citizens Traffic Commission do not 
want this. Please come speak up at the April 26, 2007 PubUc Open House . 

... The CD-ROM was sent ONLY to Ron Smith (Chairman, LMT Board of Supetvisors) and Gary Gilman (Chairman, 
LMT Citizens Traffic Commission). Over the years, many others receiving this letter have been provided or seen the 

CD-ROM, as part of RRTS's oral and Wlitten testimonies for the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) or when 
RRTS has presented it in the public forum. 

'-
L/-1169{Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
'-(-/7.- X Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
lf.- l ,_ %enator Arlen Specter 

/J i/;;:1~-Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
F-1 ~ .S.Congressman Patrick MurphyX 
~- 2 • - -11 Governor Ed Rende!J.X 

t./-:- 11.-- X State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
t( -r~-x State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 

2.L- I.// II Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation)<' 
~. 
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t.j-17-.XStatc Transportati-On Co~on do Honorable .Alkn -Bi'ehler · 
~ t/-f/~chard Hogg, ~-Secretuy for~ghway Adininistration)( . • 

t/-7z..XB1ll Laubach; PeruiDOT, Bure3.U of Highway Safety and-Traffic Engmeenng 
µ i/-1/ State Representative i:>a;jd SteiJ,X · 
,aJ!-- '{-II State Representative Scott PetrK 

q:-/z.A ~a Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
'-1-J~r.-_·DVRPC Board; c/o J<;>anne Denworth, chair 

f!./2-'!J~~Barry Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPCX 
/2Je- 'l:..t/Don Shanis, Deputy Executive DirectorlDVRPQ( 
R..,2.- '{-11 Ierry Coyne; DVRPC Project Manager-Bucks Count)' Regional Traffic Stud)X' 

l/ -I i..)(Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough. chair : 
l/-l'l4 Regional.Citizens Committee;·c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
q-/~James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
~-/),.)/Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
lJ-J 2.-X Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner 

t/-Ji-JIC Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Plann_iµg Commission 
t{-1~ Bucks HUB Conference TMA t:l,,.:;CI"'_, ~ v 
-I )C Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 

'I egional Traffic Plaiining Task Force mcmOers: ..J,lii:icent C..eii ,~rtbawpton Tmf!'t Peter Pelesaa11u~fertl!Bffif!tBA 
. ;Merle. C1 mg ~lewtewi! Bel"O~ 

-lv iC 
(~~~efi~e~W~T~wp~-·~~~~~~~~~~~-~-~:::~:::::::::::::~::~~~~~~~~~ "4:...._ _ _r-'-{ :-f~UpPCf Makefield TowM,lipBoardofSupervisois q/11- .'Sa-J · -~--

c./-/"2- .)(:Newtown Township' Board of Supervisors. / 
q-/~Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors • 
f.-t~XNorthampton Township Board ofSupervisors 
i/.-1-z..-}/Yardley Borough Co~cil 
i.f-/').-')(Newtown Borough Council 
t.f-J?> Deb Wachsprcss. 
«1-r!>. Matt Maloney 
l/-1 Jay Sensibaugh 

if - /-g. Dennis Fisher .... 
"t(-1.:$ · Mike Gallagher .···-,-~ · 

. bCiefVO . ---·-·-- ··--·-· -. f [I Council Rock &:boot _Board President 
/ 
/'tt:tli ~ ·-. 

-, -r /(Council Rock School Superintendent/. ~ -
i/-f~Pennsbury &:hoot Board President ~ u. _0 

l{-1"2--7< Pennsbury School Saperietead.1tt.1 CGtf. A .,/'t:U4 ~ 
Associated Press / • 
Bucks County COurier Times 
Brian Callaway, IntelligmcCri 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 

· Trenton Tunes 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel 10 

,/-{-z- FoxNews ---4------ _ 
, 'i · onccmc:d Residents ofNewtown, do Jen Dix. 

j_ 1-tJ~~e-mail) 
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. · R.R. T .S. . 
Residents for Regional :rraffic Solutions, Inc. · 

POBox285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

· RRTSbuckspaS@aof.~ 

Mr. Jerry COyne . 
Project Manager fOr the 8Ueb County Regional Traffic.Study 
Dela.ware Valley RegJonal Planning Commlsslon (DVRPC) 
190 N. lndepe(ldenca M3ff West . 
Ptihdelphla, PA 19106-1520 

April 26, 2007 

RE: PubUc Qpen House for tho Bucka County Regiortat T.-afflc Study (ScRTS} 
Submission of Concerns . 

OearMr. COyne, 

Thank you for the oppertunity to submit ourcOnc:ema-to you tflhJ evening regprdfng the· SCRTS 
yqu are cotidU~ for the Regional Tra(fic Planhing T~ F~ Qn behalf_ of the reskfems. we . · 

~.te!~J:=~soru:~~~~-:~.~~on Lindenhurst. StoopvtJe and~ MIJf Roads: . . .. 

(1) 03/30I07 35-pQge letter"from RRTS1to·lower ~ T~lp clMn 
B'oard of~ and LMT.Cltlz(!ns 'rra1Tic ~ . .. 
Re: RequMl YoUr~ 11t tha [06.I07] 0VRPC ~blJc Qpon· 
Ho4.lM tor~ BuCb Cqtanty .RegloMI Tndlie Study. (ExhiblA) · 

·-.... ··- .... 

.... -

: ... 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 . 

RRT$buckspa5@aol.com 

Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
c/o Gary Gilman, Chairman · 
1100 Er;:fgewood Road 
Yardley, PA 19067 

May 21, 2007 

RE: Traffic Safety Concerns on Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville ROad 

Dear Mr. Gilman, Ms. Torbert, Mr. Weaner, Mr. Cohn, Ms. Herman, Mr. Davino, Mr. McClish, 
Mr. Dixson, Ms. Sherk and Mr. $antarsiero, · · · · 

Thank you for the opi:>ortunity to come before you this evening. On behalf of the residents we 
represent, Residents f()f Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., also known as RRTS, is submitting this 
document to you - it explains the hazardous traffic conditions that exist on Lindenhurst and 
Stoopville Roads. The majority of Lindenhurst RD, \Vitti the exception of the. inter-Sections at both 
ends, lies within Lower Makefield Township (LMT), as does a small portion of the southern end of 
Stoopville RD. · 

As you know, it has been an ongoing battle for residents to improve traffic safety on Lindenhurst· 
and Stoopville Roads. Over the years, we have observed a relentless pressure in the regiOn to 
upgrade these roads from the current Funtjjonal Classification of •co11ector road~ to the · -
Functional Classification of •arterial highway"~ As we speak, Penn DOT District 6 is in the 
"stall-mode" on the Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming Project, Phase I - refusing to grant LMT the 
Highway Occupa.ncy Permit needed to begin construction. There is no excuse. Residents· 
question wh~ther-.once agafu .. -there.isPotitical interference.above the level of .. 
Board. of superviso..S. designed to ·thwart efforts to calm traffic on Lindenhurst 
RD. . · 

Residentswonderwhether Lindenhurst Traffic Calming is being intentionally held up, pending the 
promised end:June recommendations from State ·Representative Dave Steil's RegiOnaf Traffic 
Planning Task Force (RTPTF). We wonder whether Repre5entative steil's RTPTF will have the 
audacity to recommend AGAINST traffic calming on Lindenhurst, a heavily residentially 
developed road with an inordinately high volume of truck traffic. Truckers and other traffic 
developed the bad habit of using Lindenhurst ~oad to literally bypass the ill-functioning Newtown 
Bypass, en route to 1-95. Lindenhurst is part of a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route that has in 
excess of 9,000 residents living along it and more than 155 access points, most residential 

· driveways. Per the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC), the 
"Prevailing Traffic Speed" on Lindenhurst Road is an insane 48 mifes per hour!* 

.. This data was taken from· a spreadsheet titled Enaineerinq and Traffic Study Elements Summary Matrix
Revised 311212007. Jay Roth, engineer consultarJ!.to'fue tlVRPC, presented this spreadsheet publicly at 
the 3129/07 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force'. 

... , " 
' 
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We are submitting five (5) items that outline our volatile public safety issue and the work 
residents and RRTS have d9ne in an effort to improve conditions. The items also provide a 
history of mismanagement of roadways in the region. Included are: 

• 04126107 

• 04126107 

• 04126107 

• 01/17/07 

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 
Concerns 

10-page Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Sign-In Sheet for 
the 04/26/07 Public Open House {copy pro~ided by Jerry Coyne, 
DVRPC) 

58 pages of citizen surveys filled out at the 04126107 
Public Open House for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
(copies proyided by Jerry Coyne, DVRPC) 

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, Submission of Concerns 

• 1971- 08/30/06 28-page document titled Time/ine of Truck Traffic Issues in the 
Central Bucks County Area , compiled by Residents for Regional 

· Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

. A review of the· citizen survey sheets from the 04126/07 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 optimal.ly. These measures are relatively simple and 
inexpensive, "ccimpared tci the' horrific oorisequenees a'nd po5sible law$uits ttiat could oceur if they 
are NOT done: 

We hope yo.u agree that these measures are long overdue and needed to ensure that traffic using 
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads travels in a manner consistent with the residential land use 
adjacent to them. We hope you can help us· resfore sanity to traffic conditions along these roads. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina. Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 

F . \ 
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U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission do Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Depµty Secretary for Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Rimi Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; do Joanne Denw~~ chair 
Barry Seymo.ur, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; do Catherine Popp-McDonough,. chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; do 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 Coinmission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, do Steve Santarsiero 

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force members: Vincent Deon /Northampton Twp, Peter Palestina/Northampton 
Twp. Dan Rattigan/Upper Makefield Twp, Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Mark Craig/ Newtown Boro, Joe 
Hunter/Yardley Boro, Chris Harding/Yardley Boro, 
Anne 9oren/Newto\vn Twp, Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp., Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith/Lower 
Makefield Twp, Greg Ciaola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Low~ Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Superviscirs 
NeWtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Deb Wachspress 
Matt Maloney 
Jay ·sensibaugh 
Dennis Fisher 
Mike Ga11agher 
Bob Ciervo 
Council Rock School Board President 
Council Rock School Superintendent· 
Pennsbury School Boa,rd President 
Pennsbury Sc~I Superintendent 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel JO 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents ofNewt9wn, c/o Jen Dix · 
R.R. T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R.R;..T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspaS@aot.com 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st arid 178t11 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 Countv Regional Traff JC Study 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 

FROM: Sue Herman 
S.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

May 30, 2007 

------------

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, Caiola and 
Coyne, 

Tonight we reiterate that residents expect the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (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 I (titled Engineering and Traffic study Elements. Summary 
Matrix -Revised 311212007, presented by DVRPC's engineer consultant at the 3129/07 RTPTF 
meeting) states that the "Prevailing Traffic Speed• on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads is 48 
rniles 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: Chainnen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Members: Vincent 
Deon & Peter Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Mane Craig/ Newtown 
Borough, Joe Hunter & Chris Harding/Yardley Borough; Anne Goren & Jeny Schenkman/Newtown TWp, Jane 
MagnelNrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

· -see Ex. II, RRTS Traffic Flow Map and Lower Makefield Township letter RE: Quarry Truck Routes 

0 . . 
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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. 
(See Ex. Ill, 216104 letter from RRTS to Representative Steil RE: Regional Traffic Problems: 
Request to reject the Stoopville RD Rehabilitation Profect; 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 retter accurately describing the volatile conditions that persist on 
Lindenhurst Road today. (See Ex. IV) 

• The school districts are aware of the potential for a serious accident along Worthington 
Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads. 
(See Ex. V, Communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve Pennsbury School 
District and the Gmy Nun Academy, and Ex. VI, Communicafions that focus on the traffic safety 
crisis and involve the Council Rock School District.* ) 

In addition to the correspondence in Exhibits Vand 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 encrosed CD-ROM which contains 3 videos titled Bypassing the 
Bypass, CBSIKYW 3 Newscast (aired on 615103), 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 aware that ... 

.. . many parents drive their children to and from school, rather thari risk them 
getting hit by a truck while waiting at the bus stop . 
. . . few peopre 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 arong Stoopvrlle Road because of the close proximity of 
speeding trucks. · 
... residents are being terrorized on a dairy basis. 

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. VII) and CD-ROM Commentary (Ex. VIII) have 
been mailed to each of you via Certified Mail with a Return Receipt 

We want you to know that residents will no longer tolerate being terrotized on a daily basis, nor 
will we tolerate Lindenhurst or Stoopville Roads b~ing upgraded to a higher Functional 
Classification - an apparent longstanding, self-i!1terested, 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. 

•some communications are taken from a document entitled Time/ine of Letters, Events and Meetings Attended by 
Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.: October, 1971-Auqu"st 1, 20051. t3/1n 
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YOU have an obligation to ensure that traffic on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads 
travels in a manner consistent with the residential land use adjacent to these 
roads.* WE hope you will meet it 

• Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads are part of a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route that literally bypasses the 
Newtown Bypass. This residential route has well In excess of 9,000 residents living along it and more than 155 
access points, most residential driveways. 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Joanne Denworth, chair 
Bany Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
James.Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks Count)' Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board ofSupervisors 
Wrightstown Tqwnship Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Y ardiey Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President and Council Rock 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 Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
.Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel IO 
Fox-News 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, c/o Jen Dix 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 



Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

· Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

Mr. Jerry Coyne · . 
Project Manager for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
Delaware yalley Regional Planning Commission 
190 N. Independence Mall West 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

September 19, 2007 

RE: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study - June 2007 Draft 
Su~mlssion of Concerns I Recommendations for Changes 

Dear Mr. Coyne, 

SUMMARY 

As you know, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) is a regional citizens group 
with members from Lower Makefield, Upper Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown, and Nortl)ampton 
Townships. The organization represe.nts well in excess of three thousand (3,000) households. 

A major issue residents have with the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study- . • 
June 2007 Draft (BCRTS), is tJ:iat there is no consideration/ mention of either the municipality or 
the recent citizen's surveys r~sults about growth, slow versus fast Residents want to preserve 
the current character of Bucks Counfy, not facilitate future growth. 

This key ingredient is noticeably absent. Yet this guiding direction should have been 
and deserved to be first consideration. It, along with safety, should have shaped 
the recommendations. 

Instead, future requirements were projected based on past activities, as if there would I should be 
no change . 

. Residents ask that the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) include in the BCRTS 
th.e 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. 

·, . . .. 
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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 titred "Project Scope". · 

We ask that the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) support pr~servation.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 busine.ss 
growth as soon as possible? 

(b.)"How does each municipality's vision· of its future ·mesh with the BCRTSr' 

( c.) "What is the vision citizens have for the future of the study area?" 
State that, as per citizens' 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 to preserve 
the residential (collector) roads within the study by implementing traffic calming 
solutions; they should r.iot 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 DVRPC Region) 

CHAPTER 2: PLANNING ACTIVITIES 

• Add page 2.1.07 of PennDOT's Design Manual #2, a Table titled 
"Functional C/assffication System Service Characteristicsn 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. 



CHAPTER 3: WRIGHTSTOWN QUARRIES REPORT 

Regarding consideration of hauling stone by rail: Detennine whether reality would match 
citizens'/ politicians' perceptions that this would result in significant deterioration of Quality of Life. 
Visit the Short Line Railroad in Reading, PA that is already profitably hauling stone to South 
Jersey and back hauling sand. Look into the cost of adding a short rail spur, to reduce the 
number of very heavy and large quarry trucks on our rural roads. The BCRTS should 
recommend continued study· of the possibility of using rail to move freight throughout this area of 
the region. 

CHAPTER 5: TRAFFIC ENGINEERING & SAFETY STUDIES Summary Report 

• In Chapter 5, a section titled "Recommendations vs. Municipal Goals & 
Objectives" should be added to the summary for each Key Roadway. 

Recommended Improvements for each Key Roadway should be compared to the 
Land Use and Transportation Planning goals & objectives of the 
Municipal Comprehensive Plans for consistency. The findings of the comparison 
should be stated. · 

• · Residel')ts oppose the layout for the Stoopville/Washington Crossing RDS intersection on 
Page 5;.21 (Figure 5-3). We are not in opposition to Roundabouts as a whole, but the 
strategic & peculiar positioning of THIS Roundabout provides the exact alignment 
needed for a Northern Bypass via Stoopville RD, as stated on page 81of the DVRPC's 
1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study. Page 81 of the 1988 Study states, 

• 

• 

• 

"Realign Washington Crossing Road to form a perpendicular intersection with 
Stoopville Road. To affect a northern bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to 
realign this intersection." · 

Why is our Metropolitan Planning Organization recommending that the continuous 
alignment of Arterial Highway SR 532 (Washington Crossing Road) be compromised to 
create an alignment for Stoopville Road and SR 532? This opposes the principles 
of highway planning. The main route is supposed to be the easiest, 
straightest route. 

We recommend .that several alternatives to Figure 5-3, including a signalized intersection, 
be evaluated for this intersection to ensure the future layout of this intersection will not 
adversely affect the character of the roadways and.surrounding area. 

The strategic and peculiar placement of the Roundabout in Figure 5-3 exacerbates the 
serious safety and quality-of-life issues that exist on Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads, 
as it will encourage even higher volumes-of traffic, especially commercial traffic, to travel 
these roads at even greater speeds. Today's dangerous conditions have been expressed 
loudly and clearly FOR YEARS by residents, Lower Makefield Township and Newtown 
Township-both verbally and in written form. In fact, RRTS raised them at every meeting 
of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) during the past three (3) years. 

The dangerous conditions were summ·arized in a 5/30/07 letter from RRTS to State 
Representatives David Steil/ Scott Petri, Non-Chair Members of the RTPTF, and Jerry 
Coyne [RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on Lindenhurst/ Stoopville 
Roads; 5130/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting) that Sue Herman read 
into the public record at the 5/30/07 RTFPF meeting. lt is alanning that the approved 
minutes for the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting STILL DO NOT ACCURATELY REFLECT that (,fl S'J 

16/31c?- 7t1~ 
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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 correction of same. 

The letter can be found in its entirety in Attachment II, which begins on the next page. 

11/ .37,j_ 



ATTACHMENT II 

· R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspas@aol.com 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and 178th 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 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 

FROM: Sue Hennan 
S.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State Univeraity) 
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

.,.,........ May 30, 2007 .,.,. 

RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads; 
5/30/07 Regie>nal Traffic Planning .Tas~ Force Meeting 

Dear State Representative Steil, State Representative Petri, Mrs. Goren, Mrs. Magne, and 
Messrs. Deon, Palestina, Rattigan, West, Craig, Hunter, Harding, Schenkman, Smith, Caiola and 
Coyne, 

Tonight we reiterate that residents expect the Bucks County Regional Traffic Stud'{ (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 I (titled Engineering and Traffic Study Elements. Summary 
Matrix -Revised 311212007. presentec;I by DVRPC's engineer consultant at the 3/29/07 RTPTF 
meeting) states that the aPrevailing 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: Chairmen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Members: Vincent 
Deon & Peter PalestinaJNorthampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Mark Craig/ Newtown 
Borough, Joe Hunter & Chris Harding/Yardley Borough, Anne Goren & Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp, Jane 
MagneiWrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiofa/lower Makefield Twp. 

-see Ex. 11, RRTS Traffic Flow Map and lower Makefield Township letter RE: Quarry Truck Routes {J!.r/1?9 
<,£/~ 



• You are aware of the all too frequent near-misses between school buses, school children 
and quarry trucks on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads. 
(See Ex. Ill, 216/04 letter from RRTS to Representative Steil RE: Regional Traffic Problems: 
Request to reject the Stoopville RD Rehabilitation 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. IV) 

• The school districts are aware of the potential for a serious accident along Worthington 
Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads. 
(See Ex. V, Communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve Pennsbury School 
District and the Grey Nun Academy, and Ex. VI, Communications that focus on the traffic safety 
crisis and involve the Council Rack School District.*) 

In addition to the correspondence 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 on 615/03),.and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill 
Road. We showed the RTPTF the abridged version of the Bypassing the Bypass video 
at its 11129/04 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. 

• Yol:I are aware that. .. 

. . . many parents drive their children to and from school, rather than risk them 
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 Stoo,pville Road because of the close proximity of 
speeding trucks. · 
... residents are being terrorized on a daily basis. 

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. VII) and co:..ROM Commentary (Ex. VIII) have 
been mailed to each of you via Certified Mail with a Return 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 Metroporrtan Planning Organization (DVRPC), elected officials and governmental agencies 
accountable to meet the highest standards of all existing regulations and policies. 

*Some communications are taken from a document entitled Timeline of Letters, Events and Meetings Attended by 
Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. /nc_; October, 1971-Auqust 1, 2005). 
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YOU have an obligation to ensure that traffic on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads 
travels in a manner consistent with the residential land use adjacent to these 
roads.* WE hope you will meet il 

*Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads are part of a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route that literally bypasses the 
Newtown Bypass. Thfs resfdentfal route has well in excess of 9,000 resfdents llvfng along it and more than 155 
access points, most residential driveways. 

Cc: Carmirie Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U;S,Congressman Patrick Mwphy . 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcllhiilney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bichler, Secretary ofTntttsportation 
State Transportation Commission cio 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 
DVRPC Board; c/o Joanne Denworth, chair· 
Bany Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Dircctor/DVRPC 
Regional TransportationCom:niittec; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner . 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Coinmissioner 
Lynn Bush. Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League ofMunicipalities, c/o Steve SiUlµrsiero 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board ofSupCrvisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightsto:-vn Township Board of Supervisors 
Nor:fuampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President and Council Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbmy School Board President and Pennsbmy School Superintendent 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Cowier Tunes and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance and Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tunes 
Trentonian 
Bristol PI1ot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel IO 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, c/o Jen Dix 
R.R. T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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CHAPTER 5: TRAFFIC ENGINEERING & SAFETY STUDIES Sui:nmary Report (CONT.) 

• Creating a Northern Bypass (or implementing one additional step of it) along Stoopville 
and Lindenhurst Roads is in direct opposition to: 

· (a) ... desperately- needed traffic calming. 
(b)~ .. Conte~ Sensitive Solutioa:as and Complete Streets policies 

·. {c) ... Keystone Principles for Growth. Investment and Resource 
· Conservation announced by Governor Randell'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. 

• Add the DVRPC spreadsheet titled Engineering and Traffic Study Elements. SummaN 
Matrix - Revised 311212007 to Chapter 5. This is an informative and easy-to-understand 
document 

• Page 85 states, . . 
·The Lindenhurst Road serves as a collector between the Newtown Bypass and 
Washington Crossing Road.· Although classified as a collector, the Lindentiurst Road 
Corridor, in conjunction with the Stoopville Road Corridor, has historically served as an 
alternate route to the Newtown Bypass for traffic traveling norttiwest of Newtown 
Borough.• 

Paga 88 states, 
"The Stoopville Road Corridor serves as a collector between Durham Road and 
Washington Crossing Road. Although classified as a collector, the Stoopvi.Ue Road 
Corridor, in conjunction with the Lindenhurst Road Corridor, has historically served as an 
alternate route to the Newtown Bypass for traffic traveling norttlwest of Newtown 
Borough." 

BOTH of these statements should be revised to state that ''Trafflc uses 
Lindenhurst and Stoopvl/le Roads as an alternate route to the Newtown Bypass, 
because the Bvpass, and the arterial highways leading to it, have been neglected 
and kept ill-functioning." THIS WOULD ~EFLECT REALITY. 

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 dang~rous miX of traffic barreling down Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads, 
chooses this residential route as a cut-through to get to 1-95 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 
indj.vidual 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 traffic. 

(c ) ... the arterial highways leading to the Newtown Bypass have been neglected. 
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• Quarry truck drivers have repeatedly stated that that they would much prefer to use the 
safer and most appropriate highway for commercial/ industrial vehicles; that is, the 
4-fane, limited access Newtown Bypass (built with $23,000,000 taxpayer dollars). 
BUT ... hitting virtually every traffic light RED virtually every trip, continues to be 
an incredibly effective deterrent for these heavy vehicles, where the drivers are 
paid by the load. 

• On other comparable highways, over time, underpasses and overpasses are constructed 
to relieve congestion and improve mobility. This was strongly recommended for the 
Newtown Bypass by the Traffic Advisory Committee (TAC), as per the meeting minutes 
from ·1990 -1992. Where is the BCRTS recommending that this be done? Shouldn't this 
be on the Twerve Year Plan for high volume intersections on the N"ewtown B~pass? 

• Residents ask that Lower Makefield Township and Newtown Township jointly develop a 
pro-active strategy for management of the Newtown Bypass, with the goal being to 
ENSURE THAT IT OPERATES OPTIMALLY AT ALL TIMES. Only then, can we proudly. 
refer to it as the "centerpiece to the study area's highway network•, as stated by the ./ 
DVRPC on page 9 of the BCRTS. 

• We believe the Functional Classification for Lindenhurst Road is incorrect on 
page 85. The DVRPC says that it is an Urban Major Collector. The Bucks County 
Federal Functional Class Map that RRTS has (GIS, Departmenf of Transportation, 
Commonweaith. of Pennsylvania) says that Lindenhurst Road is an Urban Coilector. 

• Page 85 states, 
"Original and Successor Projects 
There are no known original and successor transportation studies and/or 
engineering/construc:tjon efforts along this corridor.• 
THIS NEEDS TO BE REVISED TO REFLECT THAT CONSTRUCTION OF LINDENHURST 
ROAD TRAFi=rc CALMING HAS BEGUN. 

• Page 85 states, 
"Concurrent Projects 
Undenhurst Road Traffic Calming Improvements - in Lower Makefield is currently in the 
engineering phase by the Township and includes various traffic safety measures including 
raised median islands, textured cro~alks, striping, signing, and tum lanes: 
THIS NEEDS TO BE REVISED TO REFLECT THAT CONSTRUCTION OF LINDENHURST 
ROAD TRAFFIC CALMING HAS BEGUN. . 

• Page 86 states, 
"Summary of Adverse Conditions 

Based on field views, meeting discussions, and existing and future analyses, adverse 
conditions include: quarry trucks, roadway alignment, and traffic congestion at the 
Newtown Bypass.• 

What roadway alignment issues were cited? The above statement contradicts the DVRPC's 
statement on page 85 that says this about Lindenhurst Road: •The study corridor generally c 
r.uns in a north-south direction with liWe to no sharp curves or steep grades: Also; see our 

. explanation as to why Lindenhurst gets such hfgh volumes of traffic from the Newtown 
Bypass. 

• WE OPPOSE THE DVRPC's RECOMMENDED LONG-TERM IMPROVEMENT FOR 
LINDENHURST ROAD ON PAGE 87. The DVRPC recommends straightening the curve 
along the southern section of Lindenhurst Road (Newtown Township). We believe this 
curve provides much-needed traffic calm~n; and that taking It out will lead to a higher 
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design speed. We also believe that removing this curve will pave the way for the 
Northern 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 Countv 
Federal Functional Class Map that RRTS has (GIS, Department of Transportation, 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania) says that Stoopville Road is an U~an Collector. 

• Page 89 of the BCRTS states, 
·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 
MilV 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 Worthington Mill Road? WE 
OPPOSE THIS, AS IT WOULD BE ANOTHER INCREMENTAL, FUNCTIONAL STEP 
TO IMPLEMENrATION 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 Ulan 
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 ~he speeds elsewhere on Stoopville are even higher?), and 
residents who live on heavily residentially- developed Stoopvi/le 
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, second opinion on this matter by 
someone outside the •sucks County Umbrella of Politics•. 

Over the years, Stoopville Road has been widened and straightened to the point where 
the 85111 percentile speed and the Prevail!!19 Traffic Speed is UNACCEPTABLE, given the 
adjacent residential land use. This needs to be rectified. 

• Please correct the Functional Classifjcation for Newtown Bypass/ Durham Rd./ 
Washington Crossing Road (SR 0532) on page 58. Per our Bucks Countv Federal 
Functional Class Map,· this is a Minor Arterial, NOT an Urban Collector. 

• Page 138 states, •The Newtown Bypass/ Durham Road/Washington Crossing Road 
Corridor serves as part of a key link into New Jersey from Bucks County at Washington 
Crossing and Newtown." 
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We ask that this statement be removed from the BCRTS. There have been recent 
art(cfes in the Bucks County Courier Times recommending that a major 
thoroughfare be put fn this vicinity to accommodate traffic from Ne~ Jersey. The 
articles referenced the pendfng Veterans' Cemetery THAT WE ALL WANT TO 
HAPPEN. 

Residents do not accept politicians' backroom dealings, where they plan to use the 
Cemetery as the final excuse for making Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads a 
MAJOR.highway. The official entrance route for the Cemetery should be afong 
Arterial Highways Taylorsville Road and Washington Crossing Roads. The official 
Cemetery entrance should be off Was hf ngton Crossing Road, between historic 
Dolington Vilfage and Washington Crossf ng State Park. 

Note the letter in Attachment Ill from Lower Makefield Township (LMT} to Rina Cutler, 
District Executive-PennDOT Disbict 6, RE: Proposed Veterans Cen:ietery, Uppe.r 
Makefield Township, Bucks County. In this letter, LMT •requests it be given the 
opportunity to provide input on the proposed access for the cemetery, the scope of the 
traffic impact study, and the design of the HOP. The township believes that all 
alternatives for primary access should be evaluated: 

As stated fn our SUMMARY section, residents want to preserve the unique and 
prfcel~s open space character of Bucks County and minimize the impact of any 
roadway recommendation ori that most valuable resource. 

• The DVRPC talks about the PA 413 Access Management Plan on page 138. What is 
this? What impact will it have on traffic in the region? 

• Page 141 s~tes, . 
"Summary of AdVerse Conditions 
Based on field views, meeting discussions, and existing and future analyses, adverse 
conditions include: quarry trucks, roadway alignment, traffic congestion, and. traffic 
volumes." · 

What roadway alignment issues were cited? The above statement contradicts the 
DVRPC's statement on page 138 that says this abou~the Newtown Bypass/ Durham 
Road segment and the Washington Crossing Road segment • There are no sharp curves 
or steep grades through~ut the study limits.• 

• We recommend that the two Durham Road intersections the DVRPC proposes have 
major improvements on page 5-25, be evaluated for roundabout retrofit (with certified 
roundabout software) to determine whether this would be a safer an~ more efficient 
treatment for these intersections. Roundabouts would provide more capacity, better 
Line-of-Site, anq be more pedestrian and village friendly and result in better traffic flow 
and less road rage. The two intersections we are referring to are Durham Road and 
Wrightstown/Worthington Mill Road inteFSection and Durham Road, Second Street Pi~, 
and Park Avenue. ·· 

CHAPTER 7: RECOMMENDATIONS & IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE 

• Remove the language on page 7-3 of the BCRTS that suggests that the conditions 
of the Newtown Bypass have improved since the July 2007 installation of the TSE! 
project to make the lights traffic responsive. On page 7-3 it states, "The 
municipalities and operating agencies should advertise success. Where regional 
improvements have been implemented, traffic benefits should be announced. 

'.. 15 11'1 Quicker, more efficient travel routes and supporting traffic data should be share1:1:· 

1'//31~ 
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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 conidqr. • 

This language suggests that travel time has been decreased on the Newtown 
Sypass •. THIS IS NOT THE CASE. Even with the new traffic signal timing plans, the 

· Bypass continues tq experience poor operational performance of the eleven ( 11) 
· tf9ffic 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 Qn 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 TraffJC Studv 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, an.d travelers have been given time 
to break the habit of using Lindenhurst. and Stoopville Roads as a 
cut-through en route to 1-95, should we proclaim success. 

Failure to get the Bvpass operating optimally feeds into the apparent 
desire to construct the Hort.hem Bypass. 

FIGURES 

• See Figure 2-11, titled "Traffic and Roadway Concerns", on page 2-20. 
(Attachment IV) \1 

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: 

16/!N 
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"During the summer of 2005, [DVRPC] staff met individually with each municipality. 
DVRPC requested the meetings, but the invitations were extended by the municipal 
managers. Typically the meetings were attended by eleeted representatives from the· 
participating municipality, including, but not limited to the RTPTF members ... Materials 
assembled from the earliest background planning activities were taken to the meetings to 
spur conversation about: Locations of deficiencies or concerns related to traffic 
congestion, traffic volumes, and roadway alignment and safety (present or anticipated, 
and anywhere fu or near th~ study area- i.e., not just the Key Roads and not just within 
the.ir municipality) ... " 

• See Figure 2-10, titled "Truck Traffic Pattern Concerns", on page 2-19. 
(Attachment V). 

Our issue with this Figure is that it's misleading and the information in it can be used to 
facilitate the DVRPC' s apparent desire to justify the Northern Bypass. 

Given that this Figure is about ''Truck Traffic Pattern Concerns", shouldn't it show 
concern. fo:i; cut-through truck traffic on Lindenhurst and StoopviIIe Roads? FOR 
YEARS, such concern has been well~ocumented by Lower Makefield Township, 
Newtown Township, Pennsbmy School Distric~ Council Rock School Distric~ Grey Nun 
Academy, the Regional Citizens Committee (sub-committee of the DVRPC), 
Homeowners Associations, residents and Residen~ for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Lower.Makefield Township sought the tumback of Lindenhurst Road so it could more 
expeditiously calm the dangerous mix of traffic. Lower Makefield and Newtown 
Townships are actfvety and aggressively pursuing traffic calming to improve the safety of 
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads, both heavily residentially-developed roads where the 
dangerous mix of traffic travels at UNACCEPTABLY high speeds. The modes of 
pedestrian and bicycling are virtually none existent on these roads (even with the 
township- provided bike path along Lindenhurst) due to the close proximity of speeding 
trucks. 

• See Figure 2-12, titled "Improvements and Quality-of-Life Areas of Concern", 
on page 2-23. (Attachment VI) Why doesn't this Figure accurately depict the 

Quality- of- Life Concerns that have been well-documented on Lindenhurst and 
Stoopville Roads FOR YEARS? . 

Surely Traffic Safety, Spee<fof Traffic, Truck Volumes AND Quality of Life should 
be shown for Lindenhurst and Sto.opville Roads. RRTS's written comment alone, 
submitted at the first public open house, covered every one of these issues. 

Refer to Attachment VII, the DVRPC document titled Dlw;trated Results: Comments 
received at the BCRTS Public Open Howe #1 (held January 17, 2007). Figure 1 (titled 
''Illustration of Broad Challenges, Concerns, Ar~ & Goals") and Figure 2 (titled 
"Illustration of Specific Improvements & Ideas) of this document also show that every 
one of these concerns were expressed by citizens at the January open bollSt}. It is 
alarming that the DVRPC left most of these concerns out in Figure 3 (titled "Most 
Important Improvements & Quality of Life Issues") of this document. Why were these 
concerns omitted? Aren't a11 of these concerns of EQUAL importance? 
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We ask the DVRPC to remove this statement from page 2-21 of the BCRTS: 
"Of particular inte~t were comments received at the January open house meeting 
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 qu?fity of life issues in the region." · 

The DVRPC clearly shows its bias when. it states "Of particular ipterest'', when referring 
to the public comments received at the first open house WIDCH 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, 
RR.TS 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 Fonn (Attachment N, 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 . 

,iyou '11 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 l>VRPC? This open house, held in a public school in 
Lower Makefield that was quit~ some distance from Lindenhurst Road, was attended by a 
large number of residents who submitted written comment on the safety crisis on 

.. . . . Lindenhurst and Stoopville·Roads. 

• · On page 53 the DVRPC makes this statement ab6ut Worthignton Mill Road: • ... trucks do 
·not create a situation wher~ 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 Is 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 corridors may not meet the PerinDOT 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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Thank you for the opportunity to submit public comment on the BCRTS. We look forward to 
having our concerns and recommendations for changes being given serious consideration. 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet., Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick .fyfmphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr-. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Bichler 
Richard Hogg. Deputy Secretal}' for Highway Administration 
Bill k.:b:u:h; Peni"lDOT, Bureau of highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; do Joanne Denworth, chair 
Bani Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; do Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; do Warren Strumpfer, chair 
James Cawley, Bucks CoW1ty Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner . 
S~dra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner · 
Lynn Bus~ Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, do Steve Santarsiero 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makeffeld Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President and Collllcil Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbmy School Board President and Pennsbwy School Superintendent 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Ttaffic Commission · 
Associated Press · 
Bucks County Courier Tunes and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance and Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tunes 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel 10 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown, do Jen Dix 
R.R. T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Non-Chair Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task For.cc . 

,-· \ 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regiona_l .Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

POBox285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

~R!Sbucks~f.com 

TO: Upper Makefield Township.Planning CommiSsion Members·. 
'l 

FROM: Sue Hannan 
B.S. fn Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President; Residents for Regional Traffic SoJutions, Jnc. (RRTS) 

Septembe_r 26, 2007 

RE: HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE VETERANS CEMETERY DEAL; 
Request to limit speed on StoopviHe RD w1iera substandard distance exists between access 
pornts. · 

Dear Upper MakefieJd Township Planning Commission Members, 

Thank you.for the opportunity to speak this evening, during the first pu_bJlc comment period. As 
president of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS), an organization with many 
current and future citizens that live on StoopvilJe Road, I respectfuJfy request that you review thfs 
letter this evening when reviewing any agenda items associated with the Veterans Cemetery 
Deal. · . 

RRTS requests that a condition be added to any approvals granted. J"hat condition would be that 
any road access permit applications to PennDot must include with the application a request for 
the speed limit re.duction of Stoopville Road In the vicinity of the access points, if any substandard 
distance between access points exist This would include access distances between parcels ·in 
Newtown Township and Upper Makefield Township.· . 

It is imperative· that the speed be reduced when access points are located close together. It is a 
matter of SAFETY. 

Thank you, in advance, for your consideration of this matter later this evening. 

Cc: Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter . 
Senator Al:fen Spcc:tcr 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. L 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy ... ze1 31 .J-
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Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative David Steil (Co-chair, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force) 
State Representative Scott Petri ( Co-<:liair, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Task Force) 
Non-Chair Members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 
AJJen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehl er 
Rfohard Hogg. Deputy Secretary for.Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Rina Cutler; District Executive, PennDOT District 6· 
DVRPC Board; c/o Joanne Denworth, chair 
Bany Seymour, Executive Director/DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Catherine Popp-McDonough, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee;. c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
James Cawley, _Bucks Cotmty 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 
Lower Makefield Township Board ofSui>ervisors 
Uppct Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township B9ard of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors . 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Jay Sensibaugh 
Dennis Fisher 
Nancy Crescenzo 
Mike Gallagher 
Rob Ciervo 
Councj) Rock School Board President and Council Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbury School BOafd President and Pennsbury School Superintendent 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance and Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tunes 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS:KYW3 
Channcl6 
Channel 10 
Fox News 
Concerned Residents ofNewtowil, c/o Jen Dix 
IUt.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 

------------ .... -
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R.R.T.S~. 

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

., TO:· . · ... State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
· .. · : · Asserr)blymeo: 31st and 1781h Districts, .respectively 

CHAIRMEN. Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

FROM: Su& Herman 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President; Resid~nts for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

October 11, 2007 
. "•':' 

RE: Residents' o~rage that the si30/07 Regional Traffic Planning. Task Force 
meeting minutes are not ~ccyrate 

Dear State Representatives Steil· and Petri, 

Residents are outra·ged that t,he approved minutes for the 5/30/07 meeting of the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force (RTPTF) dQ not ac;curately reflect that Sue Hemian, President of RRTS, 
read a 5/~0/07 letter from RRTS RE: Reiterate Necessity for Tram~ Calming on . 
Lindenhurst/ Sfoopville Roads; 5130/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting into 
the public record. Ms. Herman specifically requested that this letter (Attachment I) become part 

. of~~ pt,a~lic ~ ar:td ;:ifter reading it, handed it .to Bob West whO. was pr~siding. over the 
meeting. She asked him to ensure that the secretary (Vicki H~ug), 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 Receip~ that explained what had transpired in her absence at the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting 
(Attachment II). 

At the ~inning 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 
~~dedJQ the minufes that Sue Heiman read a 5/30/97 letter from RRTS addressed to the RTPTF 
,c;ind.M.f. 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 5/3,0/07 RTPTF meeting minutes and-. find that they DO 
NOT ACCURATELY REFLECT that Ms. Herman read the 5/30/07 letter into the public record. 
Residents are questioning whether this Jetter Is being Intentionally left out of the. 
minutes, whether this is a deliberate attetrrpt to keep others uninformed about the 
terrorizing daily traffic condl1ions on Stoopville and Undenhurst Roads. 

Your constituents demand that you correct the 5130/07 RTPTF meeting minutes at the next 
meeting of the RTPTF {scheduled for 10/29/07). It is your duty. 

Cc: VA Under SecTctary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk 
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer.- Federal High~y Administration 

,-.. 
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Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey; Jr. 
U.S.Congrcssman Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney. Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bichler. Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission do HonOrable Allen Bichler 
Richard Hogg. Deputy Sccrctary for Highway Administration . 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway.~ ancfTraffic Engineering 
Rina Cutler, District Executive. PcnnDOT DiStriet 6 . 
DVRPC Board; do Jerald Cureton, clWr 
Barry Seymour, Executive DirectoribVRPC 
Don Shanis. Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Jerry ~oyne. DVRPC . 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o .Matthew Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Comrni~ do Warren Strumj>fcr, chair 
James Cawley, Bucks Cowity Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra ~illcr, Bucks County.Commissioner . 
Lynn Bu~ Executive Director, Buc;ks Couiity !>Janning CC?mrilission 
Noa-Chair me~bers of the Regional TrUfic: PJ1nnin1 Task Force: 

Vincent Deon & Peter Palcstina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Marie Craig/ 
Newtown Bor.ough. J0e Hunter & Chris Harding/Yardley Borough, Anne Goren & Jerry Schenkman/Newtown Twp. 
Jane l'vfagnel'Nrig.'ltstown Twp, Ron Smith&. Greg Cruc!a/Lcwc: !' • .fakefie!d Twp. 

Southeastern Bucb League of Municipalities. do Steve Santarsiero 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
~ewtown Towriship BQard of Supervisors 
Wrightstawn Township Board ofSuperv:SOrs 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough council · 
Newtown Borough Council · 
Council Rock School Board President 
Council Rock School Superintendent 
Pennsbwy School Board President 
Pennsbury School Superintendent 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Associated· Press 
Bucks Count)' Courier limes and Intelligencer 

. Newtown Advance ~d Yardley News 
Phila.delppia Inquirer 
Trenton TlDlCS 
Trcntonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYWJ 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Fox News 
Concemcd Residents ofNewtown. do Jen Dix 
R.R. T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
Matt Maloney . 
Deb Wachsprcss 
Bob Ciervo 
Mike Gallagher 
Nancy Crescenzo 
Dennis Fisher 
Jay Sensibaugh 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspaS@aol.com 

TO: Barry Seymour; Executive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 

FROM: Sue Herman; President, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS)· 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 

December 1 O, 2007 

RE: Residents demand addendum to 10107 Bucks Co. Regional Traffic Study Final Report 

Dear Mr. Seymour, 

On behalf of the more than 9,000 residents our citizens watchdog group repre5ents, RRTS 
implores you to ensure that the DVRPC immediately publishes an addendum to its October 2007 · 
Bucks County Regional Traffic Studv Final Report (BCRTS) that includes: 

_1) ... all ORIGINAL Written materials from municipalities dated through 10/29/07 relative to the 
Draft Report of 6107 and to the Final Report of 10/07 •. This addendum should be distributed 
in DVD form and in· p~per form to all recipients who got the original report in these forms. In 
addition, the addendum should be posted to the BucksCountyRegionalTrafficStudy.org· 
website. As per my public comment at the 1216/07 DVRPC Board meeting, it i9 not enough 
that DVRPC post the wtitten m~tertals received ~om municipalities to only the website 
- as· you suggested in yo·ur response to Warren Strumpfer (Chair of the Regional Citizens 
Committee/ RCC) when he presented the RCC's resolution asking for an addendum to the 
BCRTS (Exhibit I, pg. ~). The website is temporary and few will refer to il In years· to come, 
many will refer to the BCRTS DVD's and BCRTS paper reports distributed by the DVRPC. It 
is essential that all existing DVD's and paper reports be REPLACED by an amen~ed report 
that includes the addendum and clearly and overtly explains what the amended report and 
addendum are all about All amended DVD's and paper reports should be clearly and · 
overtly ~abeled so that it is apparent that DVRPC is the author of the BCRTS. 

2) ••• a disclosure notation that the participating municipalities have not accepted the 
contents of the report as their preferred solutions ~nd that at the 10129/07 meeting of the 
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF), the municipalities could not agree upon how 
to accept the document - in fact, the municipalities DID NOT accept the document in its 
current condition. Also, include a disclosure notation that at the 10/29/07 meeting of the 
RTPTF, there were two (2) formal motions that failed. The subject of controversy was 
whether the content of the 10/07 Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final Report was 
acceptable as a •Final Report". The RTPTF members who were present ffom Yardley 
Borough, Newtown Borough, Newtown Township and Lower Makefield Township 
voted against receiving this report as a "final Report".• 

*RTPTF members present at the 10/2.9/07 meetina: RTPTF Co-Chairs: State Rep. Dave Steil/ State Rep. Scott Petri 
RTPTF members: Joe Hunter (Yardley Borough), Mark Craig (Newtown Borough), Anne Goren/ Jerry Schenkman 
(Newtown Twp.), Ron Smith/ Greg Caiola (lower Makefield Twp.), Pete PalestinaJ Vince Deon (Northampton Twp.), 
Bob West/ Dan Rattigan (Upper Makefield Twp.), Jane Magne (Wrightstown Twp.) 
RTPTF members absent at the.10/29/07 meeting: Chris Harding (Yardley Borough) 
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WHY IS IT IMPORTANT TO PUBLISH THIS ADDENDUM? 

At the 10/16/07 RCC meeting, you and Don Shanis made a special presentation to the full RCC 
that was titled "A Discussion of Regional Priorities'*. In your presentation you stated that, Kthe 
DVRPC fiercely protects its reputation as an honest broker'". In our opinion, the DVRPC's 
"reputation- as an honest broker" is at stake unless a timely, accurate and 
thorough addendum to the October 2007 Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
Final Report is. published as outlined on page #1 of this letter. 

With the October 2007 Bucks County Regional Traffic study Final Report that exists today: 

• ... the concerns of the citizenry and municipalities have been ignored. 

• 

Th~re is no Appendix that includes the ORIGINAL written materials from the 
municipalities relative to the 6/07 Draft and the 10/07 Final Report* The written 
materials submitted by municipalities were approved by the respective Board of 
Supervisors/ Councils and represent the sentiments of the citizenry who were actively 
involved, at every level, during the three (3} years the RTPTF met Citizens demand that 
these written materials be included in this report and that they be unedited. 

The municipalities were given no time to discuss their serious concerns with the DVRPC 
or with each other, address dfsputss, make changes to the Draft BCRTS and review a 
subsequent revised Draft Report. This is unconscionable and makes a farce of the 
democratic process . 

. .. it appears that $400,000 (four hundr~ thousand dollars) of taxpayer's mon.ey was 
squandered on ~ study where the outcome is what was·wanted in the first place. 

For their money, citizens expected far more than the "smoke and mirrors" language used 
in the DVRP~'s 10/23/07 cover letter RE:. Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final 
Report (October 2007) that accompanied the BCRTS Final Report deliyered to RTPTF 
members only five days before it was to be voted upon. In the Final Report, the DVRPC 
ignored the majority of serious concerns expressed by municipalities, yet the propaganda 
in the cover letter leads the average reader to believe otherwise (see Exhibit V). 

On all fronts, there was intense written opposition to the proposed location of the 
roundabout at Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads - which is strategically 
posiponed to give the exact alignment required for .a ·Northern Bypass•, as per the 
DVRPC's very own 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Studv. Despite this opposition, the 
DVRPC kept the roundabout location the same in the Final Report while glibly stating in 
the cover letter that, "Some of the longer term geometric improvements are creative ai'ld 
represent different approaches to well known problem areas and will require more time to 
refine. These improvement ideas have been controversial and may require additional 
community involvement and/ or alternatives analyses." Citizens and municipalities 
deserve be'tter. 

*Exhibi!s II - IV are examples of written materials dated through 1 Q/29/07 that municipafrties sent to Jeny Coyne; DVRPC 
Project Manager for the BCRTS. 

• Exhibit II is a 9119/07 6-page letter from Lower Makefield Township to Jerry Coyne 
Re: Bucks County Reglonal Traffic Study.June 2007 Draft 

• Exhibit Ill is a 10/:?6/07 1-page email from Yardley Borough to Jerry Coyne Re: Bucks County 
Regional Traffic Study 

• Exhibit IV is a 9/18/07 1-page letter from Paul Beckert Jr. (Newtown Twp. SorK:itor} and a 10/29"07 
48-page letter from Newtown Townsh. ip to Jerry Coyne Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study ~ J 
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• .. .it is both misleading and unacceptable that it is titled a Final Report This increases the 
possibility th~t in th~ Mure 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 ba.nking on? Is it worth risking its reputation as an "honest broker"? 

• .•. the DVRPC has failed to achieve its goal as stated in the current Draft Public. 
Participation Plan.a Strategy for Citizen Involvement (currently under review for public 
comment) where it clearly states the DVRPC's "philosophy and intent to place public 
pa~ipation at the forefront of the Commission's priorities.• 

In dosing, we would like to say that a reputation as an "honest broker" must be backed by 
actions, not just by words. We f1ope you will ensure that the DVRPC immediately publishes an 
amended report and addendum as per points 1 ar)d 2 on page #1 of this letter, in their entirety. 
Residents and elected officials want to believe that our Metropolitan Planning Organizatio.n is an 
~honest broker". 

We aie watching and hoping. 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk· 
Dan Fraley, Bucks·County Director of Veterans Affairs 
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaud~ Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter. 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congrcssman PatrickMuiphy 
Governor Ed RendeH 
State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinsqn 
Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Bichler 
Richard Hogg. Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PcnnDOT, Bureau of Highway Safi:ty and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; Acting District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Jerald Cureton, chair 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Matthew Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Conunittce; c/o Wam:n Strunipfer, chair 
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
State Repn:scntative Scott Petri, RegionaJ Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks Cotmty Commissioner 
Diane Marseglia · 
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Lynn Bus~ Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Non..chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: 

Vincent Deon & Peter Palestina/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattjgan & Bob W~ppcr Makefield Twp, Mai:Jc.Craig/ 
Newtown Borough, Joe Htmter & Chris Haqling/Yardley Borough, 'Anne Goren & Jerry Schenlanan/Newtown Twp, 
Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. · 

,.. Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities, c/o Steve Santarsiero 
Lower MSk~eld Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtowri Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton TQwnship Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council . 
Council Rock School Board President 
Council Rock School Supaintendent 
Pennsbury School Board President 
Pennsbuty School Superintendent 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Yunes and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance and Yardley News 

· Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-K"r"W3 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Fox News 
Concerned ResidentS ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown; PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

TO:., . Barry Seymour; Exec:utive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 

- ·.FROM: . Sue Herman; 

February 11, 2008 

President, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering.(Penn State University) 

RE: 10/07 Bucks Counfy Regional Trafflc Study Final Report (BCRTS) 
Reiterate the need for _a replacement CD-ROM that: 

1) ... includes the 1/08 Addendum to Final Report 
2) •• .ls properly labeled so that it is clear that the DVRPC performed the BCRTS 

for the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Dear Mr. Seymour, 

On behalf of the more than 9,000 residents our citizens watchdog group represents, we thank the 
DVRPC for distributing the 1/08 Addendum to Final Reoort to tho~ who received a hard copy of 
the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final Reoort dated October 2007 (BCRTS). We also 
thank the DVRPC for making an electronic version of the 1/08 Addendum to Final Reoott . 
av;;tilable via lin~ from the· project website's (www.BucksCountyRegionalTrafficStudy.org) Home 
page.* 

RRTS is a Regional Stakeholder of the BCRTS, as noted several times in Appendix B of the 
BCRTS Which also states that there are a total of 13 Regional Stakeholders and 29 Municlpal 
Stakeholders of the BCRTS. As a stakeholder, we greatly appreciated receiving the original 
BCRTS in CD-ROM format, as noted in Don Shanis's 10/30/07 letter to Susan Herman 
RE: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (October 2007) which is attached as Exhibit II. 

As per my public comment at the 1216/07 DVRPC Board meeting and RRTS's 12/10/07 letter to 
you RE: Residents demand addendum to 10/07 Bucks Co. Regional Trafflc Study Final 

· Report , we believe, as .stakeholders, that it is imperative for those who received a CD-ROM 
format of the original BCRTS to ~iv~ a replacement CD-ROM that includes the 
1/0.8 Addendum to the Final Reoott and is PROPERLY LABELED so that it is clear that the 
OVRPC perfoFl'Tled the Study for the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force. A$ you are aware, 
the DVRPC name was inadvertently omitted from the CD-ROM label. · 

Wtth the current CD-ROM fabel, the reader can easily misconstrue the BCRTS as an accepted 
study, when this is not the case. As you know, at-the 10/29/07 meeting of the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force, the seven (7) participating municipalities could not agree upon how to 
accept the document, and the municipalities DID NOT accept the document in its current 
condition. There were two formal motions that failed. The subject of controversy was whether 
the cantent and recommendations of the 10/07 Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final ReoOrt 

·was acceptable as a "Final Report". (See Exhibit Ill, 1114/08 letter from Lower Makefield 
Township to Jerry Coyne Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study F1nal Report, 
October 2007; Request for Addendum.) 

*As per Don Shanis's 10/23107 letter RE: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Ftnal Report (October 2007) to Ronald 
Smith, "The domain name www.BucksCountyRegionarTrafficStudy.org, and project website have been secured until 
October 25, 2008. • This letter is attached as Exhibit I. 
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Other stakeholders share our views. We have included the Regional Stakeholders noted on the 
DVRPC's 10i27/06 handout titled Stakeholders Accepted (Exhibit IV) in the copy list of this letter. 

We are fbrmally requesting that the DVRPC distribute a replacement CD-ROM that a.) includes 
the 1/08 Addendum to Final Report and b.) is properly labeled so that it is clear that the DVRPC 
performed the BCRTS for the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, to those who received the 
CD-ROM format of the original Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (dated: October 20on. We 
respectfully ask for a written response to our request and would appreciate receiving it by 
February 28, 2008. 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affillrs, WilJiam Tuerk 
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans Affairs 
Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressni.an Patrick Murphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State S~ator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy J:omlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Exc<:utive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Bpard; c/o Jerald Cureton; chair 
Don Shan is, Deputy Exceutive Director/ DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Matthew Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
State Representative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martfu, Bucks County Commissioner 
Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Non-Chair members of the Rei=i~maJ Traffic Planning Task Force: 

Vincent Deon & James Cunnin~orthampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard 
O'Malley & Mike Sellers/Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter& Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry 
Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Ca.iota/Lower 
Makefield Twp.'" 

Regional Stakeholders of the BCRTS: 
Steve Harris, Susan Herman. Marie E. Kendrick, Mark 1. Klein, Matje Lebegem, James J. Linksz, Paul B. Long. 

Robert Miller, James D. Morrissey, Jack Pinheiro, William Rickett, .Mark Shablin 
Southeastern Bucks League of Municipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wiightstomi Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abramson 

··-:-... 
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Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi 
Pepnsbury School CEO. Paul Long . 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: do Gary Gilman, chair 

Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Ne\v10"\\11 Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel IO 
fox New 
Moe Sood 
Concerned Residents of Newtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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TO: 

·I R.R.T .•. S. 
Residents for Regional· Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown. PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspaSfi@oi.com 

Barry Seymo~r, Executive DireCtor, Delaware Valley RegKinal Planning Corylmission (DVRPC) 

Don Shanis; Deputy Executive· Director, DVRPC . 

Jerry Coyiie; DVRPC Project Manager for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 

· FROM£-.. Sue Hennan; . PreSklent, Residents for Regional Traffic SolutionS, inc.; (RRTS) 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn state University)' 

. March 18, 2008 

• 
SUBJECT: Mr. Seymour's 3/5/08 fettedo RRTS 

Re~ Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS)'~eport Addendum 

De~r .Mr; ~eyrliour, Dr. Shanis. and Mr. Coyn~. 

While we appreciated. r~iving Mr. Seymoui's 3/5108 retter·- in response to RRTS's request that 
the DVRPC publish and distribute a replacement C~ROM that iricfudes the January 2008 

~:-·... Addendum. to Final Report and is property labeled.- we were surprised that fie ·declined our !· 
r .. est" . . 
c~~u . . 

~· Je believe this action is contrar)' to the DVRPC's claim in itS 2008 Weekly Planner titled The 
Power of Planning, where it states that ·oVR,PC's public outreach effOrt promotes two-way 
communication between stakehokfers and the CommisSion, and enhances pUblic awareness of 
regional issues.~ ·The DVRPC's refusal to issue the replacement CD-ROM that Stakeholders are 
entitled to is. in our.opinion, a failure to Uve up to the Vital communication·that the DVRPC is 
9bfigated to provide. . · · 

We. believe that citizens -Went the distance· in communicating with the DVRPC ·regarding the· 
BCRTS, as i$ evident in the attached RRTS tirrietine OOed Timeffne #1: October 2006"""' : 
March 2008.·:Showing DVRPC's Refusal To Publish A Replacement CD-ROM for the Bucks 

. Countv Regional Traffic Study.Final Report datf!<] 10/07 (Exhibit A). · 
. . . 

We are extremely disappointed and hope that you will reconsider your position on issuing a . 
replacement CD-ROM to Stakeholders that Includes.the January 2008 Addendum to Final Report 
and is properly rabeled. . · · 

. Cc~ A Under~ for Memorial Affairs, WiUialrl T~~·: . 
~an -Fraley. Bucks Connty Director ofV eteranS Aftaitr ~.:. ; > ~Carmine Fi~na. Safety Engineer, Federal High~ay Administration 
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Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast J' A Chapter . 
Senator Arlen Specter 
~r Robert Casey, Jr. 

-Jt. US.Congressman Patrick Mmphy 
· . -'.It Governor Ed ~ell 

State Senatot Charles Mcllhinney. Jr. 
State Senatbr Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bieh1er, Secretary of Transportation '* State Transpormtion Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehlc:r 
RicbardHog& Deputy Seaetaiy for Higbwa:y.Administriition 
Bill Laubach; PcnnDO:f, Bureau of;Highway Sa1Cty and Traff"'ic Engineering 

,.Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
"¥ DVRPC ~ c/o Jerald Cureton, chair 

itciionaiT~rtatioo Committee; c/o M~ Lawson, chair 
RegioJ131 Citizens Committee? c/o Warm:i Strumpfer, chair . 

: -;ftStatc Representative David Steil; Regional Traffie Planning Task Force O>-Cbair 
iffltatc Representative Scott PCtri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force CO-Chair 
tf':"James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 

Chari~ Martin. Bucks County Commissioner 
·Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush. Executive Director, B~~ COunty Planning Commission. 
Non-Chair members of the Regional Traflk Planning.Task Force: . 

Vincent Deon & Jam~ Cunningham/Northampton Twp, ·Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp. Gerard 
O'Malley & Mike Sellers/Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Kath~ Cadw.!Jlader/Y ardley Borough, Jerry 
Schenkman & Mike Gallag]fer/NewtoW:n Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower 
Makefield Twp. · 

Regional Stakeholders of the BCRTS: 
Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Made E. Kendrick, Mark J. Klein, Marie Lebegern, James J. Linksz Paul B..Long. 

Robert Millei, James D. Monissey, Jack Pinheiro, Wmiam Rickett,- Mark Shablin . 
-.SOutbeastem BucJc:S.League of~Unicipalities: cJo Steve Santarsiero, chair 

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
NorfhamPton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough·Cotintjl 
Newto\vn Borough Council 
Council Rock SchQol Bo~ Presiden~ Richard Abramson 

. CounCJ1 Rocle School Superintendent, Marie: Klein 
Pemisbmy School Board Presiilent; Greg Lucidi 
Pennsbuijr School CEO, Paul Long 
Lower M.aJcefield Township Citizens Traffie Comffiission: c/o Gary Gt1man, chair 

. Associall:d Press 
· Bucks County Courier Tunes and Intelligencer 

Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tnnes 
Trcntonian 
BrlStol Pilot 
CBS-KYV/3' 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Fox New 
Moe Sood 
Concei-ned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R. T.S. Membership {mass e-mail) 
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·a~R.T.S~ 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

POBox2Bs . 
Newtown, PA 18940 

~R:rsbuck~pa§@C!of ~~<>l!I 

Greg CaioJa, Chairman 
. Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 

1100 Edgewood Road . 
Yardley;PA 19067 

Ron Smith 
Lower Makefield Township Supervi$or 
1100 Edgewood Road 
Yardley, PA I 9067 

March 26, 2008 

RE: Draft Minutes for the t 0/29/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RT.PTF) ~eeting; 
Request that at th.e 3/31/08 RTPn' meeting, you ask the RTPTF NOT TO APPROVE the 
inaccurate statement in Comment #4 

Dear Mr Caiola and Mr. Smith, 

We have reviewed the Draft Minutes for the 10/29/07 Meeting of the RTPTF. Please note that 
Comment #4 in the draft minutes is i .. accurate. it States; 

~ . . . 

Z::-~"" "4Approval of Minutes from Mav31. 2007 . 
(~~'fher.e wa.v a clarific"ation made that ~s. Herman read from a letter after the minutes were 
\(: .·· ··wroved, not before. All present in favor. Motion carried. .Mr. -- and Mr. J{_zmter abstafned " . . 

F~r an accurate history ofMrs. Herman's r~ading of the referenced letter, see Exhibit I titled 
Time line #2: JI'rstory Of Sue Hermafl 's Reading of RR.TS's 5130107 Letter (Addressed To The 
RTPTF And Jerry Coyne) "RE: Reiterate NecessifV tor Traffic Calnting on Lindenhurst/ 
StoopviUe Roads; 5/30107Regional Traffu: Planning Task Force Meeting" Into The Public 
Record at the 5130107 RTPTF Meeting. and RRTS's Stroggle To Get This Accuratefy Reflected In 
The RTPTF Minutes. 

We know that as Lower Makefield Township's representatives on the RTPTF, you have worked 
hard to have the minutes accurately reflect that this letter was read into the public record at the 
5/30/07 RTPTF meeting. Residents are asking why certain other forces on the RTPTF are 
working so hard to have the reading of this Jetter "sviept under the rug". 

Is it becaus~ RRT~'s 5/30/07 letter so accurately depicts the 
volatile conditions that exis_t on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads 
and the need for .traffic calming? 

Is it because the letter states that ~he RTPTF and Dela~are Valley 
Rilgional Planning Commission are aware of the volatile. ~1!%1 
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conditions on Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads and the need to 
restore traffic to s~nity,- so t'1at it is safe for travel by vehicles, 
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 InstiMe 
for Transportation Engineers, «control of access is among the most influential geometric aspects 
affecting crash frequency on the.highway system7") 

Is it because politicians and agencies are preparing, behind the 
scenes, to :r:-am a roundabout through at the intersection of 
Stoopville and Washington Crossing Roads, using the Veterans 
C~metery as an excuse - _despite strong documented opposition 
from municipalities and residents? 

.Is it because, behind the scenes, there is continued presstJre by 

.cert_ain politicians/ agenci~ 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 II; Bucks County Courier Times ~cJe titled 4 walk away from fiery tanar 
. accident) - underscores why it is essenti~ that effective traffic calming measures be· 
implemented on Swamp:. Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads - where th~ is an inordinately 
high volume of truck traffic due to the four (4).Wrightstown quarries and heavy residential 
development adjacent to· the roads. · 

RESIDENTS QPPOSE ANY ROUNDABOUT TREATMENT AT THE 
INTERSECTl9N OF STOOPVILLE AND WAsHINGT()N CROSSING ROADS, 
AS A ~OUNDABOUT WILL LEAD TO IDGHER VOLUMES OF TRAFFIC 
TRAVELING AT EVEN.GREATER SPEEDS ALONG STOOPVU.LE AND 
LINDE~TROADS. 

We respectfully request of you, that at the March 31, 2008 RTPTF meeting·you ask the 
RTPTF NOT TO APPROVE the inaccurate statement in #4 of the Draft Minutes for the 
10/29/07 RTPTF Meeting. 

We aie grateful that as a result of your efforts ana citizens, effortS, the Revised Final Minutes for 
the 5/30/07 RTPTF Meeting and the Final Minutes for the 7/31107 RTPTF Meeting 1,1ccurately 
re.fleet ~e readi,ng of RRTS,s letter into the public reCord at the· 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting. 

Thank you for consideration of our request. 

ueH nnan 
President 

· Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs. William Tuerk 
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans Affairs • 
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Carmine Fisclna, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra· Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick"Murphy 
Governor Ed R~dell 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Bichler, Secretary of Transportation 

. State Transportation Commission c!o Honorable Allen.Biebler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Sea-etluy' for Highway Administration 
BiJJ Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety apd Traffic Engineering 
LeS Toaso; District Executive,, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Jerald Cureton, chair . 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Jerry Co~c,.DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c!o Matthew Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
Staie Representative David Steil; Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 

· State Representative Scott Petri,. Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner · 

· Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, .Executive Director, Bucks County PTaruiing .Commission · 
Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: · 

Yincel'lt Deon & James Cunningham/1".forthampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & B-Ob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard 
O'Malley & Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry 
Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower 
Makefield Twp. 

Regional Stakeholders of the BCRTS: 
Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Mark E. Kendrick,. Marie J. Klein, Marie Lebegem, James J. Linksz, Paul B. Long. 

Robert Mi1Jer, Jame;s D. Morrissey, Jack Pinheiro, WiJliam Rickett, Marlc Shablin 
So~ Bucks League of Municipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
NcwtoWJ1 Township Board of Supervisors 
Wright.Stown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Boaro President, Richard Abramson 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Matt Klein 
Pennsbury School Boatd President, Greg Lucidi 
Pennsbury School CEO, Paul Long 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
Associated Press 
Bucks Coilnty Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times· 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS·KYWJ 
Channel6· 
Channel 10 
Fox New 
Moe Sood 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R.R. T .s.. ~X· :J..9 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions,. Inc .. 

POBox285 . 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucksPf!S@ao!.~' 

TO: State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and 1781h Districts, respectively 

. CHAIRMEN, Reg~nal Traffic P~nning Task Force (RTP~ 

Non-Ch~ir members of the ~egional Traffic Planning Task Force* 
. . 
~any Seymour; Executive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission(DVRPC) 

Dori Shanis; Deputy ~ecutive pirector, DVRPC: 

Jeny Coyne: DVRPC Project Manager for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 

F~OM: Sue Hennan 
B.S. in Industrial Engineering (Penn State University) 
President; Residents for Regipnal Traffic Solutions,-.lnc. (RRTS) 

March 26, 2008 

RE: 1) Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report dated 10/07 
2) January 2008.Addenc:lum to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Report. 

dated 10/07 · 

Dear Representative Steil, Represen~ye Petri, Mr. Seymour, Dr. Shanis, Mr. Coyne and· 
Non-Chair Members of the RTPTF, 

. On behalf of the more than 9,000 residents that qur regional citizens watchdog group represents, 
and as a Stakeholder of the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study, RRTS respectfully requestS 
that the R1PTF include this document - unedited - as part .of the Bucks County Regional Traffic 
Study Report. . 

Fo11owing are RRTS's comments/concerns regarding the Bucks County Regional T~affic Study 
Report dated 10107 (BCRT.S) and the January 2008 Addendum to the Bucks County Regional 
Traffic Study Report dated 10107 (Addendum). · 

*•Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Chairmen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Members I) ( 
effective 1/08: Vincent Deon & James Cunningham/Northampton Twp, D3n Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, 1~ / '/1 
Gerard O'Malley &Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine Cactwaltacfer/Yan:ll&y Borough, Jerry 
Schenkman & Mike Galtagher/Newtown Twp, Jane MagneMfrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/L.ower Makefield 

Twp. • /()qy;.-.. . tiif 
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RRTS opposes the BCRTS and Addendum because the DVRPC still recommend.s: 

• .. .straightening tbe curve at the southern end of Lindenhurst Road. 

(The DVRPC provided.no safety reasons for straightening this curve. Straightening the curve will 
facilitate connectll:ig Lindenhurst Road with I-95, possibly by nmning the road ~ss the Wright 
Farm - regardless of the protections that have been set up for preserving. the fa:rnl. This will lead 
tcra Northern Bypass via Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads or to a Northern Bypass via an 
extended Upper Silver Lake Road to Stoopville Road, a scenano that the DVRPc studied in its 
1988 Newtown Township frafjic Study. See Exhibit I.) 

• • •. positioning the roundabout at Stoo~viJJe and Washington Crossing.Roads in the strategic 
and peculiar location sho'!n in Figure 5-3 of the June 2007 Dra(lReport of the Bucks Countv 

Regional Traftk slutfv and in Ffgtire 5-3 of the BCR~S despite ·strong opPQSition from 
municipalities and citizens (Exhibit II);. In addition, on page #19 of the DVRPC's December 
2007 publication titled Regional Roundabout Analvsis, Phase I (Exhibit.III) it states, 

'°'Figure 4: Bucks County Prioritized Location #1 
Intersection of PA 532 (Washington Crossing Road) and Stoopville Road" 

The positioning of this roundabout gives an alignment that makes Stoopville Road (currently a 
collector road) function more like a main artery and Washington Crossing Road (currently an 
arterial highway, PA Traffic Route 532) function more like a minor road. It paves the way for a 
Northern Bypass along Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads. 

Lower Makefield Township's (LMT's) 9/19/07 Letter to Jerry Coyne Re: Bucks County 
Regional Traff JC Study-June 2007 Draft and LMT's 3/18/08 Letter to-Jerry Coyne RE: 
Bucks County Regional Traffic Study- October 2007 Report and January 2008 Addend.um 
state this about the roundabout in Figure 5-3, "At the intersection ofStoopville Road and 
Washington Crossing Road, the. existing geometry provides for the major 'through' movement to 
occur on Washington Crossing Road. which is classified as an arterial road. with Stoopville Road. 
classified as a collector road, joining. Washington Crossing Road as the minor approach. With the 
roundabout layout shown in Figure 5-3 of the BCRTS, the major ~through' movement is shifted to 
Stoopville Road west of the intersection ..• Lower Makefield Township recommends that several 
alternatives. including a signalized intersection, fo;r this 1ntersectionbe ev;aluated to ensure the 
future layout of this intersection will not adver$ely affect the character of th~ roadways and 
surrounding area.· Lower Makefield Township does not favor the alignment shown in 
Figure 5-3." 

Newtown and Lower Makefield Townships are already in the process of embracing a signalized 
intei-section at Stoopvi11e Road and Washington Crossing Roads requiring little - if any - · 
realignment of the roads, as indicated in the 11107 Gilmore & Associates Traffic Calming Plan for 
Stoopville Road attached to the 12/il/07 Letter from Newtown Township's traffic engineer to 
Joseph Czajkowski; Newtown Township's Manager, RE: Stoopville Road - Traffic Calming 
and Rehabilitation; Newtown Township, Bucks County (Exhibit IV) and correspondence from 
LMT's traffic engineer to the LMT Board of Supervisor$ and LMT Citizens Traffic Commission 
dated 2129/08 and 3/10/08 (Exhibit V). 

In addition, the 2009 Transportation Program Project Abstract for the Stoopville Road 9 7/ 1 ?0 
Rehabilitation Project (Exhibit VI} no longer states that there should be a realignment of the / I 0 l 
inten;ection of Stoopville and Washingto~ Crossing_Roads. RRTS vehemently protested th~.· .. 

1~6LJvx ,, 



realignment of this inkrsection that was called for during previous TIP cycles in the Project 
Abstract for the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project because, as per the DVRPC's 1988 
Newtown Tuwnship Traffic StiLdy, "To affect a northern bypass via StoopVJlle Road, it is vital to 
realign this intersection. A cooperative effort between Newtown Township and Lower Makefield 
Township is necessary for the intersection to be upgraded." 

With the exception of the TIP cycle that we are currently in, RRTS has provided both oral and 

written testimony against the Stoowille Road Rehabilitation Transportation Improvement 
Project at the State Transportation Commission; Bucks County Planning Commission and 
.OVRPC public .bearings: during alJ TIP ·cycles since April 1999. ln addition, Lower Makefield · 

Township strongly opposed the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project during previous TIP 
· cycles (See Exhibit VII).· 

Al.sO, it is disturbing to citizens that the DVRPC removed the incorrect reference to the 
intersection of Stoopville Road. and Worthington MilV Wrightstown Road in the BCRTS, only to 
replace it with the following adverse intersections; Stoopville Road and Durham Road, Stoopville 
Road and Linton Hill Road/ Creamery Road, and Stoopville Road and-Washington.Crossing Road, 
that aWeared -for th"e rirst time - in the October2007 report. This disingenuous action 
confirms residents' belief that there is strong pressure behind the scenes to construct the Northern 
Bypass behind residents' backs. 

In addi~on, RRTS opposes the BCRl'S and Addendum because: 

· • ••• it fails to recom~end traffic calming along the full length of StoopviUe Road. 

At the·3/29/07 RTPTF meeting, Mr. Roth (DVRPC's engineer consultant froin Jacobs Edwards 
and Kelcey) presented a spreadsheet titled Engineering and Traffic Study Elements. Summary . 
Matrix-Revised 311212007 (Exhibit VIII} Which stat~ th~t the "Prevailing Traffic Speed" on 
Lindenhurst and Stoopville Roads is 48 miles per hour and 53 miles per hour, respectively. 

RR.TS believes that"as our region's Metropolitan Planning Organization, the 
.DVB.PC hf!S an obligation to reduce these unacceptably high speeds.on these 
collecter roads- especially in light of the inordinately high volume of truck 
traffic in our region from Ifie four (4) Wrightstown quarries-in o_rder to make 
iJ safe for travel by vehicle, bicyclists and pedestrians. · 

It is both noteworthy ancf distressing that RRTS felt compelled to write the 3/26/08 Letter to LMT 
Sll})Cf'Visors Greg Caiola and Ron Smith (RTPTF members) · 

RE: Dr.aft Minutes .for the 10129/07 Regional Traflk Planning Task Foree (RTP'rF) 
Meeting; Request that at the 3/31/08 R'JYl'F meeting, .you ask the RTPTF NOT TO 
APPROVE the inaccurate statement in Co.mmei;it #4, 

in order to once an<l for all set the recilrd straight that Sue Herman read the 5/30/07 Letter from 
RRTS addressed to the RTPTF and Jerry Cayne RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming 
on Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads; 5130/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting 
into the public record at the 5/30107 RTPTF meeting prior to adjournment. See Exhibit TX. 

. 1rj1f1 
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In addition, ~TS opposes the BCRTS and Addendum because: 

• ••• It fails to acknowledge Newtown Township's desire to reclassify Swamp Road to a 
Collector Road, so that appropriate traffic calming measures can be installed to ensure 
traffic travels in a manner consistent with the adjacent residential 13.nd use and ensure safe 
access for pedestrians and bicyclists. The road is currently misclassified as a Minor Arterial 
Highway. 

In closing, we want to emphasize that RRTS fully endorses - and citizens are grateful for
Lower Makefield Township's RESOLUTION REGARDING THE BUCKS COUNTY REGIONAL 
TRAFFIC STVDY REPORT (dated October 2007) and the JANUARY 2008 ADDENDUM TO 
THE REPORT that resulted from a motion made by LMT supervisor Steve Santarsiero at the 
3/19/08 Board of Supervisors meeting. The motion passed. (See Exhibit X.} 

We also want to emphasize that RRTS ·;fully endorses the RESOLUTION in Exhibit XI that was 
proposed by the LMT Citizens Traffic Commission and approved by the LMT Board of 
Supervisors on 3/19/08, as a result of a motion made by Steve Santarsiero. · 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affhlrs, William Tuerk 
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director ofV etcrans Affairs 
Carmine Fiscina,. Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S. Congressman Patrick Muiphy 
Governor Ed Rendell 
State Scrunor Charles Mcllhinney, Ir. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretmy of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg. Deputy Secn:t.ary for Highway Administration 
Bill Uuibacb; Pc::nnDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o Jerald Cureton, chair . . 
Don Sh.anis, Deputy Executive Director/ DVRPC . 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Matthew Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strumpfer, chair 
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
State Reprc:sentative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
James Cawley, Bucks Comrty Corrnnissioner 
Charles Martin. Bucks County Commissioner 
Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush. Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: 



Vincent Deon & James Cunningham/N~ton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield· Twp, Gerard 
O'Malley & Mike Sellers/Newtown Borough, Joe Hmrter & Katherine Cadwaliader/Yardley Borough, Jerry 
Schet¢ina.n & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Cafola/Lower 
Makefield Twp.· · 

Rmonal Stakeholders of the BCRTS: 
Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Marie E. KenC!rick, Mark J. Klein, Marie Lebegem. James J. Linksz, Paul B. Long, 

Robert Miller, James D. Mpnissey, Jack Pinheiro, William Rickett, Mark Sbablin 
Southeastern Bucks League ofMunicipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors · 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown ToWiiSh.ip Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board ofSui>erv:isors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Y an11ey Borough council 
Newtown Borough Council 
COWJct1 Rock: School Board President, Riehard Abramson 
Council Rock School SUperintendent, Marlc Klein 
Pennsbmy 'School Board President, Greg Lucidi 
Pennsbury School CEO, Panl Long 
Lower Makefield Township CitiienS Traffic Commission: c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
Associated Press . 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trcn~on Tnnes 
Trcntonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel6 
Channel IO 
Fox New 
Moe Sood 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R..R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 

·------
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa5@aol.com 

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
1100 Edgewood Road 
Yardley, PA 19067 

April 2, 2008 

RE: RRTS Requests Regarding the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 

Dear Mr. Caiola, Mr. Smith, Mr. Stainthorpe, Mr. Maloney, and Mr. Santarsiero, 

We thank you for looking out for the welfare of residents in your decisions regarding the Bucks 
County Regional Traffic Study, a study performed by the DVRPC for the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force (RTPTF) that was co-chaired by State Representatives Dave Steil and Scott 
Petri. 

~'.'; . .. . : . . 

(;~ At the 3/31/08 RTPTF meeting, Representative Steil distributed the three correspondences . 
\l;· · ······ 1;received from municipalities since the 10/29/07 RTPTF meeting. They included (Exhibit A): 

I) 3/18/08 Letter from Lower Makefield (LMT) to Jerry Coyne Re: Bucks County 
Regional Traffic Study- October 2007 Report and January 2008 Addendum, which 
stated,. 
"'The incorrect reference to the intersection ofStoopville Road and Worthington Mill( 
Wrightstown Ro.ad has been removed. However, please clarify whjl the following adverse 
intersections,· Stoopville Road and Durham Road, Stoopville Road and Linton Hill Road/ 
Crea17Jery Road, and Stoopville Road and Washington Crossing Road, were not identified as such 
until the October 2007 Rep<:Jrf. " 

2) 2/20/08 Letter from Newtown Borough to Representative Steil regarding the Bucks 
County Regional Traffic Study report of October 2007, wbich stated, 
"We applaud the fact that PennDOT has undertaken the Traffic Signal Enhancement Initiative 
(TSE!} along the Newtown Bypass and recommend"that Newtown Borough join in with Newtown 
Township and Lower Makefteld Township in continually monitoring and optimizing the utilization 
and flow of traffic on the bypass. " 

3) 3/6/08 Letter from Upper Makefield. Township (UMT) to Representative Steil RE: 
DVRPC Bocks County Regional Traffic Study dated October 2007; Upper 
Makefield Township Comments, which stated, 
"The Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors has reviewed the above referenced 
report ... We consider this report as prepared by D VRPC with assistance from Jacobs Kelcey and 
Edwards and KMJ Consulting, Inc. to be a very valuable summary of prevailing traffic conditions 
and problems, ongoing and potential sol~~ions and projects, and therefore recommend that it ~e ftJ!/ J f1 
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accepted as "final" by the RTPTF now, and we off er no additional comments regarding this 
document. " 

This evening, residents respectfully and fonnally request that the Board of Supervisors 
memorialize the motion that was passed at the 3/31/08 RTPTF in a letter from the Board 
addressed to 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, an.d Newto~ 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 
include documents in his possession that will be itemized ·and scanned- to include any 
and all lettm or documents from Stakeholders or citizens groups who have come before 
the RTPTF since· its f'rrst meeting on June 17, 2004, including all documents referenced in·· 
the RTPTF meeting minutes.* · 

• The CD-ROM Comprehensive Report m~y 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 RTPTPs 
inception will be inventoried an~ scanned, as each was sent to both Represe.ntative Steil and 

. Representa~iye Petri ( as Co-Chairs of the RTPTF) via Certified Mail Return Receipt. · · 

This evening, residents also respectfully and fonnally request that the Board 0f 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 I DVRPC (Exhibi! 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 
l) 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.) 

~ 
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2) 3/26/08 Letter from RRTS to Mr. Caiola/ Mr. Smith (Exhibit C) 
RE: Draft Minutes for the 10/29/07 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF) Meeting; 

Request that at the 3/31/08 RTPTF meeting, you ask the RTPTF NOT TO APPROVE the 
inaccurate statement in Comment #4 · 

3) 5/30/07 Letter from RRTS to the RTPTF and Jerry CoY.ne (Exhibit D) 
RE: Reiterate Necessity for Traffic Calming on Lindenhurst/ Stoopville Roads; 
5/30/07.Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Meeting · 
(This Jetter was read into the pu,biic record in its entirety at the 3/31/08 RTP1F meeting. 
Tt had also been read into the public record in its entirety at the 5/30/07 RTPTF meeting.) 

We hope the Board will honor our request to ·include the aforementioned letters in the public 
record~ It bas been most disappointing that the RTl>TF has disaJlowed RRTS's J~ers from . 
becoming. part of the public record- something that has appeared to citii:ens to be a thwarting of 
the democratic process. 

In closing, we'd like to say that just as Penn.DOT abandoned the roundabout in Rushland for the 
Swamp Road Improvement Project due to public outcry, residents fully expect the concept of the 
roundaj>out at the intersection of Stoopville and Washington Crossing Road~ to be. abandoned 
(see Exhibit E). A roundabout at the intersection of Stoopvi_lle and Washington Crossing Roads 
will hugely benefit the truck traffic, as trucks will not have to stop, the way they might for a· 
traffic sig:Q.al. Quarry truck drivers get paid by the' load. The better time they can make using· 
Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads to bypass the i11-functioning bypass, the more attractive it will 
be for them to take these residential collector roads. 

~"'- . 

~c, Residents, RRTS and Lower Makefield Township have gone on· record 
\.~\opposing any modifications to that intersection beyond installation of a. 

, ·traffic signal. 

RRTS fully endorses - and citizens are grateful for- Lower Makefield Township's 
(LMT's) RESOLUTION REGARDING mE BUCKS COUNTY-REGIONAL TRAFFIC 
STUDY REPORT (dated October 2007) and the JANUARY 2008 ADDENDUM TO mE 
REPORT, approved by the LMT Board of Supervisors on 3/19/08, as a result of a motion 
made by Supervisor Steve Santarsiero. 

LMT's Resolution states, "BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED~ that the Lower M3.k:efield Township 
Board of Supervisors opposes the BCRTS and the January 2008 Addendum to Final Report." 

Thank you for consideration of our requests. 

Cc~ A Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk 
~an Fraley, Bucks County Director ofY eterans Affairs 
~ine Fiscina., Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 



W: .PxJ.rry Sa.y;n~c1r; G~~::P,;aw-r/:PVMJa
~Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 

Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 

~.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 
"Jl'l:'Governor Ed Rendell 

State Senator Charles Mcilhinney, Jr; 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 

'ltC"State Transportation Commission cfo Honorable Allen Bichler 
Richard Hogg, Dqluty Secretary for Highway Administrat_ion 
Bill Laubach; PcnnDOT, Bureau of High.way Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Executive. PennDOT District 6 

~DVRPC Board;.c/o Jerald Cureton, chair 
~Don Sh.anis, Deputy Executive Director/ DVRPC 

Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o Matthc:W Lawson, chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren Strurnpfcr, chair 

~ State ~ve Daviq Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
i4f' State Reprcsent.Stive Scott Petn: Regional Traffic· Planning Task Force Co-Chafr 
:If James Cawley: Bui::ks County Commissioner ·. 
4A'Charies Martin, Bucks County CommiSsioner 
~ane Marseglia; Bucks Cotmty Commissioner 
• Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 

Non-Chair members of the Regi~nal Tr:lffic Planning Task Force: 
Vincent Deon & J~es Cunnin~orthampton Twp, Oan Rattig8n &. Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp. Gerard 
O'Malley & Mike ScllCis/Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine CaflwalladerfYardley Borough, Jerry 
Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower 
Makefield Twp. 

Regional Stakeholders of the BCRTS: 
Steve Harris, Susan Herman, Marx E. Kendrick, Mark J. Klein, Marie Lebegem. James J. Linksz, Paul B. Long, 

Robert Miller, James D. Morrissey, Jack Pinheiro, William Rickett, Mark Shablin 
~Southeastern Bucks League ofMunicipalities: c/o StcVe Santarsiero, cbiiir 
~Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
•Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
'I'-Newtown Township Board of Supervisors. 
~Wrightstown Township Board ~fSupervisors 
""'Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
*y ardlcy Borough Council 
!If.Newtown Borough Coun9il 
~Council Rock School BOard President, Richard Abramson 
*Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein 
ill-Pennsbury· School &ard President, Greg Lucidi 
~ennsbury Schooi CEO, Paul Long 

Lower Makefield To\vnship Citizens Traffic Commission: c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
Associated l>ress 
Bucks County Courier times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance · 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Tirries 
Trentonian 
Brist,ol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channcl6 
Channel 10 
Fox New 
Moe Sood 
Concern~ Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
~~ T.S. M~bership (mass e-mail) 
!'·.·· t; ... 

rsi!..- as.~i~~ r~v~. 'f11q,..·.~ll ~ra1· ~a_ dtl&d~-f via F~·B· ar· 
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TO: 

R .. R .. T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuck.sees@aol.com 

State Representative David Steil and S~te Representative Scott Petri 
Assemblymen: 31st and 1781h Districts, respectively 

CHAIRMEN, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF)* 

FROM: Sue Herman 
President; Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

July 29, 2008 

RE: Presentation of inventories of RRTS letters to the RTPTF at the 7/29/08 RTPTF 
meeting 

Dear Representative Steil, Representative Petri, and Non-Chair Members of the RTPTF, 

Tonight we submit this 189-page document and accompanying CD-ROM to the Regional Traffic 
Plc:inning Task Force (RTPTF} and ask that it become part of the minutes for this meeting and· 
part of the public record for this meeting. 

ATTACHMENT f of this document is an inventory of letters sent by RRTS to the RTPTF (or to 
State Representatives Steil and Petri) between June 17, 2004 (the first meeting of the RTPTF) 
and the present. With few - if any - exceptions, these letters were sent via Certified Mail Return 
Receipt to State Representatives Steil and Petri. Should any of these letters be· omitted from the 
comprehensive CD-ROM's that Representative Steil is preparing for the RTPTF, we would be 
happy to provide you with a copy of them in their entirety. · 

ATTACHMENT II of this document is an inventory of other relevant RRTS letters/ testimony 
regarding regional traffic. We would also be happy to provide you with any of these documents in 
their entirety. 

Please let us know if we can be of any additional assista,~e to you. 
~ .. -.'":'-

*Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Chainnen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Non
Chair Members effective 1/08: Vincent Deon & James Cunningham/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & 
Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard O'Malley &Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine 
Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane MagneNVrightstown 
Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk** 
Pan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans Affairs** 

"· Carmine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 



Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club SoutheasJ: PA Chapter 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy** 
Governor Ed Rendell** 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary ofTranspcirtation 
State Transportation Commission do Honorable Allen Biehler** 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration** 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 ** 
DVRPC Board; do chair** · 
Bany Seymour, Executive Director/ DVRPC** 
Don Shanis, Deputy Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; do Warren Strumpfer, chair 
State Representative David Steil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force CO-Chair** 
State Representative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair** 
James Cawley, Bucks County Commissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 

. Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, -Bucks County Planning Com.mission 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Vincent Deon & James 
Cunningham!Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard ·o·Malley & Mike Sellers/ 
Newtown Borough, Jae Hunter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry Schenkman & Mike · 
Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magtie!Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Southeastern Bucks League ofMunicipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair** 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors · 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abramson** 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein** 
Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi** . 
Pennsbury School CEO, Paul Long** 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: 'c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
Associated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel 10 
Fox New 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail) 

**Asterisked individuals received the cover Jetter, Attachments I & IJ, and Exhibits referenced in Attachments I & II. 
All others received the cover letter and Attachments I & II only. 
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TO: 

R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuck.spa5@aol.com 

State Representative David Steil and State Representative Scott Petri 
. Assemblym~n: 31st and 178th Districts, respectively 

CHAIRMEN, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force (RTPTF)* 

FROM: Sue Hennan 
President; Resident~ for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 

July 29, 2008 

RE: Request that the RTPTF refrain from supporting actions that will lead to construction 
of four-lane highways and be antithetical to traffic calming 

Dear Representative Steil, Representative Petri, and Non-Chair Members of the RTPTF, 

Residents are alarmed, as it c;:ippears that roadway expansion is the goal of the current traffic 
planners in our region. 

• It seeins that politicians and agencies are hiding behind the Veterans Cemetery· 
Deal to push through a long-desired North/ South Highway, an expressway to 
connect 1-78 to f-95. In the published plan, there will be two (2) southern ends of the 
expressway that run through the ba.ckyards of residents living along Stoopville, 
Lindenh.urst and Swamp Roads. 

• Exhibit I is a 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. · · 

• Exhibit II is a map of the North/ South expressway that appeared recently, in a March 
2006 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". 

• As you know, the DVRPC conducted a 1988 traffic study for Newtown Township in which 
it studied the "Northern Bypass Alternative", showing the two (2) southern ends of the 
North/ South expressway. 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 Borough. The Stoopville/ extended Silver Lake Road 
segment was called the Northern Bypass. 

*Regional Traffic Pranning Task Force: Chairmen : State Rep. David Steil, State Rep. Scott Petri Non
Chair Members effective 1/08: Vincent Deon & James Cunningham/Northa,mpton Twp, Dan Rattigan & 
Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard O'Mafley &Mike Sellers/ Newtown Borough, Joe Hunter & Katherine 
Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry Schenkman & Mike Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane MagneNIJrightstown 
Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefierd Twp. 



--- ----- - ------ -· -- - ------·---

• The DVRPC's Study was titled Newtown Township Traffic Study (1988 Study). 

The following pages and quotations were taken from the section of the study titled 
"Northern Bypass Alternative": 

(a) Page #61 (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 connected to an extended Upper Silver Lake 
Road. 

(b) Page #62 states, "It is further recommended that Buck Road, Swamp Road, 
and Durham Road be widened to 4 lanes ... " 

Note that just recentlv. Penn DOT - working with the DVRPC - 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 northern 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 northem 
bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign this intersection." 

Note that the roundabout being currently promoted by Representative 
Steil and Upper Makefield Supervisor Bob West and a number of 
others, would realign the intersection as described by the DVRPC. 

• 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 
calmir:ig on these roads. 

• Two months ago, Representative Steil wrote a Letter to 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 poised for growth and change." (See Exhibit IV) 

--- --· ·-· ·· 
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e Current actions requesting road widening for the Veterans Cemetery support 

construction of the expressway. Consider this: 

· On June 18, 2008 the Veterans Administration presented the plan for the 
Veterans Cemetery to the Upper Makefield Twp. Board of Supervisors. Bill 
Tuerk, Undersecretary for Memorial Affairs, stated that the VA selected 
township-owned Highland Road for the main cemetery entrance. He said the VA 
intends to add an additional rane on Highland Road to facilitate traffic going into 
the cemetery. 

The Upper Makefield Township Supervisors asked Mr. Tuerk if the VA would 
consider adding a traffic light at the intersection of Highland and Washington 
Crossing Roads because the intersection operates at a level of Service uon I 
basically, a failed level of service AND they asked ifthe VA would wrap the 
additional lane on Highland Road around the corner onto Washington Crossing 
Road to facilitate traffic on that road. 

Mr. Tuerk said it is not the VA's job to do that because the problem at the 
intersection is not being caused by cemetery traffic which is minimal and occurs 
at off-peak hours. 

After more discussion and persuasion, Mr. Tuerk said YES, the VA would do 
these things. This should be a RED FLAG because the VA, being a federal 
agency, does not have to go through the traditional planning process when it 
comes to roadways associated with the cemetery project. · 

- Creating a highway environment will destroy the rural, historical <;;haracter of the area 
surrounding the Veterans Cemetery, and result in high volumes of traffic going through 
Dolington Village to and from the cemetery and Washington Crossing State Park. 

In the actions b.eing taken by Upper Makefield Supervisors to widen the roadway, it will fail to 
preserve the unique and priceless open space character of Bucks County. 

When widening of the road to four lanes occurs, it won't matter if the Cemetery is the excuse or 
not. A four lane roadway is a highway. If any of these roadways get widened, it will only facilitate · 
more and more regional growth. The major North/South expressway that certain politicians and 
agencies are going for in bits and pieces, will create a vicious cycle of more growth and more 
building that will significantly change the quality of life throughout our region. 

We ask· the RTPTF to refrain from supporting any actions that will lead to building four-lane 
highways and ask that you implement traffic calming. 

We ask that this letter become part of the minutes for this meeting and part of the public rec6rd 
for this meeting. 

Cc: VA Under Secretary for Memorial Affairs, William Tuerk 
Dan Fraley, Bucks County Director of Veterans Affairs 
Cannine Fiscina, Safety Engineer, Federal Highway Administration 
Pat Beaudet, Chair, Sierra Club Southeast PA Chapter 



Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert Casey, Jr. 
U.S.Congressman Patrick Murphy 

. Governor Ed Rendell 
State Senator Charles Mcllhinney, Jr. 
State Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Allen Biehler, Secretary of Transportation 
State Transportation Commission c/o Honorable Allen Biehler 
Richard Hogg, Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Bill Laubach; PennDOT, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering 
Les Toaso; District Executive, PennDOT District 6 
DVRPC Board; c/o chair 
Barry Seymour, Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Don Shanis, Dej>uty. Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Transportation Committee; c/o chair 
Regional Citizens Committee; c/o Warren S1rumpfer, chair 
State Representative David St.eil, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
State Representative Scott Petri, Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Co-Chair 
James Cawley, Bucks Councy Commissioner · 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Diane Marseglia, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 

Non-Chair members of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force: Vincent Deon & James 
Cunningham/Northampton Twp, Dan Rattigan & Bob West/Upper Makefield Twp, Gerard O'Malley & Mike Sellers/ 
Newtown Borough; Joe Hunter & Katherine Cadwallader/Yardley Borough, Jerry Schenkman & Mike 
Gallagher/Newtown Twp, Jane Magne/Wrightstown Twp, Ron Smith & Greg Caiola/Lower Makefield Twp. 

Southeastern Bucks League ofMunfoipalities: c/o Steve Santarsiero, chair 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors. 
Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 
Yardley Borough Council 
Newtown Borough Council 
Council Rock School Board President, Richard Abramson 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Mark Klein 
Pennsbury School Board President, Greg Lucidi 
Pennsbury School CEO, Paul Long 
Lower Makefield Township Citizens Traffic Commission: c/o Gary Gilman, chair 
A~ociated Press 
Bucks County Courier Times and Intelligencer 
Newtown Advance 
Yardley News 
Philadelphia Inquirer 
Trenton Times 
Trentonian 
Bristol Pilot 
CBS-KYW3 
Channel 6 
Channel IO 
Fox New 
Concerned Residents ofNewtown (mass e-mail) 
R.R.T.S. Membership (mass e-mail} 
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NEWTOWN GRANT HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

10 PRIMROSE- CQ.tJRT 
NEWTOWN, PA 18940 

{215} 579-1228 . 

November 21, 2001 

Ms. Susanne McKeon 
Chairperson of the Subcommittee for the TIP Update 
CIO Bilcks County Planning Commission 
1260 Almshouse Road 
Neshaminy Manor Center 
Doylestown; PA 18901 

Dear Ms. Mc~eon: 

.I want to thank you for the opportunity to speak to the rub-committee of the Bucks. County 
Planning Commission that heard public comm~t on the 2001 Transportation Improvement 
Program last ThUrsciay. As f stated in my previous communication with tlie Planning 

. Commission, I Speak on behalf of the Newtown Grant Homeowners Association, an associ~on 
that· represents over 4,000 resideii~~ As· you may recall, my comments- to you at- the. meeting 
c6ncemed Newto\vn ToWnsbip's #1 priority project !Jll the TIP, i.e. the Stoopville Road 
R~habilitatfon Project Stoopville Road is our northeni border and was just repaved last year. 
The Township nO'Y wan~ to widen the road and provide shoulder improvements. ' To the best of 
niy knowledge ¢.e·Township h8;5 not prepared any ·~eeds Analysis" for this project. To date 
there have been no studies for any of the following 

• Engineering 
• Envirmµnental 
• Safety 
• Traffic Calming 
• Drainage 

In addition, I have seen no analysis to back up the estimate numbers submitted by the Township. 

The residents of Newtown· Grant (along with the other thousa:ncls' of households· along the diverted· 
route) have suffered with the added dangers of.the heavy truck traffic for many years and we feel 
that the proposed changes to Stoopville Road will only increase the amount of traffic and increase 
the sPeeds of those trucks·. What are needed are traffic calming measur:es, not a road design that 
promotes more traffic at higher speeds. Remember, this is the highest growth residential corridor 
in the township, and there are proposals in planning committees as we speak for more 
subdivisions directly along this road. 

When the weight-restricted culvert on Swamp Road is repaired, new traffic patterns will emerge. 
At that time, we feel that it would be appropriate to do a traffic study similar to the one that the 
Township expended $50,000 for (along with a matching amount by Wrightstown Township). If 

-··· an engineering study calls for road improvements at that time we, as residents of the area, will feel 



·'· 
that at least the facts will have been looked at There are no facts and no justification for spenc:ling 
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 detennine the 
appropriate safety improvements for Swamp Road and the communities along Stoopville 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. QJ. .JI 11" . 
D. Richard Tonge 
Treasurer 

. cc: BuckS County Planning Commission Board: 
Robert H. Grumneier, Chairman 
Geryl D. McMullin, Vice-Chairman 
James J. Stoeckhert, Secretary 
~athleen M. Babb, Member . 
Joseph J. Bonargo, Member. 
Edward Kisseiback, Jr., Member 
D~yid H. Platt Member 
Darren Hoffin~·Member 

Lynn Bush, Executive Director, BCPC 
Dave Johnson, G.I.S. Director, BCPC 
Rich Brahler,. Transportation Planner 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Honorable Charles Martin · 
Bucks County Commissioner 
55 E. Court St; 5dt Floor 

.. Doylest:Own,PA 18901 · 
Octoberl6,2002 . 

PO BoX285 
NeWtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucks@aol.com 

Re: Prioritization and Endorsement.of DVRPC Draft FY 2004 Work Program Projects 

Dear Honorable Charles M.artin, 

Attached please find a memo to Lynn Bush regarding the subject matter. We have requested that the Buclcs ... 
County Planning Commission give the highest priority to a new project that~ been~ by the 
Transportation Planning Staff for inclusion in the DVRPC FY 2004 Work Program. This project, cnt:itk:d 
Cosed Loop Traffic Signal Optimb:ati9n Pi'Ograni; is outlined in ExlnDit A (distributed at the Regional 
Citizens Committee inecting ~)~ As outlined· in the c;xJ:lloit, this project will enable DVRPC to 
assist PennDOT District &.Q's Traffic Engin~ UDit fu. performing the functions that optimize the 
effectiveness of a Closed Loop System such a5 the one ri:cently installed on the Newtown Bypass. ThCre - . 
will be 1-2 closed loop Systems studied in each.coµnty each year. . ·-··· ~.,--·-=·~·,,,~,...,.,.....,.~,_~.,....;... ..... ~.-~.·.<- ·- ... , .. 

As you know, the traffic conditions along Worthington Mill. Stoopville ·and Lindenhurst Ro4'is bave 
Worsened since the weight-restriction on the Swamp Rd. culvert Was reduced to 10 tOns, resulting in~ 
. diversion of empty trucks, as well as, hea\>y trucks Onto this route and away from the Newtown Bypass. 
In~ the many traffic lights on~ Bypass.are still riot synchrot#ecf, which. discourages truckers 
from using it. Now that the ~losed Loop System has been recently completed on tho B)'P89 Qast month). 
it is essential that it be dcbuSsed and. :functiOn optimally in the sbortesi.~possiblc. ~ 
optimiZed, it will be esseiltW tliat it be contimiaUy m_onitbred tO CllSUrC itS effCctivenesS. We implore you 
to malce this project your highest priority for the DVRPC FY 2004 Work Program and~ tbatyou 
select the Newtown Bypass Closed LoqP._Systcm to be stµdied on an accelerated basis in Bucks Cow:rty. 
Our situation will accc1er8te in its detCriOratlon if the lights are not syncbrOnized·wen befbre the 2oos 
construction of the 195-P A Turnpike lllterciiange, a project that will fequire rilillio11$ Qf tons of additional 
stone from the Wrightstown. qu,mries. It will take time fut: trucbrs, as wen ·a.S pa!senger car operators, to . 
break the habit of using the Worthingtoti Mill-Stoopville-Lindenhurst route~-s\V_itCh ~ using the Bypass. 

Marcy Conti spoke to Lynn Bush yesterday and Lynn plans to be at the DVRPC Work Program meeting. 
tomormW where she will advocate for this projCct. We greatly appreciate tliiS. Please· get back t0 ·me 
regarding your position on this. matter. I can~ reacbcd by phone ~ .215 504-9670, by fax at 215 504- · 
0757, and by email at RRTSJmclss@MlCOJD. µ8nk You for considering this request 

CC: Governor M.ark Schweiker 
United States Congressman James Greenwood 
Sean Slack, District Director for U.S. Congressman James Greenwood 
John Coscia, Executive Director/ DVRPC 
Secretary of Transportation, Honorable Bradley Mallory . 
Lynn Bush, Executive Direc:toc/ Bucks County Planning Commission 
State Senator, Joseph Conti 
State R.epresentati~ David Steil 

·.-
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··---,,·-··-··----~··--·ResiaenfS·-·ror-1<eg1onarTramesoratrons;-1nc;--·f;'~ .... ~---···---·---· 
PO BOX 285 . . 

Ms. Marcy Conti 
Vice President 

Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSBUCKSP A@aol.com 

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
P.O.Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

February 27, -2003 

Dear Ms. Conti, 

This letter will apprise you of several points made in a meeting I attended· in State Representative Steil' s 
office on February 13, 2003. Mrs. Barbara Alba (Lower ¥akefie1d Township resident) arranged this 
meeting with ~sentative Steil and asked Richard ToQge and my~elf to acco~pany her as 
"historians", since we have been involved for so long in rectifying the traffic safety crisis in our region:. 

1.) :Ma. Alba asked Representative Steil for his" position on the imnback ofLindenhmst Road. He said he 
is against the turnback and will not supJtort talcing care of one neighborhood at the expense of another. 
For iitstance; he said if Lindenhurst Road was restricted to trucks, the trucks would seek out other 
roads in Lower Makefield to get to I-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 reco~ended 
re MB. Aiha that.Lower Makefield Township (LMT)·beceme ·part-of the ifuinture. 

Mrs. Alba repeated that she feh the volume of commercial traffic on Lindenhurst Road , a residential 
road, is unacceptable. Representative Steil ~ed that the accident data doeSn't support· this. I stated 
that I got involved in this safety is~e 3 ~years ago when a Council Rock school bus filled with kids 

··was almost-hit by .an -80;o00-lb. !oadec.f.quatty truck at the bus st-op m: Lindenhur:st 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. · 

Representative Steil-stated 'that Wei-don't have.data regarding near-misses. I asked-.him·how such-datil 
might be collected and he said one way would be to have Pennsbury bus drivers report near-misses to 
their Transportation Department! 

2.) la.Sked Representative Steil what good~ agreement between all townships would be, given that 
Newtown Township recently removed the NO CONNECTOR ROAD clause from the 
Intergovernmental Agreement. ·Te my swpriSe, he-r-espended that-this w.as never j)Srt-ef the 
negotiations. I informed him that during the 3 'lS years of my involvement 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 Linden.burst Road. This 
premise led to LMT negotiatirig for an internal road intersecting the Newtown Bypass to service the 

I 

I 
I 



·-------------·--· -· -

OR District OatiSe #5 ofExlnqit l ( LMT futergovernmental Agreement Draft sent to Newtown 
Township) clarifi~ tliat the understanding was that there be no connector road to Lindenhurst Road. . . 

Representative Steil went on to sa.y" that this NO CON$CTOR ROAD issue was not part of the letter 
he wrote to bOth tovrosmps regarding the negotiatlons (Exhibit II) and ifLMr had an issue with this, it 
should have been raised upon receipt of the letter.· He said it isn't okay to be adding new issues to the 
table now. · 

My personal conclusion is that clearly Representaffiie Steil has forgotten that he represents LMT and has 
twisted and spun the facts regarding the negotiations so that LMT is not protected from being linked to 

· the OR District. I can only. conclude that he sanctions Concept Way, a road that will encourage more 
traffic to Bypass the Bypass: Concept Way will make the traffic safety crisis that already exiSts on-· 
Worthingtori Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads (residential collector roads with in excess of 155 
access points) even worse. The safety of residents and travelers in our region wili be further compromised · 
by Concept Way arid this road will lead to eoristruction of the Northern Bypass right through our residential 
neighborhoods I -

cc: Barbara Alba 
Richard Tonge 
.John Cowley 
Representative D~d Steil 

SuSa.n Herman 
President 



·Cc: Governor Ed Rendell 
Honorable Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director/ Bucks CoUDty Planning Commission 
State SenatOr Joseph Conti · 
United States Congi-essma.n, James Greenwood 
Secretary of Transportation, Honorable Allen Biehler 
Sean. Slack, District Director for US. Congressman James Greenwood 
John Coscia, Executive Director/ I>VRPC 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
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Re$idents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

Newtown, PA 18940 

· . RRTSBUCKSPA@aol.com 
State Representative David Steil · 
2 North State Street 
Newtown. PA 18940 

March. 13' 2.003 

Dear Representative Steil, 

As per our conversation.in your office on the morning ofFebruary 13. 2003, attached as Exhibit I is the 
descrip_tion o.f Project 4-43-015: Closed Loop Traffic Signal Optimization Program from the Fiscal Year 
2004 Work Program (approved by the DeiaW8re Valley Regional Planning Commission Board in January, 
2003). We feel it is urgent that the Newtown Bypass be selected for study in Bucks County to .make it a 
more desired route for the heavy truck traffic in our region. This would go far in remedying the traffic 
safety crisis that exists beCau8e heavy coinmercial traffic has gotten i~o the habit of using residential 
routes to get to I-95 due to the 30 -year. restriction on Swamp Road and the unsynchronized lights on the 
Bypass. 

Also attached for your review is a letter dated Odbber 16, 2002 from me to Honorable Charles Martin that -
describes our interest in this project in greater detail. Can you please Jet us know what you· can do to 
ensure that the NeWtown Bypass is seleeted and studied on an accelerated basis? Monies are available 
to begin this project now as outlined in Exhibit I (see Project Cost and Funding). · 

As you are aware, our situation will accelerate in its deterioration if the lights are not synchronized well 
~"- before the 2005· constructiori of the I-95/ PA Turnpike Interchange,· a project that wilt require millions of 
---...._( /:,.·.~. - "' ..•. tons of additional stone from the Wrightstown qUarries. I am sure you. Will agree it is imperative that 
\.i/ · · \ everything be. done to ensure that the safest highway in· our· region for commercial traffic. the Newtown 

Bypass. be the preferred route for the Swamp Road quarry trucks enroute tQ I-95. By ail traffic safety data, 
this type of highway (due to its limited aceess. in partii::ular) is by far the safest option for these heavy. 
commercial vehicles. As Swamp Road is a principal arternu highway and in fact turns into the Newtown 
Bypass, it is logical and prudent for the safety of the citizenry at large that the Bwass and Swainp Road be 
made easily accessible and conducive to the Swamp Road quarry trucks. 

The truckers have repeatedly said that the poor timing of the lights on the Bypass is a monumental 
deterrent. We are pleased that this issue is finally being adpressed, as it was recommended by the DVRPC 
in a 1988 report to be Newtown Township's #I top priority project and was fully funded at that time. 

We greatly appreciate your attention to this matter and look forward to your response. 

· .. , 
.{ .. 
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Board of Supervisors 
Lower Makefield Township 
1100 Edgewood Road 
Yardley, PA 19067· 
June2,2003 

Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSBUCKSPA@aoLcom 

Re: Intergovernmental Agreement 

Dear MrS. ~Mr Stainthorpe, Mr. Fegley, Mr. Hackman and Mr. Fazzalore, 

Once again we are aski.i:tg for your help with the Intergovernmental Agreement between Lower Makefield 
and Newtown Townships. We are alarmed, as it seems that Representative Steil and the Newtown 
Township Board of Supervisors,. key players in the negotiations, have no intention.of supporting an 
. Agreement that protects the health, safety and welfare of residents and travelers along Lindenhurst Road. 

On 12111/02 the Newtown Township Supervisors voted to remove the "No Connector Road Clause" from 
the Intergovernmental Agreement. ~1r. Scott Harp, in an effort to appe:Me.Lower :Makefield Supervisors, -
wrote a letter to Mrs. Godsbalk stating that in the Preliminary Plan for the Newtown Corporate Center, a -
deed restriction bad been·placed· on Br'andywine Boulevard to prohibit a connector road between this 
boulevard and Lindenhurst Road through the CAU property and then he said,." I beJieve that Lower 
Makefield Township can now eiecute the Intergovernmental Agreement ... " This whitewashed effort to 
meet the demands o~the Agreement is unacceptable. 

Newtown Township Supervisors again demonstrated their lack of integrity at this past Wednesday's Board 
meeting. In the Final Plan approval stage fur the McLaughlin Tract (a Toll development along Stoopville 
Road) the Supervisors duped the public by reversing a Right-of-Way (ROW) decision that had been won 
by residents through their bard efforts and repeated turnout at meetings tbro.ughout the approv8.l pr~. 
The public followed the plan through the Sketch: Plan and Preliminary Plan pha.ses at both the Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors levels to ensure that the ultimate ROW 'was held at 40'. They feared 
that with a greater ROW, Messrs. Tuele and Goodnoe would succeed in building the Northern Bypass, 
which their. actions show they are in favor 0£ Unfortunately, the public was not prest:nt at the meeting 
when Final Plan approval t~k place, and Tom Tirele bullied Dick Weaver into backing down from 
supporting the will of the people. Of co~ it was the Jirele/Goodnoe team who voted with Mr. Weaver to 
·go against the peoples' will after lulling residents into believing their will had mattered during the first 
2 % years of the 3 year approval process. · 

Lastly, in a 3/14/03 letterto Sue Herman (that TenyFedc;>rchak:.received a copy of) ~ve·Steil 
stated this regarding the Intergovernmental Agreement negotiations, " I will not deny that the subject of 
cut-througbs on the CAU Tract did arise on several occasions, but were never part of the negotiation and 
settlement agenda. My records indicate that it wa8· su~sorFegley who ¢sed that issue ... my letter of 
May 24, 2001 framed the entire context of our negotiations and agreement." Although Representative Steil 
is slick with his wor~ it is clear that he is disingenuous towards Lower Makefield. 

We implore you, this evening, to take whatever action is necessary to Put the brakes on proceeding with the 
loop ramp at the Newtown Bypass and 1-95. We, residents, have worked side by side with you for 4 years 
and know that the "No Connector Road Clause" was iµtegral to appro~ of the loop ramp and is our only: 
hope for ensuring that the current traffic safety crisis is not exacerbated by additional OR traffic. We hope 
that we can count on you tp truly care about our,health, safety and welfare as you have prof es~ you ·do. 

. . 
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Cc: Bob Pellegrino . 
Steve Harris, Newtown Township Solicitor . 
William Burke, Council Rock School Board ~esident · . . 
Dr. !unothy Kirby, Superintendent of Council RJ?ck School D1stnct 
Jack Pinheiro. Council Rocle Supervisor of Pupil Transportation 
Gene Doinick, Pennsbury School Board President 
Ralph Nuzzolo, Pennsbury Superintendent 
RRTS, Inc. membership 

· Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Terry FedOrchak .. 
~r ~n,171 LH7 St:1ha.1-hr 
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R.B.T.S. ·_. 
-Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Bo~285 
Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbUckSM@aol.com 

Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
I 00 Municipal Drive 
Newtown, PA 18940 
June l l, 2003 
Re: McLaughlin Subdivision 

Dear Mr. Harp, Mrs. Goren, Mr. Goodnoe, Mr. Ttrele and Mr. Weaver, 

~ midnight at your 5128103 Board meeting you discussed the Fmal Plan for the McLaughlin Subdivision.. 
Your decision to revisit the Right-of,. Way @.OW) f!;>r tQis tract at that late hour and that J.ate·stage of the 
apprpval process was a breach of public trust. Residents who live along Stoopville Road had' obtained your 
approval for a 4-0'ultimatc ROW (along the straightaway) ~ugh their hard efforts and repeated turnout at 
meetings· throughout the approval process. The public follewed the plan through the Sketch Plan and 
Preliininary Plan phases at both the Planning Commission m:id Board of Supervisors levels. Due to the 
public's repeated turnout_ at the Planning Commission Icv~ the McLaughJin Tract was placed on the 
agenda for the 10/09/02 Board of Supervisors meeting as a discussipn item. An 10/10/02 Bucb County 
Courier Times article (attached) reports that there were more than 70 residents presei:lt to discuss the 
Mc.Laughlin Tract. · 

As you know, residents who live !!.long Stpopville Road fear.the CQ.nstruction of the Northern Bypass in 
their backyards. Messrs. Tttele, Goodnoe and Weaver, through their.~ actio~ have demonstrated 
that they are in. favor of this project which will bring higher vorumes 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 Northem Bypass a.re 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 
Northem Bypan would not be built. 

Your Board's removal of this clause was also done behind the public's back. The "No Connector Road 
Clause" was present in the Intergovernmental Agreem~ whtj1. you approved it at your 11/20/02 Board of 

· . Supervisors meeting. An o.rclina.nce for adopting the traffic agreement with Lower Makefield Township 
Was then advertised for public hearing at your next Board me;eting.on 12/11/02~ Surprisingly, Mr. Ttrele 
moved to strike the "No Connector Road Clause" from the Agreement and it was approved. 

. . 

The residents who live along Stoopville Road have dem~ how important a 40' ROW at the 
McLaughlin Tract iS to them. In response to your contention that all other developments along the road 
have followed the ordinance, perhaps this subdivisions~ set·~ 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 heal~ safety and welfare of the very residents who live 
there; your insistence that Toll Brothers pursue an 80' ROW can only tacilitate the building of the Northern 
Bypass. We implore you to reinstate the 40'ultimate ROW as approv~ by the Board of Supervisors on . 
02/12/03. . 

~ 

·~· 
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\ NEWTOWN TOWNSHIP · . 

~Jl.ivvemenl1S to Swamp Road approved 

·i' 

Some reslde~l8 Uilnk U1c approval wlll dcl~y fixing u broken 
culvert tlu1t sends :quarry truck traffic through nelghborhp0ds 
along Stoopvllle and Llndcnhµrst roads: 
B)' WINSLOW MUON JR. 
COURIER TIMES 

More than 70 reslderilA from Newtown 
Township.· Lower MakeOeld and 
Wrightstown cranuned · last night's 
Newtown Tuwnsttlp board or supeivlsors 

·meeting to lalk·about q\Jarry truck trall1c 
and other rood lisue& 

But not everyone was happy with the 
board'• actloni. • · 

A group of quarry II'Uck dtlven i:ame to 
lhe meeting to protest. They teared the 
bonrd wowil agree to take c:Ontml of 
Lindenhurst Road away from Penn.DOT 
and put lt ln the ban~ or the Lower 
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Mnkelleld supervlson, who want lo restrict 
trucktrnlll~ ' 

The truck drlVt:n say that, desplle whnl 
mldcnla sa~ they bclJeve Lindenhurst and 
StoopvlUe roada-noHtie Newtown Bypass 
- to be the safest route to l-95. 

A l8w spoke outside or: last nlght'a meet· 
Ing. ' 

"College_atudenla und quarry tnu:kaJusl 
don't mix," llllld Rudy Bia~ who owns R.P. 
Blalr'J'rucklnliCompanJ · 

"Most of'·Uae driven we lalk to say Uiey 
don't.like d1e b~ because ll'a loo much 
lraOle They don t Jlke driving with U1e co.I· 
lege students and lbe llghta on the bypass 

... 

: 

aren't limed. l,.lndenhurst Road aoo 
StOO(lville Uood ls a safer route." 

Craig Zucker; who owns C Z·Lawn and 
Landscape, Inc., tii Newtown ToWPShlp. and 
Al Kmlet; whoowha Al Krygter-trucklnK. 
agreed. 

"A lot or truckers say that even lf 
lmprovemenls were mnde to Swamp Rood, 
lheY would still . lravcl Sloopville and 
Llndenhw-st. because they don't want to 
drive wlth college students and drivers cut· 
ting In front or them on U1e hYPMB,". 
Krygier said. • 
· 11m supervlr.ors unnnlmonsly approvud . 
a resolution askhllJ. l'ennUOT to alJuultnne
ou.c;ly complete all. road lmprovumenls lo 
Swamp Road. The · action· came oiler 
PcnnDOT snld. that It would l1x a broken 
culvert first and laler make oUier Improve-

. menta aucb as· stralgl\lenlng curves and 

•' 

~ 

widening lhouldc'rs nlong the hllly roulr.. 
Some residents believe Uie lllSOlullon 

will de~y fixing a broken culvert lhat, 
because or weight restrictions, sends quar· 
ry truck !raffic through resldcnllnl nelch· 
borhoods along Stoopvllle and 
LlndenhursL · · 

"This Is another alalemnle," sn!d 
Newtown resident Uob Murph~ '!YQU pcJO.. 
pie ·have done nothing lo nddrt'ss lhls, 
except give us some boRUS resolulion. I've 
been rollowtng this Issue for 30 years. Any or 
you people who are up for re-elecl Ion, I :;,1y 
vole against lhe li1c1u11hcnl,'.' he snl1l bclilrc 
storming out of the room. 

'l'.he supcrvlsorn believe fixlni: U1e .ct.ti· 
ver~ without nuikln~ other lmprovcmcnh• 

See SWAMP, 3C 

Thursday, October to, 2002 
8UCK$ COUNTY COURIER TIMU 

\ 
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Swrunp: Improvements~ l 
road approved by boardi 

! 

From~gelC 

.ww create a hal:ardous condition 
· because Ibey brJleve the road ls 

pi'esenUy u.nsaf e for quarry trucks. 
The s.uporvlsora also recom· 

mend 3-2 that Sloopvllla Road be 
wl~ned to lHoot lanes and Hoot 
shoulders and .that a right-of war, 
a101111 the road be 40 feet. nol 00 ree , 
wlllc'1 Is what the township ordl· 
nance slates. 

StoopvWe road resldenla fear a 
wider right-of.way wlll m~an a 
wider road. Supervisors Anne 
Goren. Dlck Weaver and Scott Harp 
aupported their ooncerru. · 

But 11upurvlaor1 R•Yll 
"Skip" Goodnoe and 'lbm J 
recommendhlK followlng Uje I 
shlp'll ordlnanal " 00 feql I 

rcconunended the board pet 
recommendation WllU the 1 
nlng conµnlsslon can reyle• 
'Ibelr reconunendatlon fal4d 

Lower Makefield su~rvl 
Grace Godshalk and! 
Slahtthorpe, who came lo tl;le r. 
Ing alon~ wlUt · other I L< 
Makefield residents. aakedlha 
lwo townships lo continue lo v 
l9gether to address all conci:rn 
WlnrJow MllOO Jr. CM bt rtadlf4 al : 
~g..t 170 DI' WlllllOOO~~ 

'; 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 .. 
Newtown, ,pA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

LOwer .Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
1100 Edgewood Rd. . 
Yardley, P~ 18940 

July 23, 2003 

~ July 11, 1003 Public Comments; 2003 LMT Comprehensive Master Plan Update 

Dear Mrs. Godshalk, Mr. Hackman, Mr. Fegley, Mr. StainthorpC, and Mr. Fazza!ore, 

As. you ~ow, at the July 21, 2003 Board of Supervisors meeting I commented on the 2003 LMT 
Comprehensive M.aster Plan Update·during publfo comment period. I expressed residents' alarm that the 
Street Hierarch)' 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. 

We formally requeSt that you take whatever measures are necessaty io reinstate this map in this document 
prior to~ Sej>tember 15. 2003 public he.aring date that is scheduled for the document. It iS ilo secret that 
the health. safety and welfare of residents along Lindenhurst Road is in jeopardy due to the ptior 
tran.spOrtation planning·in our region and over 3o+ years of political manipulation of 1ruck 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 ofLMT' s Comprehensive Ma:ster Plan: 

In respopse to my concern, Mr. Stainthorpe remarked that there have been no changes to the Street 
Hieraichy Map (roadway classifications) that was in the 1992 Corµprehensive Master Plan. Since be is the 
Board representative for the Planning Com.mission, I trust that he 1s knowledgeable in this area. I also trust 

· that·it is evident-that this important information needs to be documented in a forma) Street Hierarchy Map 
in the 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan Update. This will be easily aceessible-to interested parties in our 
township and region. (Note: Mr. Stainthorpe and Mr. Fedorchak had also commented that there were no 
roadway classification changes at the June 16, 2003 Board meetin8 when it was anno~ 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 h1muy' s documents. Mrs. Godsha1k 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 ~ I returned to the h'brary after 
the Board meeting, and concluded that neither Mr. Hackman' s or Mrs. Godshallc' s theories applied. The 
Street Hierarchy Map has been excluded frrim the document that will become Lower Makefield 
Township's official 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan and this needs to be rectified immediately. 

f .. ~ 
' " 
) 
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For your convenience I have attached a copy of the Street Hierarchy Map from the document that you are 
updating which is entitled, Township ofLower Makefield; Comprehensive Master Plan Update, 1992. I 
look forward :to learning of the actions you intend to take regarding this serious oversight at the next Board 
meeting. . .. 

CC: Ken Coluzzi (sitting in for Terry Fedorchak) 
· Teo:y Fedorchak 

Jeff Garton, Esquire 
Bob Williams, P.E. 
Al Roeper; Chairman, Committee for the 2003 LMT Comprehensive Master Plan Update 
Nancy Frick, Director of Zoning, Inspections and Planning 
Lynn Bush; Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Charles Martin; Bucks County Commissioner 
.Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire; Chain:rian, Bucks County Commissioners 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner 
RRTS Membership . 



Cc: unitCd ·stateS Congressman James Gfeenwood 
Joe Szafran, Special .Assistant to U.S. Congressman James Greenwood 
Scan slaclc,. District Director for u~s. Congressman James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell 
Allen Bieliler, Secretary of Transportation · 
Gary Hoffirum, P .E.; Depµty Secretary for Highway Administration 
State Senator', Joseph Conti 
State·Representative, David Ste.ii 
Jolm Coscia; &ecutive Dire¢>r, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire; Bucks County ~sioner 

· Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra· Miller, Bucks County Commissioner . 
Andrew Wam:n; District Administrator, PermDOT District 6 
Lynn Bush; Executive Director, Buch County Planning Commission 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
Dr. !unothy Kirby; S~ Council Rocle School District 
William Burke; Board~ Council Rock School District 
Ralph Nuizolo;·stipdintend~ Pennsbury School District 
Gene Dolnick;.Board President; Pennsbury Scb6ol District 

_;; . {/ ,,.,,...-' 
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Residents for .Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO BOX 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Newtown Township Board of SupervisOrs 
I 00 Municipal Drive 
Newtown, PA 18940 

August 27, 2003 

Re: 2003 Bucb County TIP, Stoopville Road 

Dear Messrs. Harp, firele. WeaVCf', Goodnoe and Mrs. Goren, 

Your Planning Commission has concluded that the #1 priorify·project for Newtown Township's Bucks. 
County TIP list should be the Stoopyille Road Rehabilitation Project. We iinplore you.NOT to adopt this 
project as defined by t:Qe Planning Commission, for it wilf exacerbate the traffic safety crisis that already . 
exists on Stoopville Road. · 

At your 8/19/03 Planning Commission meeting your traffic engineer, Phil Wursta.. ~ed this about the 
Rehabilitation Project: · 

1.) Includes horizonlal reangnment of the rOod 

Qur respome: As it is a known tact that curves along a i:oad Serve as a traffic calming measure, 
the residents vehemently oppose any further straightening of Stoopville Road. Residents· have· 
complained bitterly abo\Jt the outrageous-travel speeds of the current dangerous mix of traffic. 
Straightening the road will enable the traffic to go· faster an_d· eilcourage higher vofumes of traffic. 

2.) When asked by a representative of Eagleton Farms sub-;division al>out the specifics regarding lane 
widths and shoulders. recommended in the project. Mr. WuTsla said he intended to keep the 
wording. "vague". 

Our response; Despite residents' outCrie~ in oppo$.ion to widening the lanes on Stoopville 
Road to 12' and straightening the road. Newtown Township's repeated efforts to take these 
measures are a matter of public record. Residents demand traffic calming measures only; 

The ~ed traffic lights on the Newtown Bypass. alcing with the more than 30-year weight 
restriction of Swamp Road. has resulted in the diversion of hundreds of Swamp Road quarry· 
trucks, as well as other vehicles, onto Stoopville Road daily. Your township then uses this 
manipulated traffic flow as justification to widen and straighten this road. ThiS is clear 
deception on the part of the Board and a total disregard fur the safety of the families that moved 
into the 2.000 homes that you approved for development along Stoopville Road. 

Your continued failure to synchronize the lights on the Newtown Bypass is unacceptable. The 
Delaware Valley Regional P~g Commission idemified tlm as the MOST important project in 
Newtown Township in 1988 and it wu fully funded! Sadly, as recently as last week, a quarry 
truck operai.!>r told one of our members that. "My brakes aie smoking by the time I'm done 
traveling t1ie Bypass." ' 

3 .) Includes realignment of the intersection at Stoopville &ad and Rte. 532 to make it more of a "T' 
pattern. 



O~r response: This intersection was recently redone. We do not want to make it more 
convenient for traffic to go through this intersection, as this will encourage higher volumes of 
traffic to use this ·route as a cut-through to Interstate 95. 

It is clear that neither your traffic engineer oor your Planning Commission acknowledge the seriousness of 
the traffic safety crisis on Stoopville Road. We believe there is a strong appearance of conflict of interest 
for Mr. Wursta.. He is traffic engineer for both Newtown and Wrightstown Townships, townships with 
self..interested agendas .regarding traffic flow in our region. These townships have succeeded in keeping a 
State Principal Arterial Highway with four (4) quarries on it reStricted to heavy. trucks for 3o+ years, 
diverting this traffic onto a 9.7 mile circuitous residential route. This residential route, which now has 155 
access points, literallY:J>ypasses the Newtown Bypass, the Safest road iii the region for commercial traffic. 
We believe .it is impossi'ble for Mr. Wursta to~ Objective in his recommendations for Stoopville Road; 

We also wish to express our profound disappointment that your Board of Supervisors still does not 
acknowledge the sen~ of the traffic safety crisis on Stoopville Road. On the heels of your decision 
to overf:um the 40' Right-of:. Way along the McLaughlin Tract, the Eagleton Farms Homeowners · 
Association presented .you With a Resolution ifuplofing you to i.niniediately evaluate traffic calming 
measures for Stoopville Road and report the findings tO res:ldems withiri 60 days. The Resolution 
(Attachment I) was p~ed to you at your July 9, 2003 Board of Supervisors meeting. We are in 
disbelief that you will not even·be conSidering the request until your September 15, 2003 Work S~on 
m~ :more. than 60 days ~~Homeowners ASsociation approached you. Your lack of response to 
this matter fi:ighlights the appearance of conflict of interest for many Board members ~n this issue. Since 
Mr. Harp and .l\.:fr. Weaver .µv~ .off the Newtown Bypass aJ¥f Mr. Jirele' s :tamily lives off Swamp Road, we 
~eVe it is iri_tposs~~le for this Board to address this issue in the fair and urgent maniier that it needs. 

In addition, a glaring ·conflict of interest exists with PennDOT District 6 Administrator, ·AndreW Warren, 
wbQ ~Y resid~ j~·offthe Newtown.Bypass ai:id. previously resided in another sulHJMsfonjust off 
the. BYJ>a8.s. Mr. Warren has also. previou5Iy bee~ employ~ within New.town Township. His actions and 
inactions~have demoiistrated that he haS been aligned with Politicians iD the region (both state and local) 
who have been satisfied to keep Swamp Road iestiicted to heavy trucks and divert them to less appropriate 
routes. It is also common knowledge that Mr. Warren (unlike, in our understanding, all other PennDOT 
District Administrators) is not .a ~fessional Engineer (P .E.). Resi4ents strongly belic;ve that the 
coniplexity and serio~ of this situation warrant that an impartial ProfesSional Engineer at the 
Harrisburg level be charged With its oversight. 

We.respectfully request~ t,he #1 priority project for Newtown Township's Bucks Comity TIP be 
Trnplemeritation of Traffic Calmfog Measures for StOQPYille Rcyut 8nd that this Board ask PennDOT, 
Hari:iSburg staff (an impm:tial body) to fast track an e\r~uaifoti. of :traffic ~g measures for th~ road and 
providc:i a budget figure. If a bUdget fi~ cannot be obtained by tlie September 19, 2003 deadline, ·then we 
propose listing the pi"oj~ pending the btidget figure. 

We implore you to act· on this PfOJX>sal immediately before a tragic accident occurs on Stoopville Road. 

very truly yours, 

0. . - , .------
~1~ 
Richard Tonge {filf) 
Secretary 
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Cc:yirmted States Congressman James Greenwood 
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Joe Szafran,.· Special Assistmtt to U.S. Congremnan James Greenwood 
Sean Sid:, District DUector for U.S. Congressman J-Greenwood 

i-OOvemor Ed Reodell 
vAnen Bidiler, Seacmy of'Trampottation 
~ Hoffinan, P .B.; Deputy Seaetmy for Highway Administration 
..--state Senatlr; Joseph Conti 

.. ...-state R.epresemative, David Steil 
~hn ~a: Eucutive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
Michael Fitzpatrick. Esquire; Bucks County Commissioner 
~Manin,~ ~Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commission=-. 
Andrew Wi • District A .i-:.o:---.. PemlDOT District 6 men; ~~ .. 
Lvrm Bush: Exeo •tiw Dtte:ctor, Bucks Com¢Y Plamring Commission 
Teny Fedorchai; Lower Makefield Township Manager 
Dr. T.unothy Kirby; ~intmdent, Council Rock: School District 
William Bmtc; Board President,. Coona1 Rock School District 
ilalph NuzzoJo;· SuperintCDdem, Pemisbmy School District 
Gene DOlnick; Board Pn:sident,·Pei:msbury School ;District 

. Robert \lrtlli~ P~.: ~~for Lo~ ~efi~_Township 
Jeffrey. Garton, Esquire; solicitor for Lower M.akefiled Township 
.•. ~ ... 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box 285 . 

Newtown; PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa@aoJ.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 Collllty TIP: 

Implementation of Traffic Calming Measures on Lindenhurst Road 
(to be su.bmitted 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 cui:'rently resides just off the Newtown Bypass and 
previously resided in another sub-division just off the Bypass. Mr. Warren's actions and 
inactions have demonstrated that he has been aligned with politicians in the legion (both state 
and local) who· have encouraged commercial traffic to bypass the Bypass. These parties 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 tmtimed lights on the Newtown Bypass (It is 
important to note that in a 1988 study conducted by the DVRPC, eµtitled Newtown TownshiQ 
Traffic Studv. it was recommended that Newtown Township make the timing of the Bypass 
lights its #I priority project and.this project was fully.funded.) 

Residents strongly believe that an impartial Professional Engineer at the Harrisbmg 
PennDOT level is required to ensure that there is objectivity in the decision-making process 
for this project. 



~ 
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Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project 
(to be submitted to th.e BCPC by Newtown Township) 

, l.) This project calls for the realignment of the intersection of Stoopville Road and 
. · Route 532 to more of a "T' paitem. This intersection is located in Lower Makefield 
. Township. We respectfully request &n· you OPPOSE the realignment of this intersection, as 

this is a blatant step toward implementation of the Northern Bypass (as shown in the attached 
Figure 28 taken from the aforementioned DVRPC study). Page 81 of the study~"' To 
affect a northern bypass via Stoopville Road, it is vital to realign this intersection." 

As you may be aware, Newtown ToWl1Ship has been methodically putting the "northern 
bypass" into place piece by piece during the TIP process over~ years. At the same time, as 
recently as summer ·of2003, the Newtown Township Supervisors looked constituents in the 
eye and passed a lip-service resolution sent to Penn.DOT stating that they were not in favor of 
a northern bypass. · 

The Northern Bypass (or any steps toward it) will encomage higher volwnes of traffic at 
greater speeds alongLindenhmst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. We trust that 
Lower Makefield Township will not support this.project given the already volatile traffic 
situation that exists on these minor, residential, collector roads. 

Newtown Township supervisors (and traffic engineer) maintain that the realignment will 
serve as a traffic cabnirig measure to slow traffic down that is traveling west on Route 532 
~then north on Stoopville Rosa We suggest that a traffic light be added at the 
intersection, while mallitaining its current configuration, and that traffic calming measures be 
installed on the straightaway on Stoopville Road just beyond the intersection. Newtown 
Township residellts have been actively implor,ing their Board of Supervisors to implement 
traffic calming measures on Stoopville Road. 

Upper Makefield Township is crirrently in disCussions with developers regarding another 450 
or so homes that will be developed in the vicinit}r of 1his intersection. It is certain that a 
traffic light will be installed at the intersection of Highland Road and Route 532. This will 

_ serve as a traffic calming measure. · 

We would appreciate a response to these requests this evening and thank you for your 
consideration. . 

Sincerely, 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box285 

Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Richard Brahler, Senior Transportation Planner 
. ~Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program 

· , The Almshouse Neshaminy Manor Center 
• 1260 Almshouse Road 
· Doyiestown, PA 18901 

September 17, 2003 

RE: 2003 T.LP. SUBMISSIONS 

De.ar Mr. Brahl~ 

We respectfully request that you include the following two projects in the 2003 Bucks County 
Transportation Improvement Program. Our organization, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc .• is 
a: regional citizens group that represents well in excess of 8,000 residents from Lower Makefield, Upper 
Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown and Northampton Townships. 

(I) Lindenhurst RoadTraffic Calming 
· (2) Stoopvilf e Road Traffic Calming 

If you have any questions· ~ng this request or the accompanying BC'fIP applieations for these two 
·projects, please do not hesitate to call me at (215) 504-9670: · 

Thank you for your eonsideration. 

~yoJ~~. 
~-----A"'c;._ ___ _ 

Susan Herman 
President 

Cc: United States Congressman. James Greenwood 
Joe Szafran, Special Assistant to U.S. Congressman James Greenwood 
Sean Slack, District Director for U.S. Congressman James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell · 
Allen Biehlei-, Secretmy of Transportation 
Gary Hoffi:ilan, P.E.; Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
John Coscia; Executive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commissioµ 
Michael F"rtzpatrlck. Esquire; Bucks County Comniissioner 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush; Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Dr. Tunothy Kirby; Superintendent, Council Rock: School District 

. Wtlliam Burke~ Board President, Council Rock School District 
Ralph Nuzzolo; Superintendent, Pennsbury School DistriCt 
Gene Dolnick; Board President, Pennsbury School District 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

' 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA-18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

LJ;>\ver Makefield Township Board of Supervisors 
1190 Edgewood~ 
Yardley, PA 18940 

September 30, 2003 

RE: Di-aft 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 I made on behalf of Residents for Regional 
Traffic Solutions, Inc. We would greatly appreciate it if you would consider these for inclusion 
in tiie Final 2003 Comprehensive Master Plan Update that will be voted upon at your Board of 
Supervisors meeting on Monday, October 6, 2003. 

1.) We $aD,k you and the Planning Commission for agreeing to include the Street Hierarchy Map 
as an exhibit in this document. · 

2.). Page.91inthe1992 Update, I.MT CMP ~ "Tileresponsibility of the township is to 
balance the needs of traffic flow m:id the land use goals that have been set." ... "'It is impomm.t for 
the township to balance the needs of traffic flow witli the other goals of the community ... " · 

We respectfully rec{uest that the Board add these statements to the CPM, 2003 Update. We 
believe that balancing traffic fiow and land use is impezative in order to protect the health, safety 
and Welfare of residents and provide a high qualjty of life for residents. 

3.) We respectfully request that a statement be added to indicate the township's commitment to 
acknowledge the hierarchy of the roadway timd:ional classifiCation system and acknowledge that 
road function should match land use. In additi~. We ask that it be stated that the highest priority 
of the township and region willbc that all Arte.rial Highways and Expressways in the region 
ibnction optimally (including being able to be traver:sCd by ALL vehicles, regardless of weight) 
so that COIDIJ1ercial traffic will favor using them OVQ' roads of lesser order functional 
clasmicati~ 

4.) Page 96 of the 1992 Update LMT CMP sQttes, "Preliminary discussions are undern>ay to 
improve the highway access from the center of the county (Doylestown area) to Route 1-95 in 
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 betkr'tridlic cfrCulation to 1-95." I~ /&''1 
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While no mention of the "'northern. bypass" is made in th~ 2003 Update of the LMT CMP, we 
believe the language in the Transportation PiaDning and Plamring & Zoning in Surrounding 
Municipalities sections ~ows for and encourages the building of such a byp~ We respcctihlly 
request that you clearly state that Lower Makefield Township is not going to· pursue or support 

·. the "northern bypass" in this 2003 Update of the Lower Makefield Township Comprehensive 
Master PlaIL. 

. . . 

Once ~ thank you for the opportunity to participate in this process and £or your consideration 
of these important points. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ -- r 
\J,'· · :C: United States Cwgress111an James Gn=rwood 

.Joe~ S~ Assi11a11t ta U.S. Cougres1011n lames Greenwood 
Sem'Slaci:, Disaict ~ibr U.S. Ccmgre""an James Greenwood 
GovemorEd B.end;:o;JJ 
Alle:DBichla; Scadmy afTumspmtatimt 
Gary Haffi1111n, P Jt; Depmy Sewcwy fbr Highway Adminjs1 •atian 
Stam Semmr,. Joseph Cami . 
$me~.David Steil . . 

-~ . . • n • n· T"t.-1- Vl'•"- B • .I PI • c . . Jo1m Cosen; .ere :nl • nt ~ectm; .uetawaxe -~egmna.11111mg ~ssmn 

. Mic&ttl Fi' 'IWll;,z, Esqaic~ BUcb Camq On1;;11i•1iomr 
CJme9 .Mm:m, Bucb Camq C••c••••is1;, '"« 
Smcfnr .Mnlcl: Bm:b Camq Co111111i•Mner 

I. • • .• · • . . - •. •. 

JwDiew Wm:rm;Dmm:t A•'•1•••••" •auu, PmaDQTDisl:rid" 6 · · n· · n..-s...l't~... • ec · · LV1111Bmh:E1a ad•veaa •ha,~ ~Y r 111100g11111111ss1oa 
Tmy Fedorchak, I.awc:r M1kc:6eld TOwnship M.,,..r 
Dr. TJmolhy KhiJy; Sup:a i me rient, Cmmcil ltoc:t Scbaol District 
William .BmXe; .Board Ptesi•ie••t; Cmncil BOc:t School District 
1blph NmmJn; · Supa jm endem, Pem dwy Sdmol Disttict 
Gena Do&ric:i:; .Board.Pmident, Peimsbmy Sdmof Dmrict 



Bucks County Transportation Improvement Program Public Meeting 
· October 9, 2003 

ORAL TESTIMONY SUBMISSION 

Persons Testifying: Susan.Henn.an, Marcy Conti 

Organization: Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) 
P.O. Box 285 ' 
Newtown, PA 18940 
ph: 215 504-%70 
fax: 215 504-0757 
email: RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Project Name(s): (1) Lindenhurst Rd. Traffic Calming 
(2) Stoopville Rd. I Worthington Mill Rd. Traffic Calming .. 

Thank you for this opportunity. I am Marcy Conti and this is Sue Herman of Residents for 
Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., or RRTS. Our regional citizens group represents well in excess 
of 8,000 residents from five townships. 

We are here in support of the TIP applications submitted for Lindenhurst and Stoo_pville ~ 
Traffic Calming Proiects. Lower Makefield Township submitted the Lindenhurst Road Traffic 
Calming project .as their number one priority. In addition, RRTS submitted TIP applications for 
these projects. RRTS would like to amend its Stoopville Road Traffic Calming TIP application 
and add Worthington Mill Road Traflic Calming to this project We. alerted Mrs. Bush of our 
oversight and She suggested we bring it to your attention tonight. We have included a copy of our 
r<;Wised TIP application in our oral testimony submission (see Exhibit I). We respectfully request 
that you fast-track implem.entati<;>n of traffic calmlng on Lindenhurst, Stoopvilie and Worthington 
Mill Roads, in order to a\rert an impending tragedy. Numerous near-misses have been reported 
involving heavy trucks, school buses and out school children. We are experiencing a traffic 
safety crisis on these secondary roads. 

Since we made Deputy Secretary Hoffinan personally aware of our safety crisis in May 2003, he 
has marshaled his entire professional PennDOT Harrisburg staff to do three things: first, to 
expedite replacement of the Swamp Road culverts by August, 2004 (the posted culvert that your 
Board broke out as Phase I in the last TIP round and the one south ofit, aS it is precariously close 
to being weight-restricted). secon<t his staff wi1J review the timing of the Newtown Bypass 
lights, and third, his staff will investigate the serious traffic safety problem on Worthington Mill 
Road. We greatly appreciate his conimitment to get inv~lved in the safety crisis in our area. 

We ask for similar effort from you toward implementing traffic calming measU:res on the . 
aforementioned roads. A high volume of heavy truck traffic is bypassing Route 332, the 
Newtown Bypass (a four lane, limited access divided highway), and using these·minor, residelltial 
collector roads as a cut-through en route to I-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 

I 
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buses that necessarily use these roads to pick up and diop off our children are mixed with, in 
excess of: 800 heavy trucks/day, weighing up to 80,000 pounds each. 

Traffic coming from I-95 travels west along the Newtown Bypass for !4 mile and then turns north 
onto Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the 9.7-mile, circuitous residential route (see map, 
Exhibit II): This route continues along Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. In total,. there 
are in excess of 155 access points, most residents' driveways [bllie pins] and feeder roads from 
sub-divisions housing over 7,000 residents. There are four Wrightstown quarries located on 
Swamp Road, a principal arterial highway. A 10-ton posted ·cUivert here precludes ALL trucks 
from using this 2-mile segment of Swairip Road that has 16 points of access and runs into the 
Bypass. 

We have included a CD-ROM that contains three videos in our written testimony submission and 
we 3.sk that you take the time to view it Video #1, entitled BYPASSING TIIE BYPASS, shows 
over 90% of c6mmercial traffic turning off the Newtown Bypass and nsing the residential route · 
as a cut-thro~ beginning with .Lindenhurst Road. Residents are fearful for their childfen and 
themselves who must regularly travel these minor roads. This is a suburban/rural setting whereby 
residents must travel by 6ar or school bus for their daily activities outSide the home. In 
November, 2002 the principal of Quarry Hill Elementary (one of three elementaiy sch~ls located 
just off Lindenhurst Road), stated this at a Lower Makefield Township Board of Supendsors 
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 lLindenhurst] 
road."(See newspai)er article, Exhibit ill.) In light of PennDOT's rejection of Lower 
Makefield' s request to take back Llndenhurst Road from the State in the interest of public safety, 
we implore· you, tonight, to implement these traffic-calming projects within the first year of the 
Twelve Year Program. · 

On July 9, 2003 the Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association (EFHA) 
presented a Resolution at the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors meeting that stated, 
" ... WHEREAS, the EFHA has followed the regional traffic issues, which include the increased 
truck traffic on Stoopville Road, out of concern for the safety of its residents ... the Board of 
Trustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors to direct the township's engineer 
to conduct a study of potential traffic calming measures for Stoopville Road... [and] direct th~ a 
presentation on the study results be made at a regularly scheduled NIBS meeting within 60 days 
of this date." (See Exhibit IV) · 

A July 14, 2003 letter (Exlnoit V) from an Eagleton Farms Subdivision.representative to the 
Council Rock School Board President stated this about Stoopville RD: "We hope that you (as we, 
and all other parents) find this serious safety issue one that has been ignored for too long." 

In a June, 2003 letter to PennDOT (Exhibit VI), the superintendent 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 to insure the safety of our students." Videos #2 and #3 on the aforementioned 
CD-ROM will show you why. Video #2 is a CBS/ KYW NEWS SEGMENT that aired at 6 PM 
on June 5, 2003 and video #3 is entitled 1RUCK DANGER on WORTIIlNGTON WLL ROAD. 

Residents are outraged that this safety crisis has been brought about and encouraged by state and 
local politicians who have been satisfied to keep Swamp Road closed to heavy trucks for over 30 

··1,· 



years and who have accepted untimed lights on the NeWtown Bypass, despite a 1988 DVRPC 
study* that placed synchroriiiation of the bypass lights as Newtown Township.'s No. 1 top 
priority project (fully funded at that time). PennDOT's District 6 must titlce 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 resjdent 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 regardlng 

.. these minor resiciential collector roads will have a direct affect upon traffic on the Newtown 
· Bypass, and Mr. Warren ha5 resided adjacent to the Bypass for years. 

We implore you to join with us in recommending that an impartial ProfesSional Engineer at the 
Penn.DOT 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 Profession,al Engineer (P .E.) at its helm. . 

Dming 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 kids 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 

/t./S/ 37cJ.-

f. \ ( ! . 

r. -( . 

(! ) 
~/ 



___. -- ............. - ........ - .............. v. ,, _____ _._.....,,,. ._..,~ ... _....-.... "'----- ----···------,.-·-....-.--:----~---~ ... ---... 
---·----·---- -~ tpyr1=1J:?)==--~·----····-··

€x, t-/ b 

~~' CF\. 

R.R.T.S. . . 

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box 285 

Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

BUCKS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 1MPROvEMENT PROGRAM PUBLIC MEE"fr.\iG 
. OCTOBER 9, 2003 . 

I 

WRITIEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION (#pages: .3 f) 

RE: Project Names: (1) · Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 
(submitted by Lower Makefield Township as the #I priority and by 
RRTS) 

. (2) Stoopville RD /'Worthington Mill RD Traffic Calming 
(submitted by RRTS) 

OBJECTIVE: Our purpose is to gain your support for implementing traffic calming measures 
on Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads within the first year of the Twelve Year 
Program, so as to avert an impending tragedy. We request that traffic calming measures such as 
Raised Median IslandslPedestrian R"'efuges, Tex-mred /Raised Crosswalks and Speed tables/speed 
humps be evaluated for immediate implementation on these minor, residential collector roads in · 
order to: (a) reduce the speed and volume of traffic to ensure that levels correspond to· the · .l2d , 
functional classification and residential land use of the roads and (b.) reduce c:::~I~ ~ 
including heavy industrial traffic. The TIP applications for these projects are · . · · . ... 'ote . 
that Lower Makefield Township submitted the Lindenhmst Road Traffic Calming Proiect as the 
number one priority. 

A high volume of heavy truck traffic. is bypassing Route 332,; the Newtown Bypa.ss (a four lane, 
limited access-divided highway), and using these secondary roads as· a cut-through en route to · 
I-95. The cut-throngh quarry truck traffic is compelled to push th~ speed limit, as drivers are paid 
by the load and the industry often promises on rune deliveries. Truckers know that they are le5s · •· 
likely to be stopped ori minor roads. Dozens of school buses that necessarily use these roads to 
pick up and drop off our ~hildren are mixed with. in excess of 800 heavy trucks/day, weighing np 
to 80,000 pounds each. Numerous near-misses have been reported involving heavy trucks. 
school buses and our school children. 
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SUMMARY 

• 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 of8,000 residents. 

• A high volume of heavy truck traffic is bypassing Route 332, the Newtown Bypass (a 
four lane, limited.access divided ~ghway), and using Lindenhurst, Stoopville and 
Worthington Mill Roads (all minor, residential collector roads) as a cut-through en route 
to I-95. The cut-thr9ugh 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 
neces~y use these roads to pick up and drop off our children are mixed with, in excess 
o:t: 800 heavy trucks/day weighing up to 80,000 poundS eaeh. Numerous. near-misses 
have been reported involving heavy trucks, school buses and our school children. 
We are experiencfug a traffic safety crisis on· these secondary roads. 

• Traffic coming from 1-95 travels west along the Newtown Bypass for Y. mile and then 
turns north onto Lindenhmst Road, the first leg of the 9.7 mile, circuitous residential 
route (see Traffic Flow Map, Exhibit II). 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 quanies 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 t:nlcks from using the 2 mil~ s~ent 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 TIIE BYPASS, 
shows over 90% of the heavy commercial traffic turning off the Newtown Bypa.Ss and 
using the residential route as a cut-through, beginning with Lindenhmst Road. When 
-yiewing this video, please refer to the map in Exhibit II, as the green, pie-shaped markers 
point to the filming locations referenced in the vid~. Also note that the video script is 
Exhibit IV. 

• Residents are fearful for their children and themselves who must regularly travel these 
routes. This is a suburban/rm:al setting whereby residents must travel by car or School 
bus for their daily activities outside the home. In November, 2002 -the principal of 
Quarry Hill Elementaty (one of three elementary schools located just off Lindenhurst 
Road), stated this at a Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervis0rs meeting. "We 
take a chance every day when we put hundreds of kids from Afton. Quarry Hill and the 
Grey Nti.n 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 intere~ 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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• Exhibit. V contains communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve the 
Pennsbmy School District and the Grey Nun Academy. This inf ormarion was taken 
from a document entitled Timeline of Letters, Events and Meetings Attended bv 
Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (October, 1971-0ctober 8, 
2003). 

0 On July 9, 2003 the Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Fai:ms Homeowners Association 
(EFHA) presented a Res~lution at the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors meeting 
that stated, "' ... WHEREAS, the EFHA has followed the regional traffic issues, \vhich 
include the increased truck traffic on Stoopville Road, out of concern for the safety of its 
residents ... the Board ofTrustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
to direct the to~ship's engineer to conduct a study of potential traffic calming measures 
for Stoopville Road ... [and] direct that a presentation on the study results be made.at a 
regularly scheduled NTBS meeting within 60 days of this date." (see .Exhibit VI) 

• 

• 

• 

Exhibit VII contaills communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve 
th~ Cotlllcil RockSchool District*. A July 14,. 2003 letter from an Eagleton Farms 
Subdivision representative to the Council Rock School Board President states this about 
Stoopville Road: "We hope that you (as we, and all other parents) find this serious safety 
issne one that has been ignored for too long." (Exhibit vn. pages 8-10). 

In a June, 2003 letter to PennDOT (Exhibit VII, page 7)~ the superintendent 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 3ction to insure the safety of our students." 
Vide0s #2 and #3 on the enclosed CD-ROM show you why. (Video #2 is a CBS/KYW 3 
NEWS SEGMENT that aii-ed at 6 PM on Jline 5, 2003 and video #3 is entitled TRUCK . 
DANGER on WORTIIlNGTON MILL ROAD.) 

Residents are outraged that this safety crisis has been _brought about an_d encouraged by 
state and local politicians who have been satisfied to keep Swamp Road closed to heavy 
trucks. for over 30 years and who have accepted untimed ligJits on the Newtown Bypass, 
despite a 1988 DVRPC study (Newtown Township Traffic Study) that placed 
synchronization of the bypass lights as Newtown Township's No. I top priority project 
(fully funded attbat t:inie). · 

Since we made Deputy Secretary Gary Hoffinan personally aware of our safety crisis in . 
May, 2003, he has marshaled his· entire professional PennDOT Harrisburg staff to do 
three things: first. to.expedite replacement of the Swamp Road culverts by August.. 2004 
(the posted culvert that the BCPC Board.broke out as· Phase I in the last TIP round and 
the one south of it, as it is precariously close to being weight-restricted), second, his staff 
will review the timing of the Newtown Bypass lights, and third, bis staff will 

*Some communications are taken from the docmnent Timeline of Letters, Events and Meetings 
Attended by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (October, 1971-
0ctober 8. 2003) 
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investigate the serious traffic·safety problem on Worthington Mill Road. We greatly 
appreciate his commitment to get involved in the safety crisis in our area. 

• While our hope is that by finally addressing these items the PA traffic routes ( Routes 
413, 232, 332 and Swamp Road) and the Newtown Bypass will become an attractive 
option for industrial traffic, the need for traffic calming on Lindenhurst, Stoopville and 
Worthington Mill Roads will remain of parammmt importance to public safety. It is an 
accident waiting to happen whenever any of these behemoth vehicles choose to take the 
secondary roads (see recent crash/incident history, Exhibit VITI*). 

• Also, the construction of the 1-95/PA Tllrilpike Interchange, a 12 year project, will soon 
commence and result in millions of tons of additional stone being transported from the 
Wrightstown quarries, as this stone meets PennDOT specifications and these are the 
cl<:>sest quarries to the construction site. Transportation of additional stone throrigh our 
residential neighborhoods dur4ig all hours of the day and night will exacerbate an already 
volatile situation. 

• 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 him.self fiom 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 h~ 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 adj~t to the.Bypass for years. 

• We implore you to join with us in recommen~g that an impartial Professional Engineer 
at the PennDOT Ha.rtjsburg 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 helin. 

• 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· appreci;tted this. We are before you, 
once again, to ask you to act boldly and swiftly before a bus load of ki~ gets killed. 

*Some connnunications are taken from the document Timeline of Letters, Events and Meetings 
Attended by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc. (October, 1971-
0ctober 8. 2003) 

1'/ll1rr. 
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-·-····-·-·------------·--·--··-------~-----·---. o:· RIC HARD-TONG e----~-err¥t---------.. ------- -
10 Prim.rose Court Newtown, PA 18940 

TEL: 215-579-1228 * FAX: 215-579-1024 ,, ________________________________________________________ _ 

(~>------------M_E_M_O_RA __ N_D_U_M _____________ f 
.t'o: Buck$ County Planning Commission 
From: . D. Richard Tonge 
Date: · October 9, 2003 
Subject: · Newtown township TIP- Stoopville Road Rehabilitation 

Good Evening! 

My name is Richard Tonge. I am a resident of Newtown Township, an officer of Residents For Regional 
Transportation Solutions, and a Director of the Newtown Grant Homeowners Association. Residents For 
Regional Solutions is a citizen~s organization made up of residents from Wrightstown, Newtown, 
Northampton, and Upper and Lower Makefield who have been working with the townships, Bl1cks 
County Planning commission, the DVRPC and the state to improve the safety of the residents who live 
along one of the most dangerous traffic conidors in the region. Newtown Grant is a master planned 
comm.unity of over 4,000 residents and represents approximately 1/3 of the residents of Newtown 
Township. I am here today to speak about the Newio'¥n Township proposed Transportation 
Improvement Project entitled - "SIOopville Road Rehabilitation", and to request that this project be 
rej~cted. Last year, Newtown Township proposed this very same project and it was rejected by the Bucks 
County Planning Commission for very legitimate reasons. I am here today to remind everyone of those 
reasons, and to request that this project be rejected once more. 

I want to make everyone aware that in 1999/2000, Stoopville Road was rehabilitated at a cost to the 
~}~ayers of over $1.5 million. · 

~~':re has been an ongoip.g problem with heavy trucks traveling on minor collector roads in residential 
:i...;;tghborhoods in Wrightstown, Newtown and Lower Makefield Townships for over 30 years. Stoopville 
Road is one of those minor collector roads. There are hundreds of access points. along this road made up 
of feeder roads, private ~veways and entrances and exits from major subdivisions. In addition, as we 
speak, the townships are approving further development along Stoopville Road for a large homebuilder. 

To put this area in prospective you must first recognize that there are several large quarries located in 
Wrightstown Township, just north of Stoopville Road. Trucks carrying gravel leave those quarries at all 
homs of the day traveling south, but primarily in the early morning hours when school busses in our 
residential neighborhoods are 103'.ling with children on their way to school. for the day. For obvious 
reasons, those gravel trucks would like to take the fastest route to 1-95 to deliver their load and return for 
another trip. However, for over 30 years, there has been a continuous and systematic restriction that 
forces the trucks to take a 9 ~ mile route through residential neighborhoods rather than take a 2 Y2 mile 
route to the Newtown By-p3S5> the safest and most convenient passage to the interstate highway. That 
restriction consisted of several culverts located in Wrightstown that have been methodically weight
restricted during this 30-year period. In 2002, a Transportation Improvement Project, MPMS# 13683, 
was approved to replace a weight-restricted culvert so that trucks would be able to once again take the 
safest route to 1-95. That culvert is scheduled to be replaced next year. When it is rep~ traffic 
patterns as we know th.em today will obviously change as truckers will now have an alternate choice of 
routes to take. 

Until traffic has a chance to find its new pattern, it would be premature to spend more of the taxpayer's 
money·to rehabilitate a roadway that (1) has just been rehab~tated, (2) may not need any finther / ·.' . i. . . . !fl 
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speedway for trucks to go even faster. ·-----------·------·---·-·-.. -· ................ _, __ , __ 

As I n;ientioned 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 cont:Uiue to drive.through 
the residential neighborhood in order to get to the Newtown Bypass which was designed to handle this 
kind of traffic 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 neighborhoods 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 even promote an accident just waiting to 
happen with a school bus. 

Two of my colleagues from the Residents For Regional Solutions, Marci Conti and Susan Herman, 
would now like to further address you on a Transportation Improvement Project to institrite traffic 
calming measures along Stoopville Road to make that road safer, not more dangerous. 

Thank you for the opportunity to address you this evening! 

Respeciively Submitted, 



Unaninwus Resolution of the 
NEWTOWN GRANT HOMEOWNER ASSOCIAUON 

WHEREAS, the Newtown Grant Homeowner Association·Board ofDirectors ("'Board") consists of the 
seven (7) members duly elected by the one thousand seven hundred fifty one (l, 751) homes of the planned . 
community known as "Newtown Grant" ("Newtown Grant"); 

WHEREAS, the Board has the duty and obligation to express the concerns of the residents ofNewtown 
Grant, who make up nearly one third (1/3) of the population ofNewtown Township; 

WHEREAS, the Board has the duty and obligation to voice its opinion upon issues of present concern 
which shall impact the safety and quality of life for the residents and owners ofNewtown Grant; 

WHEREAS, Newtown Grant is bordered on.tWo sides by State Highway 413 (DiJrham Road) and 
Stoopville Roads; 

WHEREAS, the.re mis been ongoing .discussion over the past years regarding the increased truck traffic on 
Stoopville Road and Durham Road originating at the ·quarries located in WrightStown; 

WHEREAS, the increased truck traffic directly impacts on the safety of all residents of Newtown Grant, as 
well as that of all Newtown Township, Upper and Lower Makefield residents; 

WHEREAS, the :fu.ilure to upgrade culverts on Swamp Road a.re the prirhary cause of the increased truck 
traffic of Stoopville Road by trucks originating at t!te Quarries in Wrightstown; 

~- WHEREAS, Newtown Township, Bucks County and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation are 
;.-1 in di .. • scussions to widen and straighten Stoopville Road to permit additional truck traffic while maintaining an 
~~ficial weight restriction on Swamp Road to exist with lack of good cause; . 

; ; ' 

WHEREAS, the recognition by those living on or near Stoopvill~ Road understand the widening of 
Stoopville Road will only lead to additional truck traffic and increase the risk of injury to Residents ofNewtown 
Township, Low~ ap.d Upper Makefield; 

. . 
WHEREAS, this Board believes that all roads within the area (Swamp Road, Durham Road, Stoopville 

Road) must be able to handle their proportion of truck traffic from the Quarries located in Wrightstown to the 
Interstate; 

. Now, therefore, be it 

:=_ ••• 

. . 
RESOLVED, That the Board Request the Bucks County Planning Commission require the upgrade of any 

weight restricted culverts on Swamp Road to be incfoded as the top priority project in the :first four (4) years of the 
twelve (12) year Transportation Improvement Plan ("TIP"). Such upgrade must eliminate any weight iestriCtions on 
Swamp Road; · 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board Request the Pennsylvania Department ofTrarisportation 
("PennDOT") to postpone the widening of Stoopville Road until any weight restricted culverts on Swamp Road 
have been upgraded and a study oftbe new traffic pattern on Stoopville Road can be completed. 

DATED: August 15, 2001 



R.R .• T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic SOiutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 .. 
. Newtown; PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol~com 

~ ·A.nfta Everhard, Executive Secretary 
State Traiisportation Commission 
400 North Street - gth Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
October 14, 2003 

RE: Project Names: (1) Lindenhunt Road Traffic Calming. . 

Dear Ms. Everhard, 

(Bucks County TIP application submitted by Lower Makefield Township as · 
the #1 priority and by RR.TS) 

(2) Stoopyille RD I Worthington Mill RD Traffic Calming 
{Bucks COUllt1 TIP application submitted by RRTS) 

Thank y0u, once again,· for your support tbroughoµt the ZOOS Trimsportation Program Development 
.Process. Encl.Osed is our written testimony submission for the Subj~ TIP projects. We respectfully 
request that you tevie"W Attachm=tt I of this letter which: is a '"suggested summary" fur our written 
testimony and ~that you consider furw8rding this summary to the CommiSsioners for their review. ·We 
have highlighted. the main points of our 34 page written submission* into a 2 page si>mm~ry with three. 
attachments (a map, a thirteen minute long CD-ROM, and a one page script for the CD-ROM). Since our 
safety crisis is both a politi~ as well as, transportation issue, .Anita, we hope you find our efforts to 
summarize this very compleX Issue helpful 

I have enclosed 16 copies of our CD-ROM, one for each Commissioner and one for your records. We feel 
it imperative that the Commissioners receive the CD-ROM as part of our summary, as it will b~ the . 
chilling d3riger that exists on our residential roads iitto their offices. We feel certain that once they have 
seen and heard our video, they will place the highest priority on implementing the traffic calming projects 
aboVe. 

Please let me know if this request is acceptable. If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call me 
at (ZIS) so4-9670. · 

Thank you fur your consideration. 

CC: Hoilorable Allen D. Biehler; Chairman, Pennsylvania State Transportatjon Commission 

*includes a CD-ROM 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional. Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown,· PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Mrs. Lynn Bush, Executive Director 
Bt1cks County Planning Commission 
1260 Almshouse Road 
Doylestown, PA 18901 

Charles Mcllhinney. Esquire . 
Solicitor, Bucks County Planning Commission Board 
2539 York Road 
P.O. Box296 
Jamison, PA 18929 

_Ociober 21, 2003 

RE: Project Names:- (1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming . 
(Bucks County TIP application submitted by Lower 
Makefield Township as the #1 priority and by RRTS) 

(2) Stoopville RD I Worthing!on Mill RD Traffic Calmin2 
( Bucks County TIP application submitted by RRTS) 

Dear Mrs. Bush and Mr. Mcilhinney, 

Enclosed, for your records·, is a copy of the oral testimony we present~ regarding the 
subject projects at the October 9, 2003 public meeting on the TIP held by the Bucks 
County Planning Commission. After our presentation, we gave a copy of this oral 
testimony to Mr. Grunmeier, Ms. McKeon and Mr. Hoffinan, the Bucks County Planning 
Commission :Soard members who were in attendance. 

We greatly appreciated the opportunity to be part of the process. 
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R.R.T.S. 
· f.lesidents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

POBox285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com· 

·../Robert H. Gnmmeier 
Chairman. Bucks County Planning Commission Board 
1811 Bethlehem Pike 
Line~ngton, PA 18932 

..v-Ms. Suzanne McKeon 
chairpersOn of the Subcommittee for the TIP Update 
Bucks County Planning Commission Board 
1115 Richard Lane 
Feasterville, PA 19047 

October 21, 2003 

Mr. Danin Hoffman 
Subcommittee for the TIP Update 
Bucks County Planning Commission Board 
102 N. Hamilton Street 
Doylestown, PA 18901 

RE: Project Names: (1) Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 
( Bucks County TIP application submitted by Lower Makefield Township as 
the #1 priority and by RRTS) 

(2) Stoopville RD I Worthington Mill RD Traffic Calming 
(Bucks County TIP appli~on submitted by RRTS) 

Dear Mr. Grunmeier, Ms. McKeon, and Mr. Ho~ 

Thank you, once again, for the opportunity to submit both oral and written testimony to the Bucks CoWlty 
Planning Commission (BCPC) Board ii:t this round of the TIP process. I tnist that, b:y this time, each Board 
member has received the written testimony packet we left for thtmi at the October 9, 2003 BCPC public · 
meeting on the TIP. As you know, our written testimony "is comprised of a 34 page dOCUD1ent ( 4 page 
summary plus supporting dOcu.mentation) and a 13 minute long CD-ROM. The CD:-ROM contains three 
videos entitled,. BYPASSING IFIE BYPASS, CBS I KYW 3 NEWSCAST (aired at 6 PM on 
June 5, 2003) and TRUCK DANGER on WQRTIIINGTON MILL ROAD. 

We thank Board members for taking the time to review our written testimony and can't emphasize enough 
how important it is to view the CD-RO~ as it will bring the chilling danger that exists on Lindenhurst, 
StQopville, and Worthington Mill Roads (our residential roads) into their offices. We·were· surprised to 
learn that the BCPC public meeting guidelines did not allow us to show this CD-ROM during our oral 
testimony, as we had just shown it in our oral testimony at the State Transportation Commission sponsored 
public hearing on September 26, 2003. We all know~ a picture is worth a thousand words. We feel 
certain that once Board members have seen and heard our video, they will place the highest priority on 
implementing the Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming PrQ.iect and Stoopyille RD/ Worthington Mill RD 
Traffic Calming Project. 

Since I will be out of town on a family matter on November 5, 2003 (when the BCPC Board votes on the 
list of TIP projects to go forward to the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission), I will take this 
opportunity to impIOre you and the rest of the BCPC BOard one last time to consider the tragedy that is sure 
to result if safety and sanity is not restored to the aforementioned roads through i~plementation of traffic 
calming m~. As you and the Board well know, our safety crisis is a political issue, as well as. a 
transportation issue - thus a complex: one. We have every expectation that your Board will have the 

· fortitude and will to do the right thing. 
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We sincerely thank you for your consideration. 

very truly yours. 

CC: Bucks County Planning Commission Board: 
f'Geryl D. McMullin, Vice Chairperson 
,.4"am~ 1. Stoeckhert, Secretary 
"1!. Paul Kester, Esquire 

. vDavidK Platt 
YEd Kisselback, Jr. 
vKathleen M. Babb . 

.... _ ....... ...-i-

Jolm J. Coscia, Executive Director I Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
Lynn Bush, Executive Director/ BCPC 
David Johnson; Director of Transportation I GIS Planning, BCPC 
Rich Brahler; Senior Transportation Planner, BCPC 

vCbaries T. Mcllhinney, Esquire; Solicitor, BCPC Board 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, inc. 

S~te Repr~tative David ?teil · 
2 North State Street 
~wn,. .PA 18940 

F~6~2004 

RE: _Regional Traffic Problems 

PO ·139:x: 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aoJ.com 

• Request to· reject the StOopville Road RdabilitatiOn Pro;ed 

- , 

' . 

• ·NEAR 1\fiS5.ESI ROAD RAGE. caused by ~nagement of minor 
· residential collector ~ds 

Dear Representative Steil, 

As yop kn«?W, residents b;lve wOtled tb0nsands ofbc;>u;rs in their effort to mitigate the dangerons 
traffic coitditions tiiat exist on lindeDhUrst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads (minor 
~dential collector roads.with wdl in excess of7~000 iesidents living along them). The 

.) 

~~ ~~-P-Q.~P~'~"~'.f.9:,fhc;~~"Bf.:f~_J).i$ig.P;.~4l~.-~ ~ 
o.~to-aifdi=eSS~·:fifuaionucic:licfondesoif~lmnciphl'iirterllllhighwaysin·ouriegion:-··-···· · ···- · ---·--·- ... : .. 
These parti~ continue Jo inipJement changes step by step that ma1re the minor iesidential 
collector roads more conducive for use by commercial, industri31 traffic and make the arterial 
highways in our region Jess co.ndncive for u5c by hea'vy track traffic..· Their action5 fly in the fate 
of so~ engineering practice and jeopanlizc the health, safety and welfare of constitu.ents in their 
charge. 

N"ote that Lindenhli:rst,. Stoopville and W 9rthfugton Mill Roads will often be reierred to .as the 
~tial route" in this memo, as collectiveJytbeseresidcntiaJ roads fonn a 9.7 mile ci:rcnitous 
route: that heavy commercial traffic is cmrently diverted to an~ encouraged to Use. 

STOOPVJLLE.ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT (Request for you to lobby to reject 
this project in all forums) 

riie Bucks County Planning Commis.sion Board recently voted to send the Stooprillt! R~d. 
'?ehabilitation Project fQIWard to 1he Delaware Valley Regional Plaming Commission (DVRPq 
n. the TIP approval process rather diaD the Traffic Calming TIP Projecrs submitted tor 
'Jndenhunt. StO(ll7rille and Worthington Mill Roads. The selected project will enccurage higher 
rolnm~ of traffic at .higher speeds aJoog the residential route, exacerbating an already volatile 
;itnatlon. 



The Stoopville Rood RehObilitatfon Profect ca.Ils fro:=-

• -~-further- straightening of this roacJ, even though the mo~ significant: horizolltaJ cmve 
and problem :intersecti~ is already be.mg addressed .by the developer of tlie .McLaughlin 

. Tract. TQe other gentle curves calm the traffic and elnmnation of these._will:make this 
road a speedway. ., 

• .. : ~er widening o:f t:1ris roaC:L Again, this is :in direct opposition to traffic <:aiming 
·. meaSmes desperatefy needed on this minor i:eSidential CQllector road and the other :ro3ds 
·on tl:ie residential route. A Wider road will encoonigc traffi~ to go even faster. In 
1 mn.000 this road -was rehabilitated twice at taxpayer cost of over s 1..5 million. Jn this 

·· climate o:f tight ~cfiii& a8 dollars s.hoU.Id be put toward making the principal arteriai 
highw::iys in our region the mOst eff eciive for handling-heavy indnStrial traffic. · . ) 

We formally reqn~ that you, Representative Petri, Senator~ Senator T~ and the 
' ·:Bncks County Commissioner$ lobby PermDOT Harr.isbnr& the ~tate T.rimsportatioii C()PJIDission 

{STC) and the DVRPC to REJECT the Stoof!rille Road Rehabilitation Project dining the TIP 
approval process and rep~ it with Traffic Cahnfug. We reqaest tli~ you champfon rejecting 
this project as part of the regional traffic sohrtion that is being decided in current meetings with 
PennDOT Harrisbfilg. As you .know, ·this project is includ~ in Newtown Township's list of . 
traffic priorities to be forwarded to.Deputy Secretiuy Gary Ho~ 

. NEAR~MISSES BETWEEN SCiiOOL BUSES AND BEA VY lNDUSTRIAL TRUCKS 

l.,,..,.As we have t9Jd yon,. other lOcaI and state officials, P~ District~> PennDOT Harrisbur& 
~''Je STC"' tfre DVRP~ the BCPC and Pennsbmy and Council Rock School Districts on numerous· 
( (~¢ons, a catastrophe is im1:niDcnt .along this reSidcntiai r9ute.._ At a Febrnaty 2003 meeting in 
)' }o:ffi~ when a fellow resident 1oJd you the vo:hmle of commercial lraffic on Lindenhurst RD 
was nnacceptablt; yon responded that the accident data didn "t sjlppOit that a serious safety 
-problem exists. Once again, Representative-Stei( our ~roots organization urges you to stop 
the diversion of heavy trucks onto this residential route BEFORE a bnsload of kids 1s killed. 

Consider tliese ford>odiitg incidences, just a sampling of what occurs on ·a daily basis along this 
residential route: · . · · · 

Jmmarjr·21i 200~: there was .:mother near-miss between a scl:iool bus and a quanytrock..aJong the 
resUJCmial route. Jt OCCUI:Ttd-near the entrance of the Rosefield development and was witnessed and heard 
by ~dents. It was immediately. reported to ¢e fros. company ~ later reported to Council Rocle School 
DiStria. · 

['he bus made a left turn .out ofRosefidd development_ and was accelerating on Stoopvillc RD heading· 
D'Wards Route 532. A speeding quarry truck ba:rre!ing down StoopVme from Roote 4 i3 Ca.me up behind 
f>e ~ malcing no attempt to ·slow down but :maJcing good use of the horn. The truck sped bj the scbOol 
us on the. opposing side of the road. h was pure luck that oo one was hurt or killed - the Joaded·qu.any 
-uckweighed 73,000 lbs... 

'J«onbt7 8, 2003: µ,ere was yet 211otbu incident on Worthington Mill RD where a loaded quarry truck 
as unable to stop for a Council Rock bus. The bus was stopped (red lights .tlashing and stop ann ~)at a 
is Stop at .990 Worthington MiJJ RD and the diiver pulled the stop ann back as the truck came within 
~Qes of the bris. Lucky for the school student [who was about to exit the bus and cross Worthington Mill 
·:·\that the bus driver realized the truck wasn't going t<?. stop and refrained from opening the door. Ilris 
( " . . . 

/5t/31d-



...... ···--·~-----·--· ----·-------··-------------·--- ·----·------_'-----. -----'-·---· ---·------·-.-r;;-;-'~/';r_-'J V?:t .:>J )'-./\---'--·---···-······ ..... -·, -. . . 

~deni was reported to ilie bus company ~ Council Rocle SCbool District. SnCb incidents oC:cnr all too 
rcquvi1ly on this road. . . . 

%Ptonl>a. 2003: The Courier-Tunes (article rnrted 1/15/94, entitled Resiaentswanr to act before trkJ: , 
'nlgedy),.:wrote about a ~-miss~ a:Copncil Rock bus a.ruJ a truck on W~ghtstown ~that 
xcurred in September, 2003. - A truck tr.rVe.ling toward$~ bus came over the double yellow llrie on a 
:u:rve and took olf. the side mirror Of the school bus. The truck ~·t stop. This was reported to Council 
lock Sclx?ol District_ -

>qttonbe:r. 2002: a Jo;ided. oil tanker on WorthinsID1:1 Mi!1 ~ couJd OOt. st0p for a Conncil Rock bUs that 
:vas·stopped at Estates Court to piclc up children. This. wa$ reported to Council Rock School District.· . ,. . 

imonlH:r.. 2fJ91: a little girl-was almost hit liy an~ whee.I truck wben"aossingLin-Oenhm;t RD to 
w.d her school bus at the stop at Trowbridge DR. Public statPJDn11s regarding this incident wes-e made t.0 "1-

be Pennsbwy SchOOJ BOard and Lower Makefi~ Township Board of Supervisors. . ! - . 
. . 

lpril. I999: I, personally, became involved·with ~safety issue when a Council Rock bus was almost hit 
ry. a loaded" quarry trod: at the bus stpp at Lindenhnrst RD and Autumn DR. The truck swerved around the 
.us onto a fiOnt lawn to avoid making co~ Politicians ~ all levels an:~ aware of this incident. 

tOAD RAGE FOSTERED BY THE DIVERSION OF HEAVY TRUCKS ONTO THE 
tESIDENTIAL ROUTE 

'ls:ardfng the Januari :Zlr 2004 IU!IIT~miss ~nt!d ~ 11ie Council Rock..Tnmsportation 
:>cpartment told us there were; three reports m3.de about this incident: One :from the resident who witnessed 
t; one' from~ .bus driver and <>pc :from the trucker involved. The tn>cker called COuncil Rock ·after the 
l>Cident and report~ that·be followed the bus to the Newtown Grant bus stop on HemJock DR and got out 
nd ydJed at the bus d:cW,er. The trucker di4 not give his name. · 

ranuaryI!J. 20M: A RRTS member was approaching the stop si~ at Worthington :Mill RD and Route 413 
IJCP~g to cross Route 413. An 18-w.beeler quany truci: (53' Joiig) ~ turning left outo Worthington 
,fiJJ RD. Since the trailer consumed the oppe~g traffic Jane and necdCd to cross into the RR,TS member's 
me as wcJJ. the truck drfycr opened bis window and cuesed at the individual for having Doi calculated boW 
IB.lch toom the tractor trailer would need to make the tum. 'The individual was forced to go on a n~s 
'3lli to Ietthe truck pass. 

tepresentative St~ we have been alarmed in the past by your failure to addr~ the·ill
imcrioning Newtown Bypass and your intelfercnce in Lawer Makefield Township,s_effort to 
ilkc bacJc Lindenhurst Road :from the State in the interest of" public safety. ·we can only conclude 
rutt you are ·satisfied with 90°/o of"the heavy tracks tnming off the Newtown Bypass jnst ~mile 
rom 195 oot~ Lind~mst Road, the ~or residential co11ector road at the beginning -of the 
esidential route. It is unconscionable that the ~-quany operations on Swamp Road (a 
rincip31 arterial highway) do not have direct aci:ess to the Newtown· Bypass (the safest type road 
11 the region for heavy commercial traffic) and· that Swamp Road has been artificially restricted 
:) heavy trncks for over 30 years. y OU hav.e been :in the Iegisla,tore for the past I 1 years and have 
ot been capable of mitigating this serious public safety issue. Your mOdos ·operandi has been to 
Uk about your concern and then support the status quo by sidetracking any meaningful effort to 
reate a safe traffic enviromnent along the resjdential route. Instead:. yon snppm:t the interests of 
select few to the detriment of the citizemy at large_ 

:i smnmary: we ask yon to REJECT the Stoomrille Road Rehabilitation Project in any and all 
Jnnns and ask you to yj gorously pmsue :funding and immediate impl_ementation of the strictest 
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a ~c lcalming ma:ffi~~ong Lin~l ~ths~~; ~d-~orthindr • , gt~~ -R~:nl e,dollars 
__ .:':: . to rmp eIDent tr c Ci:UJ.u..wg are 111\lmna, e vii.Ille o.i ~ Y.J..U ens uves, llillll=wdU e.. 
r~ . . . 

-\ 0·-:e implore you to stop sanctioning lining us .up like bowling p~ just w3iting to be struc{ It is 
· . ~.iot too Jate for you to do the.right thing. · · · 

very truly yom-5, . c~_ ... //~~. 
:/:_~~ 

Susan Herman . 
. :?.resident 

·c~: Unites States Congress.man, James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary ofTransportat.ion, Allen Biehler 
StateT:nmsportarion Commission · 
Deputy Secreiary ofllighway AdminiStratlon, Gary Ho:ffinan 

l · State Senator, Joe Conti 
":· \ State Senator, T-Oxnmy Tomlinson 

f ~~~rn~ ~epresentativt; ~tt Petri · ~ . 
l>'· .Jue.ks County Comnn,sgoner,. .01.arJes Mamn 

. Bncks <;ounty Commissioner; Michael Frtzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner; Sanqra-Miller 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia· 
DVRPC Board· 
Regional Transportation Coniri:rittee · 

· Regional Citizens Committee . 
Council Rocle School ~d Presid~ Susan Vicedomini 
Council Rocle School Superiirt~d~ TlDlOthy Kllby 
Pennsbmy Scho01 Board Presiden~ Linda Pal.sky 
Pennsbmy scllool Superintend~ Ralph Nuzi.oJo 
RRTs Membership (mass e-mail) 
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R.R.T.S. 
· Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucicspa@aol.com 

Mr. Gary Hoffman; P.E . 
. Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Keystone Building 
400 North St., atti Floor. 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0095 

Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street . 
Newtown, PA 18940 

April 23, 2004 

RE: Wntten Comment Submission for the Regional Traffic Meeting 
held at Bucks County Community College on April 22, 2004 

Dear Mr. Hoffman and Repre5entative Steil, 

.6,, 5-:J-

Thank you for accepting. these written ·comments· that I understand will become part of 
the record for the regional traffic meeting. While I do not believe Repre5ent~ .Ste.ii 
publicly announced that wntten ·comments would be accepted for one ~k after the 
meeting, several residents overheard him telling me this at the end ·of the meeting. We 
thank you for the opportunity. · 

Although I was disappointed that Representative Steil denied- me permission to show 
two brief videos during my. public comment~ I appreciated tnat he retrieved them from me 
after the meeting and said theywould·be included in the summ~ry ofthe meeting. 

Video submissions 

. • Submitted a CD that contains 3 videos entitled Bypassing the Bypass, 
. CBStKYW3 Newscast._and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road. See Exhibit I. 

(N.ote that 90% of the oommercial traffic turns Off the Newtown Bypass onto Lindenhurst 
Road, the first leg of a residential route that literally •bypasses the Bypass-. The residential 
route is comprised of Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads.) 

• Submitted a CD entitled FOX 29 Newscast Using rail to haul stone from the Swamp 
Road quanies. See Exhibit 11. 

. 

r . 
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Recommendation to engage a consultant to do a regional study for planning 

Mr.' Hoffman suggested the townships engage a consultant to do a regional study for 
planning and said dollars are available through the Delaware Valley Regional Planning 
Commission (DVRPC); federal funding is available. 

The Townships must engC;lge a consultant who is outside the Bucks County 
umbrella of politics, or an OBJECTIVE regional plan will. be unattainable. History 
has shown that the players under ttie Bucks County umbrella of politics make 
transportation decisions based upon self-interest a~ porrticar agendas; in total disregard · 
for the safety of the citizenry at large (See ExhibitJl'!', Abbreviated historical accounting 
of manipulation of truck traff1e). 

Who faffs under tfie Bucks County umbrella of politics? 

• Senator Joseph Conti: In spite of attending a public traffic meeting at LC>Wer 
Makefield Township (LMn in ·1999 and pledging to m:ake the truck traffic prof;>Jem his 
#1 pridrity ~ he has shown a lack. of leadership on this issue. In a recent Courier . 

Times articfe· (Exhibit ::;w:) he cf aimed. about all he can do is "cajole" Joeaf officials to 

• 

d~ the right thing. · 

RRTS comment: This statement is inconsistent. with the fact that state senators · 
and representativ~ ar:e deeply involved with transportation issues ~hroi.Jghout our 
state and. country. RRTS has developed a relationship with the Delaware Valley 
Regional Planning Commission (DVR.PC)*· and it is apparent that the transportation 
wishes of sta1e senators and state representatives greatly influence planning 
·decisions in the region. Senator Conti's lack of action. on the truck issue speaks· 
vot~mes abOut his disinterest in protecting the safety of the citizenry at large. 

Representative David Stei.I: . 
1) When L~ request~ taking over Lindenhurst R~d from PennDOT in the 

interest of protecting its citizen!Y {November 2002), Representative Steil 
interfered: The tumback.was denied, the only road tumback that PennDOT 
District 6 has denied in 10 years I 

2) In response to RRTS members' request to have stone moved by rail, 
Representative Steil is quoted in the Bucks County Courier Times article in 
Exhibit~ as saying, arrhe DVRPC did s. small study on trains and said the 
idea didn't even merit a full.study~ .. The economics do not look very g~.9 

*See Exhibit~ new DVRPC CD entitled Creating Tomorrow Tcx:Jay, DVRPC 

' '-· 15ftJ''/ 
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The article also states, "St~il who agreed it [movement of stone] is a 'real problem', 
also conceded that there is little that can be done. Trains are uneconomical. Trucks· 
cannot be barred from state roads because the owners pay taxes .. And improving 
Swamp Road so fully loaded quarry trucks can use it instead of Stoopville and 
Lindenhurst Roads merely shifts the traffic elsewhere, he [Representative Steiij 
said.9 

3) He maintains that •quarry trucks and college students don't mix" ~nd his actions 
~nd words support this bias. He sends the message to residents' that quarry tru~ 
and efementary school buses do mix and threatens to further endanger travelers 
alqng Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill. Roads (a residential route with 

· over 7 ,ooo residents and 155 access points, most residential driveways), by his 
obvious support of the Stoopville Road Rehab11itation Project {rather than traffic 
calming). 

· in Exhibit :E'/.CC Representative Steil stated; " ... I wquld note that no resident of 
Newtown Township has contacted me concerning this project CStoopvi//e Road 
Rehabilitation Pi'oject7: Rep. St~I wrote this letter in response to RRTS' ~er dated 
·216104 (Exhibit·~ Which speaks of ·several near misses between school buses 
. and quarry trucks along the residential route and asks him to reject the Stoopw7/e 
. Rehab. Proiect in" all forums. Rep. Steil wrote a 2127 /04 letter to the DVRPC (Exhibit 
~ which stat~s.· 1· believe that DVRPC should make no d~~ion regarding the · . 
improvenients uritii we have had an opportunity to work with all .of the .impacted 
tc;mnships in developing some form of regional traffic plan~· l:iis fai'lure to oppose the 
Stoopv11/e Rehab. Project is consistent with the message he has given members of 
the public, that maybe not now, but someday, this project's time Will come. 

4 )We find it unconscionable that Rep. Steil hastily dismissed the railroad option for · 
hauling stone and that he did not publicly support the.•suggested Detour Signs• that 

· PennDOT Harrisburg posted in the interest of public safety.· 

5) Representative Steil denied that a NO CONNECTOR ROAD CLAUSE {that would 
prevent a road being built tbrough the CAU parking.lot) was intended to be an 
integral part of L~Ts requirements when LMT was negotiating an · 
"Intergovernmental Agreemenr with Newtown Tow_nship. 

6)The- initiative .to route high volumes of. industrial traffic through ~ver-develpping 
residential. areas supports our belief that Representative Steil is nOt. a qualified . 
engineeril'.19 professional and his actions and positions are not based on sound 
engineering practices. · He has never supported encouraging the higher level ·traffic 
to use the higher level roads. · · 

RRTS comments: How hard should rasidents have to work to be.heard by their . 
state and locaJ governments? It is our opinidn that it would never be appropriate to 
further jeopardize the safety.of over 7,000 residents who live along the reside_ntial 
route [by doing the Stoopville Road Rehab. Projecfj, residents. who voted Rep. Steil · 
into office to protect their health, safety and welfare. 

• Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC) Board: After compelling '/ J ~ 
presentations by residents and RRTS AGAINST the StoOpvi//e Road Rehab. Project J5'1; /,Jlf' ~ . 

. ~-* 168/.37.?-- 1144 . . <!Jj) 
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and FOR Traffic Calming Measures (LMTs #1 priority TIP project was Traffic 
Calming for_Lindenhurst Road), this Board voted to send the StoopVI11e Road Rehab. 
Project forward to the· DVRPC in the TIP process rather than the Traffic Calming 
Projects submitted for Lindenhurst Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. 

There is pressure in our region to upgrade the functional classification Of Stoopville 
Road from a. minor coll~or road to a Piincipaf Arterial Highway. If this happens; 
Stoopvme Road will no longer qualify for traffic ~rming measures. We fear the 
BCPC will attempt to justify this change Whe·n it revises the federal functional 
ciassification of roadways, a proce$S ~ iscurrentry underway per the DVRPC. We 
implore the BCPC NOT to upg·rade the dassification Of this roa<;I. Traffic calming is . 
essential to this road beirig uSed in a manner that is consistent with the high level 6f 

. residential developme·nt the townships have pfaced there. 

RRTS comments: RRTS questioned Why the BCPC guidelines for the TIP Public 
Hearing forbid· showing of CD's. The answers we got point to it being an arbitrary 
decl$ion (likely (>91itically motivated) .that was inconsistent with the State 
Transportation CommiSsion guidelines for public participation in the TIP process. It 
was important forthis Board to see 90% of commercial traffic in the region turning off 
the Bypass onto the residential· rout~_ as this may have strongly influenced their 
decision. · RRIS showed this CD at the State Transportation Commission Public 
Meeting- and the pict~re saved· a thousand words. 

· In its oral and written testimony to this Boa.rd [and to the State Transportation . 
Commission], RRTS stated, • Pen?mrs District 6 must take responsibility for its 

. p~rt.in. cre~ng t~is public safe~fiHr&ngh both its inaction a~d actions •. We ask that 
you j<?in with us 1n. recommending th~ Mr. Warren recuse himself from the TIP · 
decision-making process for these projects because of ~he obvious confllcts of 
interest that exist As a rong time re~ldent of this area [and previous Bucks County 
Commissioner], Mr. Warren naturally has many ties and the cfrvisive nature of the· 
traffic problems here demand a non-aiigned professional. In addition,: decisions . 
. regarding these minor residential collector roads will hav~ a direct affect upon traffic 
on the.N~owil Bypass, and Mr. Warren has resided adjacent to the Bypass for 
years. We implore you tojoin 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 
diStnct in the Commonv.iealth of Pennsylvania without a certified Professional . 
En~r-(P .E.}at its helm: · 

RRTS maintains that it is a= disservice that PennDOT has assigned a prior Bucks . 
County Commissioner to be District Administrator of this region. ft is ricense for 
Mr.' Warren to conduct himself as· a pblitician without the residents ever getting· ihe 
opportunity to vote him in or out. . 

• ·Andrew Warren, District Administrator for PennDOT District 6: At the 4122104 
regional meetin~, Mr. Warren was disingenuous when he cha~erized Swamp 
Road as an ·1 s century stage-coach lnaian trair. For most of the 3o+ years that 
the road was restricted ~o loaded quarry trucks, empty quany trucks used it, 
demonstrating that it was truck-worthy: If there are deficiencies that. exist on this 
road, Mr. Warren should be embarrassed rather"than brazen, as he has played ·a c-/ . 
part in leaving them unaddressed. . _ . . . lf'f I jlf 
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At a public meeting in Lower Make~ld Township in 1999, Mr. Warren said he was 
·ambushed• by residents eomplaining about the dangerous truck traffic situation on 

. Lindentiurst React ·He threatened to widen and straighten the road. This is 
· consistent with his obvious mentality of wanting to move the goods and traffic AT 
. ANYCOST. 

Af the December; 2003 regional traffic meeting in Harrisburg, Mr. Warren made a 
recommendation to compare the cost of improving Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads · 
fo the cost of improving Swamp Road, in total disregard for the more than 7 ,000 
residents who live along ~e residential route. At the March regional traffic ..-neeting 
at PennDOT King of Prussia, District 6 oppoSed using raised pedestrian crosswalks 
on Lindenhurst Roacl. We hope that Mr; HOffmah, PennDOT Harrisburg, will keep 
his commitment to give raised crosswalks another look, as he maintains they have 
been successful in places near his home. 

RRT$ does not accept half measures in Traffic Calming along Lindenhurst, 
~~oopville and Worthington Mill Roads~ ·Failure to implement measures that will 
maintain capacity while improving public safety will result in fatalities~ Residents 
are feai"ful for their children and themselves who must regularly travel these routes.· 
This is a suburban setting whereby residents generally must travel by car or school 
pus 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 piayer 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 influence there. · · 

J..ast Thursday, the DVRPC Board decided not to take action on a Regional Citizens 
.· Com~ittee· resolution encouraging rail- carriers to submit proposals for moving 

aggregate from the Swamp Road quarries; . 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 take a 
position. · 

. . 
. It was astounding hOW swiftly this issue was catapulted back under the umbrella. of 
Sticks County pofrtics. It is now questionable whether we Will get unfettered 
proposals that the region· can evaluate. W~out a doubt, the Short Line railroads are 

· interested in the business. . 

• Newtown Township Board of Supervisors: In the current TIP round, the Newtown 
Township Board of Supervisors championed the StoopVI11e Road Rehabilitation 
Proiect that calls for widening and straightening this road (even though the most . 
significant.h~rizontal 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. ~h 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 alo_ng the residential route. 
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The Newtown Twp. Pranning Commission and Board of Supervisors refused to 
include traffic calming measures in the project description, despite outcries from 
residents who live along Stoopville Road. (See Exhibit -XC an Eagleton Farms 
Homeowners Association resolution, a!ld ExhibitXJI:., letter from a representative of 
Eagleton Farms to th~;i~~,~~ ~J_R°?f< School district.) 

This Boa~~heme~tJY--?PPoSed PennDOT'~ posting Ot the ·suggest~ Detour 
Signs•. · [w._~ -rw1.] 

A 1988 Newtown Township Traffic StuW conducted by the OVRPC 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 dosed -loop traffic signal system was finally put into place in response to. 
considerable pressure fiom RRTS. We· hope that we can count on M(. Warren's 
assurances that the. lights will finally QE! operating in a timed fashion in Fall ~004 
once Penn DOT has finished upgrading the "intersections at the Newtown Bypass ~ · 
Bu~ Road and the Bypass & Route 332. · 

Many" past and current Newtown Township politicians live along Swamp Road and 
the Newt~5a$S which results in an understandable conflict of interest (see · 
map, Exh1b .. , · · . . . . _ . 

• Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors: This Board has supported the 
weight restrictions on Swamp: Road for over 30 years and vehemently opposed 
Penn DOT Harrisburg's posting of the "Suggested Detour Signs• .. 

Wrightstown Township commissioned Pici<:ering, Carts and Summerson, Inc. to do 
an engineering study of swamp Road in 1995. The draft copy of tl)e study is entltred 
/Engineering Study fbt Safety Improvements to Swamp-Road. The ·findings of this 
study were never revealed to. the public.-·.: .. 

The fin9ings of Ui-ban Engineera' May, 2002 Swamp Road Engineering Studv. 
prepared for Newtown and WrightStown Tovirlships, mirror those from the 1995 
study. · · 

The 1995 Wrightstown Township study identified the culvert south of Worthington 
Mill Road as·being in wors_e condition than the culvert north of Worthington Mill 
·Road~ yet the northern culvert was selected 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 aH trucks since replacement of the Ne:shaminy 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 cufvert.) 
. . 
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;/ 

·. . /571, ~"1 

- . -- . ~ ~/~ !6to/J7.P- ~ ( -.. 7 . , 0 - ' - -<.:!:.!/ 



................ , .. _ .... , ....... --·····~-- .. . . ........ -· ~ __ ............... ~ .. ,.. ·'-'-···~·-·---
-~---··----·-"'----·-----· ----... --......... --.... -~., ... -----.. ~-- ..... ··- .. -· 

This solution is unacceptable to RRTS and undoubtedly would make one question 
wtiether our porrticians deserie th~ honor of cafing 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 
E1:wironmental Impact Studies. 

One Wrightstown Townsf)ip supervisor lives along PA Traffic Route 232 and another 
lives across the street from the rail line.S 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 ~TOP GAME PLAYING 
AND POLITICAL JOCKEYING WHEN THE HEAL TH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF 
RESIDENTS AND TRA VELERs· SAFETY IS WHAT IS AT STAKE. All townships in 
our region should be ·pursuing traffic calming measures for all minor eollector roads· 
that are affected by high volumes of industrial truck traffic. These measures sho~ld 
be designed to maintain capaaty and improve public safety. It is time for · 
governments 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 
encou~e the industrial traffic to use them. · · 

Coalition being fanned by Representative Steil 

At the 4/22 meeting, Representative Steil announced he is forming a regional coalition to 
contin~e dial~ue on regional traffic issues· an~ asked each tovinship 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 sarne? 

Pursuing the railroad for ~auling aggrggate from the S.wamp Road guarrie5 

Given the past misuse of power in the region regarding transportatipn issues, hoW can 
this option receive an objective review? It was intereSting to hear Mr. Pogonowski . 
eX,,ress his concern that rail might be used to haul stone 24n to western 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 Turnpike Interchange Project, a 10-12 year construction project. 

As mentiOned earlier, the Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors approved the last 
Eureka Quarry expansion (and Others before that) without even conducting a Traffic 
Impact or Environmental Impact Studies. Orie has to question whether this Board is ~ 
vigilantly protectin!l self-interest, lo the detriment Of the citizenry at large. · / f tj J 8"'1 ~ · .. 

.. I /6 7/ J1P- 'f·~ @ 1;, *i __..:;..._.;;;..--__ , 



. . 
Thank you again for the opportunity to submit written comment that will be included as 
testimony for this meeti.ng. 

CC: Unites States Congressman, James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell · 
Secretary of Transpo$tion, Allen Biehler * State Transportation ccinmission O 

. State Senator. Joe COnti . . 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative, Scott Petri· 

·Bucks County C6mmissioner, Char1es Martin. 
B1:1cks County Commissioner; Mitjlael FitzpatricJ:c. Esquire(? 

. Bucks Cou·nty Commis~oner, Sandra· MillerQ 

. Exetutive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
Andrew Warren; District Administrator, Penn DOT District €(). 

~- DVRPC Board() · 
~ . Regional Transportation Committee() . '* Regional Citizens COinmitteeQ · 
";ii! Newtown. ToWriship Board of Supervisors· 
~ Lower Makefiek:I Township Board of Supervi5ors * Wrightst0wn Township Board .of Supervise~ 
1#f: Upper fv'akefte~Township Board of ~upervisors 
;it Northampton Tc:>wnship Board of Supervisors· 

Council Rock School Board Presid.ent. Susan VICedomini() 
Couticil Rock School Superintendent, Timothy Kirb~ 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Pa~k() 
Pennsbury School Superintend~nf, Ralph Nuzzok:(J 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mair)C) · · 
Budcs County Courier Times 

· Yardley News ~ 
Advance · 19" 131 
Philadelphia Inquirer . . 

'*' Rah err GrunbJf!,f e,;. (Jhp./rfn#.n) 6 u¢s t!.o11n"1_ ~/Am?/~ ~mm! SS IPI? .&tlF' ti.CJ 
~'frJri f;v:!h > GxU.:nvt-.]) 1;~,, .B11cJ:.s &~ ·f>la.nru1:1 ~~ti.-0 

"tf:"t!])~ ~.- ~lrru'ln Pf)&#~ &:lmmiss/;A / ~L 4r ~m;n~ffu, 
. . -fj;· li/u- /68'/ 37J- f!-~1~ @ 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Mr. Gary Hoffman, P.E . 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

. Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Keystone Building 
400 North St., 8th Floor~ 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0095 

Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

April 28, 2004 

RE: Written Comment Submission for th~ Regional Traffic Meeting 
held at Bucks. County Community College on April 22, 2004 

_ Dear Mr. Hoffman and Representative Steil, 

Here is the written comment submission, including Exhibits, that I promised would be 
hand delivei"ed to Representative Steil's office today. 

Thank you for your continued consideration as to how to mitigate the dangerous traffic 
conditions that exist in our region due to the inordinately high amount of quarry truck 
traffic. 

. . 

'( . ' / 
. / 



. Draft bVRPC FY 2005 Transportation Improvement Progr~m (Pennsylvania) 

. C?RAL.TESTJMO.NY SUBMISSION: June 3, 2004 . #Pages:Jk_, #Exhibits J_ 

-Person{s) 'f estifyfu·g~ A1exHemian f Susari -Herman 

Organizatio:A.: 

Project Name: 

ResidentsJor Regionaj TrafflC Solutions; Inc; 
P.O. Box 285 ·. . 
Newtown. PA 18940 

·Ph: 215 504-9670 
Fax: 215 ?04-0757· 
Email: RR~Sbuckspa@aotcom. 

Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Pro;e·c·t 
(FY 2005-TIP projeci submttted by Newtown Township) 

._ Than~ you for this opportun·ity. I am Alex Herman and this .is-Susan Hennan of 
Residents fOr Regional Traffic Solutions; Inc., or RRTS~ Our regional citizens group . 

. . reprasents wefl in exces$ ofa,ooo residents·from five towm~hips._ · 

v.;;e are. h~re today to ask the DVRPC to.endorse the ·Regfonal Citizens Committee 
(RCC) resolution regarding the StoopVJ1/e Road Rehabilitation Project. The · 
RESOLUTION reads: . · . . . . 

~-:--.. "The DVRPC Regio:n~l Citizens _Committ(;:!e has learned that PennDOT will be: meeting . 
?--'~ ·shortly. to- determin~ regional traffic solutions that will ¢fed Lindenhur:st, StoopviUe and : . 
'--( ~\ ·Wc;:>rthin~o.ry __ ~m~C>~.d.§ !"Sucks Cou~ty. ·The RCC ~j~ct~~he ~m:ept of t~e Stoopville 

'. Road Rehab1fltat1on-Pro1ect because it exacerbates an already.vorat1!e pubfrc safety 
issue.· w_e urge Penn DOT: to ccinsider. repracing this project. with traffic calming 

·-measures that would maintain capacify and· improve· public safety on this minor collector 
road .. · (Curre_ntly .~tbcipville Road is comprised of a· heavily developed residential 
cornmunity with the potential.for a minimum of several hundred additional homes, 

. making the safety o~ residents and ·their children a major concem.r 
. . 

Although this-project was nc;>t placed in the DVRPC.FY2005 DRAFT TIP, we ariticipate 
there may be oral orwritten testimc>ny requesting that it be·added or that this project may 
be forwarded to:the--OVRPC fn the future· for eonsideration as a TIP Action. Since this 
project will· ¢s·carate the 5$f'.ety c_risis already existing· on St00pville R_oad, we ask the . 
DVRPC to go. on reco~ NOW against the ~ncept of the project and in support of traffic 
calming measures that wiU maintain capacity and improve_pubtic safety on this road. We 
ask.the DVRPCto do this in regard for the heavy residential land use along Stoopville Road; · · · · · · 

Lower. Makefield Township has gone on record opposing the Stoopvil/e Road 
Rehabilitation Projectiri a February, 2004 letterto Representativ~ Steil.(Exhibit I) and a 
May, 2004,letter to Mr. John _Coscia. (EXhibit II). _These letters state; "The Supervisors 

. feel it'i~ critical that indu!Sfrial trSffic be channeled to the Ne\Yfown Bypa.ss and that the 
rehabilitation of Stoopville Road will only prove to further invite farge truck traffic through · 
residential neighborhoods at higher speeds: ; · · · " 

. naj sr:i- 1uj;Y1 
. . ~ 
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Stoopville Road, part of a ~residential route" .. comprlsed of Lindenh~rst. Sfoopville, and 
Worthington Mill Roads (all minor residential collector roads), is used as a cut-through by 
high volumes of cqrnmercial traffiq traveling to and· from 1-95.: 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 Ill). 

There are fou·r booming Wrightstown Township quarries located on Swamp Road, jt..i~ 3 
miles northwest of where Swamp Road becomes the Newtown Bypa~. 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 protjuctJon at the quarries) ~re paid by the load, encouraging. 
on-time .cfelivery over safety, greatly jeopardizing the health, safety and welfare of those 
along the residential route. The Wrightstown qu~rries have over 100 years Of quarry life 
remaining and are expected to be a major source of ston.e"for the l-95/PA Turnpike 
Interchange Project, an imminent project that will bring million$ of tons of additional 
_stone through our residential neighbo-rhoods. · · · 

This CD, entitled Bypassing the Bvpass, shows the· current level of commercial traffic on 
Stoopville Road and the residentl~I route (Exhibit IV~). The numbers shown here on the· 

. map correspand to fiirriing locations in th~ CD '(see video script, EXhibit V). 

The danger exists due to· the faflure·of PennDOT Distri~ 6 and lo~I and state officials to 
address the functional deficiencies on the pnncipar arterial highways_ in our region . 
. These parties cbhtinue to implement chartges step by step that make· our minor 
residential collector roads·more c;onducive for use by indu~rial tramo·and make the · 
arterial liighways in our region less con~ucive .for use by industrial traffic .. The .. 

· Stoopville· Road Rehabilitation Project. calling for further widening and straightening of. 
this road even th9ugh th~ most significant horizontal curves and problem. intersection are 
already being addressed by~ deveioper, .is another step that will encourage higher· 
volumes of commercial traffic traveling at greater s~s to use the residential .route 
rather than-the Newto\vn Bypass. . · · · · · · : . · · 

There are already well in excess of 800 indu~rial trucks/day traveling this 9.7 mile· 
circuitous route, which has in excess of 15p access points (most residential driveways 
represented by blue· pins) and ·more tha~ 7,000 re.sidents living in stibdivisions .. along· it. 
There are an. too frequent near- misses between truCks and sChool buses on this route, 
as.reported by RRTS in a February, 2004 letterto Representative Steif(Exhibit VI} and .. 
by Council Rock School District's Superintendent in a June, 2003 letter to Dept;rty. 
Secretary Gary Hoffman (Exl)ibit VII) and a March, 2004 letter to Governor Rendell 
(Exhibit VIII). 

*A 1988 Newtown TownShip Traffic Studv conducted by the DVRPC maintained that the 
synchronization of lights C?n the Newtown Bypass should be Newtown's #1 priority .. Even 
though this project was fully funded atlhe time, nothing was· done until 2002. A closed ...foop 
traffic signal system was finally put into place in response to considerable pressure from . 
RRTS. We hope that we ean count on Mr. Andrew Warren's assurances that the lights will 
finally be operating 'in a timed fashion in Fall; 2004. once Penn DOT has finished upgrading 
the intersections at .the Newtown Bypass & Buck Road and the Bypass & Route 332. 

- CD includes videos entitled Bvpa5Sinq the Bypass, CBSIKYW Newscast, and Truck 
Danger on Worthington Mili Road. ) 
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Road rage ,ts fostered by the inappropriate m~ of dangerous traffic traveling through our 
neighbo~oods. · 

The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation· Pioject is in direCt opposition· to traffic ~aiming 
measures desperately needed on this. road and the other minor collector roads on 
the residential route. There is.pressure in our region-to upgraqe the functional_ 
classification of Stoopvilfe Road fro'm· a Minqr Collector Road to an Arterial Highway. We 
fear the Bucl<s Co1Jrity Planning. Commission (BCPC) will attempt to justify this wh~n it 
revis~ the federal furicti6nal Cla5sificat.ion of_ rQadWays, a process currently ·underway. 
ff Stoopvifle Road is upgraded to an Arterial Highway, it will rio longer qualify for traffic 
calming'measures which are ~ntial to traffic using this road in~ m~nner consistent 
with the high revel of residential development townships ha\ie. pf~ced there. We implore 
the BCPC not to !Jpgtade the ciassification of this road ~nd implore the DVRPC to· reject 
any attempfto cfo so. · 

f n 1999/2000 Stoo'pviffe Road was reflabilitated twice at taxpayer_ cost of over. 
$1.5 million. In this climate of tight funding, all dollars should be put tbwarq making the 
principal arterial highways ·;rt' our regfoh ·fhe ·most eff~dNe fur hc::fodling he'avy industrial · 
traff JC~ . 

As movem·ent of ~one by rail will iinprov~.the quarry truck safety isst.1es on our 
·residentia• roads,·we also respectfully request ~hat the· DVRPC. ~ndorse the RCC _ 
resolution, RESOLUTION RE: RAIL GONDOLAS AS ALTERNATIVE TO QUARRY 
TRUCKS ON SWAMP ROAD, whic~lf reads: · 

"Tran$porting stone by. ·trucks fro·~ the .Buc~.s C~mnty qOarries creates d~nger$ on the 
present highway r~utes. Complaints from ttie conimuriity are fre.quentJy heard regarding 
the. impact of the ·current routes. to tht?i·r pu~.f!g _s(3f¢Y.~- 1"'1~ P"Y~ks ·ars.o_ cr:e~e wt;tar and · 
tear on light-duty road~. The· R"CC preP¢ses that the potential. tail earners ccincemed 
.ereate an alternate rail route that takes most of the truck movement offttie highway ·and 
onto the rails using existing rail lines _and technologies. The RCC believes this idea has 
great merit, anc;f we urge DVRPC to encourage these carriers to submit a proposal for. . 
moving the agQiegate by raif." . . . . . . · . · ·· . 

The Short Line Railro~ds expres5ed great interest in hauling ·stone at the 
April 2,· 2004 Surfaee Tran$portation Board Public He.artng and the April 14, 2004. 
Delaware Valley Goods Movement Task Force M~ing .. ·The removal of any amount of 
quari)l.truCks.fromStoopville Road, and oth·er_roads.iri the regiQn, will yield much .· 
needed improvement of the puqlic saf~ of the citizenry _at rarge. Exhibit IX, a CD 

. comaining a Fox Newscast covering this issue (qired at 10 PM on April 5, 2004), will be 
_included in our oral testimony submission. - · 

In Sl:Jmmary, we respectfulfy reque~ that th~ DYRPC endorse the RCC RESOLUTIONS 
regarding·the Stoopvi/fe Road Rehabilitation Project and Use bf Ra17 Gondolas as 
Alfemative to Quany Trucks and 'reject any attempt to upgrade.the.highway classification 
of Stoopville Road. · · 

Thank you for your time. 

·---·----·-· -·····'' 
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'"Residents for .Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. · 
PO Box28q 

Newtown, PA "18940 
RRTS~spa@aol.com 
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Draft DVRPC FY 2005 Transportation l~roveme~t Program (Pennsylvania) 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION: June 3, 2004. # P~esifl ~ibtt$ f ,j_ 

RE: Project N~me: StoopVJ1/e Road Rehabt1itatioiJ Project 
(FY 2005 TIP project submitted by Newti::>Wn Township) 

OBJ.ECTJVE: 

... Attf:iouQh the Stoopville Road Rehabuffafion Proiecf was not placed in the DVRPC F.Y2005 
DRAFT TIP, vie ~pate ·t(lere ~be oral or written testimony requesting that it beadqed_or 
thaJ this project may be~ to the DVRPC in the future for consideration as a TIP Action. 
Si~ ii:nplementation of this proje¢ will escalate the traffic saf~ty crisis. that already. e~sts on 
Stoopville Road, we ·ask 1tie Delaware Valley Regional Planning Comn'Ussion (DVRPC) to go on 
record NOW against the concept of the project and in support of traffic calming measures that win 
maintain capacity and iffiprove public safety on this road. 

o We ask the DVRPC to eridorse the Regional Citizens Committee (RCC) resoluti0n ·regarding the .· 
Sfoopville Ro8d Rehabilitation Project that reads: · · 

'!The DVRPC Regional Citize!Js CoiJlmittee has learned that PennDOT will. be meeting shortly to 
.. . determine regional traffic solutions that wiU affect Undenhurst, stoopville. and Worthington Mill · 

Roads in Bucks Coµnty • . The RCC rejects the eotJrepf of the-Stoopvill~ ~oad Rehabilitation 
ProjeCt because it exacerbates an already vO/ab~e pubfjc safety issue.. We urge PennDOT to 
consider replacing-this projec! wifh. trEeflic calming measures that would maintain cap8city and 
improve public safety on "this minor· collector road. (Currently Stoopville ROf:Kl is 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. t 
o In addition, since move~ of stone by rail would ·improve the quanj truck safety issues oh · 

our residential roads; incfuding Stoopville Road, .we ask the DVRPC to encforse·fhe.RCC 
resoh.Jfior\ RAIL·GONOOLAs AS ALTERNATTVE TO QUARRY TRUCKS ON SWAMP 
ROAD, Which reads, . · · . 

•Transporting stone by trvcks mm the· Bucks· County quames creates dangers on .the present 
highway routes. Complain# from the community are frequently heard regarp;ng the impact of the 

· current routes to their public safety. The trucks also create wear and tear on light-duty roads. The 
. RCC proposes that the p<:Jtenfial rail carriers concerned create an. alternate rail route that takes 

most of the truck movement. off the highway and onto the rails using exiSting raH lines and 
tecfUJOlogies. The RCC bef1eves this-idea has great merit, and we urge DVRPC to encourage· 
these earners to submit a proposal for moving the aggregate by rail ... 

o lastly, we implore the DVRPC lo reject any attempt to upgrade tre functional ciassification of 
Stoopville-Road from a Minor Collector Road to an Arterial Highway. If $toopville Road is 
upgraded to an Arterial Higlway, it will nb Jonger qualify for traffic calming measures which 
are essential to traffic using this road in a manner consistent with the high revel of residential 
development townships have pJaced there. J6 '1~?9 

1~1 JV-- ~;,_ 

·. 



: : 

. . . 

a .. The. sPeal<ers who gave Oral teStii:nony on .)une 3, 2004 r9presern Residents for RegiOnal 
. Traffic Solutions, Jnc. (RRTS), a regional citizen's' group •.. Men)bers are from 'LQWer 

. Makefiefd, UpPer Makefield, Nev.itown, Wrigh.tstown and Norttiampfon Tbwnships and the 
. org~on represents well in excess of 8,000 ~erits. · 

a A high~ Of heavy truck traffic is bypassing Rot!fe 332, the _Ney.ttown Byp?ss'{a four 
· rane, ,limited access divided highway), and using Ui-idenhtirst, Sf.oopvtlfe and Wor1hlngtbn·Milt 
Roads (ail m;nor, ·res{dential colledor roads) as ~ cot-,ttrough en route toJ.-95. Tf:le cut
thrOugh quarry truck traffic is .corripelled to plish ~ speed limit, as drivers are paid by the 
load and.the irldUsey often promi5es on time delivenes . .Truckers know that 1hey are less . 
likely to be stopped on r'niOor roads. Dozens of School buses. that necessarily usa these roads 
~pick up and-drop Off our ernldren are miXed wittl, in excess of. 800 heavy ttucks/day 

. weighing up lo ao.~ pouids ead1. .Numerous ~-misses have been reported 
~nvolving heavy trucb> scllooJ. buses and our sctioof chiklren, as reported by RRTS in 
a February" 20Q4 letter to .Representative David S~l {Exhibit I). Road rage iS fostered 

... by. the Inappropriate mix ofdangerOus traffic ttaveung through our neighboriloods.. 
We ~ experiencing a traffic safety crisis on these secondary roads. 

q The cut-through route comprised of Undenhtl:st, Stoopvilfe and Worthington Mill Roads will 
be referred to as the "'reskfential route" throughout thi~ docUrnent. 

a Traffic coming from f:.95 travers West a.Jong the Newtown Bypa5s for 1'4 mife.afld.1hen turns· 
north onto li~ ROad, the first ieg·of ihe 9.7.mile, circuitous residential r<?ute ,(see 
Traffic Flow Map, Exhibit II)~. This route continues along StoopvilJe and Worthington Mill 
Roads. Jn total, there are in excess of.155 acce$SJ>Oints, most residents' driveways (blue 
.dots) anCI feooer roads from sub-<ifyisions ~i~ over (,000 resi~ts~ _There are fotr 

l Wrighfl>town quanjes kx:ated on S~mp Road (a Principal Arterial Highway), just 3. mires· 
~··, ·northwest of where the Newtown BYPass beComes ~mp.Roa,d. . 

G_?;~Of1 the·erlclosecfCD-ROM {Bchi~ HI), video '/!1, entitled BYPASSING· THE BYP~.· sh6wS · 
\ . over 9Q% pf ttJe heavy commercraf traffic turning off the Newtown Bypass and usmg the 

residential route as a .cut-thrdugh. beginning with lindeOhutst Road. VVhen viewing this 
video, please refer to the map in Exhibit n, as the gr~. pie-shaped matkers point to the.· 
_filming locanorys referenced in the video~ Also note ~t the video script is Exhibit N. 

o R.esiderits are feanw fer their children and themselves who must reguJarfy travel these 
routes: This-is a suburbanln.Jral setting Whereby residents must travel by· cat.or SChool bus · 
for their daily activities outside the home. In NoVembet,.2002 the principal of Quarry HiD 
EJementary (one· of. thrOO -eJementafy sc:hools J6cated just-Off Ulldenhursf. Road), stated this at · 
a ·Lower Makefield r ownship Board of ·Supervisors meeting, We :f:ake a -chance every day· 
when we puf hundtedS of kids from Afton, QuarJ)i HiH ahd the Grey Nuri Academy on the 
buses up there ... Ifs 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~ [Linderh.istJ road."(See newspaper artide; 
page 7, Exhibit V). 

a Exhibit V CO!'.rt8ins·tommUnications that focuS on the 1raffic safety crisis along the residential 
route and invofve the Pennsbuly S~ District and the. Grey Nun Academy. 
This information was taken from a document entit:Jecf Timeline of Letters; Events and 
Meetings Attended bv Members of Residents for Regicioal Traffic Solutions, Inc. (October, 
1971-0ctobera; 2003). · 

a On Juty 9, 2003 the Board of Trustees of the· Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association 
(EFHA} Presented a Resclution at the Newtown TownShip Board of Supervisors meeting that 
stated, • ... WHEREAS, the EFHA has followed lhe regional traffic issues, whictl indude the 

, increased truck traffic on Stoopville Road, out of concern for the $Clfety of its residents ... the 
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·_Hoard of Tr:Us1ees request$ u.e NeW.t~.T~ip Board cif Supervisbrs to cfirect the ... 
"township's engineer to.~. a Study of potential~ ~Jming· measu~·.for StoopWie 
Road ••• · [atid} cfirect· that .a presentation on the study results be made at a regularly schedtile<;i 
NTBS ~ng within.&> days of this $fa.• (?ee Exhibit VJ) 

a 'Exhibit vn contains communications that focus on the· traffic safety Crisis. and involve the 
Council RoCk School Distiict". A July 14, 2003 .. ~tter.from an Eagleton Farms Subdivision 
representative to the Council ROcR Schoof· Board President states thiS about Stoopville· Road: 
"'We~ that you (as we, aaj·aff other ~eots) find ~· ~ous safety issue one that has 
·been ignored for too Jong: (Exhibit vn, pages.s-10).. · 

rn ·a June, 2003 Jetter'° PennDOT (Extu'bit VJ~ page 7), the Superintendent Of .Coi..nq1 
ROck Sd1ool District stated this about ~on Mill Road: "Jl1e safety. of ooc students 
isi6t parainount importance .•. we have averaged stopping .40 ·runes Per~ on this 
·refatively short· stretch of winding, narrowroad.. WorthingtOn MiJI Road under present 

. .conditions and circumStances. requires "adion to insure the safety of our stuOents: 
. Videos #2 and #3 on the erick>5eQ CD-ROM (Exhibit Ill) SflQW'you why. (Video #2 is a 

cBS/KYw 3 NEWS SEGMENT that aired at 6 f?M on June 5, 2003 and:videO #3 .is 
entitled TRUCK DANGER on WORTHl~TON MILL ROAD.) . 

In a Marcf:J. 2004 fetter to Governor Ed R~ (5hibit vn, pages 11-12), the 
superintendent of Council Rock Sc:hool Distrig stated this about Worthington ·Miff .Road, 
. ·aur. administration has received many: reports of quarry trucks passing stOpped schoof 
buses from our drivers, school ~erlts, and par~ts. the 34,000 lb. to 80,000 lb. trucks 
.often are unabJe to stop in time. Parents of stjlool students presented me with videotape 
·of 70·heayy trucks'traveling Worthington Mill fi'om.8:00 a.ip. to 9 a.m. on January 13, 
·2004. when our roses were.i'l.lming. The potential for ?I tragic accident is clear and 
j>resent.• 

a · 'Res_idents are outraged that the traffi~ saf~ aisis or} the·r~I route has been brought 
about. aoo encouraged by PennDOT Districts and .state and 1oca1·porrticians who have peen 
satisfied to keep Swamp Road closed to l'let3vy trucks for over 30 years and who have 
accepted unumed ligt)ts on the Newf9wn Bypa_ss,. despite a 1988. DVRPC study <Newtown 
Township Traffic Study) that placed synchronization Of the bypass lights as Newtovin 
ToWnship's No. 1 top priqrity project {fully funded at -that time). 

a The danger exists due to the faih:Jre of PtmnOQT 'District 6 and rocat and state officials to 
address the functiOnaf deficiencfes on the printjpal arterial highways in our region. These 

. parties continue to imp)~ ct)anges step by step that make our minor residential· coilector 
roadS more conduciv.e for use by industrial traffic and make the arterial .highwaYs in our 
~less condt:Jcive for use by jndusfrial traf'fte. The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation-

. Project. can~ for further widening and sriightening of this road even though .the most 
signmcam· horizontal ~es and problem intersection are already being·~ by a 
deyeJoper. is another step :that will ·enc0orage higher voJum,es of pommercial ~c traveling 

·: at greater speeds to use the residential r~e, rather than the Newt0wn Bypass. 

a We·respectfulfy request that the DVRPC endorse the RCC RESOLUTION regarding the 
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Proieet, as stated in the OBJECTIVE section of this 
.~testimony. We ask the DVRPC to go on~ NOW~ the Stoopville 
Road RehabHitation Proiecf.and in support of traffic calming ~ that')¥ill 
maintain capacity and improve public safety on this road.. We ask. the DVRPC to do this 
~n regard tor the heavy residential land Use·afOng Stoopville Road 

*Some cOmrriumcations are taken from the docum'ent Tmeline of Letters. Events and Meetings Attended. 
by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Jnc.. (October, 1971-
0ctober 8, 2003) 
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o .. Lower Makefield tOWnstiip has QOQe.on recoid c)ppo~ing the Stoo@ue Ro8a RehabUitation 

.Pro;ect in a February, 2004 letter to ~epresentative ~teil (Exhibit Vttl} and a May, 2004 Jetter 
tp Mr.·John Coscfa (Exhibit IX}. These letters ~a."'~~ feel It is critical that 
industrial traffic oo· channel~ to the NewtO'Nll Bypa$s and that the rehabifitation of Stocipville 
Road wiJ~ only .prove t9 further invite large truck traffiC tm>IJ9h residential neighl:>orh<?6ds at 

- nigher ~peeds.'"' . 

o The construdirn:; of the t-95/PA Tl!ffipike ~.-·a 12 year project, will.soon com~ 
·and result in.milfions of tons of~ stone being fTanspated from the ·Wrightstown 
quarries (190 +years of quarry fife rerriaini:ng), as this-stone meets PennDOT. specffica6~ 
and these are 1he .closest quam~ to the construction site. Transportation of ad<fitiooal ~one 
. through our residential neighborhoods cluing all hours of the day and night will exacerl:>ate an 
alreacy volatile situafim 

o The StOopviile Rood RehabilitatiOn Proiecf. is in direct·oppOsition to traffic calming measures 
desperatefy·needed qn Stoopvil~ Road ood the~ minor collector roads on ·the residential 

. route. There is pressure in.PIX region to u~ ftlefi:loctional classification of StoopV1lla · 
· Road· from a Minor Coftectoc Road to C¥l ~ H'~. · We fear the Bucks Coonty .· 

Pfanning Commission (BCPC) wiU attempt to justify this when ·it revises the federat fundionat 
· ctassffication of roadways,· a process curreotty 'underway. lf Stoopvine Road is upgraded to 

an Merial Highway, it will no longer qualify for traffic calming measures Which are eSsentiaJ 
to traffic using this road in a manner consistent. with the ~gh·levcl of residehtial development 
townships placed friere. We impfofe the BCPC !!Qt to upgrade the classification of this 
road and implore the:DVRPc to reject any attempt fo c1o·s0. · 

. . 
o In 1999/2000 StoopviJfe ~<?3d was rehabilitated twice at taxpayer cost of over $1.5 million. In 

this climate of tight ftnding, an dollars Should.be put toward making the principal arterial 
· hig~s in Our region the most eff~e for handling he~ industtjal traffic. 

0g As mov~ of stone-by rail wilt improve ttie qllany ~safety .i$Sues on <>Ur 
' '~. . residential roads, we also ·respectfully reque,sf that the QVRPC endorse the RCC 
C~Ution. RESOLUTION RE; RAIL GONDOLAS AS ALTERNATIVE TO QUARRY 
"-1" RiJCi<S .ON SWAMP ROAD~ a5 stated in the OBJECTIVE section of this written 

testimony. · · · 

a The Short Line Railroads expresSecf great interest in.haul~ st0ne at the. . 
April, 2004 Surface Tf'al1SPOl1ation Board Public Hearing and the Apn1, 2004 Detaware Valley 
Goods Movement Task Force Meeting. Exhibit X is a CD of a Fox Newscast (aired at 
10 PM on Apnl 5, 200:4) covering this issiJe: The r:em6val of ar)Y amount. of quarry trucks.from 
_Stoopvine Road, .and other roads in the region. will. yield much needed improvement .of the 
public safety of the citizenry at Jarge. · 

a It is imperative that the DVRPC view the traffic safety crisis along StoopviUe Road wtth 
objectivity, so that the much-needed traffic caiming ~are impfemented before a 
busJoad of kids g~s kiUed. It-is.an accl9ent waifing to happen whenever any of the5e · 
behemoth vehicles clloo'se to take the secondary .roads (see recent crashfinciderrt history, 
Exhibit Xlj. · 

:3ome communications are taken from the document TimeJine of Letters. Events and Meetings 
·• ~bers of ResidentS for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (October, 1971-
1· ·~ 8. 2003) 
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o Hist0ry shoWs that the pteyers, who made. tranSportation ~for otir regiorfin:the P?St,' 
. did so bas¢ upon self-interest an<;t polIDcal ~-in tOtal c»sregarci fOF lhe safety of the 

.. · citizenry at large. These pfayerS·feJI under~ "BUtks Coµnt.y Umbrella of Politics" and · 
P~DOT District 6. Many of°them will be partiCfpants in th? Regional Traffic Coalffion that 
Repre.semattva Steil is formi~ where the.goal will ~ to develop a regional traffic plan 
N~ signfficaiit_conflicfs of interesfexist amongst these ·pfayers, as outfi~ 'in. an 
Apni. 2004.letter from RRTS t<:> ~ ~ ~bfftnan and Representafute ~ 
{Exhibit XJI, ~en Comment Submission for the Apnl 22, 2004 Regional Traffic Meeting)~ 

- . . 
o Based upon past histqry, RRTS is highly coneemecfihat ·tf')e recoom1endation from this 

coatitiOn will not be based upon sound professional tranSportation arid traffic engineering 
PraclJces. We ~e ·grave concerns that the peqple making-critical transportation decisions 

_·for our region {Represenfative Steil, tOwnship Qfflcials, PennDOT·[)istrict'6 Administrator 
· Andif!NWarren) rave no~~ and .traffic · • · eduCationl certification.. . . . . ... ~ ""J""'' ....... u..... . . engineeong . . 

" It iS i~.that a.non-aJigned'l7ofessional Engi~ {P.E.) from PerinDQT . 
. . ·Harrisburg (who is~~ the "Bucks CoUnty Uinbrella Of Pol~ ·be i~ed ln the 
· ·transportation decisions for our region.· 

/ 
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ORAL TESTIMONY 

Persons Testifying:. Alex Herman, Susan Herman 

Organization: 

Project Name: 

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (R.R. T.S.) 
P.O. Box285 · 
Newtown, PA 18940 
ph: 215 504-9670 . 

. fax: 215 504-0757 
email: RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Stoopville Road Rehabilitation 

Thank you for this opportunity. i am Afex Herman and this is Susan Herman of 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. or RR.T,S. Our regional citizens group 

· represents well in excess of 9,000 residents from five townships affected by the 
inordinately high volume of truck traffic in our region - much of it quarrY truck traffic,* We 
are opposing the Stoopvr7Ie Raad Rehabilitation Pro;ect, as we did two years ago (see 
Project Abstract, Exhibit l). 

I would like to give you some background (See Traffic Flow Map, Exhibit 'II). l The New Hope-Ivyland Railroad is here. F'our booming Wrightstown Township quarries 
<::::::". are located on Swamp Road, just 3.5 miles northwest of where Swamp Road becomes 
r;'- the Newtown Bypass (Route 332). The Newtown Bypass, a four-lane~ limited access 
~\;l{vided highw~y built specifically· for commercial tr~ffic with $23 million taxpayer dollars, 

is the safe~ road in the. region for trucks and leads to 1-95. 

Three routes made up of arterial highways go from the quarries to the Newtown Bypass. 
These are Swamp Road, PA Traffic Route 232 to PA Traffic Route 413; and.PA Traffic 
Routes 232 to PA Traffic Route 332. For more than 30 years, loaded quarry trucks were 
prevented from using parts of Swamp Road going south, due to a sertes of weight
restrictions systematically placed on· culverts ·a1ong the road: There was a pattern that 
even our .State Representative ackJiowf~ged in public forums- histor)t· had shown that 
When a weight-restricted culvert was replaced, PennDOT District 6 would inspect the 
culvert south of it and, unbelievably, weight- restrict it! 

In the last TIP round we informed you that more than 800 trucks per day were diverted 
off Swamp Road onto this [residentiaij route because the culvert south of Worthington 
Mill Road was posted at 10 tons. This heavily developed residential route is comprised 
of Worthington Mill, StoopviHe and Lindenhurst Roads- all Minor Coirector Roads- and 
well in excess of 8,000 residents live along it. Near- misses between quarry trucks and 
school buses ·became ail too frequent an occurrence. We reported this to State 
Representative David Steil in a February 2004 retter, imploring him to reject the 

· Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project ; which would only make matters worse (Ex. Ill) . 

\ 
,/ 

... . •. Th.e townships are Newtown, Wrightstown, Northampton, Lower Makefield & Upper Makefiel:/ 
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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 Worthington 
Mm Road and the Newtown Bypass]. It is 9.7 miles from the quarries to the NeWtown 

. Bypass via the resider:itial route versus 3.5 miles from the quarries to the Newtown 
Bypass via Swamp Road. There are 6 turns to get to the Newtown Bypass on the 
residential route versu.s no turns traveling south. on Swamp Roact The residential route 
literally "bypasses the Bypass". 

Politicians were satisfied with the diversic:m 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 Secre!ary 
Gary Hoffman, who supported replacing the posted culvert an_d 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 grat<?ful to Deputy Secretary Hoffman and his 
·staff, as many trucks are choosing this most direct route to get to 1-95, rather than the -, 
residential route. We are also grateful to Deputy Secretary Hoffman fer agreeing to have . J 

Penn DOT Harrisburg study the Newtown Bypass under its Traffic Signal Enhancement 
IQltiative Program (Exhibit IV). Proper timing and coordination of the 11 traffic signals is 
anticipated by late falt Residents are relieved now that Harrisburg has taken over the 
reigns, as Nevitown Township officials failed to time the lights, even though this was 
recommended as the Township's #1 tcip priority project in a 1988 Newtown· Township 
Traffic Study conducted by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission . 
(DVRPC). . 

We oppose the Stooqville Road Reh.abilitation Proiect because it is essentially the 
middle leg of the "northern bypass alternative" studied in the DVRPC's 1988 
Ne\rtitown Township Traffic Study. Ht;re is the map on Page.#61 of the 1988 Study 
(Exhibit V). Tne northern bypass is comprised of Worthington Mill Road, an upgraded 
intersection at ·Ro~e 413 and Stoopville Road, upgraded Stoopville Road, extended 
$ilver Lake· Road, arid ~pgraded Sil~et Lake Road out to the Newtown Bypass .. The 
segment l~bele<;) ·upgrade Stoopville Road" corresponds to the Stoopville Road 
Rehabilitation Project. The northern bypass route corresponds to these reads on the 
Traffic Flow Map. Sifv.er Lake Road, which is in Newtown Township, runs parallel to 
Lindenhurst Road, whieh is primarily in Lower Makefield Township. Silver Lake Road 
has heavy residential d~velopment along it. 

Although it was concluded that the northern bypass was not the an5wer to the region's 
traffic woes, step by step over the years, it is being constructed behind residents' backs. 

· Politici~ns· refute thfs, yet when asked to give back the Rights-of-Way acquired cilong the 
· undeveloped portion of Gaucks Lane, they refuse to do so. 

The Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project ~lls for realignment and signalization of the 
intersection with Washington CrC?Ssing 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 r~habilitated 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 truC!<s to bypass the Bypass. Page #64 of the 1988 Study states, 
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"Some of the benefits of the northern bypass scenario, in particular the diversion of 
gravel trucks, may be achieved wfth limited improvements to Stoopvilfe Road." (See 
Exhibit V). We cannot support eliminating curves which serve.as desperately needed 
traffic calming measures. We cannot support widening Stoopville's eleven- foot lanes., 
Lest you believe there is no middle ground, we want you to know we have supported the 
Township's safety recommendations being done by Toll Brothers as part of the Linton 
Hili Chase housing development already under eonstruction here. 

Residents implore you to replace the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project With traffic 
calming measures that indude horizontal.and vertical deflection. This will ensure that 
traffic will travel in a manner consistent.with the residential land use adjacent to the.-·ioad. 
A September 2004 Rosefield Home Ass6ciation resolution (Exhibit VII) implored. 
Newtown Tawnship Supervisors to embrace a Regional Citizern> Committee resolution 
(.Exhibit VJll) rejecting the concept of the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project because 
itwoulci exacerbate an already volatile public safety issue arid urging PennDOT to· 

. consider replacing it with traffic calming measures.-
. .. 

In a July 2003 letter to the president of the Council Rock School Board, an Eagleton 
Farms sub-division represernative said, "We hope that you (as we~- and all e>ther parents) 
find this serious safety issue one that has been ignored for too rong." ($ee· Exhibit IX.) 

In th.e last TIP round, R.R.T.S. implored the DVRPC to reject any attempt to upgrade the 
function~f" ciassification of Sto_opville Road from a Minor Collector Road to an Arterial · 
Highway.bee<;3use this would disqualify the road for traffic calming measures. Traffic 
volumes on Stoopville R~d are much higher than. they should be due lo the 
ill-functioning NeWtoWn Bypass and neglected arterial highways le~~ng to it · ·. 

·""'~ Residents concur 'Nifh t.ower Makefield's letter of oppositi()n .Sl,Jbmitfed during the last · 
v~:::::T,_IP round .. It ~id, "The.Supervisors reeJ.it is critical that indt.i~naJ traffic be channered to 

. /i1e Newtown 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, PATraffic Routes 413, 232, 332, ~ewtown 
Bypass and Swamp Road which is the location of four industrial quarries." {See Ex. X). 

A picture is worth a thousand words. Residents along the residential route can.expect 
the dangerous mix of traffic in this video to return to their neighborhoods in greater . 
volumes ~nd· greater speeds if tl)e Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project goes ~hrot,Jgh. 
The Bypassmg the· Byj;ass vide0 on thiS CD-ROM (Exhibit XI), shows the cut-through 
traffic on the re~dential route prior to S~mp Road being opened to ALL.traffic in 
January 2005. * It starts with traffic exiting off 1-95-and traveling 'West on the Newtown 
Bypass. Ninety.percent of industrial traffic tunis 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. Thank you. 

*The CD-ROM contains 3 videos entitled Bypassing the Bypass. CB&'KYW 3 Newscast (aired on 
6/5/03} and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road. 
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R.R.T.S;.. 
· · Residents for. Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO 80x285 . 
Newtown, PA 18~40 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

STATE: TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION WRITTEN TI::STIMONY SUBMISSION 

Submitted by:· Susan Hennan; lnduStrial Engineer, President of RR.T.S. 
Date: · . Sept 22, 2005 
#of pages: 66 

.Project "'ame: Stoopville ROad Rehabilitation (FY2007 TIP Project submitted by Ne-Ntown Twp.) 

OBJECTIVES: 

• we·ask the State Transportation Commis5ion to go on reconiagainst the 
. Stoopville Road Rehabffitation Proiect Which is, once again, being submitted as a Bucks 
County TIP project. (See Exhibit I, FY2005 TIP application). This project is being falsely 
promoted as a safety improvement to mitigate the-traffic.safety crisis that exists on 

. Stoopville Road;. a minor residential coll~or road .with thousands of residents living 
along it. . · . . · .· ' 

• We-oppose the stOopville Road Rehabilitation Project because it is e.Ssentially the middle 
leg of the •northern bypa~-. altematjVS- studied in the Delaware Valley RegiOf\181 Planning 
Commission's 1988 NeWtQWn Township Trame StudV (see Exhibit II; cover page ahd 
page tf s 61, 64 and 81. ef tl)e Study). The upgrades included iii this project will .result in . 
highef. volumes of com~ai ~-traveling Stoopville Road at even gr9ater speem;, 
further encouraging truck traffic tO bypass ·the t;lewtown Bypas5. The fact that politicians 
·support this project validates otir belief that there is ·strong ·pressure in our region to 
upg~ ~e functional Classification of Stoopville Road to ·an arterial highway. 

. . . 

··To the contrary~ good engineering practice dictates that strong· measures are needed to 
calm traffic on Stoopville· Road so that traffic travels in a manner consistent with the 
adjacent 00.ayY residential land use. Traffic calming. measures, inciuding th6$e that 
· ihC:Orporate horizontal and vertical deflection, are needed . 

. ·• ·Engineering design and proper infrastructure require that ~rteries be upgraded to function 
efficiently fot arterial use and that capillar)r roads, cir collectbr roads, be sate-guarded f6r 
residential use. POiiticians arid PennDOT District 6 have failed to do this. We have an 
ill-functioning Newtown Bypass where ten traffic lights. between arterial highway Swamp 

Road (location·of four bociming quarries) Bnd Interstate 95 ~not timed property (see 
Exhibit m; July 11, 2005 Jetter from Deputy sec:re~ Gary Hoffman to Mr. Terr)' 
Fedorchak). We have neglected arterial hig~ leading to the NewtoWn Bypass. This 
needs to be remedied. 

• _Although it was concluded in the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Townshio Traffic. Study that 
Hie northern bypass was not the answer to the region's traffic woes, step by step over the 
years, it is being constructed behind residents' ~· The Sfoopville Road Rehabilitatkm 
Proiec! is yet another step. Well in e~cess of 9,000 unsuSpecting citizens will end up 

. y,ith an arterial system jammed through their back yards. It is time to stop this major 
~reach Of public trust. 

/~.:_·_ .. . 
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· -··irattrc volumes· on stoOpvi/Je Rood ant higher than they should be 

~ :{0 • A ·resideiitial route• ~mprised of Worthirigton Mill, StoopVJ1te and Lindenhurst Roads {all 
minot residential colfector i:oads) is u~·as a cut-through that rrteralfy bypaSses the 
NeWt0wn Bypass by ~c en route to and from f-95. (See Exhibit IV, Traffic Flow Map.) 

• There are 6 turns and 155.access points (most residential driveways) on too •residential 
route" and well in excess of 9,000.residents living along it. It is 9. 7 miles from the 
quanj~ to the Newtown Bypass via .this route. 

• . C6mpare this to no turns and 16 access poi$ along the section of Swamp Road 
between Worthington Mill Road and the Newtown Bypass. It is 3.5 miles from the 

· quarries to the Newtown ~s via this route. 

• Drivers de\l?foped ·the h~t of using the •residential route• as a cut-through because ... 

• 

. (a) ..• there are ten untfrned traffic fights on the Newtmm Bypa5s between Swamp 
Road and 1-95. (Hard to believe, since the bypass was built specifically to handle · 

··commercial traffic using $23 miflion taxpayer dollars and timing the Jigf:rts was 
identified as f':lewtoWri Townsf)iJ)'snumberone top.¢ority project in the DVRPC's 
1988 NeWtown Township Traffic Stvdv.) 

(b) ••. for rriore than thirty (30) years. heavy truck traffic was_ diverted off art~rial 
highway Swamp Roac;f due to a series of weight restrictions systematically ptaced on 
culverts aJOng the road. We are grateful for the good will and expertise of Deputy 
Secretary Gary Hoffinan, who replaced the remaining dete6orated cutverts on Swamp 

· .R~d in 2004 arid finalfy ~ned the-road to ALL traffic in January, 2005. 

Stoopville Road ·has been forced to.~on moie like an artery because of the 
mismanagement of arterial highways in ot.r region. This needs to be undone. 

. . 
PennDOT Harrisburg is naw overseeing timing the lights on the Newtown Bypass and the 
promised coinpretion date is lat~ Fall·2005. · · . · 

It wm 'take time for drivers to break the habit of using the ·residential route• as a cut:-
through. · · · 

Northern· bypass is an oxymoron 
. ~ . 

• Page #61·ofthe1988-Newtbwn Township Traffic.Study is.a map of·the •northern bypass". 
(Exhibit JI). It is compri~ of Worthington MiU Road, upgaded Stoopville 'Road, 
extended Silver Lake R~ along Gaucks. Lane, and upgraded Silver~ Road out to 

· . the Newtown Bypass. The segment labefed ·upgrade St6opvitre Road" corrSsponds tO 
the Sfooov17le Road Rehabilitation Project_ Silv~ Lake Road, which is in Newtawn 
Township, ·runs parallel to Lindenhurst Road, which is primarily in Lower Makefiek:f 

·Township (see Exhibit IV; pink lines on Traffic Flow Map). Si!Ver Lake Road has heavy 
residential deVelopment along it 

• Newtown Township has purposefufly aGqt.Jired Rights-of-Way along the full length of the. 
•northern byj:>ass• route, yet Township officials maintain_ that the northern bypass concept 
is •deacr. · Wny, then, do officials refuse to give back the Rights-of Way acquired along 
the undeveloped portion of Gaucks Lane, when residents a5k them to do so? 

JlOJ-j .3'!~ 
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It is utteHY beyond f?elief that this coll~on of tiny· minor resid~al collect6r r~ is . 
being co~dered as a northern bypass which will encourage.trucks to go the wrong way 
in their approach to the Newtown Bypass. 

The stoopv17/e Road Rehabl7itation Project ... 

(a) .. _. addresses 'Variable lane widths• an<t uhorizontal alignment" (Exhibit I), which 
means that the road will be widened and· straightened. Vllhile we can support 
widening and straightening arteriaJ highways, we find it~ to do so on this 
collector road that runs· through residential neigl)borhoods. * It will increase the 
hazard to residents, inviting truck ~ in their frOOt and back yards. Page #64 of 
the 1988 Newtown Township Study states, "Some of the benefits· of ttie northern 
bypass sCenario, in particular the diversion of gravel trucks, may be achievaj with 
limited irpprov~ents to StQopville ~oad: (See.Exhibit II}. Encouragirg the cfwersion 
of dangerous coinmerci~l traffic throuQh ·residential neighborhoods is not a "bef)efit" 
according to_ good ~ngineering practices. 

(b) ... calls for realignment and sigr:ialization of th6 int~on with Washington 
Crossing Road, Page#81ofthe1988Newtown Township TrafficStudvsays, "To 
affect a northern bypass via Stoopvllle Road,· it is vital to realign this interse<;;tion. • 
(See Exhibit II.) 

• . Stoopville Road.has been ref)abil~ated twO times in the past five years at taxpayers' 
cost of $1..5. million dollars. Why i~ this road being revisited? 

• Wtry did Urban Engineer's 2oo2 Swamp Road Engineering Study (which cost taxpayers 
$100,000) recommend thafarteri?J highway SWamj:> Road only ~Ve ereven (11).foot 
wide lanes? Swamp Road offers the most direct northlsouth route between J-95 arnf our 
countY seat It is .an art~al highWay that becomes the NewtoWO BypaS:S, a four-lane 
limited ·access divided highway that intersects with l-95 .. . . 

• · Iii 198.8, experiencetl global -planners .suggested at yOti ov.m hearings (chaired by then 
Se:cretary of TranspOrtauon,: Howard Yerusalim). that a TRUE NORTHERN -J:JYPASS be 
construt:tect:. ·This ~Id· run northfsouUi between Route 13.,and i-00. bypassing Yardley 
on the' east, and run fTom the PA Tumpike,and 1:-SSfo t-78 using,'_portli:>ns,of Routes 413 
and 611. on the west. The. latter receiv.~ interest ~ngst counties to the north already 
,wot;king With counties in _New.JerseY"; and all.'¢~ coal~ With forces in 
·V'JaShihgton. 

• Such a TRUE NORTHERN BYPASS/ true artery system would free local roads fr~ 
north ancf southbound arterial. traffic. Such an arterial delivery system makes a lot, more 
sense than u$ing the two-bit minor collector roads previously mentioned i.n this testimony 
(Worthington Mill/ Stoopville/ Lindenhurst/ Silver Lake Roads and Gaucks Lane). It would 
offer a true remedy to ourregjon,s traffie_woes. 

Supervisors Ob/ect. 

• In the FY2005 TIP round, Lower Makefield Township submitted two letters of opposition 
to the Sfoopvilfe ROCJ!f Rehabilitation Project. {See Exhibit..V; February 1 o. 2004 letter to 

*R.R.T.S. cannot supPort eliminating curves which serve as desperately- needed traffic calming measures !I j 
on stoopville Road nor can~ support widening the ~ad's eleven (11) f~. wide lanes. 17 ~/Ff 
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State Representative·David.Steirand May 25r 20CJ.4 letter to Mr. ~ohn CosCia, Executive 
Director of the DVRPG.) The. letter to Mr. Coscia states; "The Supervisors feel it _is critical 
that industrial traffic be channeled to the Newtoi.vn Bypass and. that the rehabir~on of 
Stoopville Road will. only prove to further invite large truck traffic throt,Jgh residential . 
neighborhoods at high speeds. It should be recognized that-commercial traffic is best 
suited for the higher levet roads in the Lower Bucks C90nty region, th;rt is, PA Traffic 
Roi.Jtes 413, 232, 332, Newtown Bypass and Swamp Road which is the location of foi.Jr 
industrial quanies." · 0-

R@iona/ Citizens Committee Objecpfi 

• The Regional Citizens· Committee (RCC) is a s~mittee·of the DVRPC. · In the 
. FY2005 TIP round, the RCC ~sked the DvRPG to endOrse this Resolution: 

'The DVRPC Regional Citizens Committee has learned that PennDOT will be meeting 
shortly to determine regkmal traffic solutfons that _Win affed Undenhu~. Stooi>VJ71e·aoo 
Worthington Mill Roads·in Buck$ County. The RCC re~ the concept of the stoopville 
Road Rehabilitation Project becau$8 it exacerbates an alre!KJY volafiJe public iatety 
issue. We urge PennDOT to con~i: ~placing.this pr:oject with traffic calming measures · 
that would lriaintain capapty ahd improve pub(IC Sl3fi;ty 0n this min0r collector road.· 
(CurrenUy Stoopville Road is comprised of a heayj/y develf)ped .residential community 
with the p0tential for a minimum of several hundred additional homes, making the safety 
of reskfents and ~ir ch1Tdren a majorconcem.}" 

Citizens Protest 

• In the FY2po5 TIP round, R.R.T.S. {and other Ci~ens) offered orafand. written testimony 
in opposition to the stoopville Roa<! Rehabilitation Prciject at hearings held by the State 

· Transportation-Commission, Bucks County Planning Commission and ·the Delaware 
Valley Regional Pfanning ComrriiSsion_ (See ~iblt y1; Written testimony submitted by 
RR T:S. to the DVRPC.} 

• At the 5am~ hearings, R.R. T.S. offered oral and written testimony in favor of FY2005 TIP 
applications asking for traffic calming measures on Worthirigton Mm, Stoopville and 
Lindenhurst Roads. (See Exhibit VU; TIP applicatiobs.submitted by Lower Makefield 
Township and R.R. T.S. and wrttten testimony.submitted by R.R.T.S. to the Bucks County 
Planning Commission.} 

.• R.R.T.S. asked State ~epresentative David Steil to go on record aga'inst the stoopvil!e 
·Road Rehabiliatation Project in a ·letter. dated February 6, 2004 {Exhibit VIII). The letter 
stated that this project would Worsen .the current situatiOO, where near-misses between 
quarrytruCks ~-school buses had become au too frequent an occUrrence. 
Representative Steil did not take a.position on the project •. He publicly~ that the 
Stoopville Road issµe is a decision for the Newtown Township Board of Sup,ervisors to 
addres8; ~ for him to address .. He maintains that the Stoopville Road Rehabiliation 
Proiecf is an internal project that .. is a proprietary.to Newtown Township~. (~e 
Exhibit IX; specificaDy, page #2 of the meeting minutes - November 29, 2004 Regional 
Traffic Planning Task Force meeting.} ReSidents find his statement to be a vmual 
endorsement of the project. This project is not ProPrietar}' to one township since other 
townships are involved. Stoopville Road runs through Newtown, Wrightstown, Upper 
Makefield and Lower Makefield Townships. 



Rail Option 

• · Given the public satety ·crisis.and congestion inour. region as: a result of the inordinately 
high VofUJ!le of truck tratftc here, it is beyond .beli~ 1hat more att~on has not been given.· 
to legislation going through Congress to use parallel rail routes to relieve congestion from 
highways. 

·A picture is worth a thous.and words 

• Pf ease refer to Exhibit X, a CD-ROM entitled Bypa§sing the Bypass.. The CD-ROM 
c0ntains 3 videos entitled Bypassing the Bypass. CBS«YW 3 Newscast 
(aired on 615/03), and Tnick Danger on Worthington MUI Road. We ask you to view. this 
13 minute !orig. CD-ROM in Its entifety. 

• . Residents along the •residential route• can e~ the dangerous mix ot° traffic shown in 
the Bypassing tne BvPa;ss video to return to their neighborhOOds in greater vC?fumes·and 
greater speeds if the stoopville Road Rehabilitatkin Project.goes through. . This video 

·shows the cut-through traffic on the ·residential route• prior to Swamp Road being 
opened to ALL traffic -in January 2005. It starts: with traffic exiting off 1-95 and traveling 
west on the Newtown Bypass. Ninety percent {90%) of industrial traffic turns Off onto · 
Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the.residential route. (See Exhibjt IV; green ruinbers 
on Traffic Row Map correspond to film.Jocati~ in the video: AJs0 see Exhibjt XI; 
commentary that accompanies the video.) 

• It is no Wonder that strong opposition .to this projeCt has prevented it, time and again, .. 
from being selected for the First Four Years of the Twet:ve Year Plan. · 

· • It is time for Newtown T6wnship officials to stop demonstrating their interest in Waiting out · · 
the opposition. so they can slip· this project ·through, ~s even as a TIP ~endment. 

School administrators and residents have cried out 
.. 

• School administrators and residents have cried out because of the dangerous mix of 
traffic that has been enc;ourag9d to use the •residential route• (Worthington Mill, 
Stoopville and LindenhurSt Roads). · · · 

• Exhibit Xii contain~ communications' invofving the Pennsbury School District and Grey 
Nun Acifldemy.. (The information was taken from a dOcument entitled Timeline of Letters.· Events 
and Meetinils Attended by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. li>c.: October. 
1971-Auqust t. 2005). .. 

. ' 

Note the newspaper artide on page 7 of .Exh~it XII. In November, 2002 the· 
principal of Quarry Hill Elementary (one of three elementary schoofs located just 
off Lindenhurst Road), stated at a lowerMaJ<efield Township Board of 
Supetvisors meeting, We take a chance every day When we put hundreds of 
kids from Afton, Quarry Hilf and the Grey Nun .Aeademy ·on the buses up 
there.:. Ifs a matter of time. We need to take the issue into our O'Nl1 hands and 
do what we need to do: .. we have to take back the road [Lindenhurst]: 

• Exhibit Xllr contains communi~ionS involving the Council Rock SchoOI District. (Some 
communications are taken from a docum~ entitled 7imeline ofLetters. Events and Meeiing.s 
Attended by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic SolufioM. Inc.: October. 1971-August 1. 
2005). ' . 

A July 14, 2003 letter TI-om an Eagleton Farms Subdivision representative to the 
Council Rock School Board President states: -We hope that you (as we, and all 
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. . 
other parents) find this. serious safety issue [on Stoopville "Road] one that has been 
ignored for too Jong~· (Exhibit xm, i)ages ·s..1 O). 

In a June 2003 letter fo PennDOT, the superintendent of .Council Reick Stj)ool 
blstJict stated this about Worthington Mill React "The safety of our sti..Jdents is of 
paramOuht importa~---we have averaged stopping 40 times per day on this 
relatively short stretch of winding, narrow road. Worthington Mili:Road under · 
present concfrtions and circumstances requires ·action to insure the safety of our 

. students: (See'ExhibitXIU, page 7.) 

In a March 2004 letter to Governor Ed Rendell, the superintendent of Council Rod< 
SChool District stated this about Worthington Mill Road, •0ts administration has 
received many reports of quarry trucks passirig stopped schOOl buS?S from our 
drivers, school students, and parents. The 34,000 lb. to 80,000 ~b. trucks often are 
unable to stop in time. r:>arents ·ot school students presented me with videotape of 
70 heavy trucks traveling Worthington Mill from 8:00 am. to 9 a.m. on January 13, 
2004, ·when our btises were runnihg. The poiential for a trµgic accident .is dear 
an<{ pre5enl'" (SOO ExhibitXlfl, pages 11-12.) 

. . 

· • The Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association presented a 
July 9, 2003 Resotlition to the Newtown Township Board c.f Supervisors, out of concern 
for the safety.of their residents (gxhibitXllJ, page 10). · 

•· The Rosefield Horne Associauon Board of Directors presented a September 21, 2004 
Resolution to the NewtoWii Township Board·of Supervisors, out of concern f0rthe safety 
·of their residents {Exhibit XIV) •. This Resolµtion was also presented to fl1e Regional 
Traffic Planning" Task Force at the Task Force meeting held on September 29, 2004. * 

~:·.· Residents deServe more 
,..,.--.. . . 

((~'.\ • · tf the ~oville Road RehabiTlfation Project goes ttir0ugh and the· northern bypass 
' · studied by the DVRPC is constructed behind residents' backs, right in their ba<;k yards, 

this will be a major breach of public trust. We ask the State Transportation Commission 
to reject this project, once and foc all. 

•The Regional Traffic ?fanning Task Force i's headed by both State Representative David Steil and State 
Representative Scott Petri. 



R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Mrs. Lynn Bush; Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Gommission 
Neshaminy Manor Center · 
1260. AJmsnouse· Road · 

. Doylestown, PA 18901 
.· 

September 23, 2005 

RE: Bucks .County Transportation Improvement Program (BCTIP) 

Dear Mrs. Bush, 

We respectfully request that you include the attached two TIP project applications, that I am 
hand-deliveri'19 today,· in the 2005 BCTIP: 

(1) . Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming, Phase II 
(2) Stoopville Road and Worthington Mill Road Traffic Calming 

If you hav~ any questions· regarding this request or the a6companying BCTIP applications, please 
call me at (215) 504-9670. 

• • 1 

As you 1<r1ow. our organi:Zation, Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., is a regional 
citizens group that represents well in excess of 9,000 residents from Lower Makefield, Upper 
Makefield, Newtown, Wrightstown and Northampton Townships. I would· like to inform interested 
residents of the date/time for the Bucks County Planning Commis5ion public meeting for the 
BCTIP so they can plan. to attend. Can you pf ease give me this information? 

I have not heard back from You regarding wheth~ we will be permitted to show our critically 
important 3-minute long CD-ROM at the BCTIP public meeting. Our pictur~ is worth a thousand 
words. I hope to hear from you soon and thank you for your consideration. 

CC:· Governor 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: Charles Martin, Sandra Miller, and James Cawley LM - .J -dJ!.hi ,;:,,,, ~ _/ 
Executive OiredorlDVRPC, John Coscia //U/l'1. ~~ eut ~ 
Bucks CoUnty Planning Commission Board Chairman, Robert Grunmeier ~ ~~ M,-r .,$ V:Sh r' 

' 
--=-,. 

; 

~t . 
. 

Rich Brahler /fr, ,/!l~d._ g 1 
Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini; and Superintendent, Mark Klein /t:l-h lt:!.r 
Pennsbury sC:hool Board President, Linda Pafsky,·and Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo 
R.R:T.S.membership {mass e-mail} 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Yardley News & Advance 
Philadelphia Inquirer ~ 'nl!-d- /Pr1''1 ~ 

J)eJ/vu-y. daft-: 
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aucks County Planning Commission Pubiic Meeting 

FY2007 Transportation Improvement Program 

ORAL TESTIMONY 

Persons T~ing·: Susan· Herman (Industrial Engineer, President of R.R.T.S.}, · 
Claudia Fountaine, Marcy Conti 

. Organization: Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (R.R.T.S.) ._, . 

Date: 

proj~Name: 

P.O. Box 285. 
Newtown, PA 18940 
ph: 215 504-9670, fax:215 504-0757 
email:. RRTSbuckSJ)a@aof.com 

Ocfober20,2005 # of Pages: t/1.. 
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation · 

' 
Thank you for this opportunity. My name is Susan Herman. I am an industrial engineer 
with a degree in industrial engineering from Penn State University and president of 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. or R.R.T.S. Our regional citizens group 
represents well in excess of 9,000 residents from ftve townships affected by the .. 
inordinately high volume of truck traffic in our region - much of it qu_ariy truCk t_raffic. * '!\fe 

l.. ate opposing the Stdopvi!le Ro~d Rehabilitation Project, as we. did two yea..S ago (see 
., \.Exhibit I, written testimony submitted to the Def aware Valley Regional Planning ff='::;:;=: DVRPC, in ~e FY2005 Tl P round). This i~ Claudia Fountaine and this is 

I woald like to give you some background (see Traffic Flow.Map, Exhibit II}. The 
New Hope - fvyfand Railroad is here. ·Four booming Wrightstown Township quarries are 
located on Swamp Rd, just 3.5 miles north of where ~mp Road becomes the 
Newtown Bypass (Route 332}. The Newtown Bypass, a four-lane limited access divided 
highway bui~ specifically for commercial· traffac with ·$23 mrllicin taxpayer dolfars, is the 
shortest, most lbgical way for trucks to reach t-95 from the quarri~s and is the safest 
road in the region for trucks. Three routes made up of arterial highways.go from the 
quarries to the f'.!ewtown Bypass: one route is Swamp Road, one route is PA Traffic 
Route 232 to PA Traffic Route 413,_ and one route is PA Traffic Route 232 to. PA Traffic 
Route332. 

For more than 30 years, loaded quarry _trucks were pre'(ented from using Swamp- Road 
going south to 1-95 because of a series of weight restrictions. systematieally placed on 
culverts aJong. the road. There WClS a pattern that even our State Representative 

·acknowledged in pubric forums. PennDOT District 6 had a history of replacing a weight 
restricted culvert only to immediately inspect another culvert south of it and, 
unbelievably, weight-restrict IT! 

··· ."The townships are Newtown, Wrightstown, Northampton, Lower Makefield & Upper Makefield. 

... -: 

I 
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n the last ttP round we inforrne:cJ you that more than 800 trucks per day were being 
liverted from SWamp Road onto this heavily residentially-developed route (.WOrthington 
lllilV StoopviUe/ Lindenhurst Roads], due to the 10-to.n weight restriction on the culvert 
ust south of Worthington Mm Road. Forced to use this longer, circuitous route 
X>mprised of Worthington Mill, Stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads, the Commercial traffic 
1eedlessly endangered the wetfare of over 8,000 residents. Compare the 155 access 
:>clots, most residenti~ driveways shown by blue pins, versus.the 16 access points . 
along this section [previously restricted section] of Swamp Read leading to the 
Sypass. Note afso that it is 9.7 miles f1:9m the quarries to the Newtown Bypass via the 
heavily developed residential route, versus 3.5 miles from the quarries to the Newt6wn 
Bypass via Swamp Road. There are 6 turns on the Worthington Mill/ StoopviiJe/ · 
Lindenhurst Road route, versus NO turns traveling south on Swamp Road. The 
circuitous route has trucks literally "bypassing the ByPass". 

Nec;ar misses between quarry trucks and school buses became all too frequent an 
occurrence along Worthington Mill, StoopvUie and Lindenhurst Roads. We reported this 
to State Representative D~ Steil in a February 2004 Jetter, imploring him to reject the. 
Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project. which would only make matters worse along this 
route (Exhibit !II). The proposed upgrade to StoopvilJe Road would encourage more 
tru~s 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 !his heavily 
residentially-developed route. It took the tireless efforts of RRTS to finally reach the ear 
of l?eputy S~ry 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 C>Ver 30 years. We are grateful to . 
Mr. Hoffman and- his staff for ending. this Uncc>nscionable manipulation of traffic and also 
for agreeing to have PennqOT Har:rlsbt.;1rg 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 · 
Harrisburg has taken over, as· Township otfJCials faiied to time the Bypass lights for 
years. In fact, the DVRPC recommended that Newtown Township make timing the lights 
its top priority project in a trafftc study as far back as 19881 . . 

We oppcise the StOopville Road Rehabilitation Project because it is essentially the 
middle leg of tfle."northern bypass attei:native• $Jdied in the DVRPC's 
1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study. Here is the map on Page #61 of the 1988 Study 
(Exhibit V). The northern bypass, as shown here, is comprised of Worthington Mill 
Road, an upgraded intersection at Route 413 and Stoopville .Road, upgraded Stoopville 
Road, extended Silver lakt! Road along Gaucks lane, and upgraded Silver lake Road 
out to the Newtown Bypass. The segment labeled ·upgtade Stoopville Road' is the 

· location of the p~ filOopvme Road Rehabl1itation Project. The northern bypass 
route on this· map [page #fi1 of the 1988 Study) corresponds to these roads on the 
Traffic Flow Map.· Silver Lake Road. whiCh is in.Newtown Township, runs parallel to 
Lindenhurst Road, which is priman1Y in Lower Makefield Township. Silver Lake Road is 
a local road with heavy residential deveJopment afong it. 

*At the 9129/05 meeting of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, Mr. Bill Laubach (PennDOT 
Harrisburg) infOJ1T1ed us that the lights Would not be synchronized untir June 2006. 0, !%1 

· . · Jf~ /1r1 
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(p'tthough the DVRPC concluded [in the· 1988 stucyJ that the northern bypass was not 
' i answer to the region>s traffic woes. step by step over the years; it is being 

constructed behind resitf~nts' backs. Politicians deny this,_ but their actions speak louder 
than their words. Why has Stoopville Road been rehabilitated TWICE i!l the rast five 
years at taxpayer cost Of $1.5 million dofiars •. and now the Sfoopvil/e Road Rehabifrtation. 
Project is caJJing for another $1. 7 miJlion dollars to further upgrade the road? The 
Sfoopville. Road RehabUitation Project caUs for the realignment and signalization of the 
WaShington Crossing Road intersection (Exhibit VJ). fs it really mere cc>incidence that 
page #81 of the 1988 Sfudv states that ·"To affect the northern bypass via StoopviUe 

. Road. it is vital to realign this intersection:? (See Exhibit V.) Even.more curious is 
politicians' refusal to give back the Rights-of-Way acquired afong the undeveloped 
portion of Gaucks Lane. What possible reason can be given for this refusal, other than 
the M1:1re northern bypass? · · 

The Stoopville Road Rehab17itation Proiect afso addresses variable lane widths and 
horizontal alignment which will result in widening and straightening the road. bringing 
higher volumes of commercial trclffiC at ~ven g~r speeds through residential 
neighborhoods. Page #64 C?f the 1988 Sfudystates, ·some of the benefits of the 
northern bypass scenario~ in pa-rticufar the diversion of gravel trucks, f!1ay be achieved 
with limited improvements to StbopVllle Road.• (See ExhibitV.) ·We cannot support· 
eliminating curves which serve presently as desperately-needed traffic calming 
measures. We cannot support widening. Stoopville's eleven-.foot lanes. 

'~·~8esidents 'implore you to replace the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Proiectwith the 
(-(/~'-~pville RD and Wotfhington Mill RD Traflic Calmii?g Project that R.R.T.$. has 
\J.. ~'llitted for a second time, in. this-TIP round.- (See Exhibits VII and .VIII, TIP 

applications submitted in FY2005 and FY2007 TIP rounds.) Traffte calming measures 
should include horizontal and vertical deflection to ensure that traffic travels in a manner 
consistent willi the heavy residential land use along the road.- A September20Q4 · 
Rosefield Home Association resolution (Exhibit IX).i.mpiored Newtown Township 
Supervisors to embrace a Regional Citizens Committee resolution (Exhibit X) rejecting 
the Stoopv17fe Road Rehab11itatioi1 Project .because it would exacerbate an already 
vofatile public Safety issue and urging PennDOT to replace the propost?d project with 
traffic calnling measures, instead. 

rn a July 2003 letter to the president of the Council Rocle School Board, an 'Eagleton 
Farms sub-division representative said, ·we hope that you (as we, and au other parents) 
find this serious safety issue one that has been ignored for too long: (See Exhibit XJ.) 

Jn the fast TIP round, R.R.T.S. implored the DVRPC to reject.any attempt to upgrade the 
functiOnal cfassif!Cation of Stoopville Road from a Minor Collector Road to an Arterial 
Highway because this would ·disqualify the road for traffic calming meas1:.1res. We· 
recently became alarmed (on June 23, 2005}, when State Representative Steifs 
Regional Trafftc Pfanning Task ~orce decided. to review the functional classifications of 
all roadways in their Bucks County Regional Traffic Study for possible revision. This is a 
set-up for upgrading Stoopvifle Road to an arterial highway and making it into a northern 
bypass. Or, should l say, a ·sackyard Bypass"! 
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As an. Industrial Engineer, I can a5sure you that sound engineering p~s dictate we 
should not be looking at functional ciassifjcation change$ and improvements to Collector 
Roads befo.re the eleven trafrtc iights on the Newtown Bypass are synchronized and the 
Bypass is functionirig at a high level. It is common sense that the Newtown Byjlass · 
should be brought up to ~ .. and drivers given time to change their traffic patterns, 
before assessing whether changes $hould be made to lower level roads like StoopviH~ 
Road. Traffic volumes on StoopvilJe Road are much higher than they shouJd be due to 
the ill-functioning Newtown Bypass and neglected arterial highways leading to. Let's 
face it. StoopvUle Road has been forced.to functioit more like a~ artery. 

Residents concur with Lower Makeffeld's letter of opposition submitted during the last 
TIP round. It said, "The Supervisors feel it is critical that industrial traffic ~.channeled to 
the Newtown Bypass and that the rehabilitation. of StoopviJle Road will onry prove to 
further invite large trucktraffic through residential neighborhoods at high speeds. It 
should be recognized that commerciaUraffic is best suited fer the higher level roac;fs 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.• (See EX. XII). 

' ' 

A picture is worth a thousand words. We can expect the dangerous mix Of traffic shown 
in this vid~ to return to local neighborhoods in even greater volumes and greater 
speeds if the Sfoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project goes through. The Bypassing the 
Bypass video on this CD-ROM (Exhibit XIII). shows-.the cut-through traffic on the · 
residential route prior to Swamp Road being opened to ALL traffic in January 2005.* It 
~rts 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 Jocations in the video. The 
CD-ROM speaks for itself. · 

Engineering design and proper infrastructure require that arteries be upgraded to 
function efficiently for arterial use and that capillary. roads. or coll~or roads, be safe
guarded for residential use. The· Stoopvilfe Road Rehab11itation Project is really part Of a 
·sac1cyard Bypass". the con;;truction of Which win ,breach the public trust of more than 
·9,000 unsuspecting citizens. Once again,. this Board [Bucks County Planning 
Commission Board] has the ch~nce to do the right thing. Please reject this project once 
and for all. · 

*The CD-ROM contains 3 videQs entitled Bypassing the Byoass. CBSIKYW 3 Newscast. (aired on 
6/5/03) and Truck Danger on Worthinoton Mill Road: · 

(~ .. '. ~~····· 
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BUCKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION 

' ' . 
SUbmitted by: Susan Herman (Industrial Engineer, President of RR. T.S.) Date: 10/20/05 

# of .pages: 'l!J_ 
Project Naine: Stoopviffe Road Rehabilitation 

OBJECTIVES: 

• We ask the B~ County Planning Commission to go on record against the 
StoopV17/e Road Rehabl7itationProiecf.which is, once again, being submitted as a Bucks 
County TIP project (See Exhibit I, FY.?005 TIP application}. This project is being falsely 
promoted as a safety improvement to mitigate the tra1fiC safety Crisis that ·exi~s on· 
Stoopvilfe Road, a minor residential collector road with. thousands of ~dents living 
along it · · 

• _We oppose the stoooville Road Rehabilitation Project because it is essentially the middle 
leg of the •northern bypass alternative• studied in the Del~re VaHey Regional ·Planning 
Commiss_ion's 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Studv (see Ex: II; ~ver page and · · · 
page #'s 61, 64 and 81 of the §iysjx}. The upgrades in this project Will result in higher· 
volumes of commercial traffic traveling Stoopville Road at even greater speeds, further · 
encouraging truck traffic to bypass the Newtown Bypass. T.he fact that politicians support 
this project· validates OtS belief that, there is strong PfeSSUf9 'in our region to' uPQrade the 
functional classification of Stoopville Road to an arterial highWay. In an alarming new 

· development on·June 23, 2005~ State Re~ntative David Steil's Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force decided to:r~view.the fun~iOr)ai cfaS$ifiCatlons of all roadways in 
tfleir Bucks COW?ty Regional Trafflc Study for·po~ible revisions (S®· meeting minutes, 
Exhibit XV}. This is a ~t"-Up for upgrading Stoopvlll~ Road to an arterial highWay! · 

To the contrary, good engineering practice dictates that strong measures ·are needed to 
calm traffic on Stoopville Road s0 that traffic travels in a manner consistent with the 
adjacent heavy residentiaJ lancl use. Traffic caiming measures, including these that 
incorporate hciriz6ntal and vert,ical deflection,are needed. 

• Engineering- desigh and proper infrastructure require that'arteries be upgraded to function 
efficiently for arterial use and that capillary road$, or collector roads, be saf6-guardl:¥1 f6r 
residential use. Politicians ancf PennDOT District 6 have failed to do this. We have ai 
ill-functioning Newtown Bypass where ten tr:affic lights between arterial highway Swamp · 

Road.(location of .four booming quarries) and. Interstate 95 are not timed properly (see 
Exhibit Ill; July 11, ~ letter froin Deputy Secretary Gary Hoffman to Mr. Terry 
Fedorchak). We have neglected arterial highways leading to the Newtown Bypass. This 
needs to be remedied. . · 

• Although it was Cbncfuded in the DVRPC's 1988 Newtown Township Traffic Study that 
the northern bypass ~ not the answer·to the region's traffic woes, step by step over the 
years, it is being construct~ behind residents' backs. The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation 
Proiect is yet another step. Well in excess of 9,000 unsuspecting citizens will.end up 
with an arterial system jammed through their back yards, It is time to stop this major 
breach of public trust. · 



Trafflc·volumes .on Stoopvi/Te Road are higher than they should be 

• A "residential route" comprised of Worthington Mm, Stoopville and Liiidenhurst Roads (all 
minor residentia;I collector roads) is used as a cut-through that literally bypasses the 
Newtown Bypass by traffic·en route to and from 1-95. (See Exhibit W, Traffic Flow Map.} 

• . There are 6turnsand155 access points (most residential driveways) on the "residential 
route• and well in excess of 9,000 residents living along it. It is 9.7 miles from the 
quarries to the Newtown Bypass via this route. 

• Compare this to no turns and-16 access points along the sectibn of Swamp Road 
between Worthington Mill Road and the Newtown Bypass. It is 3.5 miles from the 
quarries to the Newtown Bypass via this route. · 

• Drivers developed the habit of using the "reSidentiarroute• as a cut-through because ... 

(a) ..• there are ten untirned traffic lights on the Newtown Bypass between Swamp 
Rriad and 1-95. (Hard to believe, since the bypags was built specifically-to handle 
commercial traffic using $23 tnillipn taxpayer dollars and timing the lights was 
identified as Newtown T0wnship's.nomber one top priority project in.the DVRPC's 
1988 Newtown Township Traffic stud)!.) 

• 

• 

(b} •.. for more than thirty {30) years, heavy truck traffic was diverted off arterial 
highway ~mp Road due to a series of weight restrictions systematically placed on 
culverts along the road~ We are grateful for the good will and expertise of Depi.Jty 
Secretary HOffinan and his staff,-who replacecfthe remaining deteriorated culverts on 
Swamp Road in 2004 and finally opened the road to ALL traffic in January, 2005. 

Stoopville Road has been ro·rced to function more like an artery.because of the· 
mismanagement of arterial highways in our region. This needs to be undone. 

PennDOT H~rrisburg is now overSeeing timin9 the lights on the Newtown Bypass and the 
· promised eompletion date in Deputy Seci'etary Hoffman's July 2005 letter is late Fall 

2005 (see Exhibit Ill).· In an update given at trie. Septeinber 29, ·2005 meetilig of the 
· Regional Traffic Planning Task Force, Mr~ Bill Laubach (PennDOT Harrisburg) informed 

us thaf the completion date has now slipped to June 2006. 

• It is unconscionBble that the RegiOnaf Traffic PlanningTask Force has deciQed to review 
the functional classifications of roadways in theif Bucks Countv Regional irafflc Study for 
possibte revision before the eleven traffic signals on the ·Newtown Bypass are 
synchronized.and drivers nave time to break the habit of using the .residential route• as a 
cut-through. This is putting the cart before the horsel · 

·Northern bypass is an oxymoron 

• Page #61 of the 1988 Newtown Township T@fflc Study is a map of the •nOrthem byP8SS
(Exhibit II). It is comprised of Worthingtoo Mill Road, upgraded Stoopville Road, 
extended Silver lake Road along Gaucks Lane, and upgraded Silver Lake Road out to 
the Newtown Bypass. The segment labeled ·upgrade Stoopville Roacf corresponds to 
the stooQyille Bead Rebabilitaffon Proiect. Silver f:.ake Road, which is in Newtown 
Township, runs parallel to Lihdenhurst Road, whK:h is primarily in Lower Makefiefd 
Township {see Exhibit W; pink lines on Traffic Flow Map}. Silver Lake Road has heavy 
residential development along it 
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• Newtown Townsf:iip has purposefully acquired Rights-of-Way along the full length of the 
•norttiem bypass• route, yet Township officials maintain that the northern bypi?SS concept 
is •deacf. Why, then, do officials refuse to give back the Rights-of Way acquired along 
the undeve!oped portion of Gaucks lane,· when residents ask them to do so? 

• It is utterly beyond belief that this ooliection of tiny minor residential collector roads is 
being considered as a· northern bypass which will encourage trucks to go the wrong way. 
in their approach to the Newtown Bypass. This is not a northern bypass; this is a 
·sackyard sypass·r · · 

• The stoopville Road Rehabi7itation Proiect ... 

• 

(a) ... addresses "variabie lane widthS- and •horizontal alignmenr (Exhibit I), which 
means that the· road Will be widened and straightel)ed. While we. can support 
widening and ~!ghtening arterial hi9flways, we. find it hazardous to do s0 on this 
collector road that runs through residential neighborhoods.* It will increase the 
hazard to residents,· inviting truck. crashes in their fronf and back yards. Page 11$4 of 
the 1988 Newtown Township studvstates, "Some of the benefits ofthe northern 
bypass scenario, in particular the diversion of gravel trucks, may be achieved with · 
limited improvementS to Stoopvilfe Road.· {See Exhibit II) .. Encouraging the diversion 
of dpngerous commertjaJ traffic through residential neighborhoods is not a •benefir, 
according tO good engineering p~ctices. · 

(b) ... cans for realignment and signaJizatlon of the intersection with Washington 
Crossing Roacf. Page#81ofthe1988NeW(own Township Traffic$fudy~s. •To 
affect a northern bypass via Sto0pville Road~ it is vital to realign this intersection.• 
(See Exhibit II.} 

Stoopville Rood has been rehabtlitated two times in the past five years at taxpayers' 
cost of $1.5 million dollars. 'V'./hy is this road being revisited? The stoopvi/le Road 
Re/zabilitation "Project calls for another $1. 7 million taxpayer dollarsf · 

• Why did Urban Engineer's 2002 Swamp Road.Engineering Study (which coSt taxpayers 
$100,oOo) recammend that arterial highway Swamp Road only have eleve.n (11) foot 
Wide lanes? swamp Road offers the most direct northlsouth route between 1-95 and our 
county seat. It is an ar:t;erial highway that becomes. the Newtown Bypass, a four-lane· 
limited access divided highway that intersects with f-95. · 

• In 1988, experienced global planners suggested at the State Transportation Commission 
hearing for .the TIP (chaired by then Secfetary of Transportation •. HoWard .Yerusalim} that 
a TRUE NORTHERN BYPASS be constructed. This would run nOrth/south between 
Route 13 and l-00, bYi>ass·ing Yardley on the east, and run.from the PA Turnpike aOd 1-95 
to 1-78 using portiOnS of Routes 413 and 611, on the west The latter 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 BVP ASS/ true artery system 'NOUld free local roads from 
north and southbound arterial traffic. Such an arterial delivery system makes a lot more 
sense than using the two-bit minor oolfector roads previously mentioned in this testimony 
(Worthington MilV Stoopville/ Lindenhurst/ Silver Lake Roads and Gaucks Lane). It would 
offer a true remedy to ·our region's traffic woes. 

*R.R T:S. cannot support eruninating curves which presently serve as desperately- needed traffic calming· 
measures on Stoopvilfe Road nor can we support widening the road's eleven {11) foot wide l~nes. 

( . 
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Supervisors Object 

• In the FY2005 TIP round, Lower Makefield Township submitted two letters of opposition 
· to the stoopvi/le Road Rehabilitation Proiecf. (See Exhibit V; February 10, 2004 letter to 
State Representative David Steil and May 2q, 2004 letter to Mr. John Coscia, Executive 
Director/ DVRPC.} The letter to Mr. Coscia states, "The Supervisors feet it is cri~caJ that 
industrial traffic be channeled to the Newtown 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 LO\Yer Bucks County region, that is, PA Traffic 
Routes 413, 232, 332, Newtown Bypass and Swamp Road which is the location of four 
industrial quarries." 

Reilional Citizens Committee Obiects . 

• The Regional Citizens Committee (RCC) is a sub-Committ~ of the DVRPC. In the 
FY2005 TIP round, the RCC asked the DVRPC to endOrse this Resolution: 

7he DVRPC Regional Citizens Committee has learned that.PennDOT will be meeting 
· shortfy to dete'imine regional tfafflc solutions that will affect Undenhurst, Stoopville and 
. WortfJington Mill Roads in Bucks County.· . The RCC rejeds the concept of the Stpopville 
Road Rehabilitation Project because it exacerbates an already volatile public safety 
issue. We utge PennDOT to consider reptacihg this project with traffic calming measures 
that would maintain capacity and improve public safety on this minor collector road. 
(Currently stoopville Road iS comprised of a !Jeavily developed resklenti~I community 
with the poterrtial for a minimum of several hundred additional homes, making the safety 
of residents and their children a major concern. t 

Citizens Protest 

• In the FY2005 TIP round, R.R.T.S. (and other citizens) offered.oral and written testimony 
in opposition to the Stoopville Roacl Rehabilitation Projecf_ at hearings held by the State ~ 
Transportation Commission, BuckS Count)I Plannirig Commis5ion (BCPC), and Delaware 
Valley Regional Planning Commission. (See Exhibit VI; written testimony submitted by 
R.R.T.S. to the DVRPC.) 

• At~ same hearings, R.R.T.S. offered oral and written testimony in favor of FY2005 TIP 
·applications asking for traffic calming measures on Worthington Mil11 Stoopville and 
Lindenhurst Roads . .(See Exhibit VII; TIP applications submitted by Lower Makefield 
Township and R.R. T.S. and written testimony submitted by R.R. T.S. to the BCPC.) 

• R.R.T.S. submitted two TIP project applications to the BCPC to be included in the current 
[FY2007] TIP round. The applications were for projects entitled stoooville Roacl an<.:f 
Worthington Mill Road Traffic Calming· and UndenhurSt Road Traffic Calmina. Phase II 
(see Exhibit XVI). 

• . RR. T.S. asked State Representative Steil to go on record against the Stoopville Roaq 
Rehabilitation Proiect in a letter dated February 6, 2004 (Exhibit VIII). The letter stated 
that this project would worsen the current situation, where near-misses between quarry 
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 issue is 
a decision for the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors to address, not for him to 
address. He maintains that the Stobpville Roac! Rehabilitation Proiecf is an internal 
project that "is a proprietaty to Newtown Township". (See Exhibit lX; specifically, page #2 
of the minutes for the November 29, 2004 Regional Traffic Planning Task Force 

. '
. 

. 

?. 
'i . 

. ~f 
. 

cf!·· 



~. 
r0. 

... ~--------·----·--------~ 

meeting.) Residents find his statement to be a virtual endorsement of the project. This 
project is not'proprietaiy to one township since other townships are involved. Stoopville 
Road runs through Newtown, Wrightstown, Upper Makefield and Lower Makefield 
Townships. 

~ail Option 

• Given the public safety aisis and corigestion 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 Congr~ to use parallel rail routes to relieve congestiQO from 
highways. 

A picture is worth a thousand words 

• Please refer to Exhibit X. a CD-ROM entitled BypaSsing (he Bvoass. The Co:ROM 
contains 3 videos entitled Bypassing the Bypass. CB&1<YW 3 Newscast . 
( aiied on 615/03), and Tniek Danger on Worthington Mill RQ?d. We ask you to view this 
13 minute long CO-ROM in its entirety. 

• Residents along the •re.Sidentiaf route• can expect the dangerous mix of traffic shovm in 
the Bypassing the Bypass video to return to their neighborhoods in greater volumes and 
greater speeds if the Stoopviffe Road Rehabilitation Proiect goes through. This video 

, shows the cut-through traffic on the •residential route• prior to Swamp .Ro~ being 
. opened to ALL traffic in· January 2005. It starts with traffic exiting off 1-95 and traveling 

west qn the Newtown Bypass. Ninety percent .(90%) of industrial traffic turns off onto 
Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the residential route. (See Exhibit N; green numbers 
on Traffic Flow Map correspond to film locations in the video. Also see Exhibit XI; 
commentary that accompanies the video.) · 

•' It is no wonder that strong opposition to this project has prevented it. time and again, 
from being selected for the First Four Years of the Twelve Year Plan. ·- - ..... . . . . .. . ... - . . . . 

• It is time for Newtown Township officials to stop demonstrating their interest in waiting out 
the opposition, so they can slip this project through, perhaps even as a TIP amendment 

Schoof administrators and residents have cried out. 

• School administratOrs and residents have cried ·out because of the dangerous mix of 
traffic that has been encouraged to use the .. residential route• (Worthington Mm, 
·stoopville and Lindenhurst Roads). 

• Exhibit XII contains communications involving the Pennsbury School District ~d Grey 
Nun Academy. (The information was taken from a document entitled Timeline of Leffers. Events 
and Meetings Attend&d by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc.; October, 
1971'- August 1. 2005). 

• 

Note the newspaper article on page 7 of Exhibit XII. In November, 2002 the 
principal of Quarry Hill Elementary (one of three elementary schools focated 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 Mon, Quarry Hill and the Grey Nun Academy on the buses up 
there ... Ifs a matter of time. We need to take the issue into our own hands ~nd 
do what ~ need to do ... we have to take back the road [Lindenhurst]. .. 

Exhibit XIII contains COJ11munications in¥olving the Council Rock School District (Some 
communications are taken from a document entitled Timeline of Letters. Events and Meetings 



. Atlended by Members of Residents for Regional TraffiC Solutions. Inc.; October. 1971-August 1, 
2005). 

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 safety issue [on StoojJville Road) ene that has been 
ignored for ~oc;> long."' (Exhibit Xm, pages 8-10). · 

In a june 2003 letter to PennDOT, the superintendent of Council Rock Schoot 
District stated this about Worthington Milf Road: "The safely of our students is of 
paramount importance .•. we have averaged .stopping 40 times per day on this· 
relatively short stretch of winding, narrovi road. Worthington Mill Road under 
present concfmons and circumstances requires action to insure the safety 6f our 
students~· (See Exhibit XIII, page 7.) 

In a March 2004 ratter to Governor Ed Rendell, the superintendent of Council RoCk 
School District stated this about Worthington Mill Road, ·our administration has 
received many reports of quarry trucks passing stopped school buses from our 
drivers, school students, and parents. The 34,000 lb. to 80,000 lb. trueks often are 
unable to 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 Jan.uary 13, 
2004, when our buses were running .. The potential for a tragic accident is dear 
and present: (See Exhibit xm, pages 11-1·2.) · 

• The Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Fanns Homeowners Association presented a 
July 9. 2003 Resolution to the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, out of concern 
for the safety of their residents (Exhibit xm, page 1 O). 

• The Rosetield Home Association ·aoard of Directors presented a September 21 1 2004 
Resolution to the NewtoWn Township Board of Supervisors, out of·concem for the safety 
of their residents (Exhibit XIV). This Resolution waS also ~sel)ted to the Regional 
Traffic Planning Task Force at the Task Foree meeting held on September 29. 2004.* 

Resldelits deserve more 

• If the $foopville Road Rehabilitation Proiect goes through and the northern bYJ>ass 
studied by the DVRPC is constructed behind residents' backs, right in their.back yards; 
this will be a major breach of public trust. We ask the Bucks County Planning 
Commission to reject this project, once and for a.JI. 

* The Regional Traffic Planning Task Force is headed by both State Representative David Steil and State 
Representative Scott Petri. 
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Re5idents for Regional Traffic. Solutions, Inc. 
PO Box2BS· . 

Mrs. Lynn Bush 

Newtown, PA 18940 
RRTSb~lcom 

Executive Director, Bucks Couray Planning Commission 
1260 Almshouse. Road · 
_Neshaminy Manor Center 
Doylestown, PA 18901 

October 24, 2005 

RE: Oral and written testimony opposing the Stoopvi/le RD Rehabilitation Proiect 
offer~ at the 10120/05 Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC) TIP public meeting 

Dear Mrs. Bush; 

Thank you for the opportunity ta offer oral ·and written testimony regarding the FY2007 TIP at the 
public meeting you held last week. At Ms. Susanne McKeon's request,_·1 am hand--delivering 
eleven additional copies* of our oral testimony dissertation to you today, to be distributed to each 
member· of the BCPC Board in thi~ week's packet There is also a copy·for yc>u and Mr. 
Mclllhinne)'. · · · 

Pf ease note that I did not. indude our CD-ROM with the oral testimony dissertation, as we 
already provided each Board member, Mr. Mcilhinney and you with the·CD-ROM as part of the 
written testirriony dissertation we provided for each on meeting night - We thank you, in 

· adv"ance, for distributing our· oral and written testimonies to the aforementioned parties. 

* TWC> copies of our oral testimony dissertation were submitted on meeting night . . 

· - Seven copies of our written testimony were provided for Board membera, Mrs. Bush and 
Mr. Mcilhinney • 

. CC: Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary Of Transportation, Allen Biehf er 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman 
Executive birector/DVRPC, John Coscia ·· 
BUcks County Commissioners: Chartes Martin, Sandra Miller, and James Gawf ey 
BUGks County Planning Commission Board Members 
Mr. Charles Mcilhinney, Esquire 
Rich Brahler 
Dave·Johnson 
Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini; and ~uperintendent, Mark Klei~ 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky; and Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo /~I~ 
R.R.T.S.membership (mass e-mail} · 0 1 
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R.R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

PO Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

Draft DVRPC FY 2005 Transportation Improvement Program (Pennsylvania} 

WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION: June 3, 2004 # Pages1f[_, #Exhibits /,J_ 
RE: Project Name: Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project 

(FY 2005TIP project submitted by Newtown Township) 

OBJECTIVE: 

Although the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project was not placed in the DVRPC FY2005 
DRAFT TIP, we anticipate there may be oral or written testimony requesting that it be added or 
that this project may be for.varded to the DVRPC in the future for consideration as a TIP Action. 

· Since implementation of this project will escalate the traffic safety crisis that already exists on 
Stoopville Road, we ask the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) to go on 
record NOW against the concept of the project and in support of traffic calming measures that will 
maintain capacity and improve public safety on this road. 

o We ask the DVRPC to endorse the Regional Citizens Committee (RCC) resolution regarding the 
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project that reads: 

"The DVRPC Regional Citizens Committee has learned that PennDOT will be meeting shortly to 
determine regional traffic solutions that will affect Undenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill 
Roads in Bucks County. The RCC rejects the concept of the Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation 
Project because it exacerbates an altr;Jady volatile public safety issue. We urge PennDOT to 
consider replacing this project with traffic calming measures that would maintain capacity and 
improve public safef:Y on this minor collector road. (Currently Stoopville Road is c0mprised 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.)" 

o In addition, since movement of stone by rail would improve the quarry truck safety issues on 
our residential roads, including Stoopville Road, we ask the DVRPC to endorse the RCC 
resolution, RAIL GONDOLAS AS ALTERNATIVE TO QUARRY TRUCKS ON SWAMP 
ROAD, which reads, 

aTransporting stone by trucks from the Bucks County quarries creates dangers on the present 
highway routes. Complaints from the community are frequently heard regarding the impact of the 
current routes to their public safety. The trucks also create wear and tear on light-duty roads. The 
RCC proposes that the potential rail carriers concerned create an alternate rail route that takes 
most of the truck movement off the highway and onto the rails using existing rail lines and 
technologies. The RCC believes this idea has great merit, and we urge DVRPC to encourage 
these carriers to submit a proposal for moving the aggregate by rail." 

o Lastly, we implore the DVRPC.to reject any attempt to upgrade the functional classification of 
Stoopville Road from a Minor Collector Road to an Arterial Highway. If Stoopville Road is 
upgraded to an Arterial Highway, it will no longer qualify for traffic calming measures which 
are essential to traffic using this road in a manner consistent with the high level of residential 
development townships have placed there. 



·-·------------ -----
SUMMARY: 

CJ The speakers who gave oral testimony on June 3, 2004 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. 

CJ A high volume of heavy truck traffic is bypassing Route 332, the Newtown Bypass (a four 
lane, limited access divided highway), and using Lindenhurst, Stoopvil!e and Worthington Mil! 
Roads (all minor, residential collector roads) as a cut-through en route to 1-95. The cut
through quany 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 each. Numerous near-misses have been reported 
involving heavy trucks, school buses and our school children, as reported by RRTS in 
a February, 2004 letter to Representative David Steil (Exhibit I) •. Road rage is fostered 
by tfle inappropriate mix of dangerous traffic traveling through our neighborhoods. 
We are experiencing a traffic safety crisis on these secondary roads. 

CJ The cut-through route comprised of Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads will 
be referred to as the "residential route» throughout this document. 

CJ Traffic coming from 1-95 travels west along the Newtown Bypass for X mile and then turns 
north onto Lindenhurst Road, the first leg of the 9. 7. mile, circuitous residential route (see 
Traffic Flow Map; Exhibit II). This route continues along Stoopville and Worthington Mill 
Roads. In total, there are in excess of ·155 access points, most residents' d~iveways (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 
northwest of where the Newtown Bypass becomes Swamp Road. 

o On the enclosed CD-ROM (Exhibit Ill), 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 11, as the green, pie-shaped markers point to the 
filming locations referenced in the video. Also note that the video script is Exhibit IV. 

CJ 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 activities outside the home. In November, 2002 the principal of Quany 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). 

CJ Exhibit V contains communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis along the residential 
route and involve the Pennsbury Schoo! District and the Grey Nun Academy. 
This information was taken from a document entitled nmeline of Letters. Events and 
Meetings Attended by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc. (October, 
1971- October 8, 2003). 

CJ On July 9, 2003 the Board of Trustees of the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association 
(EFHA) presented a Resolution at the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors meeting that 
stated, " ... WHEREAS, the EFHA has followed the regional traffic issues, which include the 
increased truck traffic on Stoopville Ro~d, out of concern for the safety of its residents ... the 
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Board of Trustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors to direct the 
township's engineer to conduct a study of potential traffic calming measures for Stoopville 
Road ... [and] direct that a presentation on the study results be made at a regularly scheduled 
NTBS meeting within 60 days of this date." (See Exhibit VI) 

o Exhibit VII contains col"(lmunications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve the 
Council Rock Schoo( District*. A July 14, 2003 letter from an Eagleton F anns Subdivision 
representative to the Council Rock School Board President states this about Stoopville Road: 
"We hope that you (as we, and all other parents) find this serious safety issue one that has 
been ignored for too long.n (Exhibit VII, pages 8-10). 

In a June, 2003 letter to PennDOT (Exhibit VII, page 7), the superintendent of Council 
Rock School District stated this about Worthington Mill Road: uThe 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 to insure the safety of our students.n 
Videos #2 and #3 on the enclosed CD-ROM (Exhibit Ill) show you why. (Video #2 is a 
CBS/KYW 3 NEWS SEGMENT that aired at 6 PM on June 5, 2003 and video #3 is 
entitled TRUCK DANGER on WORTHINGTON MILL RC?AD.) 

In a March, 2004 letter to Governor Ed Rendell (Exhibit VII, pages 11-12), the 
superintendent of Council Rock School District stated this about Worthington Mill Road, 
"Our administration has received many reports of quarry trucks passing stopped school 
buses from our drivers, school students, and parents. The 34,000 lb. to 80,000 lb. trucks 
often are unable to 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." 

o Residents are outraged that the traffic safety crisis on the residential route has been brought 
about and encouraged by PennDOT District 6 and state and local politicians who have been 
satisfied to keep Swamp Road closed to heavy trucks for over 30 years and who have 
accepted untimed lights on the Newtown Bypass, despite a 1988 DVRPC study (Newtown 
Township Traffic Study) that placed synchronization of the bypass /igh.ts as Newtown 
Township's No. 1 top priority project (fully funded at that time}. 

o 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 niore conducive for use by industrial traffic and make the arterial highways in our 
region less conducive for use by industrial traffic. The Stoopvilfe Road Rehabilitation 
Project, calling for further widening and straightening of this road even though 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. 

o We respectfully request that the DVRPC endorse the RCC RESOLUTION regarding the 
Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Proiect, 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 to do this 
in regard for the heavy residential land use along Stoopville Road. 

•some communications are taken from the document Timeline of Letters, Events and Meetings Attended 
by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc. (October, 1971-
0cfober 8, 2003) 



o Lower Makefield Township has gone on record opposing the Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation 
Project in a February, 2004 letter to Representative Steil (Exhibit VIII) and a May, 2004 letter 
to Mr. John Coscia (Exhibit IX). These letters state," The Supervisors feel it is critical that 
industrial traffic be channeled to the Newtown Bypass and that the rehabilitation of Stoopville 

· Road will only prove to further invite large truck traffic through residential neighborhoods at 
higher speeds." 
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o The construction of the 1-95/PA Turnpike Interchange, a 12 year project, will soon commence tJ ir/~ ~ 
and result in millions of tons of additional stone being transported from the Wrightstown ~.1--~ ? 
quarries (100 +years of quarry life remaining), as this stone meets PennDOT specifications ~~~ ) 
and these are the closest quarries to the construction site. Transportation of additional stone 
through our residential neighborhoods during all hours of the day and night will exacerbate an 
already volatile situation. 

o The Stoopvi/le Road Rehabilitation Project is in direct opposition to traffic calming measures 
desperately needed on Stoopville Road and the other minor collector roads on the residential 
route. There is pressure in our region to upgrade the functional classification of Stoopville 
Road from a Minor Collector Road to an Arterial Highway. We fear the Bucks County . 
Planning Commission (BCPC) will attempt to justify this when it revises the federal functional 
classification of roadways, a process currently underway. If Stoopville Road is upgraded to 
an Arterial Highway, it will no longer qualify for traffic calming measures which are essential 0 
to traffic using this road in a manner consistent with the high level of ·residential development 
townships placed there. We implore the BCPC not to upgrade the classification of this 
road and implore the DVRPC to reject any attempt to do so. 

o In 1999/2000 Stoopville Road was rehabilitated twice at taxp~yer cost of over $1.5 million~ 1~n~µ1Jfa this climate of tight funding, all dollars should be put toward making the principal arterial ,, .. 7~ -::v . 
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residential roads, we also respectfully request that the DVRPC endorse the RCC ~·· 
resolution, RESOLUTION RE: RAIL GONDOLAS AS ALTERNATIVE TO QUARRY 
TRUCKS ON SWAMP ROAD, as stated in the OBJECTIVE section of this written 
testimony. 

o The Short Line Railroads expressed great interest in hauling'stone at the 
April, 2004 Surface Transportation Board Public Hearing and the April, 2004 Delaware Valley 
Goods Movement Task Force Meeting. Exhibit Xis a CD of a Fox Newscast (aired at 
1 O PM on April 5, 2004) covering this issue. The removal of any amount of quarry trucks from 
Stoopville Road, and other roads in the region, will yield much needed improvement of the 
public safety of the citizenry at large. · 

o rt is imperative that the DVRPC view the traffic safety crisis along Stoopville Road with 
objectivity, so that .the much-needed traffic calming measures are implemented before a 
busload of kids gets killed. It is an accident waiting to happen whenever any of these 
behemoth vehicles choose to take the secondary roads (see recent crash/incident history, 
Exhibit XI*). . 

•some communications are taken from the document Timeline of Letters. Events and Meetings Attended 
by Members of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions. Inc. (October. 1971-
0ctober 8, 2003) 
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o History shows that the players, who made transportation decisions for our region in the past, 
did so based upon self-interest and political agendas in total disregard for the safety of the 
citizenry at large. These players fell under the" Bucks County Umbrella of Politics" and 
PennDOT District 6. Many of them will be participants in the Regional Traffic Coalition that 
Representative Steil is forming, where the goal will be to develop a regional traffic plan. 
Numerous significant conflicts of interest exist amongst these players, as outlined in an 
April, 2004 letter from RRTS to Deputy Secretary Hoffman and Representative Steil 
(Exhibit XII, Written Comment Submission for the April 22, 2004 Regional Traffic Meeting). 

o Based upon past history, RRTS is highly concerned that the recommendations from this 
coalition will not be based upon· sound professional transportation and traffic engineering 
practices. We have grave concerns that the people making critical transportation decisions 
for our region (Representative Steil, township officials, PennDOT District 6 Administrator 
Andrew Warren) have no transportation and traffic engineering education/ certification. 
ft is imperative that a non-aligned Professional Engineer (P.E.) from PennDOT 
Harrisburg (who is outside the "Bucks County Umbrella of Politics") be involved in the 
transportation decisions for our region. 

@ 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

State Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

February 6, 2004 

RE: Regional Traffic Problems 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

• Request to reject the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation l'ro;ect 

• NEAR MISSES/ ROAD RAGE caused by mismanagement of minor 
residential collector roads 

Dear Representative Steil, 

As you know, residents have worked thousands of hours fu their effort to mitigate the dangerous 
. traffic conditions that exist on Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Wortlrington Mill Roads (minor 

residential collector roads with well in excess of7,000 residents living along them). The 
dangerous traffic conditions exist 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 the minor residential 
collector roads more conducive for use by c0mmercial, industrial traffic and make the arterial 
highways in our region less conducive for use by heafy truck traffic. Their actions fly in the face 
of sound engineering practice and jeopardize the health, safety and welfare of constituents in their 
charge. 

Note that Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads will often be referred to as the 
"residential route" in this memo, as collectively these residential roads form a 9:. 7 mile circuitous 
route that heavy commercial traffic is currently diverted to and encouraged to use. 

STOOPVILLE ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT (Request for you to lobby to reject 
this project in all forums) 

The Buclcs County Planning Commission Board recently voted to send the Stoopyi/le Road 
Rehabilitation Project forward to the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 
in the TIP approval process rather than the Tratfic Calming TIP Projects submitted for 
Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. The selected project will encourage higher 
volumes of traffic at higher speeds along the residential route, exacerbating an already volatile 
situation. 



The Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project calls for: 

• ... 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. 

.. 
• · ... further widening of this road. Ag~ this is in direct opposition to traffic calming 

measures desperately needed on this minor i:esidential 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.S 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 Stoopvi/le Road Rehabilitation Project 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 Hoffinan. · 

NEAR-MISSES BETWEEN SCHOOL BUSES AND HEAVY INDUSTRIAL TRUCKS 

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 ag~ 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. 

i 
Consider these foreboding incidences, just a sampling of what occurs on a daily basis along this 
residential route: 

Januarv 21. 2004: there was another near-miss between a school bus and a quarry truck along the 
residential route. It 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 a left tum 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 horn. 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 lbs. 

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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incident was reported to the bus company and Council Rock School District. Such incidents occur all too 
frequently on this road. 

C·-·.·· . 
·-~ September. 1003: The Courier Times (article dated 1/15/04, entitled Residents want to act be(Ore trock 

tragedy), wrote about a near-miss between a Council Rock bus and a truck on Wrightstown RD that 
occurred in September, 2003. A truck traveling towards the bus came over the double yellow line on a 
curve and took off the side mirror of the school bus. The truck didn't stop. This was reported to Council 
Rock School District. -, 

September, 2002: a loaded oil tanker on Worthington Mi!J RD could not stop for a Council Rock bus that 
was stopped at Estates Court to pick up children. This was reported to Council Rock School District. 

September. 2001: a little girl was almost hit by an eighteen wheel truck when crossing Lindenhurst RD to 
board her school bus at the stop at Trowbridge DR. Public stqtements regarding this incident were made to 
the Pennsbury School Board and Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors. 

April, 1999: I., personally, became involved with this safety issue when a Council Rock bus was almost hit 
by a loaded quarry truck at the bus stop at Lindenhurst RD and Autumn DR. The truck swerved around the 
bus onto a front !awn to avoid making contact. Politicians at all levels are well aware of this incident. 

ROAD RAGE FOSTERED BY THE DIVERSION OF.HEAVY TRUCKS ONTO THE 
RESIDENTIAL ROUTE 

Regarding the January 21. 2004 near.-miss mentioned above: The Council Rock Transportation 
Department told us there were three reports made about this incident. One from the resident who witnessed 
it, one from the bus driver and one from the trucker involved. The trucker called Council Rock after the 
incident and reported that he followed the bus to the Newtown Grant bus stop on Hemlock DR and got out 
and yelled at the bus driver. The trucker did not give his name. 

Januaryl9. 2004: A RRTS member was approaching the stop sign at Worthington Mill RD and Route 413 
preparing to cross Route 413. An.18-wheeler quarry truck (53' long) was turning left onto Worthington 
Mill RD. Since the trailer consumed the opposing traffic lane and needed to cross into the RRTS member's 
lane as well, the truck driver opened his window and cursed at the individual for having not calculated how 
much room the tractor trailer would need to make the tum. The individual was forced to go on a neighbor's 
yard to let the truck pass. 

Representative Steil, we have been alarmed in the past by your failure to address the ill
:functioning Newtown Bypass and your interference in Lower Makefield Township's effort to 
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 Newtown Bypass just V4 mile 
from 195 onto Lindenhurst Road, the minor residential collector road at the beginning of the 
residential route. It is unconscionable that the huge quany 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 artificially restricted 
to heavy trucks for over 30 years. You have been in the legislature for the past 11 years and have 
not been capable of mitigating this serious public safety issue. Your modus operandi bas been to 
talk about your concern and then support the status quo by sidetracking any meaningful effort to 
create a safe traffic environment along the residential route. ·Instead, you support the interests of 
a select few to the detriment of the citizenry at large. 

/- 1n summary, we ask you to REJECT the Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project in any and all 
forums and ask you to vigorously pursue funding and immediate implementation of the strictest 
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traffic calming measures along Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. The dol1ars 
to implement traffic calming are m.inima4 the value of our children's lives, immeasurable. 

We implore you to stop sanctioning lining us up like bowling pins just waiting to be struck. It is 
not too late for you to do the right thing.· 

Very truly yours, 

CC: Unites States Congressman, James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehl er 
State Transportation Commission 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffinan 
State Senator, Joe Conti· 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative, Scott Petri 
Bucks County Commissioner,. Charles Martin 
Bucks County Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Miller 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
DVRPCBoard 
Regional Transportation Committee 
Regional .Citizens Committee 
Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Timothy Kirby 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda PaJskY 
Pennsbmy School Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
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Miles of Travel Comparison 

From the Swamp Road quarries to the Newtown Bypass (4- lane, 

d ivided highway) 

o Via swamp Road (turns into !he Bypass)-
1urns) 

3.5 miles (no 

o Swamp Road to Worthington Miii Road to Rt. 413 lo Stoopvllle 
Road to Lindenhurst Road to the Bypass.- 9. 7 miles (ifilums) 

o Second Street Pike to Newtown- Rlchboro Road to the Bypass--
6 miles (3 turns) 

o Swamp Road to Worthington Mill Road to Rt. 413 to the Bypass-
5. 8 miles (4 turns) 
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Script for video entitled Bypassing the Bypass 

8~ng: Traffic exits off I-95 and travels west along the Newtown Bypass: 

·1LMING LOCATIONS/ COMMENTARY 

(1) Comer of Route 332 (Newtown Bypass) & Lindenhurst Road: 
Filming location #1, Third Federal Bank 

Commentary: Note the silver and black oil tanker on Lindenhurst Road. 

Note that in this view west of Lindenhurst Road there are few, if any, trucks along .the 
Bypass. 

(2) Turning onto Lindenhurst Road from Route 332 (Newtown Bypass): 
Filmine location #2, ICT building 

Commentary: Here is another AC binder oil tanker headed for the Wrightstown 
Township quarries. The oil is used in the asphalt plants there. These trucks come from 
South Jersey. 

(3) Filming location #3, Blind curve by CAU buildings 

Commentary: That car got run righ! off the road.· 

This is a road where children should be able to cross on their bicycles to get to their 
:friends' houses in neighboring sub-divisions or to access the bikepath. 

(4) Corner of Trowbridge Drive & Lindenhurst Road: 
Filming location #4, Bus stop where child wm atmost killed 

Comm.entary: A bus was stopped on Lindenhurst Rd. to pick up a student. An 
18-wheeler that couldn't stop at the appropriate distance from the bus almost hit the 
child while she was crossing the street to board. 

Imagine the stopping distance for one of these behemoth trucks when the road is wet 

(5) Filming location #5, Corner of Lindenhurst Road and Route 532 

Commentary: This was filmed late July/early August when there were few buses on 
the road. 
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Exhibit V l~ J /rt) 

Communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve the Pennsbury 
School District and Grey Nun Academy 

April 21, 1999 Letter from Dr. Bruce Johnson and Norman Gross, principals 
of Quarry Hill and Afton Elementary Schools (Pennsbury 
School District), to State Representative David Steil regarding 
the dangerous traffic condition on Lindenhurst Road. 

"It seems to us that the Route 332 by-pass serves as a suitable 
truck route alternative to Lindenhurst Road. Obviously, the by
pass is newer, nwre well constructed, and wider to accomnwdate 
truck traffic than Lindenhurst-Road. We are sincerely hopeful 
and solicitous of your help in rectifying what is becoming an 
increasing concern for those of us who live and work in this 
area. Of particular concern to us are children who are on school 
busses and in private vehicles being brought to and taken home 
from school each day ... We are aware that different stretches of 
Lindenhurst Road go through Upper Makefield Township, 
Lower Makefield Township and Newtown Township. Hopefully, 
political infighting can be minimized to help avert a tragedy 
waiting to happen." 

November 4, 2002 Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors meeting 
where the Board voted unanimously to pursue·a· take·b:rckof: 
their portion of Lindenhurst Road. 

April 24, 2003 

At this meeting, Dr. Bruce Johnson, principal of Quarry Hill 
Elementary School in the Pennsbury School District, publicly 
encouraged the supervisors to move forward [with taking back 
ownership of the road from the state of Pennsylvania] . . "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 
either coming to school or going home. It's just a matter of time. 
We need to take this issue into our own hands and do what we 
need to do." Dr. Johnson encouraged Board members to pursue 
continued actions locally through changes to traffic patterns, 
noise restriction, added traffic signals, etc. "As a taxpayer I 
know thaJ this process will take money, but we have to take the 
road back. " 

Public Statement given by Sue Herman at the Pennsbury 
School Board meeting, apprising the Board of the dangerous 
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traffic condition on Lindenhurst Road and asking them to 
write to the Secretary of Transportation in support of Lower 
Makefield Township taking back ownership of the road from 
the state of Pennsylvania. · 

"Good evening and thank you/or the opportunity to speak. I'm Sue Hennan, Lower 
Makefield Township taxpayer and president of Residents for Regional Traffic 
Solutions, Inc., a regional citizens group concerned with traffic safety. Our 
organization represents thousands of residents in the Pennsbury school district who 
are greatly impacted by the quarry truck traffic from the Swamp Road quarries in 
Wrightstown Township and other commercial traffic that is bypassing the Newtown 
Bypa:ss, en rqute to l-95. · 

I'm here, tonight, to ask for your help because the health, safety and welfare of the 
students you bils along Lindenhurst Road is in jeopardy. I'm here to ask you to go on 
record regarding the unsafe condition that exists, with the people who are going to 
make .decisions on this serious transportation issue.. Lindenhurst Road is being used as 
a major truck route. It is lined with over 500 residences with hundreds of school-aged 
children, and on a typical day, over 800 quarry trucks and numerous eighteen wheelers 
travel this road.. A loaded quarry truck weighs 80,000 pounds! The trucks are using 
Lindenhurst Road and bypassing the Newtown Bypass, the safest road in the region for 
them. The Bypass is a four-lane, limited -access, divided highway. 

Although Swamp Road (which becomeS the Newtown Bypass) is the shortest route 
from the Swamp Road quarries to the Bypass, it has been weight restricted to loaded 
quarry trucks-for over. thirty (30) years. .As of last September,. NO trucks can.ta.~. 
swamp Road to the Bypass, increasing the number of trucks that are diverted onto 
Lindenhurst Road. Every action must he taken to keep trucks on the main roads, 
including Swamp Road, Route 413, Route 232 and the Newtown Bypass, and out of our 
residential neighborhoods. Failure to do so will result in a tragedy we'll all regret
the current situation is an accident waiting to happen. 

We can all remember the truck that ran into the bank in Newtown, killing one woman 
and permanently debilitating another. Nancy Lewis, a Pennsbury resident in the 
audience, spoke at a Lower Makefield township meeting last fall of the terror of 
watching as her child almost got hit by an eighteen wheeler when crossing Lindenhurst 
Road to board her bus at Trowbridge Drive. The heavy tni.ck was unable to stop a safe 
distance from the bus. 

Three principals of schools on Quarry Road (Quarry Hill, Afto~ and Grey Nun 
Academy) went on record four years ago with impassioned letters to State 
Representative David Steil expressing their concern about this traffic issue. This past 
November Dr. Bruce Johnson (principal of Quariy Hill) attended a Lower Makefield 
Township Board of Supervisors meeting and publicly encouraged the supervisors to go 
forward with taking back Lindenhurst Road from the state, a move that would enable 
the township 'to have.more control over the road and improve its safety. I quote Dr. 
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Johnson," We take a chance every day when we put hundreds of kids from Afto~ 
Quarry Hill and the Grey Nun Academy on the buses up there .•• It's just 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 road." Despite the concerted efforts of tkese prindpals, 'f!? .. !:.~;°'' 
politicians have not moved off the dime to get Swamp Road diverted truck traffic to use ~ 
the major routes •. It's clearly going to take a group with more clout to resolve this. 

Your Board has ultimate responsibility for the safety of the students under its auspices, 
and I can tell you that your kids are in harm's way. I appeal to you, tonight, to take a 
position as advocate for the safety of the children you transport, by.writing a letter to 
Secretary of Transportation, Honorable Allen Biehler, in support of Lower Makefield 
Township's initiative to take back the ownership of Lindenhurst Road from the state of 
Pennsylvania. Under the control of the township, the safety of this dangerous 
resiaential road can be improved through whatever safety measures the township can 
implement, including, but not limited to, traffic calming measures, speed limit 
reduction, safety warning signs, etc. This will he a critical first step to getting trucks 
onto the main roads. · 

We respectfully ask for your Board's position by the next School Board meeting and 
would be happy to provide you with any additional information that you might be 
interested in. I would like to leave some maps and the address for Secretary Biehler 
with your business director.* 

Thank you again/or your time and COTl$ideration". 

*Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
Keystone Building 
400 North St. 
P.O. Box 3543 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3543 

April 25, 2003 Letter from Sue Herman to Gene Dolnick, President of Pennsbury School 
Board, regarding the traffic safety crisis on Lindenhurst Road. 

"Tltank you again for the opportunity to speak ai your Board meeting last 
night I am faxing the public statement that you requested... We appeal to 
you to take a position as advoctlll for the safety of the children you transport, 
by writing a letter to Secre!arY of Transportation, Honorabk Allen Biehkr, in 
support of Lawer Makefield Tuwnship's inhiative to take back the ownership· 
of Lindenhurst Road from du state of Pennsylvania. . Under th4 control of the 
township, the safety of this dangerous residential roti.d can be improved 
through whatever safety measures the township can implOMnt, including, but 
not limited to~ traffic calming measure3, speed limit reduction, safety warning 
signs, etc. Tltis will be a critical first step to getting trucks onto the main 
roads." 

"P.S. We are alarmed that under the gu~ of safety, many have 
supportetVproposed the widening and straightening of the residential roads 
that trucks are diverted to, which ha.s actually resulted in even more truck 
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treffic traveling at higher speeds. We fear the lat.est suggestions of a.difing left 
turn lanes on Lindenhurst Road as a safety measure, for this will only make it 
more conducive for truck traffic to use this road and bypass the Bypass. This 
is clearly not the answer." 

Public Statements given by Sue Herman and Nancy Lewis (resident in a 
development off of Lindenhurst Road) at the May 15, 2003 Pennsbury 
School Board meeting. 

PUBLIC STATEMENT GIVEN BY SUE HERMAN AT THE MAY 15, 2003 PENNSBURY 
SCHOOL BOARD MEETING . 

"Good evening. I'm Sue Herman, Lower Makefield Township resident and president 
of Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc •• 

At the last Board meeting we appealed to you to write a letttir to Secretary of 
Transportation Biehler in support of Lower Makefield Township's initiative to take 
back owners/zip of Lindenhurst Road from the State of Pennsylvania. I am sorry to 
report to_ you this evening that on April 29, 2003, Lower Makefield Township was 
informed by PennDOT that they would not proceed with the transfer of Lindenhurst 
Road to the township. Lower Makefield Township officials intend to appeal this 
decision., as it was made before they had an opportunity to meet with the Secretary to 
apprise him of the seriousness of the traffic safety crisis that exists on Lindenhurst 
Road. 

As you know, there are over 800 quarry trucks per day and numerous 18 wheelers 
sharing this residential road with school-buses and-passenger cars.· It is only a matter- · 
of time before a tragic accident occurs. An appeal from your Board to the Secretary of 
·Transportation is even nwre important now than last month. We hope that you are 
inclined to do tlzis in the very near future and look forward to learning of your 
intentions. 

Thank you/or your time." 

PUBLIC STATEMENT GIVEN BY NANCY LEWIS AT THE MAY 15, 2003 PENNSBURY 
SCHOOL BOARD MEETING 

"When we built and moved into our Trowbridge Dr. house from out of state in May of 
2001, we had no idea what we were getting into. Lindenhurst had been closed to fzx a 
culvert and tlze builders(Toll B.ros.) assured us that the road did not have a lot of 
traffic. 

I envisioned tlzat my children would be ahle to get on the school bus and that I would 
not have to worry about their safety. Had I known the truth, I would never have built 
this house at this location.. The bus stop at Lindenhurst is barely visible from any 
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houses. The sidewalk ends just short of Lindenhurst. Trucks and cars speed by at 
speeds in excess of the posted 40 miles an hour. This winter with the amount of snow 
that built up on the corner, there was no place for the children to wait except in the 
street. 

The first year; the school bus would not come into Trowbridge off of Lindenhurst 
because there were.construction vehicles and per the bus driver, it was not safe for 
buses to come into our street because of them. My child and our children waited for 
the bus with construction vehicles all around them. It was during the fall of 2001 that 
my child had a close call with a truck while crossing Lindenhurst to get to the bus. 

In the spring of 2002 I, along with a group of concerned neighbors called the district 
and asked for the bus stop be moved into Trowbridge so that children would have a 
safe place to wait. We were told that they would have to do a study before moving an 
existing stop. The verdict was that since our road has only one entrance and exit, a bus 
could not stop in Trowbridge. (Trowbridge has 2 cul - de- sacs). 

Failing to get help from the Pennsbury School district, I went to the supervisors of 
Lower ~tlakefleld Twsp and explained our situation. They were sympathetic and voted 
to take hack Lindenhurst Road and make changes that would make the road safer. 
Recent developments have demonstrated that this may not come to be. 

As every concerned parent, I now ask the Pennsbury Shoot Board to appeal to 
PennDot to lower the speed limit to 35 mph and add needed bus stop safety 
signs/flashing lights to make this road safer for our children. I also ask that you 
consider again moving the bus stop at Lindenhurst and Trowbridge into Trowbridge 
Dr." 

May 16, 2003 Letter from Sue Herman to Gene Dolnick regarding the public statement 
she made at the May 15, 2003 School Board meeting. 
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·~-------------~ 134 Yardley Avenue • Post Office Box 338 

Superintendent 

T~rry Fedorchak, Manager 
Lower Makefield Township 
I I 00 Edgewood Road 
Yardley, PA 19067 

Dear Mr. Fedorchak: 

FaHsington, Pennsylvania 19058-0338 
Telephone: (215) 428-4100 

FAX: (215} 428-4270 

May 12, 2003 

At its regular meeting on April 24, the School Board heard a request from Susan Herman 
of the Residents for Region Traffic Solutions, Inc. · · 

Mrs. Herman asked the School Board to support efforts by the Lower Makefield Township 
Board of Supervisors to accept the responsibility for maintenance of Lindenhurst Road from the 
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation .. Jt i§ Q!lf u.nderstanding that the Board of Supervisors 
does indeed desire to take over the section of Lindenhurst Road that lies within Lower Makefield 
Township. It is also our understanding that the decision to allow this to happen rests with PennDot. 

On behalf of the School Board, let me encourage you and the Board of Supervisors in your 
efforts to improve the safety and serviceability of Lindenhurst Road. The Pennsbury School Board 
hea.-tilr supports your efforts. · .. · ··· · .. . ..· ,._ · · · ·-

c: Board of School Qi rectors 
Susan Herman ./ 

Sincerely, 

4lr1 
Ralph M. Nuzzolo 
Superintendent 

~!&/ 377- @ 
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GREY NU~ ACADEMY COMMUNICATIONS 

April 30, 1999 Letter from Sister Dolores Beatty, principal of Grey Nun 
Academy, to State Representative David Steil regarding the 
dangerous traffic condition on Lindenhurst Road. 

"I am writing this letter to you concerning the potentially 
dangerous °truck traffic on Lindenhurst Road. As you probably 
know, there have been two accidents on this road within the past 
two weeks .• .I join with my colleagu,es at Quarry Hill and Afton 
Elementary Schools ... in asking you to limit the heavy truck 
traffic on this country road. 

@· 
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RESOLUTION OF 

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE 

EAGLETON FARMS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

The Eagleton F~nns l lomeowners Association Board of Trustees, 
this 9th day of July~ 2003, does, 

by a unanirnom;. vote, hereby resolve the foUowing: 

WHEREAS this Board has been designated as the representative body of Eagleton Fanns. 
an association of homeowners consisting of Seventy Four (74) homes. 

WHEREAS, this community is bordered on its south side by Stoopvilte ·Road and on its 
east side by Eagle Road, 

WHEREAS, The Eagleton Fanns Homeowners AssoCiation (EFHA) has followed the t\ 
regional traffic issues, which include the increased truck traffic on Stoopville Road, out of . 
concern for the safety of its residents.: 

WHEREAS~ The EFHA seeks to do that which is in the interest of the safety of our 
residents first, while understanding the role of a regional plan for long-tenn development, 

THEREFORE, be it RESOLVED that the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association Board 
of Trustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, who are elected 
officials responsible to the citizens who elect them, to direct the township's engineer to 
conduct a study of potential traffic calming measures for StoopviHe Road This is a matter 
of Jong-tenn ·public policy and safety deserving discussion and resolution in this public 
forum at a reasonable time for members of the community to attend and be heard 

FURTHER, be it RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors should 
direct that a presentation on the study results be made at a regularly scheduled NTBS 
meeting within 60 days of this date, with sufficient notice being issued to toMJship 
residents. in advance of this presentation. 

Eagleton Fanns Homeowners Association Board of Trustees - July 9, 200 

r---........... . 
. ~~L- --· . :.. 
Debra L. Tate l/'1/()J- R 
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Exhibit VTI &# tj ~) 
Communications that focus on the traffic safety crisis and involve the Council Rock 
School District 

COUNCIL ROCK CORRESPONDENCE 

November 8, 2000 Letter from Chester Pogonowski (Chairman, Wrightstown Township 
Board of Supervisors) to Andrew Warren regarding the traffic safety crisis 
on Worthington 
Mill Road. 

"Over the past year, there has been a noticeable increase in the level of traffic 
using Worthington Mill Road In particular, the level of trucks going to and 
from the quarries in Wrightstown has increased. 

Given a number of horiznntal curves, the width of the rotu4 aJtd the ditch 
configuration, this speed limit {45 mph} is too high. Coupled with children 
waiting for school buses, we htwe the potential of a serious injury or death 
should a 11ehicle be unable to stop and hit a loaded sch.col bus. This is 
especially a problem between Swamp RD and Estates Courl where a number 
of near misses have been witnessed." 
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WRIGHTSTOWN TQWNSIDP, Bucks County, Pennsylv.utia 

738 Penns Park Road 
Wtightstowu, PA 18940-9662 
21.S-598-3.313 
215-598--0529 FAX 

Honorable Andrew L. Warren 
DiStrict Manager 
Pennsylvania Departm~t of Transportation 
7000 Geerdes Blvd. 

· · King of Prussia, PA I 9~6 

RE: Speed Limit Worthington Mm Road 

Dear Mr. Wazren: 

November 8, 2000 

Over the past year~ there has been a noticeable increase in the· level of traffic using 
Wonhlngton Mill Road. In particular,. the level of trucks going to and from the quarries in 
Wrightstown has increased. 

A nUJilber of residents have approached the Township concerning the speed limit on 
Worthington Mill Road between Swamp Road and Route 413. Cwrently, the speed limit is 
set at 45 MPH. Given a number of horizontal CUIV~ the width of the road, and di1ch 
con1i_guration, this speed limit is too high. Coupled with children waiting for school b~ 
we have the potential of a serious injury or death should a vehicle be unable to stop and hit a 
loaded school bus. Tnis is especially a problem between Swamp Road and F.sta!es Court · 
where a number of nesr misses have been witnessed. 

1 recognize that speed limit.enforcement is the responsibility of the municipality. 
However7 the Legislatuxe in its. infinite wisdom has limited local police departments from 
using radar as a deterrent. This means the Buckingham Police must use less accurate methods 
of detecting speeders. Evezyone mows this restriction which results in many motorists 
pushing the limit ofVascarand other speed monitoring systems. This m~ a ticket has little 
chances of standing up in ~ourt unless the violation is for speeds in excess of l 0 mites and in 
some cases as much as IS miles over the posted speed limit. 

Wrightstown Township is still trying to maintain its rural character. However, 
increased traffic throu~ our township is straining the ability of our resident to enjoy the 



Mr. A- L. warren November 8;2000 
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community in which they have chosen. We need your assistance to address these concen:s 
for the betterment of our residents without restricting the flow of traffic or the type of vehicles 
using our roads. 

Wrighrsto'llffl Township is once again requesting that you lower the speed limit to 35 
MPH on Worthington Mill Road. This is not the first time we have made this request and 
avrore of comments by your engineering department regarding the engineering suitability of 
the existing speed limit. But we are both aware that PennDOT has some latitude to relax 
these requirements if it so chooses_ That is specifically what we are asking here. 

We an;: hopeful that you will grant our request for a reduction in the speed limit. In 
consideration of that reques4 Wrightstown Township is prepared to install and maintain 35 
MPH signs afong those sections approve~ for the lower speed liinit and at those locations 
marked by your department 

On.behalf of the Board of Supervisors of Wrightstown Township~ we thank you for 
your quick and thoughtful consideration of this safety concern. Should you wish tn discuct9 
this further, please feel free to contact me throt.tg:h the To'WtlShip offices (215-598-3313, ext 
30) or through my place of employment (215-785-8042). . . 

Respectfully, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. 
WRIGHTSTOWN TOWNSHIP 

Ctud£/)~· 
Chester S. Pogonowski .. 
Chairman 

cc: Honorable David SteiL Representative 
Jane Magne, Supervisor· 
Allen Masenheimer, Supervisor 
Marcy Contl · 

'·-·z ...... ~ - ....... h• 
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R..R.T.S. 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Mr. William Burke 

PO BOX 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

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 for 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 1-95 daily. 
This 1.1-mile segment of roadway has 25 driveways, 28 access points, 9' wide travel 
Janes and no shoulders. Your school buses stop over 40 times in the travel Jane 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 to PennDOT. In 
another incident, which o~urred in September 2002, my husband and I 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 warning lights in an 
apparent attempt to alert the school bus driver and the children. We w~re 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 I heard the loudest jake braking sound I 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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more often then not result in death. We can all remember the truck that ran into the bank 
in Newtown, killing one woman and permanently debilitating another. We believe that 
the current situation on Worthington Mill RD is an accident waiting to happen. We also 
believe that Worthington Mill RD not only meets, but exceeds, the criteria set forth in 
PennDOT's Publication 201- Engineering and Traffic Studies, necessary to impose a 
truck restriction and reduce the speed limit to 35mph. As such, it is our contention that 
PennDOT has the justification, power and responsibility to do so in the interest of public 
safety. 

Your Board has ultimate responsibility for the safety of the students under its auspices, 
and I can tell you that your kids are in harm's way. We appeal to you to take a 
position as advocate for the safety of the children you transport, by writing a fetter 
to Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman, and Secretary of 
Transportation, Honorable Allen Biehfer, in support of a truck restriction and 
speed Jim it reductiC!n to 35 MPH on Worthington Mill Road."' This restriction would 
result in the Swamp Road quarry trucks using Pa Traffic Routes 232 and 413 to get to 
the Newtown Bypass, roads designed for this heavy truck traffic. As Worthington Mill 
Road is a sta.te road (lowest level road in the state road system and in other states 
would be .locally owned and controlled), Penn DOT in Harrisburg is currently reviewing 
the request to restrict trucks and reduce the speed limit to 35 MPH. 

I have attached a copy of a letter I sent to Deputy Secretary Hoffman after he attended a 
meeting at my home on May 1, 2003. (See attachment #2) Please note that Mr. Hoffman 
questioned whether the school district had weighed in on this situation and that is 
precisely what we ask of you today. 

We hope you find this serious safety issue of importance and send a fetter to the state 
as soon as possible. I would be happy to provide you with any additional information that 
you might be interested in. 

Thank you again for your time and consideration. I can be personally reached at my 
home address, which is 940 Worthington Mill RD, Newtown, PA 18940, ph 215-504-
5724, and fax 215-504-5726. 

Very truly yours, 

Marcy B. Conti 
Vice President 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Cc: 
Dr. Timothy Kifby, Superintendent of the Council Rock School District 
Jack Pinheiro, Supervisor of Pupil Transportation 



--·--····--·---·-*Perin DOT 

Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffman 
~ Keystone Building 
'1 400 North St. 

P.O. Box 3543 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-3543 

* PennDOT 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
Keystone Building 
400 North St. 
P.O. Box 3543 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3543 

Attachments: . 1. Worthington Mill Road Bus Stops 

2. May 19, 2003, Jetter to Gary Hoffman; Penn DOT Deputy 
Secretary of Highway Administration 
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Timothy F. Klrby, Ed.O. 
&!P~ 01' SCHoct:S 

TB.m-!ONE <Z1~ ~COO 
FM (tl!} ~1001 . 

'Mr. Gary Hoffinan 
PA Department of Transportation 
Keynonc Building 
400 N'Orth Street 
H.urisburg. PA 17120 

June 17, 2003 

Re: Worthington. .MW Road, Bucks County 

Deu Mr. Hoffinan: 

Re b-611: 0. *Aullm, pf; 
rmu;eTOR a: WS»IES.S 

·ACllAINIS'ffi&. TlOM 
'l"El.E'HO IE {'2 ! 6) ;-4+1 040 
. · FAX t:l1SJ t1LJ..W f 

I understand i'QW department k eurrectly conducting a traffic and ~fcty review of the 
aboye refin:Docd road. Tue safety of our .srudei:im is of paramOllllt importmee to the Council 
:Rod: School District. 

Worthington Mill Road has been designated by th~ ~artment of Transportation as a 
"hazardous" road for school cbildrt:t to wall: to ~l or to their b"t?S Stop. M. a result, we are 
requited to pick U!) and drop off students residing on Wi:nihington Mill Road in the traffic lana in. 
front Qf their houses. 

. Th<J attaaI Ilillilb« of~tions and number of d.i:ffett::ot Sehoob varies from yur to ye:ar. 
Duria.i the pt3$t several ynrz1 wo have averaged stopping 40 times per day on 1hls relatively short 
sttetcli of this Vlinding. nmow :ro.ad. While no accident bas occu:cred.. tbere ha.ye been many 
inddc::rts ci!:cd by aur Ow! drivers of~ heavy quarry~ almori '1>1owing by" the red light 
i;top arm. 

It is oci- p¢!ition that your department should ~pro-active atl.d at a minimum -reduce the 
$peed limit oo this read to 25 or 35 mph.. Worthlngton Mill !Wad under ~Mt conditions and 
~sta.nees requires ::i.dion to insum the stfety of oar students. 

Sincerely, 

~~F~ 
rm:iotbyP. Kirby, Bd.D. 
SuperintCl1det!t of Schools 

Mr. 'William Burke. President, CRSD Board of Directot! 



---

Mr. William Burke 

Robert C. G8:ynor 
13 Millers Road 

Newtown, PA 18940 
(21.5) 504-5249 

Council.Rock Schoo! Board President 
Chancellor Center 
30 North ChanceHor Street 
Newto~ PA 18940 

July 14, 2003 

Dear Mr. Burke: 

RE: Stoopville Road danger to school buses 

We are writing this letter to ask for your help and inform you of the danger present to our 
children (and aIJ school children) who ride on Council Rock school buses and traverse Stoopville 
Road. 

As you are aware, ·quarry trucks and other large commercial trucks and trailers use Stoopville· 
Road as a "short-cu~ from I-95 to quarries and businesses to tho north ofNewtown. As residents 
living in a sub-division off of StoopviUe Road, we constantly drive along (and cross) Stoopville 
Road daily. We see, first hand, the inability of these trucks to remain in their travelling lanes and 
fully stop at intersections. Ofte~ these quarry trucks do not even slow down at signed · 
intersections or red traffic lights. Th~e loaded trucks, which weigb 80,000 pounds, have had 
numerous near-misses with traffic on Stoopville Road. For exampl~ on Friday before 
Thanksgiving, 2002, at a foggy 8: 12 A.M~ a quany truck blew through the StoOpville-Eagle 
Roads intersection without slowing down. Foitunately, the quick action of a Newtown resident 
driver at that intersection prevented her from being flattened by this behemoth. Imagine the 
damage such an incident would have done if school had been in session and a bus had been at that 
intersection instead of a small car! · 

A crash with one of these trucks will, more often then not, result in death. We can all remember 
the truck that ran into the bank in Newtown, killing one woman and permanently debilitating 
another. We believe that the current situation on Stoopville Road is an aecidentwaitingto 
happen and are alanned that under the guise of safety, many have supported/proposed the 
widening and straight~ning of this residential road that trucks are diverted to. This has actually 
_resulted in even more truck traffic traveling at higher specdS and is clearly not the answer. 

The Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association passed a Resolution (dated July 9, 2003) which 
was presented to the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors at their Board meeting on July 9, 
2003 (Resolution attached). This Resolution asks the Newtown Township Supervisors to direct 
the township engineer to determine what 1raffic calming measures can be employed to make 
Stoopville Road safer and to present his findings to residents at a Board of Supervisors meeting 
within 60 days. · #1-. 't / 

I/3M 
We respectfully request that the Council Rock School Board urge the Supervisors to make a /-vi-) 
motion to act on ~is resoJution and fast-track review and implementation of traffic calming ~ 

r 
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measures along Stoopville Road. It is our hope that the Supervisors will make such a motion at 
the next Board of Supervisors meeting on July 23, 2003. Any correspondence you can initiate in 
support of.this action would be greatly appreciated an~ key to getting our children out of harm's 
way when traveling in b~es on this road. · · . . 

Since your School Board has the ultimate responsibility of protecting the safety ofits srudents, we 
also appeal to you, as an advocate for your students' safety, to go on record in a Jetter to Deputy 
Secretary of Transportatio~ Gary Hoffinan, in which you make your concerns known about the 
dangerous traffic condition along Stoopville Road.* 

We understand that you have made your traffic concerns known to Mr. Hoffinan about another 
road in the Council Rock district (Worthington Mill Road). As PennDOT is interested in the 
position of the school district where safety is concerned, we believe that your input on the 
Stoopville Road dangers would have a positive impact on protecting the health, safety and 
welfare of our children. 

We hope that you (as we, and all other parents) find this serious safety issue one that has been 
ignored for too Jong. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Very truly your;:./Jy1;/ ' 

/ljf!$£Jj;/Yt?/J 
Roliert C. Gaynor ~ 
Representative of Eagleton farms 

• Mr. Gary Hoffman, P.E. . 
Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 3541 
Keystone Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3541 

CC: Dr. Timothy Kirby; Superintendent, Council Rock Schoof District 
Jack Pinheiro; Council Rock Supervisor of Pupil Transportation 



RESOLUTION OF 

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE 

EAGLETON FARMS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

The Eagleton f'nnns f lomeowners Association Board of Trustees, 
this 9th day of July, 2003, does, 

by a unanimous vote, hereby resolve the following: 

WHEREAS this Board has been designated as th~ representative body of Eagleton Fanns, 
an association of homeowners consisting of Seventy Four (74) homes, 

WHEREAS, this community is bordered on its south side by Stoopville Road and on its 
east side by Eagle Road, 

WHEREAS, The Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association (EFHA) has followed the 
regional traffic issues, whit;h include the increased truck traffic on Stoopville Road, out of 
concern for the safety of iti; residents, 

WHEREAS .. The EFHA seeks to do that which is in the interest of the safety of our 
residents first, while understanding the role ofa regional plan for long-tenn devefopment, 

THEREFORE, be it RESOLVED that the Eag!etqn Farms Homeowners Association Board 
of Trustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, who are elected 
officials responsible to the citizens who elect them~ to direct the township's.engineerto 
conduct" a study ofpotentfaJ traffic calming measures for Stoopville Road This is a matter 
of1ong-tenn public. policy and safety deserving discussion and resolution in this public 
forum at a reasonable time for members of the community to attend and be heard. 

FURTHER, be it RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors should 
direct that a presentation on the study ~uJts be made at a regularly scheduled NTBS 
meeting within 60 days of this date~ with sufficient notice being issued to toWriship 
residents. in advance of this.presentation. · 

Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association Board of Trustees~ July 9 .. 200 

--· - =-
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COUNCIL ROCK SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ADMINISTRATION & BUSINESS OFFIC~ 

The ChMCellor Center 

TIMOlliY F. KIRBY. Elf..O. 
6UPEffiNTCNDENT OF SCHOOLS 

Governor Edward Reridell 
Main capitol Bw1ding 
E'arrisbu~PA 17120-3006 

30 ~ Chancs-llor Street 
Newtown. t:A 18940 

Matcl:t 30, 2004 

iEl.E.PHOJ.IE {215"} ~1000 
l'AX(Z1$)944•1W! 

RE: Worthington .Mill Road, Wrightstbwn T<rw.n.ship, Bue.ks Critmt"f, PA 

Dear. Oovemor R~ll: 

I would like to bring to your Aftentiatt a safety issue regarding the safe 
transportation Qf 0111' school students. 'Thi$ situation involves providing safe bus 
transportaiion for our student! on th~ ahove.-referenccd road. 

Worthingt.on Mill Road has been designated by the Department ofTrafi.Sportation 
as a hazardous road for school '11ildren to walk to School or to their bus stop, As a result, 
we arc n:quired ta pick up and drop oft students residing on. W otthin&10Jl Mill Road in 
1he traffic lane in from of their homes. DtJiing the pasts~ y~ we have ~ernged 
stopping 40 tim.~ per day on thi~ 1.1 ·tnile section of winding. mu:row, mi.nnr collector 
road. 

Our ~sttation bas received many report! of qu.iu:ry t:ruclc.s passing stopped 
school buses from. our drivers, scho<>l studGJlts, mid parents. The 34,000 lb. to 80,000 lb. 
trucb often arc unable to stop in tfme. Parema ofscllool students presented me wi!h 
Videotape of70 heavytruekS traveling Worthillgton Mill from 8:00 a.m. to 9!00 a...~ on 
January 13, 2004, when anr buses were 1'lllll1ing. The potemial for a tragic accident is 
clear a00 ~Mt. 

We :find it difficalt tD tmderstand why this .high vohune of heavy truck traffic 
would be diverted omo $ucll an inappropriste road. rt is cle3rly a.P_Pan'Jnt fu:1m 'lhe 
pi~ and "Videos. that this road is ~uatc for COtri.merclal truck traffic. Worthington 
Mill Road under its present circamstartces requires immediate action to cmw-e the: ~a.fery 
of our studem. -



" Gxh lb if ~'rr",....... ___ ...__ _____ ,,, ________ _ 
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The C.ouoci1 Rock Schoo~ District would support a truck ban on thi! 1.1-mile 
segment of Worthington :Mill 'Road between Swamp Road and RoutQ 413 in the inteteSt 
of the sa.f~y ¢f Q'l11' school students and bus drivers. In additi~ it is obvio-aS that the 
principal arterial highwaY! in the aIU are fat safi:r and appropriate roads for this high 
volume ofhea.'V)' industrial truck traffic. 

We request your personal Sild linmediate involvement in resolving this safety 
issn~ before a tragic accident _occurs• 

Sincewly,. 

tf~Y-44 
Timothy P. Kfiby, I!d.O. 
Superintendont of Scllools 

TFKltm 
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Township of LoWer Makefield 
tf11~ ~ ·-·~·····--··· 

February 10, 2004 

.. 
Honorable David J. Steil 
Pennsylvania State Representative 
8 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Frank J. Fazzalora, Chairman 
Norman F. Stafnthorpe, Vice-chairman 
Scott I. Fegley, Secretaryffreasurer 
Grace M. Godshafk, Supervisor 
Steven J. Santarsiero, Supervisor 

RE: STOOPVILLE ROAD 
REHABILITATION PROJECT 

Dear Representative Steil: 

The Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors is stro:n,gly opposed 
to the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project in Newtown Township. 

The Supervisors feel it is critical that industrial traffic be channeled to 
the Newtown Bypass and that the rehabilitation of Stoopville Road will 
only prove to further invite large truck traffic through residential 
neighborh_oods at higher speeds. 

All state and municipal officials should recognize that commercial traffic 
is best suited for the higher level roads in our region, that is, PA Traffic 
Routes 413, 232, 332, Newtown Bypass and Principal Arterial Highway, 
Swamp Road which is the location of the four industrial quarries. 

Your pe~severance in working toward amicable solutions to regional 
traffic problems is commendable and sincerely appreciated by the Board 
of Supervisors and the residents of Lower Makefield Township. 

TSF:ms 

Terry S. Fedorchak 
Township Manager 

d..3~/ 37rJ-

00 EDGEWOOD ROAD 
.i:in1 i=v PA 1onl':7.1F:OF\ 

TERRY S. FEDORCHAK 

Townshio Manaoer 

(215) 493-3646 
FAX: (215) 493-3053 



a . 

cc: Scott Petri, State Representative 
. Tommy Tomlinson, State Senator 
.Joseph Conti, State Senator .. 
Bucks County Commissioners ·· · 
Board of Supervisors 
State Trl;Ulsportation Commission 
Andy Warren, PennDOT 
Delaware Valley Regional.Planning Commission 

.~· . 
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Township of Lower Makefield- · 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Frank J. Fazzalore, Chairman 

May 25, 2004 

Pete Stainthorpe, Vice-Chairman 
Scott I. Fegley, Secretary/Treasurer 
Grace M. Godshalk, Supervisor 
Steven J. Santarsiero, Supervisor 

John Coscia, Executive Director 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
The Bourse Building 8th Floor 
111 S. Independence Mall, East 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Dear Mr. Coscia: 

RE: STOOPVILLE ROAD 
REHABILITATION PROJECT 

Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors is pleased to note that 
the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project is not included on the draft 
Transportation Improvement Plan, and we are writing to urge that any 
requests to modify that aspect of the draft TIP be denied. 

The Supervisors feel it is critical that industrial traffic be channeled to 
the Newtown 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 i~rPA Traffic 
Routes 413, 232, 332, Newtown Bypass and Swamp Road which is the 
location of the four industrial quarries. 

Your favorable consideration of this request is appreciated. 

TSF:ms 

1100 EDGEWOOD ROAD 

Sincerely, 

ify_{J 
Teny S. Fedorchak 
Township Manager 

c?Z 3 07.;L 

TERRY S. FEDORCHAK (215) 493-3646 
V/\01""\I C::V OA 'i<"if\C:"T .;ar.a C/\V• 1"1C:\ AO'l.'ll'\C:'l 
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cc: Board of Supervisors 
Joseph Conti, State Senator 
Tommy Tomlinson, State. Senator 
David Steil, State Representative 
Scott Petri, State Representative . 
State Transportation Commission 
And:y: Warren, PennDOT 
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Recent crash/incident history involving heavy commercial traffic in our region 

August 3, 2000 

October 16, 2000 

Accident where an empty quarry truck killed one woman, permanently 
injured another woman, and went through the wall of a bank. 
The August 4, 2000 Bucks County Courier Times article, entitled Runaway 
truck kills woman and crashes into bank. stated, "A woman was killed and two 
people were injured yesterday morning when a thlmp trnck plowed into two 
cars on Eagle Road /Newtown Township], then slammed through the wall of 
the First Union Bank at the Village of Newtown Shopping Center." 

The woman who was kiIIed was driving. a large automobile and the woman who 
was permanently injured was in a small compact car. This incident exemplified 
the danger and damage that occurs when a quarry truck goes out of control. 
Because of the nature of these vehicles (empty weight= 20,000 lbs., loaded 
weight= 80,000 lbs.), truckers should be encouraged to take Swamp Road 
(shortest route) to the Newtown Bypass, a four-lane, limited-access, divided 
highway built specifically for commercial traffic. These behemoth trucks 
should be kept out of residential areas. 

~ate this quote from AAA World, March/April, 1999: 

"Keep in mind that trucks typically weigh 20 to 40 times as much as passenger 
cars. 
Automobiles are extremely vulnerable ~hen they collide with a large trnck. 
The collision hetw!!~n an 80,0.00-pOJmd truck and a 2000-pound car is similar 
to taking a sledgehammer to an empty tin can. 98 PERCENT OF PEOPLE 
KILLED IN TWO-VEHICLE CRASHES INVOLVING A CAR AND A 
LARGE TRUCK ARE TIIE AUTO OCCUPANTS." 

Accident between a gasoline tanker and loaded gravel truck on Taylorsville 
Road in Upper Makefield Township. 
The October 17, 2000 Bucks County Courier Times article, entitled Crash spills 
fuel near canal. stated, "A gasoline tanker and loaded gravel truck [weighing 
72,000 lbs.] collided yesterday on Taylorsville Road in Upper Makefield tearing 
a hole in the tanker truck and spewing 1200 gallons of fuel onto the road. 
Eleven tons of gravel were tossed into the woods from the other truck near the 
Delaware Canal." 

This incident exemplified the danger and damage that occurs when a quarry 
truck goes out of control. Because of the nature of these vehicles (empty 
weight= 20,000 lbs., loaded weight= 80,000 lbs.), truckers should be 
encouraged to take Swamp Road (shortest route) to the Newtown Bypass, a 
four-lane, limited-access, divided highway built specifically for commercial 
traffic. These behemoth trucks should be kept out ofresidential areas. 



October 31, 2002 

November 1, 2002 

Fatal accident between a quarry truck and automobile on Windy Bush 
Road,Solebury Township. 
The November 1, 2002 Bucks County Courier Times article, entitled Woman 
killed in collision with dump truck. stated, " A 49-year-old New Hope woman 
was killed yesterday morning when the car she was driving collided with a 
dump truck on Windy Bush Road near Pidcock Creek Road in Solebury ... A 
load of stone spilled onto the roadway ... ,, 

The woman who was killed was driving a small compact car. This incident 
exemplified the danger and damage that occurs when a quarry truck goes out of 
control. 

* "Fatalities from large trucks have increased approximately 10% 
from 1995 -1998. Trucks with a gross weight more than 10,000 
lbs., account for a disproportionately large share of traffic deaths 
based on miles traveled. 

People in passenger vehicles are especially vulnerable in collisions 
with large trucks because of the vast difference in weight between 
cars and large trucks." 

*Quotation from the Washington D.C. based organization, 
Advocates for Highway & Auto Safety 

Email from Sue Herman to the Lower Makefield Township Supervisors 

"DearScott, Wes, Grace, Pete and Frank, 
I am sad to refer you to.thefron~ page of the BUCKS section in today'sr 
Courier Times. The article is entitled, Solebury- Woman killed in collision 
with dump truck. 

This sad event drives home the point made in this quote: 

'Keep in mind that trucks typically weigh 20 to 40 times as much as passenger cars. Automobiles are 
extremely vulnerable when they collide with a large truck. The collision between an 80,000-pound truck 
and a 2000-pound car is similar to taking a sledgehammer to an empty tin can. 98 PERCENT OF 
PEOPLE KILLED IN TWO-VEHICLE CRAS!IES INVOLVING A C4R "AND A LARGE TRUCK ARE 
THE AUTO OCCUPANTS.'-
AAA World, March/April 1999 

April 21, 2003 

These trucks are given the opportunitv to choose Lindenhurst Rd. and travel 
· at outrageous speeds 2417 rather than using the Bypass, a (our-lane limited 
access divided highway built specificallv (or such commercial traffic. The 
Bvuass is where this traffic belongs. 

I look fon11ard to the 1U4 BOS meeting where we will discuss this critical 
matter." 

A 200 lb. truck tire flies into a back yard along Lindenhurst Road. 



May 5, 2003 

__ r;x_, 31 . Y:a_~LYJ __ 
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors meeting where Sherry 
Yesilsoy presented the Board with written documentation regarding a tire 
incident that happened to her neighbor. · 
The Board suggested that this document be included with the information to be 
reviewed at the meeting with the Secretary ofTransp.ortation. 
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C>n April 21, 2003 G. Magilton@ 1705 Powderhorn Dr. was working in his backyard 
en he thought he heard thunder. The 'thunder' turned out to be a 200lb truck tire . 

9:J wheel that had been jettisoned by a passing vehicle and landed in his Backyard.(!!;~ 
Jitial investigation revealed that the tire had be~n jettisoned by a vehicle traveling r 

;outh on· Lindenhurst Road. The tire traveled across the opposing fane of traffic where 
t struck t'he curb, bounced into the air and 'new approximately 40 ft~ coming to rest in 
be middle of his backyard. While investigating the tire that landed in the backyard, a 
econd - matching - jettisoned tire was discovered IOOft further north on another 
esident's backvard burm. 

"' 

ower Makefield police have been to the scene and have created an Incident Report. It is a miracle that 
>persons or vehicles we~e caught in the path of this massive debris . 

. ·:.-: ,. 
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R.R.T.S. 

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

Mr. Gary Hoffman, P.E. 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aol.com 

. Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
Keystone Building 
·400 North St., atn Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0095 

Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

April23,2004 

RE: Written Comment Submission for the Regional Traffic Meeting 
held at Bucks County Community College on April 22, 2004 

Dear Mr. Hoffman and Representative Steil, 

Thank you for accepting these written comments that I understand will become part of 
the record for the regional traffic meeting. While I do not believe Representative Steil 
publicly announced that written comments would be accepted for one week after the 
meeting, several residents overheard him telling me this at the end of the meeting. We 
thank you for the opportunity. 

Although I was disappointed. that Representative Steil denied me permission to show 
two brief videos during my public comment, I appreciated that he retrieved them from me · 
after the meeting and said they would be included in the summary of the meeting. 

Video submissions 

• Submitted a CD that contains 3 videos entitled Bypass;ng the Bvoass, 
CBSl1<YW3 Newscast, and Truck Danger on Worthington Mill Road. See Exhibit I. 

(Note that 90% of the commercial traffic turns off the Newtown Bypass onto Lindenhurst 
Road, the first feg of a residential route that literally "bypasses the Bypassn. The residential 
route is comprised of Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads.} 

• Submitted a CD entitled FOX 29 Newscast: Using rail to haul stone from the Swamp 
Road quarries. See Exhibit II. 

,l.'l1i21J:: t J_ ?OJ 
~xh-1b/t:s f1J b~ ~de-11.ire;.~fd 4>) 5teills ~fhcfae- ()/l 
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Recommendation to engage a consultant to do a regional study for planning 

Mr. Hoffman suggested the townships engage a consultant to do a regional study for 
planning and said dollars are available through the Delaware Valley Regional Planning 
Commission (DVRPC); federal funding is available. 

The Townships must engage a consultant who is outside the Bucks County 
umbrella of politics, or an OBJECTNE regional plan will be unattainable. History 
has shown that the players under the Bucks County umbrella of politics make 
transportation decisions based upon self-interest and political agendas, in total disregard 
for the safety of the citizenry at large {See Exhibit JJr , Abbreviated historical accounting 
of manipulation of truck traffic). 

Who falls under the Bucks County umbrella of politics? 

• Senator Joseph Conti: In spite of attending a public traffic meeting at Lower 
·Makefield Township (LMT) in 1999 and pledging to make the truck traffic problem his 

#1 priority, he has shown a lack of leadership on this issue. In a recent Courier 
Times article {Exhibit · ;ll ) he claimed about all he can do is "cajole" local officials to 
do the right thing. 

RRTS comment: This statement is ioconsistent with the fact that state senators 
and representatives are ·deeply involved with transportation issues throughout our 
state and country. RRTS has developed a relationship with the Delaware Valley 
Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC)* and it is apparent that the transportation 
wishes of state senators and state representatives greatly influence planning 
decisions in the region. Senator Conti's lack of action on the truck issue speaks 
volumes about his disinterest in protecting the safety of the citizenry at large. 

• Representative David Steil: 
1) When LMT requested taking over Lindenhurst Road from PennDOT in the 

interest of protecting its citizenry (November 2002), Representative Steil 
interfered. The tumback was denied, the only road tumback that Penn DOT 
District 6 has denied in 1 O years I 

2) In response to RRTS members' request to have stone moved by rail, 
Representative Steil is quoted in the Bucks County Courier Times article in 
Exhibit ;:l11; as saying, "The DVRPC did a small study on trains and said the 
idea didn't even merit a full study ... The economics do not look very good." 

*See Exhibit .:vz:;. new DVRPC CD entitled Creating Tomorrow Today, DVRPC 

ct,¥! /37rJ.-
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The article also states, "Steil who agreed it [movement of stone] is a· 'real problem', 
also conceded that there is little that can be done. Trains are uneconomical. Trucks 
cannot be barred from state roads because the owners pay taxes. And improving 
Swamp Road so fully loaded quarry trucks can use it instead of Stoopville and 
Lindenhurst Roads merely shifts the traffic elsewhere, he [Representative Steil] 
said." 

3) He maintains that "quarry trucks and college students don't mix" and his actions 
and words support this bias. He sends the mes5age to residents that quarry trucks 
and elementary school buses do mix and threatens to further endanger travelers 
along Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads (a residential route with 
over 7,000 residents and 155 access points, most residential driveways), by his 
obvious support of the Stoopvil/e Road Rehabilitation Project (rather than traffic 
calming). 

In Exhibit :ElJt. Representative Steil stated," ... I would note that no resident of 
Newtown Township has contacted me concerning this project fStoopvil/e Road 
Rehabilitation Projectf."' Rep. Steil wrote this letter in response to RRTS' letter dated 
216104 (Exhibit~ which speaks of several near misses between school buses 
and quany trucks along the residential route and asks him to reject the Stoopville 
Rehab. Project in all forums. Rep. Steil wrote a 2127/04 letterto the DVRPC (Exhibit 
_A) which states,n I believe that DVRPC should make no decision regarding the 
improvements until we have had an opportunity to work with all of the impacted 
townships in developing some form of regional traffic plan." His failure to oppose the 
Stoopville Rehab. Project is consistent with the message he has given members of 
the public, that maybe not now, but som~ay, this project's time will come. · 

4)We find it unconscionabl~ that Rep. Steil hastily dismissed the railroad option for 
hauling stone and that he did not publicly support the "Suggested Detour Signsn that 
PennDOT Harrisburg posted in the interest of public safety. 

5) Representative Steil denied that a NO CONNECTOR ROAD CLAUSE (that would 
prevent a road being built through the CAU parking lot) was intended to be an 
integral part of LMT's requirements when LMT was negotiating an 
"Intergovernmental Agreement" with Newtown Township. 

6)The initiative to route high volumes of industrial traffic through ever-developing 
residential areas supports our belief that Representative Steil is not a qualified 
engineering professional and his actions and positions are not based on sound 
engineering practices. He has never supported encouraging the higher level traffic 
to use the higher level roads. 

RRTS comments: How hard should residents have to work to be heard by their 
state and local governments? It is our opinion that it would never be appropriate to 
further jeopardize the safety of over 7,000 residents who live along the residential 
route [by doing the Stoopville Road Rehab. Project], residents who voted Rep. Steil 
into office to protect their health, safety and welfare. 

Bucks County Planning Commission (BCPC) Board: After compelling 
presentations by residents and RRTS AGAINST the Stoopville Road Rehab. Project 

~itP-p'JrJ-
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and FOR Traffic Calming Measures (LMT's #1 priority TIP project was Traffic 
Calming for_Lindenhurst Road), this Board voted to send the Stoopvil/e Road Rehab. 
Project forward to the DVRPC in the TIP process rather than the Traffic Calming 
Projects submitted for Lindenhurst, Stoopville.and Worthington Mill Roads. 

There is pressure in our region to upgrade the functional classification of Stoopville 
Road from a minor collector road to a Principal Arterial Highway. If this happens, 
Stoopville Road will no longer qualify for traffic calming measures. We fear the 
BCPC will attempt tojustify this change when it revises the federal functional 
classification of roadways, a process. that is currently underway per the DVRPC. We 
implore the BCPC NOT to upgrade the classification of this road. Traffic calming is 
essential to this road· being used in a manner that is consistent with the high level of 
residential development the townships have placed there. 

RRTS comments: RRTS questioned why the BCPC guidelines for the TIP Public 
Hearing forbid showing of CD's. The answers we got point to it being an arbitrary 
decision (likely politically motivated) that was inconsistent with the State 
Transportation Commission guidelines for public participation in the TIP process. It 
was important for this Board to see 90% of commercial traffic in the region turning off 
the Bypass onto the residential route;..as this may have strongly influenced their 
decision. RRTS showed this CO at the State Transportation Commission Public 
Meeting and the picture saved a thousand words. 

In its oral and written testimony to this Board [and to the State Transportation 
Commission], RRTS stated, " PennD.OT's District 6 must take responsibility for its 
part in creating this public safety~Hr6ngh 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 [and previous Bucks County 
Commissioner], Mr. Warren naturally has many ties and the divisive nature of the 
traffic problems here demand a non,..aligned 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." 

RRTS maintains that it is a disservice that PennDOT has assigned a prior Bucks 
County Commissioner to be District Administrator of this region. It is license for 
Mr. Warren to conduct himself as a politician without the residents ever getting the 
opportunity to vote him in or out. 

• Andrew Warren, District Administrator for Penn DOT District 6: At the 4/22/04 
regional meetin~, Mr. Warren was disingenuous when h~ characterized Swamp 
Road as an "18 century stage-coach Indian trair. For most of the 30+ years that 
the road was restricted to loaded quarry trucks, empty quarry trucks used it, 
demonstrating that it was truck-worthy. If there are deficiencies that exist on this 
road, Mr. Warren should be embarrassed rather than brazen, as he has played a 
part in leaving them unaddressed. ' 

;_tf.3/ 31fJ-
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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 to 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 Deeember, 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 who 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 Harrisburg, 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 regularly 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, give·n that 
Penn DOT 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, tiave a 
strong influence 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 quarries. 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 take a 
position. 

It was astounding how swiftly this issue was catapulted back under the umbrella of 
Bucks County politics. It is now questionable wh~er 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 current 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, slowfy but surely, in the guise of making the road· 
"safer", paving the way for a Bypass along the residential route. 



The Newtown Twp. Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors refused to 
include traffic calming measures in the project description, despite outcries from 
residents who live along Stoopville Road. (See Exhibit :15!., an Eagleton Farms 
Homeowners Association resolution, and Exhibitj(I[,, letter from a representative of 
Eagleton Farms to th¥p~gtnt;~~t~ cg~~Rock School district.) 

This Boar~ehementl(opposed PennDOT's posting of the uSuggested Detour 
Signsn. [N"ttvt"w~ 'f'w1,] 

A 1988 Newtown 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 th~ time, nothing was done until 
2002. A closed -loop traffic 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~ass which results 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 Harrisburg's posting of the "Suggested Detour Signsn. 

Wrightstown Township commissioned Pickering, Carts and Summerson, Inc. to do 
an engineering study of Swamp Road in 1995. The draft copy of the study is entitled 
Engineering Study for Safetv 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 1995 Wrightstown Township study identified the culvert south of Worthington 
Mill Road as being in wors.e condition than the culvert north of Worthington Mill 
Road, yet the northern culvert was selected 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 ratherthan the Principal Arterial Highways and PA Traffic Routes iri the region. 

~"..s I .W-:::. 
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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 Lindenhur5t Road tumback. 

RRTS comment: IT IS TIME FOR ALL TOWNSHIPS TO STOP GAME PLAYING 
AND POLITICAL JOCKEYING WHEN THE HEAL TH, 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 
governments 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 issu·es 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? 

Pursuing the railroad for hauling aggregate from the Swamp Road quarries 

Given the past misuse of power in the region regarding transportation issues, how can 
this option receive an objective review? It was interesting to hear Mr. Pogonowski 
express his concern that rail might be used to haul stone 2417 to western 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 Turnpike Interchange Project, a 10-12 year construction project. 

As mentioned earlier, the Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors approved the last 
Eureka Quarry 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. 

d-J/ fr> la P
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Thank you again for the opportunity to submit written comment that will be included as 
testimony for this meeting. 

CC: Unites States Congressman, James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell . 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 

~ State Transportation Commission ·f 
State Senator, Joe Conti . 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 
State Representative, Scott Petri 
Bucks County Commissioner, Char1es Martin 
Bucks County Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Milfer 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 
Andrew Warren; District Administrator, PennDOT District 6 

~ DVRPC Board 
~ Regional Transportation Committee * Regional Citizens Committee 
'W! Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 

'#:' Lower Makefield Township Board of Super\tisors 
>IE- Wrightstown Township Board of Supervisors * Upper Makefield Township Board of Supervisors * Northampton Township Board of Supervisors 

Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Timothy Kirby 
Pennsbury School Board President, Linda Palsky 
Pennsbury School Superintendent, Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
Bucks County Courier Times 
Yardley News 
Advance . 
Philadelphia Inquirer · · . . * /2L;ber-t Grunme,ie.r; ~P../r~, buds &vn~ //MJ.111'r;1 ~mm/~1i1 ~t:Jtt.rd- :.~ 
/...If 1'!11- ,811.>Ji j /§)(U.11'11VL. ]) tri!-a.hr, .B11cJ<.s 84,,,,-1-y f'/a.;m1'}4 (},J,,,,,,,S414'1 . t 

1f'"C!})1' t5.fb'l:f'ftJ l!)uir/rman mlr ~ 'f'1L &mm1ss1011 1 .8~L tJr t!.1;,,,m~f-tu 
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There is a long history of misuse of power, when it comes to traffic planning in our 
region. Consider these points: 

~ 

• For over 30 years PennDOT District 6 and local and state officials have manipulated 
the quany truck traffic to keep loaded. quany trucks off Swamp Road. This was 
accomplished through a series of weight restrictions that were systematically placed 
on culverts along the road. (There are 4 quarries on this Principal Arterial Highway 
with 100+ years of quany life remaining. Swamp Road becomes the Newtown 
Bypass just 3 miles southeast of the quarries). 

• The 1998 map enµtled PennDOTs Truckers Guide to Pennsylvania does not show 
Swamp Road between Worthington Mill Road and the Newtown Bypass. RRTS 
questions how and why Swamp Road (a Principal Arterial Highway that connects . 
1-95 to Doylestown, the county seat) disapp_ears from this map and yet Worthington 
Mill Road and other minor residential collector roads appear on this map (Exhibit IV). 
This segment of Swamp Road is also missing on the 1997/98 Official Transportation 
and Tourism Map distributed by Representative Steil's office. RRTS was later told 
by PennDOT Harrisburg that this map serves as the base map for all other PennDOT 
maps. (VVe understand from PennDOT Harrisburg that the section of Swamp Road 
between_ Worthington Mill Road and the Newtown Bypass now appears on the 
current publications of these maps.) 

• RRTS members have worked thousands of hours in their efforts to mitigate the 
dangerous traffic conditions that have existed on Worthington Mill, Stoopville and 
Lindenhurst Roads as a direct result of truck traffic being diverted from Swamp 
Road. They have lobbied Federal and state politicians, the BCPC and the DVRPC in 
an effort to get funding and implementation of the full Swamp Road improvements 
recommended by Urban Engineers. It is thanks to residents that full safety 
improvements Yfill finally be made to Swamp Road in 2008 (timetable per 
Mr. Hoffman), something that politicians and PennDOT District 6 have neglected to 
do for over 30 years, despite public outcry over safety concerns on the roacl. 
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By JAMES ~-\ '~ . · . · ~'.'.-~els ~ dl1twing .nio~ f;rµck #8lnc·" ~d;"b~tl don'P~ .~ authori- "fm asking.for yciur support." School bus [on Stoopvillf ~ ,Ju-
COURIER Tltl' · .; ~ .. and .PJ:eSElilting a oo.Dger'to·~i- fytotelllOcaloffii i.aattodo. Someresidentsfearthatthesuper- pleyears," he said. ) 

'Asalm\ .rre~t:mgaboqt' oontS.":!:·'.·! . · · . ~ .. , · '~bout all I <:.__do is cajole visors'plantowidenStoopvillewould Tuuching on other topics, Conti 
half themunu;ipalltiesJnBucks; stare : ·: •i:n partiCulru; the crowd of about them;" said Conti. whose district turn the road "into another bypas&" · said gambling legislation "is just a 
Sen. Joe Conti has a lot ci influence. ·! oo.cited StOOl>ville alid Wrightstown · runs from Tullytown to ~eton . Those in the audience contended matter to time," adding that a vote 
· However, at a town meeting last · nJad$. Besi®s Newtown .Tovmshlp,· . ~hip in Upper Bucks. · that quarry truckers are using could come in Mai\ He noted that 
night, Conti, R-10, CQnceded ~t, , residents. of Ne~own .Borough, Conti was responding to several Stoopville and Wrightstown roads gaming Proceeds, along with a sue-

. when it comes to local issues, munic· Wrightstown and {]ppeli ~~Id . remarks from the· aucijence about rather than the Newtown Bypass to cessful referendum placing more 
· ipal officials hold sway;· At issue was townships. 'Were ~ikid. 'to. tile. Ses- .: local highy,ray safetlt reach Inti:rstate ~· · emphasis on income taxes over real 

. · thedangerthetrucktraffic:lsimpos- . sionheldatthetownshi1ftnuniciJ!81 · "I'm disgusted with the people Widenmgtheroad would make it estate taxes, would benefit property 
ingonlocalroads. . .buildingonRoute413~ '" : ; : : [Newtoi.yn Township supervisors] "quick, fast and dangerous,u said a owners. 

Some in the audien~ said that . "I've had so~ close ~ on who sit .at that. podiwn,'" said. Ed man who !1id not give his ~e. "My Jim sianton, a rreelance writer, can be 
the improvement of neighborhood those. roads, too,. _Conti: told the · Maseda; · wbo lives on Stoopville. daughter JS going to be waiting for a reached at nsws@phillyBurbs.com. 
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lo CAL HEWS 

Quarry trucks, air quality at ~sue 

Train tr.ansit of rock for the connector project is too costly. Additional 
air studies also were discussed 

By RICK MARTINEZ 
Courier Times 
.E:.!m.il 

This is a story about a ch~hoo train that thinks it can move quarried stone from 
Wrightstown to Lower Bucks. 

The operators of the Ivyland-New Hope Railroad told state Rep. Dave Steil, R- 31, that 
they want the job of taking hundreds of quarry trucks offlocaJ roads while the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike is being linked with Interstate 95. 

But this is a modem fairy tale. And instead of everybody living happily ever after, the 
millions of dollars it would take to build loading stations at the quarries make railroad 
cars replacing trucks a very unlikely scenario. · J!t· 

b. -'? 
!'The DVRPC [Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission] did a small study on ~ ~'-.: 
trains and said the idea didn't even merit a full study," said Steil. "The economi!=s do ... '-."\.QJ _ ~ . 
not look very good." . · d I lb ~ .. ..['-. 6 fr{N'tch. ...,, ;..oc . . 0 ..J_V' 
Lower Makefield residents ue Herman and Leonard Franckowiak took the news 
bravely. The two spoke at riday's Community Economic Impact Review Group on a 
subject that has been largely absent from years of debate about the turnpike project: the 
concerns of people Jiving above Route I. . ·. · 

; 

Herman and Franckowiak asked that Lower and Upper Makefield, Newtown 
Township, Nortb.ampton and Wrightstown be included in the environmental study 
being conducted by the turnpike commission. Barring that possibility, they want a 
second environmental· study that would include ·those five townships. 

Herman said people in those towns ~ particularly concerned with trucks moving rock 
from Wrightstown quarries to concrete factories in Lower Bucks during the 12-year 
construction period beginning in 2005. 

I 
.SEARCH ~ · "The movement of all this stone through our streets would be devasiating to our way of 

life," said Herman, who lives off Lindenhurst Road. . 

. · .. · !~~~¥.~l~: ::::. who agreed it is a "real problem," also conceded that there is little that can be $!/
3

z;i_ ·~t ·. J 

.. t .. .J • • \.il .lj._, i / f ,,,,: :-...1:!7~ • ....... " 

',. 'i-: ... :...:.::.::__ Trains are uneconomical. Trucks cannot be baircd from state roads because the owners ~ 
-~ pay taxes. And improving Swamp Road so fully loaded quarry trucks can use it instead '--A 
~ of StoopviJle and Lindenhurst roads merely shifts the traffic elsewhere, he said. 1%1, /,fl.. fa.& 
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Tell a friend about 

"Our approach .fs to try anctmake roads as safe as we can," said Steil, wtfoscfdistrict 
includes Upper and Lower Makefield, Newtown Township and Borough, Yardley and 
Wrightstown. 

The legislator said the situation could be helped by more speed checks - possibly 
including the first-ever use of radar by local police - and increasing safety checks and 
weight checks of quarry trucks. " 

this story! '-.... h 
Yots Friend's N~ ~ Plus, Stoopvi!Ie Road will be widened and Swamp Road probably will be straightened 
f and widened. Steil said improvements to the Newtown Bypass would make tha_! 

, · highway the most palatable route for trucks - and would avoid IOC31 roads. o 
Yots Friends E-mail . ft9UJ d o-fhe',t qe-t -th ere. : . 
f Another issue was th~P.ossibility of an independent air qu!iHtyl study of the turnpike 
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project area. 

In September, the federal Environmental Protection Agency told the Federal Highway 
Administration that it would be OK to fund the turnpike project because it wouldn't · 
cause any significant increases in air pollution in the Philadelphia area. · 

That's not to say the project wouldn't result in more vehicles, more emissions, and 
therefore, more ozone polJution, as Bensalem activist Alex Udowenko pointed out. It is 

· just to say that when the turnpike c~ector and two dozen other transportation projects 
in the Philadelphia area are taken together, they will not increase air pollution beyond 
EPA standards, said Marcia Spink, associate director of the EPA air programs. 
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I;\ DAVID J. STEIL, MEMBER 
'fl 31ST LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT 

2 NORTH STATE STREET 
NEWTOWN, PA 18940 
PHONE (215) 968-3975 

FAX(215) 968-4674 

HOUSE POST OFF1CE BOX 202020 
ROOM427, IRVISOFFJCE BUILDING 

MAIN CAPITOL BUILDING 
HARRISBURG, PA 17120-2020 

PHONE(717)m-5396 
FAX(717)787-7529 

DSTSL@PAHOUS.EGCP.COM 

February 23, 2004 

Susan Herman, President 
RATS 
PO Box285. 
Newtown, PA 18940 

Jlouse of :Rgpresentatives 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

HARRISBURG .. 

Su.bjeqt:· Regional Traffic Problems, Referenc~ your letter 6, 2004 

Dear Ms. Herman: 

COMMITTEES ~ 

~'=~ f· LABOR RELATIONS, VlCE CHAIR 
POLICY COMMITTEE 

CAUCUSES 

DELAWARE CANAL STA TE PARK CAUCl 
DELA WARE RIVER CAUCUS 

Thanks very much for your letter expressing concern about the Stoopville 
Road R~h_abjlita!ion Project. I note that you .have. not forwarded a copy of 
this letter t() the Boards of Supervisors of the three townships that are· 
most immediately affected by this project; including Newtown Township, 
Upper Makefield Township and Lower Makefield Township. ·1 am taking 
the liberty of forwarding your letter to those municipalities. Further, I 
would note that no resident of Newtown Township has contacted me 
concerning this project. 

As we have discussed many times my efforts are to work toward regional 
sorutrons to tflfs traffic issue by bringing the municipalities together to plan 
traffic routes and do the necessary road improvements that-provide safety 
and security for all residents of the municipalities. 

0-.--~9 
David J. Steil, State Representative 
31st Legislative District 

DJSmd 

Terry Fedorchak, Manager, Lower Makefield Township 
Robert. Pellegrino., Manager, Newtown Township 
Richard Gestrich, Manager, Upper Makefield Township 

).5.E J .3'/f::. 
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February 23, 2004 
Page-2-

Congressman James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell . 
Allen Bietiler, Secretary of Transportation .: 
~ar'Y Hoffman, Deputy Secretai:y of Highway Administration 
Senator Joe Conti · 
Senator Tommy Tomlinson 
Representative Scott Petri . 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Michael Fitzpatrick, Bucks County Commissioner . 
Sandra Miller, Bucks County Commissioner 
John Coscia, Executive Director, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
Susan Vlcedomini, President, Council Rock School Board 
Timothy Kirby, Superintendent, Council Rock School 
Linea Palsky, Pennsbury.School District . . · - ·-· - __ ,, - ..... --· .... 
Raf ph Nuzzolo, Supedntendent', Pennsbury School District 

·/ 
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Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

State Representative David Steil 
2 North State Street 
Newtown, PA 18940 

February 6, 2004 

RE: Regional Traffic Problems 

PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbuckspa@aoJ.com 

' Request to reject the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project 

• NEAR MISSES/ ROAD RAGE caused by mismanagement of minor 
residential collector roads 

Dear Representative Steil, 

As you.know, residents have worked thousands of hours in their effort to mitigate the dangerous 
traffic conditions that exist on Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads (minor 
residential collector roads with well in excess of7,000 residents living along them). The 
dangerous traffi9.conditions exist.due to the failure.of PennDOT District6 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 the minor residential 
collector roads more conducive for use by commercial, industrial traffic and make the arterial 
highways in our region less conducive for use by heavy truck traffic. Their actions fly in the face 
of sound engineering practice and jeopardize the health, safety and welfare of ~onstituents in their 
charge. 

f
,, 
~ :, 

' 

~..,.-.;:,__ 

Note that Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads will often be referred to as the 
"residential route" in this memo, as collectively these residential roads form a 9. 7 mile circuitous 
route that heavy commercial traffic is currently diverted to and encouraged to use. 

STOOPVILLE ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT (Request for you to lobby to reject. 
this project in all forums) 

The Bucks County Planning Commission ~oard recently voted to send the Stoopyil/e Road 
Rehabilitation Project forward to the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) 

· in the TIP approval process rather than the Traffic Calming TIP Profects submitted tor 
Lindenhurst, Stoopyille and Worthington Mill Roads. The selected project will encourage higher 
volumes of traffic at higher speeds along the residential route, exacerbating an already volatile 
situation. 

,. .. J' I c&::J 
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The Stoopv;/le Road Rehabilitaaon Project ca11s for: 

• ... 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 m.ake this 
road a speedway. 

• .... 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.\Vider .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 dol1ars 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 Co:nti, Senator Tomlinson, and the 
Bucks County Commissioners lobby PennDOT Hamsburg, the State Transportation Commission 
(STC) and the DVRPC to REJECT the Stoovville Road Rehabilitation Project during the TIP 
approval process and replace it with Traffic Calming. We request that you champion rejecting 
this project as part of~e regional tr1:1.ffic 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 Secretar}r Gary Hoffinan. 

NEAR-MISSES BETWEEN SCHOOL BUSES AND HEAVY INDUSTRIAL TRUCKS 

As we have told you, other local and state officials, PennDOT District 6, PennDOT Hanisburg, 
the STC, the DVRPC, the BCPC and Pennsbury and Council Rock School Districts on numerous 
occasions, a cata.cstr9phe is imminent along this residential route. A~J!.f epruary 20Q3 Jl1eeting .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: 

January 21. 2004: there was another near-miss between a school bus and a quarry truck along the 
residential route. It 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 a left turn out of Rosefield development and was accelerating on StoopviUe RD heading 
towards Route 532. A speeding quarry truck barreling down Stoopvilie from Route 413 came up behind 
the bus, making no attempt to slow down but making good use of the horn. 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 lbs. 

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 ann out) at a 
bus stop at 990 Worthington Mill RD and the driver pulled the stop ann 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 



incident was reported to the bus company and Council Rock School District. Such incidents occur all too 
frequently on this road. 

September, 2003: The Courier Times (article dated 1/15/04, entitled Residents want to act before tn1ck 
tragedy), wrote about a near-miss between a Council Rock bus and a truck on Wrightstown RD that 
occurred in September, 2003.· A truck traveling towards the bus came over the double yellow line on a 
curve and took off the side mirror of the school bus. The truck didn't stop. This was reported to Council 
Rock School District. 

September, 2002: a loaded oil tanker on Worthington Mill RD could not stop for a Council Rock bus that 
was stopped at Estates Court to pick up_ c~ildren. This was reported to Council Rock School District. 

September. 2001: a little girl was almost hit by an eighteen wheel truck when crossing Lindenhurst RD to 
board her school bus at the stop at Trowbridge DR. Public statements regarding this incident were made to 
the Pennsbury School Board and Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors. 

April. 1999: I, personally, became involved with this safety issue when a Council Rock bus was almost hit 
by a loaded quarry truck at the bus stop at Lindenhurst RD and Autumn DR. The truck swerved around the 
bus onto a front lawn to avoid making contact. Politicians at all levels are well aware of this incident. 

ROAD RAGE FOSTERED BY THE DIVERSION OF HEAVY TRUCKS ONTO THE 
RESIDENTIAL ROUTE 

Regardimr the January 21. 2004 near-miss mentioned above: The Council Rock Transportation 
Department told us there were three reports made about this incident. One from the resident who witnessed 
it, one from the bus driver and one from the trucker involved. The trucker called Council Rock after the 
incident and reported that he followed the bus to the Newtown Grant bus stop on Hemlock DR and got out 
and yelled at the bus driver. The trucker did not give his name. · 

January19. 2004: A RRTS member was approaching the stop sign at Worthington Mill RD and Route 413 
preparing to cross Route 413. An 18-wheeler quarry truck (53' long) was turning left onto Worthington 
Mill RD. Since the trailer consumed the opposing traffic lane and needed to cross into the RRTS member's 
lane as well, the truck driver opened his window and cursed at the individual for having not calculated how 
much room the tractor trailer would need to make the tum. The individual was forced to go on a neighbor's 
yard to let the truck pass. . 

Representative Steil, we have been alanned in the past by your failure to address the ill
functioning Newtown Bypass and your interference in Lower Makefield Township's effort to 
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 Newtown Bypass just~ mile 
from 195 onto Lindenhurst Road, the minor residential collector road at the beginning of the 
residential route. It is unconscionable that the huge 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 Ro~d has been artificially restricted 
to heavy truckS for over 3 0 years. You have been in the legislature for the past 11 years and have 
not been capable of mitigating this serious public safety issue. Your modus operandi has been to 
talk about your concern and then support the status quo by sidetracking any meaningful effort to 
create a safe traffic environment along the residential route. Instead, you support the interests of 
a select few to the detriment of the citizeiuy at large. 

In summary, we ask you to REJECT the Stoopville Road Rehabilitation Project in any and all 
forums and ask you to vigorously pursue fundi:ng and lliunediate implementation of the strictest 
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traffic calming measures along Lindenhurst, Stoopville and Worthington Mill Roads. The dollars 
to implement traffic calming are minimal, the value of our children's lives, immeasurable. 

We implore you to stop sanctioning lining us up like bowling pins just waiting to be struck. It is 
not too late for you to do the right thing. 

Very truly yours, 

CC: Unites States Congressman, James Greenwood 
Governor Ed Rendell 
Secretary of Transportation, Allen Biehler 
State Transportation Commission 
Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration, Gary Hoffinan 
State Senator, Joe Conti 
State Senator, Tommy Tomlinson 

. State Representative, Scott Petri 

. Bucks County Commissioner, Charles Martin 
Bucks County Commissioner; Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire 
Bucks County Commissioner, Sandra Miller 
Executive Director/DVRPC, John Coscia 

· DVRPC Board 
Regional Transportation Committee 
Regional Citizens Committee 

. Council Rock School Board President, Susan Vicedomini 
Council Rock School Superintendent, Tim,othy Kirby 
Pennsbury School Board President., Linda Palsky 
Pennsbury School Superintendent., Ralph Nuzzolo 
RRTS Membership (mass e-mail) 
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February 27, 2004 

:Rouse of !l(ipresentatives 
COMMONWEA.LTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

HARRISBURG 

Mr. John Cosc!B.r Executive Qirector 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning· Commission 
The Bourse Building 
111 South 'tndependenc~ Mall East 
aui Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Subject: SR 2028, Stoopvitle Road 

Dear Mr. Coscia: 

It is my understanding that the Bucks County Planning Commission has 
forwarded to the Delaware Valley ~egional Planning Commission 
(DVAPC) a request for inclusion in the PennDOT 12-Year Plan of road 
improvements to Stoop\rille Road also known as SR 2028 in Newtown 
Township, Bucks County. · 

t.'.l)Ct.ISa; -
ca..AWAR!: CANAL STA Te P~ e.a.i.JCIJS 
Ol:l-AW~ RIVER CAUCU$ 

As you know there has been extensive controversy in this general area of 
Bucks County concerning heavy truck traffic related to the quarries in 

· Wrightstown Township and also originating from quarries in tipper Bucks 
County afOng with increased truck traffic loads on SR 0413. Much of this 
traffic uses Stoopville Road and Lindenhurst Road (SR 2069) to reach 
Interstate 95. 

Since the early 1990s I have sought regional solutions to this increasingly 
complex issue. I continue to believe that onfY the various municipalities 
acting in concert will ultimately provide effective traffic management and 
safety on all of the roads in 1he region. 

After much effort we appear to be moving toward a meeting of elected 
officials of the frve affected municipalities to begin the process of exploring 
solutions. While I have no specific comments to make on Newtown 
T0Wriship1s proposal for Stoopville Road, I do believe that we must 
consider the outJet of that road. Where S1oopville Road ends, the 
townships of Lower Makefield and Upper MaRefield will be impacted 
severely by the traffic emanating from Stoopville Road. Therefore, I 
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believe that DVRPC should make no decision regarding the improvements 
until we have had an. opportunity to work with aJI of the impacted 
toWI1stJips in developing some form of regional traffic plan. l am confident 
tliat Newtown Township Will work with its neighbors to ensure that ~ey do 
not increase traffic loads, red1.,1ca safety, or create uxunanageable 
problems as a result of Stoopville Road improveme~. . 

I would appreciate your advice and thoughts regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 

.L) ''5:) 
David J. Steil, State ~pre 
31 i:t Legfsi8.tive District · · ·· 

DJS/jld 

cc: Robert Pelligrino, Manager, Newtown Township 
Richard Gestrich, Manager, Upper· MB.kefield Jownship 
Terry Fedorchak, Manager· Lower Makefield Township 
Lynn Bush, Executive Direqtor, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Representative Scott Petri · 
Senator Joe Conti . 
Gary Hoffman, Deputy Secretary of Highway Administration 
Andy Warren, District Administrator, District-6 

· Representative Rick Geist, Chairman 
House Transportation. Committee 
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RESOLUTION OF 

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE 

EAGLETON FARMS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

The Eagleton Farms r lomeowners As..c;ociation Board of Trustees, 
this 9"' day of JuJy, 2003., does, 

by a unanimou.c; vote, hereby resolve the foilowing: 

WHEREAS this Board has been designated as the representative body of Eagleton Farms, 
an association of homeowners consisting of Seventy Four (74) homes, 

WHEREAS, this community is bordered on its south side by Stoopville Road and on its 
east side by Eagf e Road., 

WHEREAS, The Eagfeton .. Fanns Homeowners Association (EFHA) has followed the 
regional traffic issues, which include the increased truck traffic on Stoopville Roac! out of 
concern for the safety of its residents., ... 

WHEREAS., The EFHA seeks to do that which is in the interest of the safety of our 
residents first, while understanding the role ofa regional plan for fong-tenn development., 

THEREFO~ be it RESOLVED that the Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association Board 
ofTrustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, who are elected 
officials responsible to the citizens who elect them, to direet the township's engineer to 
conduct a study of potential traffic calming measures for Stoopvilfe Road. This is a matter 
oflong-tenn public policy and safety deserving discussion and resolution in this public 
forum at a reasonable time for members of the community to attend and be heard. 

FUR~ be it RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors should 
direct that a presentation on the study results be made at a regularly scheduled NTBS 
meeting within 60 days of this date., with sufficient notice being issued to township 
residents. in advance of this presentation. 

Eagleton Fanns Homeovmern Association Board ofTrustees - July 9., 200 

r~ .... , 
. ~L_ 
Debra L. Tate 7/'1/o:J 



Mr. William Burke · 

Robe~ C. G~ynor 
13 Millen Road 

Newtown, PA 18940 
(21_5) 504-5249 

Council Rock School Board President 
ChariceHor Center 
30 North Chancellor Street 
Newto~ PA 18940 

Julv 14, 2003 . . 

Dear Mr. Burke: 

RE: Stoopville Road danger to school buses 

We are writing this letter to ask for your help and inform you of the danger present to our 
children (and all school children) who ride on Council Rock school buses and traverse Stoopville 
Road. 

As you are aware, quarry trucks and other large commercial trucks and trailers use Stoopville· 
Road as a "short-cut" from I-95 to quarries and businesses to the north ofNewtown. As residents 
living in a sub-division off of Stoopville R~ we constantly driVe along (and cross) Stoopville 
Road daily; Wes~ f"ll"Sthand, the inability oftliese truCkS 10-rem.mn in theirtrii\iellirig faries and 
fully stop at intersections. Often, these qwmy trucks do not even slow down at signed 
intersections or red traffic lights. These loaded trucks, which weigh 80,000 pounds, have had 
numerous near-misses with traffic on Stoopvillo Road. For example, on Friday before 
Thanksgiving, 2002, at a foggy 8: 12 A.M., a quany truck blew through the Stoopville-Eagle 
Roads intersection without slowing down. Fortunately, the quick action ofa Newtown resident 
driver at that intersection prevented her from being flattened by this behemoth. Imagine the 
damage such an incident would have done if school had been in session and a bus had been at that 
intersection instead of a small car! · 

A crash with one of these trucks wi1~ more often then not, result in death. We can all remember 
tbe truck that ran into the bank in Newtown, killing one woman and permanently debilitating 
another. We believe that the current situation on Stoopville Road is an accident waiting to 
happen and are alarmed that under the guise of safety, many have supported/proposed the 
widening· and straightening of this residential road that trucks are diverted to. This has actually 
resulted in even more truck traffic traveling at higher speeds and is clearly not the answer. 

The Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association passed a Resolution (dated July 9, 2003) which 
was presented to the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors at their Board meeting on July 9, 
2003 (Resolution attached). This Resolution asb the Newtown Township SUpervisors to direct 
tbe township engineer to determine what traffic calming measures can be employed to make 
StoopviIIe Road safer and to present his findings to residents at a Board of Supervisors meeting. 
within 60 days. · ~b ~ 3 '/c2..._ 

We respectfully request that the· Council Rock School Board urge the Supervisors to make a {ff)_ 
motion to act on this resolution and fast-track review and implementation oftraffic calming {11;..o/A6 



... ~. -

measures along Stoopvill~ Road. it _is our hope that the Supervisors will make such a ~o??n ~ (ff::;_> 
the next Board of Supemsors meeting on July23, 2003. Any correspondence you can 1mt:Jate inf((" 
support of.this action would be greatly appreciated and key to getting our children out of harm's 'l 
way when traveling in b~es on this road. ' · . . 

· Since your School Board has the ultimate responsibility of protecting the safety of its srudents., we 
also appeal to you., as an advocate for your students' safety, to go on record in a letter to Deputy 
Secretary of Transportation, Gary Hoffman, in which you make your concerns known about the 
dangerous traffic condition along Stoopville Road.• 

We understand that you have niade your traffic concerns known to Mr. Hoffinan about another 
road in the Council Rock district (Worthin.gton Mill Road). As PennDOT is interested in the 
position of the school district where safety is eonccm~ we believe that your input on the 
Stoopvil1e Road dangers would have a positive impact on protecting the health, safety and 
welfare of our children. 

We hope that you (as we, and all other parents) imd this serious safety issue one that has been 
ignored for.too long. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

• Mr. Gary Hoffin~ P.E. 
Deputy Secretary for Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 354 t 
Keystone Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3541 

CC: Or. Timothy Kirby; Superintendent.. Council Rock School District 
Jack Pinheiro; Council Rock Supervisor of Pupil Transportation 
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RESOLUTION OF 

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE 

EAGLETON FARMS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

The Eagleton Fanns f Jomeowners Association Board of Trustees, 
this 9lh day of July. 2003, does, 

by a unanimou.c; vote, hereby resolve the following: 

WHEREAS this Board has been designated as the representative body of Eagleton Farms, 
an association of homeowners consisting of Seventy Four (74) homes, 

WHEREAS, this community is bordered on its south side by Stoopvilte Road and on its 
east side by Eagle Road., 

~\ WHEREAS, The Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association (EFHA) has followed the 
regional traffic issues, which include the increased truck traffic Oti Stoopville Roa~ out of 
concern for the safety of its residents. · 

WHEREAS. The EFHA seeks to do that which is in the interest of the safety of our 
residents first, while understanding the role of a regional plan for long-term development, 

THEREFORE, be it RESOLVED that the Eagleton Fanns Homeowners Association Board 
of Trustees requests the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors, who are elected 
officials responsible to the citizens who elect them, to direct the township's engineer to 
c0nduct a study of potential traffic calming measures for Stoopville Road. This is a matter 
o(Jong-tenn public policy and safety deserving discussion and resolution in this public 
forum at a reasonable time for members of the community to attend and be heard. 

FURTHER, be it RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Boa.rd of Supervisors should 
direct that a presentation on the study ~uf ts be made at a regularly scheduled NTBS 
meeting within 60 days of tbis dat~ with sufficient notice being issued to township 
residents. in advance of this presentation. 

Eagleton Farms Homeowners Association Board of Trustees - July 9, 200 
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• WHAT IS A CMP? 

A CMP is a systemat ic process for managing 

congestion t hat provides information on 

transportation system 

performance. It recommends 

a r. of strategies to minimize congestion and enhance the 

mobility of people and goods. These multimodal strategies 

include, but are not limited to, operational improvements, 

travel demand management, policy approaches, and additions 

to capacity. The CMP advances the goals of the DVRPC Long 

Range Plan and strengthens the connection between the Plan 

and the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

The CMP, as included in current federal transportation 

regulations, enhances the existing concept of a Congestion 

Management System (CMS) with emphasis on being an 

ongoing cycle and other refinements. It identifies congested 

corridors and multimodal strategies to mitigate the congestion. 

Where more single-occupancy vehicle capacity is appropriate, 

the CMP includes supplemental strategies to reduce travel 

demand and get the most value from the investment. 

I t "~ """i>letes its cycle evaluating the effectiveness of 

tra 1rtation improvements, coordinati ng with other 
\____, 

planning processes, and providing updated analysis of the 

performance of the transportation system as it goes 

back around. 

I ., 
! 

E s u M 

1

'LIMITING TRAFFIC 
CONGESTION AND ACHI EVING 

REGIONAL GOALS 

• HOW DOES THE CMP HELP 
THE DELAWARE VAL LEY? 

The CMP improves connections in transportation planning that 

will help with transportation connections in the real world. 

The benefits of an ongoing CMP include: 

• More focused use of limited federal transportation funds where 

they can do the most to help the region meet its goals 

• Enhanced use of each mode of transportation for what it does 

well, improved connections among modes, and between 

transportation, land use, economic development, and 

environmental planning 

• Ways of encouraging a wide range of stakeholders to 

participate and coordinate including data, guidance on helping 

projects conform to the CMP, priority for conforming projects in 

the TIP and LRP update processes, help keeping track of 

progress, and opportunity for stakeholders' studies to be more 

widely used 

• A program for regular monitoring and evaluation of system 

performance 

Technical resources useful for a range of projects, such ~s . ~ 

~:go~_n: analysis of th.e ~~ective~e~s of s~~at~:ie~- _//_ ~ 
CMPJs required by federal regulation ~ 

ffl· :AtJ/5 
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June 20, 2002 

Ms. Susan Herman, President 
RRTS 
PO Box 285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

coMMoNwEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
HARRISBURG 

SUBJECT: Your letter May 28, 2002 

Dear Susan: : 

DELAWARE CANAL STATE PARK CAUCUS 
DELAWARE RIVER CAUCUS 

Although your letter is an amalgam of various written and verbal communications we have had over 
several years, I 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. I wili 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 I 
was passing alo_ng th~ comments made by two separate quarry owners in our visits to them in 
1999 and 2000. What they were saying, I beiieve, is thaf for the :2"0·~2-S-·p-ercenfof frucks.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 fa my position that Swanip Road and its safety improvements should be done as an integrated' 
project. Whiie 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 regardless of Pennoors statement. 

You have suggested that I recommended tripling the budget figure for this project to some $23 
million. I don't know where that information came from because I 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. I recall those figures being in the $18-$23 
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. 
i=urther, 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 I have provided "continued active support" for the- Stoopville 
Road improvements. I don't ~now _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. It is 
true that certain residents and the Board of Supervisors in Newtown Township have kept me . 
aware of the project. In general, I believe that road improvements must be planned as part of the 
overall transportation plan of any community experiencing significant growth. I would disagree 
with your characterization of Stoopvilfe Road as "a residential routen 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. 

3. I 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. 
Seco-nC:fl~l. aU-of tnesen·oads- had been state hignways-for 30years-ana tneyare operffcfl1Se 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. 

4. The pressure or lobbying efforts came from the people who live in Wrightstown and also included 
residents of Newtown Township. 

5. 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 ti1aTthis .. acidresses your concerns and if you have any questions please advise. 

Sincerely, 

c-~ 2 .. >:;:; 
David J. Steil, st8fe Rfri;resen 
31st Legislative District 

OJS/jld 

---------------------------------
··-;;::-· ·---·· -- ---··-····-·-·· ··-·-·····-- ···- ~·-···· --·--·- ----·-····--·-· ·-· --·-··- ·- ·- ·- ·- ·-·········----··· ----· ------···- --------· - --·-. -
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:,·B..B..T.S. 
Residents·for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 

State Representative David Steil 
2 N. State St. 
Newtown, PA 18940 

. May 28, 2002 

Dear Representative Steil, 

PO Box 285 
NeWtown, PA 18940 

RRTSbucks@aol.com 

We appreciated your meeting ·with us on May 15, 2002 to discuss the serious public safety issue 
perpetuated by the continued restri~ion of Swamp Road. We would like to clarify several key points made 
during the meeting. 

1.) You said you have never had a problem doing the Swamp Rd. Corridor Improvement Project and·that 
you encouraged Lynn Bush and the DVRPC to put all parts of the project in the first four years of the 
Twelve Year Plan, however, on several occasions you have publicly stated that quarry trucks and 
college students don't mix. We understand and share your concern regarding the community college 
students, and we are concerned with the safety of all travelers in our region. As you know, our traffic 
engineer has said that one benefit of a large concentration of vehicles (like at the college) is 
"Expectancy." A driver- will expect that a vehicle may be entering or exiting the college and act 
accordingly. "Expectancy" does not apply to the 9.7 mile residential route that trucks are being 
diverted to, as there are 155 access points along this route, most of which are residential driveways. Is 
your position that the opening of Swamp Road should be delayed until all improvements are made to 
the roadway, in spite of PENNDOT' s statement that there is no basis for restricting trucks from using 
the road (Feb., 2000 Newtown/ Lower Makefield Township Truck Restriction Study)? 

Also, you recommended nearly tripling the budget figure for this project when it was submitted to the 
Bucks County Planning Commission Board for consideration for the 2001 Bucks County 
Transportation Improvement Program. See Attachment I, 12/03/01 memo from Susan Herman to you, 
and Attachment II, 11123/01 memo from Susan Herman to Susanne McKeon, which address the 
$23+ Million figure that you recommended be budgeted for this project. Urban Engineers estimated 
project cost at $8.8 Million after C()mpleting a $100,000 engineering study. In this era of budget 
constraints, it seems likely that such a price tag ($23+ Million) would have resulted in the project not 
making the TIP. 

2.) You minimized the seriousness of the safety issue that has resulted from the continued diversion of 
heavy trucks away from the Newtown Bypass onto longer routes through residential neighborhoods. 
This is underscored by your eontinued active support for widening Stoopville Rd. to 12' lanes and 4' 
shoulders, which will encourage higher volumes of traffic at greater speeds through our residential 
neighborhoods. Now Newtown Township wants to acquire an 80' right-of-way at the Toll Brothers 
project. Encouraging heavy trucks to use this residential route rather than the Newtown Bypass (a 
four-lane, limited access divided highway) is unconscionable. Wear~ dismayed that you are 
promoting widening this minor residential collector road rather than promoting traffic calming 
measures for it. 

·,· ·,· 
I 

I 

·. 



3.) 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? 

4.) 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 Jot of pressure 
from Swamp Rd. people not to improve the road (after the I995 study). 

5.) 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 Corridor 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 BI I within the first four 
years of the Twelve Year Plan. It 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 Jetter. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

~~ 
~ Susan Hennan . 

President 
R.RT.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 learn on March 31, 2005 that the Delaware Valley 
Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) will be doing the Regional 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 Ff em ming to do the Regional Traffic Study. Residents liked. this, as 
Gannett Fleming's m~in 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 consultant 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
Northem 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 
Northern Bypass is depicted] hope the DVRPC will not revisit the "Northern 
Bypass Scenari9" 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 
commerqiaf traffic [per the municipalities' Comprehensive Master Plans]. It's time 
to make good on intentions. 
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Delaware Valrey Regional 
Planning Commission 

!90 N. INDEPEDENCE MALL WEST ... STH FLOOR ... PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-1520 ... PHONE: 215.592.1800 ... FAX: 215.592.9125 ... WWW.OVRPC.ORG 
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MEMORANDUM 

Date: January 11, 2008 

To: Terry Fedorchak,. Manager - Lower Makefield (three copies); 
M~uk Craig, Councilman - Newtown Borough (two copies)'; 
Joe Czajkowski, Manager - Newtown Township (three copies); 
Bob Pellegrino, Manager - Northampton (three copies); 
Dave Nyman, Interim Manager- Upper Makefield (three copies); 
Eileen Bradley, Administrator - Wrightstown (two copies); 
William Wins lade, Acting Manager - Yardley Borough (three copies) 

From: Jerry Coyne (direct phone= 215.238.2850; email= jcoyne@dvrpc.org) 

Subject: Addendum to the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Final Report (October 
2007) - Copies of Municipal I Task Force Correspondence 

Attached please find an Addendum containing copies of all Municipal' and Task Force . 
related Bucks County Regional Traffic Study correspondence received or issued after 
the releas~the draft report (7/31/2007) thr.ough the completion of the Final Report and 
the last Regional Traffic Planning Task Force meeting (10/29/2007}. This Addendum to 
the· Filia~ Report is being made available to those who received a hard copy of the Final 
Report (dated: October 2007). 

Because of municipal elections and possible board reorganizations, I am sending you 
(as staff to the RTPTF members) pre-punched sets of these letters, etc. (in quantities 
equal to the number of hard copy final reports provided to your municipality). A copy of 
this cover memo is provided with each enclosed Addendum. Please distribute copies to 
the appropriate elected individuals who will continue to be, or will become the new · 
RTPTF members. The pre-punched enclosure is intended for addition to the Final 
Report binder. 

A listing of the municipal representatives previously serving on the RTPTF (i.e., up to the 
10/29/07 meeting) is provided as an attachment to this memo. The extra copy of the 
enclosed addendum package is for your binder I records. 

As was also requested of staff, an electronic version of the enclosure will be available 
via a link from the project website's (www.BucksCountvRegionalTrafficStudy.org) Home 
page. 

Atta~hment and enclosure 

Over for additional distribution 

' - ' 

'· 



dvrpc 

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, PerinDOT 
Mr. William Laubach, PennDOT 

, 
; 

Mr. Richard Guinan, PA DCED (reference OCED Grant - Contract No. C000018880) 
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 Shan.is, DVRPC 
Ms. Candy Snyder, DVRPC 
Mr. Richard Bickel, DVRPC 
Mr. John Ward, DVRPC 
Ms. Eileen Gallagher, DVRPC 

page 2 
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Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Appendix A 

A1•pendhc\ 

RegionalTraifie Planning Task Force ~roj:d Team lUe1nhers 

Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Membership 

Greg Caiola, Supervisor - lower Makefield Township 
Ronald Smith, Supervisor- Low.er .Makefield Township 

Mark Craig, Council Member - Newtown Borough 

Anne Goren, Supervisor - Newtown Township 
Jerry Schenkman, Supervisor - Newtown Towns/tip 

Vince Deon, Supervisor - Northampton Towns/tip 
Peter Palestiria, Supervisor- Northampton Township 

Daniel Rattigan, Supervisor - Upper !rfakefield Township 
Robert West, Supervisor - Upper l'rlakefield Towns/zip 

Jane Magne, Supervisor- Wrightstown Township 

Chris Harding, Council Member- Yardley Borough 
Joe Hunter, Council Member - Yardley Borough 

David Steil, Member- PA House of Representatives (31"1 District) 

Scott Petri, Member- PA House of Representatives (178'" District) 

Project Management I Technical Team 

Donald Shan is, Deputy Executive Director - D YRPC 
Jerry Coyne, Manager, Office of Transportation Studies - DVRPC 

Louis Belmonte, District Traffic Engineer - Penn DOT District 6-0 Office 
Francis Hanney, Assistant District Traffic Engineer - Penn DOT District 6-0 Office 

William Laubach, Manager, Bureau of Highway Safety and Traffic Engineering- Penn DOT Central Office 

Richard Brahler, Senior Transportation Planner - Bucks County Planning Commission 

Joseph (Jay) Roth, Principal-in-Charge - Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey 
Stanley Niemczak, Project Manager - Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey 
Rachel Smith, Traffic/ ITS Specialist- Jacobs Edwards and Kelcey 

Karen Jehanian, President- KMJ Consulting, Inc. 
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Coyne, Jerry 

From: Jane Magne Umagne@verizon.net] 

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2007 11 :29 AM 

To: Coyne, Jerry 

Subject: Re: MEETING REMINDER! Bucks County Regional Traffic Study: Public Open House #3 -
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Members 

Dear Jerry, 

Here are my comments to date on the Bucks County Regional Traffic· Study draft report with respect to 
statements concerning Wrightstown Township. 

On page 5-25 the suggested long-term improvement to the intersection of Durham Road and Second 
Street Pike is just plain silly (sorry I cannot express it more diplomatically). The roadways suggested 
around the CVS (Old Anchor Inn site) and the Anchor Crossing Shopping Center are simply not 
feasible. However, we have had a suggestion in the past for an elongated roundabout at ·this 
intersection. Even this may not be feasible but perhaps the idea could be entertained. Certainly both 
the northbound and southbound Janes of Second Street Pike could definitely benefit from left hand 
turning lanes. Tuning lanes are not as critical on Durham Road, but through traffic does pass turning 
vehicles on the right if there is stacking at the intersection. · 

The village of Penn's Park along Second Street Pike was not suggested for traffic calming and definitely 
y-~ should be. The fast-moving traffic tends to ignore the fact that this is a dense residential area. It is one 
\__(~1f the oldest historic villages in the County and with Rt. 232 dividing it, it has a ·much more difficult 
• · .:ime retaining its historic character then even historic Wycombe where traffic calming measures are 

suggested. 
On page 5-42 a proposed improvement in Penn's Park would be to fill in the swales although it does not 
mention how. The most effective way would be to pipe the water on the east side of the road where the 
ditches are the deepest and most treacherous. 

On page 5-55 a suggested improvement is to construct shoulders on Washington Avenue and Cherry 
Lane. This is not something that is necessary. On Cherry Lane especially this would eliminate almost 
all of the trees along the road which gives the appearance of an alley which in turn slows down drivers. 
This is also a major quality oflife issue because the trees buffer the houses from the noise of the 
roadway. In addition, Cherry Lane and Washington Avenue are not where accidents are occurring and 
the traffic volume is very low. Instead, traffic dollars would be much better spent on Mill Creek 
improvements. 

On page 5-8 Rush Valley Quarry in Rushland is still active. 

Regards, Jane Magne 

Coyne, Jerry wrote: 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force {and their staff): 

FYI. .. 

10/11/2007 
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111 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 I cafeteria of the Richboro Elementary 
School. The attached meeting notice supplies more details about the meeting. 

• The role of project representatives that evening will be to 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 Sept~mber 101h. A 
similar email has been sent to Stakeholder and Community group representatives [or a brief letter to 
the effect with a hardcopy 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 
Email: jcoine@dvrpc.org 

I 0/11/2007 

[ --. . 
. 
. . 
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September 18, 2007 

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
190 North Independence Mall West, gth Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

Attention: Jerry Coyne, Project Manager 

Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 

Dear Mr. Coyne: 

~~~ 
208 ~.@,,.,, ~ 

~..?'~ ~~ 19047 
(21.!j} 497--104¥ 
~ (21.!j} 497-104'1 

I am writ_ing as Solicitor on behalf of Newtown Township. 

On behalf of Newtown Township, the Board of Supervisors ate requesting a 45 
day extension to respond and comment upon the draft report relative to the Bucks County 
Regional Traffic Study. · 

I would appreciate it if you would confirm that Newtown Township has an 
additional 45 days in which to comment and make recommendations. 

Should you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 

PRB:jk 
Cc: John M. Boyle, Interim Manager 

Eloard of Supervisors . 

PAUL R BECKERT, JR. 



Township of Lower Makefield 

September 19, 2007 

Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager 
Delaw~re Valley Regional Planning Commission 
190 N. Independence Mall \Vest, 81

h Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study- June 2007 Drnft 

Dear Mr. Coyne, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Ron Smith, Chairman 
Greg Caiola. Vice-Chairm;in 
Ste"Je Santarsiero. Secretaryffreasi.irer 
Grace M. Parkinson Godshalk. Supervisor 
Pete St31nlhorpe; Supervisor 

Jn conjunction with the Public Open House scheduled for September 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 Citizen$ 
Traffic Commission and our Township Traffic Engineer Traffic Planning and Design, Inc. A 
chapter or page and paragraph/Lab le/figure reference is provided at the end of each comment in 
parentheses for each comment for ease of reference. 

Lindenhurst Road 

I. The functional classification should be revised to 0 urban collector". (p 5-15, ii O 

2. The report should specify thal Lindenhurst Road has been used by traffic as an alternate to 
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, ,J 2) 

3. The report should be revised to indicate that at the publishh1g date of chis report, Lower 
Makericld has begun constrnction for trarfic calming improvements for Lindenhurst Road 
and the design for additional phases oftral1ic calming improvements. (p 5-15, if 4) 

4. Under the "Future 'No-Build' Conditions" discussion, it is stated that, "A cursory analysis 
was also perfo1med on Lindenhurst Road to evaluate the impacts of potentially diverted 
traffic volumes from operational changes in other area roadways." Please elaborate on what 
~nalyses was perfonned and what assumptions were made about the diverted traffic volumes 
and operational changes. (p 5-16, ii 4) 

1100 EDGEWOOD ROAD 
YARDLEY. PA 19067·1696 

TERRY FEDORCHAK 
Town!hip Managet 

(215) 493-3646 
FAX: (21 S) 493-3053 

E-Mail: tfedor@lmt.oig 
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Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager r;·· September 19, 2007. 
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•• 
5. The report recommends straightening the curve along the southern section of Lindenhurst 

Road. We believe this curve provides much-needed traffic calming and that taking it out will 
lead to a higher design speed and cncottrage more use of the corridor by regional through 
traffic. The Township is not in favor of this improvement unless significant safety concerns 
are identified by the study. (p 5-17, Tab[e 5-3c) 

StoopviJie Road 

.6. The functional classification should be revised to "urban collector". (p 5-18, ii I) 

7. The report should specify that Stoopville Road has been used by traffic as an alternate to the 
Newto\vn Bypass due to poor operational pcrfom1~mce of signalized 1ntersections along the 
BYPass and past restrictions for truck traffic on Swamp Road. (p 5-18, ii 2) 

8. Under the "Future 'No-Build" Conditions" discussfon, it is stated that, "A cursory analysis 
was also performed on Stoopville Road co evaluate the impacts of potentially diverted traffic 
volumes from operational changes in other area roadways." Please el.a.borate on what 
analyses \vas performed and what assumptions were made about the diverted traffic volumes 
and operational changes. (p 5-19, ~ 4) 

9. At the intersection of StoopvilJe Road and Washington Crossing Road, the existing geometry 
provides for the maJor''thtough" movement to ocd1r on Washirigton Crossing Roacr:-·whkii is 
cla..c;sified as an arterial road, with Stoopville Road, classified us a collector road, joining 
Washington Crossing Road as the minor approach. With the roundabout layout shown in 
figure 5-3. the major "through" movement is shifted to Stoopvitle Road wcsl of the 
intersection. To maintain the intended roadway classifications and usage patterns of both 
roadways, the rol,lndabout should be shifted to the south. This woulcl allow the "'through" 
movemenl on Washington Crossing Road lo remain and provide better access for those 
coming from/going to Stoopville Road than what currently exists. Page 5-20 of the BCR TS 
states that, "An alternative for the Stoopville Road and Washington Crossing Road 
intersection is included in Figure 5-3." We recommend that severaJ altcrna!ives, including a 
signalized intersection, for this inlerseclion be evaluated to· ensure the future layout of this 
intersection will not adversely affect lhe character of the roadways and surrounding area. 
lower Makefield Township <loes not favor the alignment shown in Figure 5-3. (p 5-20, i12. p 
5-21. Table 5-Jb, Figure 5-3) 

l 0. Tl1e report should recommend that access management improvements be included in the 
Stoopville Road/Washington Crossing Road improvement project for adjacent property 
owners that currently have uncontrolled access in order to further improve the safety and 
capacity of the intersection. (p 5-20, Table 5-3a, Table 5·3b) 
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1 I. Figure 5-3 should also include the municipal boundaries located within the proposed project 
area in order to determine which components of the project are located within Lower 
Makefield, Newtown and Upper Makefield Townships. 

12. The report states that Stoopvillc Road is intersected by Worthington Mill and Wrightstown 
Roads. These roadways do not intcrsecl Sloopville Road. (p 5-19, ~ 5) 

fuwtown Bvpass 

13. The fun~tional cls.ssiflcation of the Bypass should be revised to "Other Arteria[s" and "Minor 
Arterial" as indicated on PennDOT's most recent functional classification map for Bucks 
County. (p 5-27, ii 1) 

14. The intersections of the I-95 southbound and northbound ramps with the Newtown B)rpass 
should be added to the list of signalized intersections. (p 5-28) 

15. WhHe the extended eastbound right-tum lane is a needed improvement, consideration should 
be given to widening the southbound on-ramp lo two lanes. Crashes occur frequently at this 
location due to the volume of vehicles merging into one lane shortly after entering the ramp. 
(p 5-30, 13, p 5-31, Table 5-6c) 

1.6. Under the_ "Future 'No-Build' Conditions" discussion, it is· stated that, "A cursory analysis 
was also performed on the Newtown Bypass to evaluate the impacts of potentially diverted 
traffic volumes from operational changes in other area roadways." Please elaborate on what 
analyses was pcrfomicd and what assumptions were made about thl? diverted traffic volumes 
and operational changes. (p 5-30, iJ l) 

17. With a 55 M.P.H. speed limit and the reconfiguration of the ramp on the eastern side of 1-95, 
vehicles are typically traveling at higher speeds on the Newtown Bypass bridge over T-95. 
Tnstallation of a cenler divider is recommended to minimize the opportunity for crossover 
collisions. (p 5-30. ~ 3, Table 5-6b) 

18. Even with the ne-....:, ramp configur~ition, traffic exiting I-95 North and turning left toward 
Newtown continues to experience significant delay during the afternoon peak hours. Given 
the tight turning radius and volume of trucks making this left-tum, few vehicles are able to 
make the tum during the allotted green time. The signal timing and/or turning radius should 
be evaluated to ensure the coordin.ited signal system and ramps are functioning optimally. (p 
5-30. ir 3, Table 5-6b) 

19. If a.n additional eastbound through lane i.s required at a later time~ a right-tum only lane must 
be maintained for the eastbound approach to Stony Hill Road. (p 5-30, ~ 3, p 5-31, Table 5-
6c) 
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20. The report should identify long range significant capacity improvements to the Bypass such 
as additional through lanes and grade separated intersections in order to meet the future travel 
·demands of the region. It is Lower Makefield Township's opinion that the bypass be the 
focus of significant improvements so that collector and local roads do not serve the function 
of the Bypass after it has exceeded its capacity. (p 5-30, ii 3, p 5-31, Table 5-6c) 

2 L The. recommendations for Traffic Signal Improvements - Newtown BYPass Traffic Signal 
Enhancements Initiative should include a statement regarding continued coordination 
between Lower Makefield and Newtown Township for system maintenance and periodic 
study of the corridor to ensure that th<?· traffic signal system is operating optimally in the 
future. (p 5-30, '1f 3, Table 5-6a) 

TavJorsville Road/Main Street!YardJcy-MorrisviJJe Road/Pine Grove Road 

22. The I-95/Scudders Falls Bridge improvement project should be included under "Concurrent 
Projects" since this will include th~ reconstroction of the I-95ffaylorsville Road interchange. 
(p·S-65, if 4) 

23. It is unclear why a roundabout has been recommended for the· intersection of Taylorsville 
Road/Main Street & Dolington Road/McKinley Avenue. A more detailed alternatives 
analysis (including a signalized intersection) should be provided that takes into account 
improvements to· Taylorsville Road~ as part of the I-95/Scudders Falfs Bridge ·improvement 
project, both in tenns of geometry and the resulting traffic flow. In addition, interim 
improvements for Taylorsville Road, environmental constraints, and the costs associated with 
interim .and final improvements should be factored into the ultimate recommendation. (p 5-
68, if 5, p 5-70, Table 5-14c) 

24. ln additio11 to the restoration of the "Curve Ahead'' and "35 MPH" signs on Pine Grove Road 
north of Big Oak Road, consideration should be given for additional signage and/or 
pavement markings at this location. Since 1999, there have been seven crashes at this curve 
that resulted in vehicles running off the road into private property. Flashing beacons~ to be 
used in conjunction y.rith "Curve Ahead" signs, are recommended to adequately alert drivers. 
(p 5-68, i1s,p5-69c, Table 5-14a) 

25. While we agree that signal timings and equipment should be upgraded as necessary, 
additional improvements to address safety and congestion should be considered at the 
intersection of Pine Grove Road and Big Oak Road, including the addition of left-tum lanes 
to ch~ Pine Grove Road approaches. (p 5-68, if 6, p 5-69, Table S·l4a) 

26. The study should evaluate the need for tr.1ffic signal modific:l.lions and turning lanes at the 
intersection ofYardley-Monisville Road and Edgewood Road. (p 5-68, i16, p 5-69, Table 5-
14a, p 5-70, Table 5-14c) · 
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Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager 
September 19, 2007 
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Other Comments 

1 215 493 3053 P.06/07 . 

27. We are concerned 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 text and appropriate figures should be revised to reflect the input 
received at this open house, and a review of the study recomm<:.11dations should be completed 
to ensure that the public input from the April 2007 open house was considered equally in 
their development. More specifically, we a.re concerned that Figures 2-11 and 2-12 do not 
accurately reDecl_ the various type of traffic related concerns that were expressed by residents 
for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopvil!e Road at the April 2007 open house. 

28. Figure 2-10 docs not accurately reflect LO\ver Make.field Township and citizen concerns 
r~ga.rding 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 SafC!ty/Roadway Alignment Concern ... for Lindenhurst 
Road and Stoopville Road. Please revise this figure to indicate this concern exists for 
Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road. 

30. Figure 2-12 does not accurately depict the "Improvements and Quality of Life Areas of 
Concern" for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road. The figure should depict each one of 
the "study's issues of com111on concem" for Lindenhurst Road and Stoopville Road. The 
DVRPC document, Illustrated Results: Comments Received at the BCRTS Public Open 
House #1 (held January 17, 2007), including Figures I (Illustration 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 re11ect the input received by 
DVRPC at the January open house. 

31. The spreadsheet titled Engineering and Tra{/ic St11dv Elern.ents. Summarv Matrix - Revised 
311212007 should be included in the BCRTS Draft final Report. We found this to be an 
infom1ative and easy-to-understand document.· 

32. Although the study corridors may not meet lhe 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 arterial system rather than collector roads such as Lindenhurst 
Road and Stoopville Road. (Chapter 4) 

33. The study should more thoroughly evaluate the use of rail to move freight throughout this 
area of the region. {Chapter 4) 

et"· .. ' .. ·.·. 
~J 
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34. The recommended improvements should be compared to the land use and transportation 
planning goals and objectives of the municipal comprehensive plans for consistency. The 
findings should be summarized for each key road\vay in Chapter 5. · 

35. The functional cJassification for Worthington Mill Ro<1d should be revised to .. urban 
collector". (p 5-1, ~ 6) 

36. Please elaborate on what analyses was performed and what assumptions were made about the 
diverted traffic volumes and operational changes for any of the key roadways in the report. 

ft is our understanding that some of the municipalities from the project study area may have not 
had sufficient lime to review the draft report and provide comments to DVRPC. We respectfully 
request that DVRPC extend the public comment period to accommodate these municipalities. 

We appreciate .the opportunity to comment on the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. We 
look forWard to reviewing the proposed final drafr of the report. If you have any questions or 
need filrthcr clarification for our comments, please contact me at your convenience. 

erry 
Township Manager 

cc: Lower l'vfakefiel<l Township Board of Supervisors 
Lower Makefield Citizens Traffic Commission 
Chad Dixson, AICP, Traffic Planning and Design, Inc. 

. I ~L, 
TOTAL P. 0770~. 
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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 I 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. 

10/11/2007 1J%h . 



Coyne, Jerry 

From: David Steil [Dsteil@pahousegop.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2007 10: 13 AM 

To: Karen Friedman; Peter Palestina; Mark Craig; Chris Harding; jalgeo@eastbumgray.com; Mark 
Craig; Greg Caiola; Ronald Smith; Dan Rattigan; Bob West; Anne Goren; Jerry Schenkman; 
Jane Magne; Vince Deon; administration@wrightstownpa.org; Joe Hunter 

Cc: Coyne, Jerry; Scott Petri 

Subject: RTPTF 

Importance: High 

To All RTPTF Members: 

· As you are aware the draft final report of the recommendations from DVRPC and their 
consultants regarding our traffic study is now in your hands. We are currently scheduled to 
meet on October 29, 2007, to wrap up the project's study phase. After that it will be up to 
the participating municipalities to work cooperatively with their Boards of Supeivisors to 
implement the recommendations. 

At least one township has suggested that we should delay this final meeting and the time 
period for comments by at least 45 days. I am reluctant to do that for several reasons: 

~\ *We need to wrap up this project since the funding is at an end. 

r· * The recommendations are the work product of the profession·als who conducted the 
study and will not change by any delay. 

*The recommendations may be rejected or accepted in whole or part at the discretion of 
the municipalities. 

* The recommendations will be the basis for the work product of the task force and any 
further ideas will come from the municipalities and their professional staffs. 

It is my suggestion that we do create an additional window for the municipalities to offer 
comments, in writing, which we would add to the final section of the report. My staff would 
take the responsibility for receiving and distributing these comments and preparing packets 
of the comments which each· member could then add to their copy of the report. We would 
not consider the report "final"· until those comments were received, although we would 
consider the work of DVRPC to be final. 

The members would simply acknowledge receipt of the report on t0/29 from DVRPC subject 
to the municipalities comments to be submitted by a date the task force should decide. 

Please advise if this approach is acceptable by responding to my secretary Jeannie Dougherty 
/ at jdougher@pahousegop.com· 

12/13/2007 



Thanks to all of you for your efforts these past years. 

Representative J. David Steil 

12/13/2007 
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September 25, 2007 

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
190 N oTtb. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520 

Attention: Jerry Coyne,.ProjecfManager 

Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic 'Study· 

Dear :MI; Coyne: 

~~~ 
&08~@Fn-~ 

~ [[jlS'~ 19M7 
(21 ti) 4"97- .;044-

~ (iuti) 497- ion 

~on:firming our conversa:tibn, it is my understanding that as a result of the open 
house meeting and yotir conversations with. Supervisors Gor~n and Schenkman that the 
report of the DVRPC -is being ~imply fonvarded as. staff recommendations yvitb.out 
cdtnn;l.ent froni the. affected munipipalities. 

It is therefore being submitted as a draft document on whl,cli town.Ships· may 
comment in the :i;utore and which.may be revised from time t0 time. Given the foregoing 
if I am correct, the comm~t· period therefore. will ·be in the :fi,lture 1Ul.d" the document is 
subject: to modification anclhas-not.had the ben~fit of township comment" at th~ time it is 
submitted. Given that.Newtown.Township will ·be·free to make comments in the future 
we would waive our request to extend the comment period. Please confirm the foregoing 
in writing for my records. 

PAUL R. BE~KER.T, JR 

PRB:jk 

---. 
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Coyne, Jerry 

From: Coyne, Jerry 

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2007 8:21 AM 

To: anneg@twp.newtown.pa.us; jerrys@twp.newtown.pa.us; 'JERRYSCHENKMAN@GMAIL.COM' 

Cc: 'MJohnston@Pennoni.com'; Niemczak, Stan; Hanney, Francis J. 

Subject: Swamp Road Functional Classifcation I Traffic Calming 

Dear Ms. Goren and Mr. Schenkman: 

As part of my due diligence, I am following up from 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. It is based on the policies and practices of PennDOT (sources noted), and sound 
engineering judgment. 

This morning, I 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 measures along the roadway
even if the functional classification were changed. For collector highways: adjacent land use should b·e more than 
50% residential, and the a5th percentile speeds should exceed the posted speed limits by 10 miles per hour. Both 
items are I would not be not met, per our inventory. 

I am not trying to deflate your aspirations, or dissuade your action with this information (although I understand the 
communities pain, and I personally consider the roadway properly classified). Instead, I thought it proper to 
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 

12/13/2007 

~
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DELAWARE 

VALLEY 

REGIONAL 

PLAN NI N·G 

COMMISSION 

CREATING>TOMORR OW>TO DAY 

.190 N. INDEPENDENCE MALL WEST 

BTH FLOOR 

PHONE: 215.592.1800 

FAX: 215.592.9125 

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-1520 WEB: www.dvrpe.org 

Paul R. Beckert, Jr., Esquire 
Luxembourg Corporate Center 
203 Corporate Drive East 
Langhorne, PA 19047 

RE: Comments on the 
Bucks Gounty Regional Traffic Study 
Draft Report - June, 2007 

Dear Mr. Beckert: 

October 1, 2007 

The contents of your September 25, 2007 letter accwrately reflect my 
understanding of the conversation that I had with Ms. Goren, Mr. Schenkman and Mr. 
Steil at the September 20, 2007 Public Open House meeting; and the September 2{ 
2007 phone conversation I ·had with you-regarding any and all outstanding comments 
on the draft report following the close of business on 9/26/07. 

You should know that we t-rave received nuniE?rous p_ubllq comments and two 
muni.cipal review letters (Lower Makefield and Wri.ghtstown townships) on the draft. 
Two letters requesting extension of U:ie comment period were also received, from 
Yardley Borough and Newtown Township. Lower Makefield's Jetter also noted support 
fo.r extending ·the municipal review and comment period to.those municipalities wishing 
it. 

·2 We have read, reviewed and considered all the comments received within the 
official review period. We will _summarize them for the benefit of the Regional Traffic r-° ~ 
Plqnning Task Force at its 10/29/07 meeting at Northampton. Township. For tha·t ( ~:_ 
meeting, it is our inte.ntion to prepare and deliver a finai report which addresses those) ~0::;!;;~ 
comments received during the official review period that pointed out a mistake, or an ~ ~ 
oversight, or that included good ideas which might help the RTPTF considerations as · 
their work continues into the future. At its discretion, the Task Force can use our ide.as 
for further discussion and comment amongst its.members, the cornr:nunity and/or the 
participating municipal governing boards, or similarly, as a basis for future project 
development as it continues its work. The RTPTF also has the right to ignore the 
recommendations, or delete any of their choosing. 

NWEAt.:rH OF PENNSYLVANLA • SUCKS COUNTY , CHESTER COUNTY • DELAWARE COUN1Y • MONTGOMERY COUNiY • CliY OF PHILADELPHIA • CITY OF CHESTER 
lF NEW JERSEY ·• BURLINGTON COUNTY ·• CAMDEN COUNTY • GLOUCESTER COUNrf • MERCER COUNTY • CITY OF CAMDEN • CTTY OF TRENTON 
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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 
rec0rd of the RTPTF's proceedings as the process moves forward. 

Very truly your , a::z -
P~~1J'~~ager 

cc: Mr. Jerry Schenkrnan, Newtown Township 
Ms. Anne Goren, Newtown Township 
Mr. David Steil, PA House bf Representatives 
Mr. Donald Shanis, DVRPC 
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October 9, 2007 · 

~@Zf'~/~7 
(2.;6,) 497- /044 

Delaware Valley Regional Plm;ming Cpmmission 
i90 North Independence Mall West, gth Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106-152(! 

Attention: Jerry Coyne, Project.Manager 

Re: Newtown township 

Dear Mr. Coyne: 

~ (216,) 497-1'047 

On behalf of Newtown Township, I want to thank you for appearing at the Board 
of Supervisors meeting. . 

In light of that meeting, J have been· advised by the Board of Supervisors that. they 
will attempt to have some comments to you for inclusion within the binder that you will 
he submitting at your final meeting October 29, 2007. 

However, the Board ·has again asked me to confirm with·you they will have at 
minimum another 45 days in which to make more comprehensive comments 'Y'hich will 
be included in the binder as part of the report and comments of affected townships. 

Therefore, I am requesting on behalf of Newtown Township the opportunity for 
an additional 45 days for comments, which comments would be included within the 
binder document as· part of the draft report. Please c.orrfum that the foregoing will be 
included within the record for that purpose. 

PAUL R.BECKERT, JR. 

PRB:jk 
Cc: Anne Gore~ Chairman 

John M. Boyle, .Interim Manager 

/ 

:. 
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October 26, 2007 

56 South Main Street Yardkry, PA 19067-9997 
Tel 215-493-6832 Fax 215-493-6255 

Mr. Jerry Coyne, Project Manager 
Delaware Valley Regional Plannin~ Commission 
190 N. Indep·endence Mall West, 81 Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Re: Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 

Dear Mr. Coyne, 

Yardley Borough is a one square mile borough located in Lower Bucks County, bordered 
on the east by the Delaware River and on the north, south, and west by Lower Makefield 
Township. Traffic into and out of town is via only five State arteries, all-leading to or 
from Lower Makefield Township. 

As a result of the draft report from the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study published 
June 2007 and subsequent public hearings, the Yardley Borough Council accepted public 
comment at its October 2nd and 16th regularly scheduled council meetings. Also 
introduced at these two meetings was a correspondence from Lower Makefield Township 
dated September 19th to you, copy of which is attached. 

After lengthy discussions it was agreed to support Lower Makefield Township letter with 
the exception of item #23. The thought process was more in favor of a roundabout then 
signalization. We would request that additional studies be preformed on the intersection 
with car and truck counts. We have attached a rough drawling of an item we would 
request the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study Task Force to evaluate. Traffic 
entering from McKinnley is minimal at best. 

Also of concern was southbound truck traffic exiting I-95 at Yardley to use North Main 
Street as the route to the landfills in Tullytown Borough and Falls Township. Trucks also 
exit I-95 to avoid the weigh/inspection station on I-95 using Yardley as a "bypass". The 
trucks exiting I-95 to avoid being inspected are those who know they cannot pass 
inspection. Yardley Borough Police have noted infractions such as: broken brake drums, 



missing brake shoes, damaged and/or disconnected air brake(s), damaged and/or 
disconnected air brake activators, and no commercial license. Our citizens have to 
endure these unsafe trucks "barreling" through our streets. 

Yardley Borough is also deeply concerned about potentially dangerous truck traffic with 
the expansion ofI-95 and the I-95 Bridge at Scudder Falls in the near future. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. 
We look forward to reviewing the proposed final draft of the report. If you have any 
questions or need further clarification for our comments, please feel free to contact me at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

c9 C--'<~<l-~ C~L1·~1£?-
Joe Hunter 
Borough Council President 

CC: Yardley Borough Council 
Yardley Borough Community Development 
C. William Win~lade, Borough Manager 
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

www.dot.state.pa.us 

7000 Geerdes Boulevard 
King of Prussia, PA 19406 

October 26, 2007 

To: Bucks County Regional Traffic Task Force Member Municipalities 
Newtown Township Lower Makefield Township Northampton Township 
Wrightstown Township Newtown Borough Yardley Borough 
Upper Makefield Township 

This letter is being written to express our overall support for the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study 
performed by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission on behalf of the Regional Traffic 
Planning Task Force and to clarify any misconceptions. Started as an effort to analyze safety and 
mobility issues along 16 state roadways across 7 municipal boundaries from a "regional" perspective - we 
believe the study has accomplished its goal. There are numerous recommendations which present a 
"road map" for all of the municipalities to effectively consider, plan for and potentially implement over 
time.· We do not expect that all municipalities, or Penn DOT, will agree on every recommendation but do 
hope the involved municipalities consider the information in this study as a comprehensive catalog of 
regional traffic issues and suggestions. 

Based on concerns raised by some of the municipalities, PennDOT would like to emphasize that the 
study was performed for the Task Force, not PennDOT. PennDOT cannot and will not unilaterally --- -f¥ 
implement the reco_mmendations of this study. 

The majority of the recommendations will require efforts by interested municipalities to further pursue -
either by requesting PennDOT to take a look {such as in the case of signal timing recommendcitions), by 
funding and implementing Highway Occupancy Projects themselves, by supporting improvements that 
could be associated with a development, or by formally requesting regionally-supported PennDOT 
construction projects (which would start through requests to the Bucks County Planning Commission). To 
be clear, all of the traffic calming recommendations, roundabouts, realignments, new construction, and 
similar bigger cost I controversial recommendations fall into this category of requiring municipalities to 
take the lead - and without municipal support, they will not happen. 

However, PennDOT does have a responsibility to consider the information presented that pertains to 
typical operational and maintenance upgrades along state roads. These items include improving warning 
signage, delineation, guide rail, and shoulder drop-offs. PennDOT has previously publicly committed to 
further reviewing these non-controversial safety-related items presented in the study over a period time, 
and we intend to implement appropriate improvements as funding becomes available. Should an 
unforeseen situation arise that requires PennDOT to consider implementing a recommendation beyond 
the previously mentioned normal operational I maintenance upgrades, we will certainly consult first with 
the affected municipality. 

While some limited low cost safety improvement funding may be available annually for isolated 
improvements, significant dedicated funding has yet to be identified for any improvements. Any items of 
priority interest or concern to a municipality can be brought to our attention. 

~erely, 

~t.~ 
!.:ester c, Toaso 
District 6-0 Executive 

Cc: Rich Brahler, Bucks County Planning Commission 
Jerry Coyne, OVRPC 
Dawn Knisley, Bucks County Maintenance Manager 

Honorable David J. Steil 
Honorable Scott Petri 
Honorable Charles T. Mcilhinney 
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October 29, 2007 

Mr. Jeny Coyne, Project Manager 

NEWTOWN TOWNSHIP 
100 MUNICIPAL DRIVE 
NEWTOWN, PA 18940 

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
190 North Independence Mall West, 8th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

RE: Bncks County Regional Traffic Study 

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 presentation 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 defening 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 th.at this study be reviewed by the Bucks County Planning Commission. 

STOOPVlLLE ROAD 

1. The Township does not support the realignment of Stoopville Road at Washington Crossing Road as 
proposed in Figure 5-3. Washington Crossing Road is a minor arterial designated as State Route 532 
and should continue to function as fue through roadway. To address traffic and safety concerns at this · 
intersection. Newtown Township has previously supported the addition of left tum lanes and a traffic 
signal while generally maintaining the existing roadway alignments. We reeommend that this 
alternative or other siniilar alternatives be further evaluated. 

PHONE: ( 215) 968-2800 FAX: (215) 968-5368 HTTP://WWW. TWP.NEWTOWN. PA. US 

:31Jtf/3z~ 
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RE: Bucks County Region3.I Traffic Study 

2. On page 5-19 in the Summary of Adverse Conditions, the fust paragraph states "' .. ., adverse 
conditions include: quarry trucks, roadway alignment at Stoopville Road and Worthington 
Mil.VWrightstovm Roads, traffic volumes from Newtown Bypass to Stoopville Road, and traffic 
congestion from Penns Park Road to Township Line Road." Much of this stai:ement appears to be 
referencing Durham Road. This section should be revised ac:oordin~y. 

SWAMP ROAD 

1. As evident by th~ attached public comment and township resolution, there is concern regarding the 
proposed improvements. This report should recognize and re.fleet the concerns of our residents 
regarding quality of life issues along this corridor. This should occur throughout the report but 

- · specifit5alif·on:Fig;ure2:.1r · - - ~- - · · ·-- - ___ ,_ .. -- · -- --··-- · 

2. Long term ~mmendations should not just state "will be addressed by the· Swamp Road Corridor 
Jmprt>Vement Project"· or "Move forward wjth the Swamp Road CorriCior Improvement Project" as 
indicated- on pages 5-10 and 5-13 respectively. Such recommendations should include statements 
supporting context sensitive design solutions to address quality of life issues as well as safety and 
mobility; not a. complete upgrade of the entire roadway corridor. 

3. On page 5-10 the Bucks County Community College access is listed in the summary of adverse 
conditions. However, detailed analysis is not provided and recommendations only relate to the 
eastern.entrance. This report should assess the college's overall impact on Swamp Road and provide 
appropriate recommendations and implementation schedules . 

.. :'..{~r1.:'TfiKfilD'cii'tfi~~ffil;"~lfi~~biftmr;ftftd\f~y·;ii8tid'.~~Wiililli~~da~ltif'l~cl~~ifl~;J;"~::::='::'£'~2'· :_ _ _:_ · 

a minor arterial is appropriate given current land use and :travel patterns along the roadway. 

5. Once the functional classification is reevaluated, traffic calming eligibility should be revisited. 

We respectfully request that these col:ilments be iricorporated in the final report. The effort that has been 
put into this report by the 1)sk Force members, design te~ DVRPC and PennDOT is very much 
appreciated and we look forward to finalizing the report in a complete and thorough manner. Please feel 
free to contact me with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

~~.~+ 
O~o~~~ Boyle 

Acting Township Manager 

Enclosures 
cc: Board of Supervisors 

d /; _ .. ~·... 9tJ5/37;;_ 
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Newtown Township 

Board of Supervisors 
Meeting Agenda 

September 26, 2007 8:00 PM 

Please Turn Off Cell Phones During Meeting 

1. Call to Order 

2. Moment of Silence 

3. Invocation - Rev. David Cramp - Newtown United Methodist Church 

4. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 

5. Changes to the Agenda 

6. Special Actions - Discussion of Regional Traffic Issues/Projects 

7. Public Comment (5 Minutes per person to last 30 minutes total) 

8. Members Comments 

9. 

10. 

Minutes, Bills List and Reports 
a. Regular Meeting of September 5, 2007 

b. Bill's List 

Reports of Committees, Boards and Commissions 
a. Parks & Recreation 

b. Planning Commission 

c. Historical Architectural Review Board 

i. Certificates of Appropriateness 

)> Roc.kfactory Ltd., 3 Cambridge Lane 

)> Cambridge Sound Studios, 1 Cambridge Lane 

)> Rite Aid, 1 Ice 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 Jocations in Newtown 
Township 



11. Land Development Projects 
a. Conditional Use - Newtown Irish Pub, 240 N. Sycamore Street - Goodnoe' s 

Corner (to be continued to 10/10/07). 

b. Conditional Use - Bucks County Creamery and Confections, 254 N. Sycamore 
Street-Goodnoe's Corner 

12. Reports of Officials 
a. Chairman 

b. Other Board Members 

c. 

cl 

Manager 

i. 

ll .. 

lll. 

Solicitor 

i. 

Plan Expiration Report 

Report on 2008 Minimum Municipal Obligation: For the Police, 
Non-Uniformed and Firefighter Pension Plans 

Bid Award - Infield Rebuild - Field #4, Helen Randle Park 

Authorization to Advertise - Proposed Ordinance Revising the 
Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance Relating to the 
Requirement to Provide a Historic Resources Impact Study 

ii. Resolution regarding the Opening of a Portion of Upper Silver 
Lake Road Presently Closed to All but Emergency Vehicles 

iii. Authorization to Advertise - JMZO Ordinance No. 2007-04 
Rezoning the 3 7 Acres of the Woll Tract from POS to BIR 

iv. Newtown Township Ordinance Amending the Newtown Township 
Traffic Ordinance to Provide a Four Way Stop Sign at North Drive 
and Sequoia Drive 

v. Agreement of Sale - Elliott Builders Re: Acme Site 

v1. Zoning Hearing Board 

)> Daren & Lori Aita, 16 Millstone Drive 

)> Michael Burns, 35 Crittenden Drive 

)> Richard & Trisha Brandimarte, 1 Thornbury Lane 

)> The Heritage CoJCosi Cafe, 104 Pheasant Run 

)> Sycamore Restaurant LLC/Newtown Irish Pub, 240 
N. Sycamore Street 

)> Kieffer & Co. Inc./Petsmart, 2600 South Eagle Road 

e. Engineer 

i. Authorization to Sign Mylars - Lang Ski·& Scuba 107-109 N. 
Sycamore Street 

ii. Escrow Release# 4 - Newtown Walk 

iii. Escrow Release# 6 - The Villas at Newtown 

iv. Escrow Release# 5 - Blacksmith 161-LLC 



) 
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 ext250). 

Important Da:tes: 

Board of Supervisors September 26, 2007 
Planning Commission October 2, 2007 
Parks and Recreation Board October 3, 2007 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee October 3, 2007 
Business Development Council October 4, 2007 
Zoning Hearing :Board October 4, 2007 
Columbus Day (Offices Closed) October 8, 2007 
Historical Architectural Review Board October 9, 2007 
Newtown Area Joint Zoning Corincil October. 9, 2007 
Board of Supervisors October 10; 2007 
Board of Supervisors October 15, 2007 
Planning Commission October 16, 2007 
Newtown Area Regional Pla.Ilning Commission October 18, 2007 
Environmental Advisory Council October 22, 2007 
Joint Historic Commission October 22, 2007 
Board of Supervisors October 24, 2007 

8:00 pm 
8:00 pm 
7:00pm 
7:30 pm 
12:00pm 
7:30 pm 

1:00 pm 
8:00 pm 
8:00 pm 
8:00pm 
8:00 pm 
8:00 pm 
7:30 pm 
7:30 pm 
8:00pm 



Newtown Township 

Board of Supervisors 

Minutes of September 26, 2007 

The Newtown Township Board of Supervisors met on Wednesday, 
September 26, 2007 in the Township meeting room at 8:00 PM. In 
attendance were Supervisors: Chairman Anne Goren, Vice-Chairman 
Phillip Calabro, Secretaryffreasurer Jerry Schenkman and Members 
Thomas Jirele and Richard Weaver. Also present were: Paul Beckert, 
Township Solicitor, James Watson, Township Engineer and John Boyle, 
Acting Township Manager. 

Call to Order: Chainnan Anne Goren called theregular meeting to order 
at 8:00 PM. 

Invocation: The invocation was given by Reverend David Cramp of 
Newtown United Methodist Church. This was followed by the Pledge of 
Arlegiance. 

Changes to the Agenda: Mr. Boyle announced that the Park and 
Recreation Board report is removed from the agenda, and an additional 
item, S.tuckley vs. Newtown Township, has been added to the Solicitors 
report. 

Special Actions 

Discussion of Regional Traffic Issues and Projects: Mrs. Goren 
introduced Township Traffic Engineer Matthew Johnston, to give a 
presentation of regional traffic issues followed by public comment. She 
said that she would allow one hour for this discussion and comment. 
Unfortunately, the representative fi-om PennDOT who was to have spoken 
about the Swamp Road project is unable to attend this evening's meeting. 

Jerry Coyle of the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission was 
introduced by Mr. Johnston. Mr. Coyne reviewed the study conducted by 
a regional traffic task force formed in 2004 by State Representative David 
Steil and elected representatives of seven municipalities. The study 
focused on mobility, traffic safety and truck movement. Mr. Coyne referred 
to maps that identified 16 key roadways. The task force focused on 
assessment of the roadways, conducting research into safety and 
operating conditions, looking into opportunities for traffic calming. 
PennDOT and the Bucks County Planning Commission played an active '· 
role in the task force, integrating four ongoing projects into the task force's 
work: 

• Swamp Road Reconstruction 
• Traffic Signal Enhancement Initiative 
• Lindenhurst Road Traffic Calming 
• Stoopville Road Traffic Calming 

The task force held 11 meetings and 3 public meetings. Quarry truck 

http://www.twp.newtown..pa.usfb. 
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traffic was discussed. Investigation into possible use of rail lines for 
shipment of quarry materials was conducted. At open house meetings 
public input focused on quany truck traffic and quality of life issues. 
Suggested methods of improvement included maintenance, signal timing, 
pavement marking, geometric improvements and highway lighting 
improvements. 

Eight roadway segments were identified for traffic calming, six of which 
require further documentation. Stoopville Rpad 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. 
Enforcement is the most effective way to control unsafe driving. On 
October 29, 2007 a regional traffic open house will be held at 
Northampton Township. Information on the meeting can be found at 
http://www.dvrpc.org/BCRTS/meetinqs.htm. There is a link on the 
Township Web site. 

Eric Kaufman of Gilmore & Associates discussed the traffic calming 
recommended 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 developmenfs 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 Road 
• Dolington Road 
• Washington Crossing Road 

Gilmore & Associates is not recommending that five roundabouts be 
installed, but is recommending locations where installation would be 
feasibie. 

Mr. Johnston said that PennDOT h.ad presented ideas to address needed 
improvements at Swamp Road to improve safety and drainage problems. 
After PennDOTs 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 eastbound climbing lane has been 
eliminated~ PennDOT.plans to install tow right tum 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 Hom said that the report of the traffic study does 
not properly represent the desires of the residents who live in the Swamp 
Road area. Residents were not represented at the traffic meetings. 

htt:n://www.twn.newtown.na.u~o1vL"" rt L.tl\1 tt1'fL.nmm.htiTI 
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Attention seemed too focused on the Stoopville Road and Lindenhurst 
Road traffic calming. The traffic study report only references the uswamp 
Road Reconstruction" but does not offer any specifics. He asked that time 
be given to the residents to have input into the regional traffic study. He 
strongly suggested reclassification of Swamp Road from an .arterial to a 
collector road. 

Mr. Schenkman said that he has requested a 45 day extension, but that 
has not been granted; it has been indicated that comments made at 1;he 
October 29, 2007 meeting would be included. He has asked Mr. Johnston 
to incorporate the public input, including the reclassification of swamp 
Road into the regional traffic study. He agreed to keep the public informed 
on the regional traffic task force. 

In response to Mrs. Goren's question, Mr. Coyne said that Swamp Road 
cannot be treated differently in Newtown if it is an arterial roadway with a . 
posted speed limit of 40 MPH or greater and/or if it does not go through a 
commercial district. The Community College is not considered a 
commercial district. Any request for reclassification would have to be 
approved by the State. 

Resident Jay Sensibaugh presented some written suggested alternatives 
to the roundabouts proposed by Gilmore & Associates to the Board. He 
also suggested that a vote on the regional traffic task force study be 
deferred from October 29, 2007 until there has been time for residents 
and inter-munlcipal officials to have input. Regarding Swamp Road, he 
said that traffic calming has not been adequately considered because of 
its classification as an arterial roadway; it should be designated a collector 
road. A reclassification would preserve the rural nature of the region. 

Mrs. Goren asked Mr. Johnston to take a copy of Mr. Sensibaugh's written 
material for review.· 

Resident Nancy Crescenzo said that discussion of Swamp Road and of 
quarry traffic should include Wrightstown's residents and officials. She 
urged the Board to strengthen the jointure or there could be quarries in 
Newtown. Regarding traffic calming on Stoopville Road, she urged the 
Board to work with the police department on enforcement She also 
suggesled that a traffic advisory committee, made up of residents, be 
formed, rather than including traffic issues in the Planning Commission's 
duties; 

Resident Eleanor Lyons urged the Board to institute traffic calming on 
swamp Road. She suggested that rather than widening the road, lower 
the speed limit, address drainage problems and install additionar stop 
signs and pedestrian and horse crosswalks. She suggested ari additional 
entrance to the Community College, and the removal of a Swamp Road 
reconstruction from the regional traffic task force study. She said that 
quarry truck traffic is not evenly distributed. 

Resident Moe Sood and Mickey Dalsh of Wrightstown presented petitions 
with over 300 signatures from Newtown and Wrightstown residents asking 
for traffic calming rather than expanding Swamp Road. Mr. Sood noted 
that he had requested that some bushes at the Community College be 
trimmed, and th.is request had been addressed, improving sight distances 
greatly. He said that the enrollment at the College has grown 
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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 O!weiner 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 its own guidelines 
in certain 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 in Bucks 
County. 

Resident Dennis Fisher said that residents would like the Swamp Road 
reconstruction project deleted from the regional traffic task force report. 
Residents would like more consideration given to preservation of open 
space and avoidance of expansion of traffic corridors. He supports the 
reclassification of Swamp Road 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 
populated. He ·does not think it is right to tell truck drivers 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 be 
told how the residents feel about this traffic task force study. He asked 
which roundabouts are being considered. 

Mrs. Goren said that the ffve 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 aAd should be the first issue 
addressed 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 the 
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 

~lc2-/ ..37:J-
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might not be the best solution. There is some concern about the realigning 
of Stoopville Road with Washington Crossing Road, creating an 
expressway, which would have an environmental impact. He would 
support the reclassification of Swamp Road as a collector· road. He said 
that he is aware that Newtown Borough and Yardley Borough have also 
requested an extension on the comment period. He would urge DVRPC to· 
grant extensions. 

Sue Herman, Lower Makefield Township resident, said that DVRPC has 
not gotten e'nough input from residents. She said that she opposes a 
roundabout at Washington Crossing Road and Stoopville Road and is 
opposed to any realignment of Stoopville Road. She is opposed to the 
regional traffic task force study being accepted. 

Paul Salvatore of Newtown Borough said that there has been a large 
increase in car traffic on the regional roadways. There should be better 
police enforcement and traffic calming for cars as well as for trucks. He 
said that the different communities should share the traffic burden, rather 
than address issues on one road, so that other roads become 
overburdened. 

Resident John Solito, president of Nob Hill Homeowners Association, said 
that Nob Hill residents are not trying to move truck traffic off of Swamp 
Road; but want alf roads to share the burden. There has been an increase 
in truck traffic in the past year. Swamp Road should be able to take 
advantage of the same traffic calming measures .as are being put into 
place on Lindenhurst Road. 

Mr. Sood urged that Swamp Road reconstruction be removed from the 
regional traffic task force study. 

Mr. Coyne said that the DVRPC recognizes that there are issues with 
Stoopville Road at Washington Crossing Road. The report tries to address 
these issues. The report deals in ideas only; it is an opportunity for people 
to discuss possible solutions to problems of safety and mobility. 

Mr. van der Horn asked the Board to pass a resolution to make 
Newtown's position clear to Penn DOT. 

Board members agreed that residents' concerns must be brought to the 
regional traffic task force. The regional traffic task force study will not be 
approved until Newtown's concerns are included. Of prime concerns are 
the safety of residents and the even distribution of traffic. Lindenhurst and 
Swamp Roads should be treated the same. 

Because of the large number of residents in attendance to discuss the re
opening of Upper Silver Lake Road; Mrs. Goren announced that this item 
would be discussed before other agenda items. 

Solicitor's Report 

Resolution regarding the opening of a portion of Upper Sliver Lake 
Road presently closed to au but emergency vehicles: Mr. Beckert 
reported that a portion of Upper Silver Lake Road has been closed for a 
number of years. The Township never took official steps regarding an 
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Ordinance and the procedures required to vacate a portion of Upper Silver 
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 meet 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 drafted. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to adopt a resolution regarding the opening of a 
portion of Upper Silver Lake Road currantly closed to all but emergency 
·vehicles. Mr. Calabro seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mr. Schenkman asked whether any traffic calming 
measures would be incorporated into the resolution. 

Mr. Beckert referred to the paragraph in the proposed resoluti.on 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 90°, turn on a very 
narrow street. He questioned the need to reopen the road. He asked 
whether the Traffic Engineer had suggested any restrictions on two-way 
traffic, or whether he had investigated accidents at this location. He had 
some concerns 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 been extended north to 
accommodate traffic that would have used Upper Sifver Lake Road: 

Mrs. ·Goren said that the road had been closed at the time that the 
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Brandywine office complex had been planned, to eliminate some business 
traffic, but the road had never been properly vacated. She also expressed 
concern that emergency responders from other municipalities have been 
unaware that the road is closed, causing delays. She had not spoken 
directly to these emergency responders, but had heard the stories 
anecdotally. 

Mr. Ji ref e expressed some concern that the reopening had not been 
properly thought out. He asked for additional information on accidents and 
safety. 

Mr. Weaver agreed that he would want more information on safely before 
proceeding. 

Mr. Jirele said that it would also be important to research what work would 
need to be done to improve the road to meet Township standards, and 
whether the developer is in agreement to assume the costs for those 
improvements. 

Resident Barry Hurtzburg, representing Kirkwood Homeowners 
Association said that his development had been excluded from discussion 
of the closing of the road, which had been the only access point to 186 
homes. Currently the road is filled with debris and not accessible to 
emergency vehicles. Because the road is not officially closed, it appears 
on maps and GPS systems. causing confusion. This needs to be 
addressed . 

. Mrs. Crescenzo questioned the reason this item was on this evening's 
agenda, when not all necessary information has been made available. 

Mrs. Goren said that she asked that it be included on the agenda because 
the legality of the road closing must be addressed, and because there had 
been requests from numerous residents. 

Mr. Beckert explained that there is a formal procedure by which roads are 
closed, and tt:iis had never been done for Upper Silver lake Road. 
Something must be done. There are three options: 

• Open the road and repair any damage 
• Vacate the road. For this the Township would have to show cause 

and petition the courts. If neighbors were to object to the vacating, 
the Township would have to defend the action. 

• Take formal action by ordinance to limit the access to emergency 
use only. 

In response to some public comment, Mr. Jirele said that all of these 
options should be further investigated. He noted that there are other 
options for emergency access . 

. Resident Walter Scott of Upper Silver lake Road said that the road does 
appear as closed on GPS systems, and directions show how to go 
through his neighborhood to avoid the closed road. He said that the angle 
of the road is greater than 90°. 

Resident Joan Biaocchi of 109 Upper Silver lake Road said that she had 
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previously lived in Kirkwood, and feels that rushing into the reopening of 
the road is creating animosity among the neighborhoods. 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 
the road, but she is opposed to this plan because it will .increase the 
incidence 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 musfgo through certain legal procedures. 

Mrs. Goren advocated opening the road by a resolution to remedy the 
current illegal status of the road. Once opened the Board can investigate 
whether to permanently close it or address traffic concerns with other 
measures. 

· Ms. Biaocchi strongly advocated permanently closing the road. She said 
that there would be a traffic impact on the community if the 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 
concern for safety of children, bicyclists and motorists on this narrow road. 

Resident Sue lazetti of 107 Upper Silver Lake Road said that she had 
been promised by Mrs. Goren that she would be notifjed 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 said 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 proper,Y investigating, the 
conditions. 

Resident Lawrence Hayner of 43 Vera Avenue urged the Board to leave 
Upper Silver Lake closed because it is too narrow and has a very sharp 
right tum. 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 notified that this 
matter would be discussed. She asked that the Board further research the 
options before making a d.ecision, and that Mr. Schenl<man, 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 fairly. She 
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questioned the reason that some neighbors have been notified by mail on 
small matters, but this did not require notification. 

Mr. Beckert reviewed the laws regarding notification of Zoning Hearing 
Board applications. No notification is required by law for this matter. 

Mr. Schenl<man said that he was unaware of many of the issues brought 
up by the residents and would support further investigation. His onfy 
concern is the Township's fiability with the road in its present condition. He 
agreed with Mr. Jirefe that additional information is needed before an 
informed decision could be made. · 

Mr. Schenkman withdrew his motion. Mr. Calabro withdrew is second. 

Mr. Weaver moved to table discussion of the: resolution to open Upper 
Silver Lake Road until addiDonal information has been presented. Mr. 
Jirefe seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mr. Weaver and Mr. Jirele asked the Township 
Manager to provide information on emergency access, including 
inf,ormation on whether emergency responders from neighboring 
municipalities are aware of the current road conditions, costs of 
improvements needed to meet Township standards.and whether McGrath 
developers are agreeable to those costs, what traffic calming might be 
needed to make the road safe, input from the Planning Commission, and 
reports on accidents prior to the closing of the road. 

Dr. Ciervo agreed that the matter should be tabled, but that the road 
should ultimately remain closed. He also urged the Board to keep 
residents informed of matters that affect their neighborhoods. 

The motion passed unanimously. 

Public Comment 

Mr. Salvatore announ~ Newtown Rotary's upcoming Pedals for 
Progress, which will collect used bicycles to be shipped to third world 
countries. Collection will take place on the morning of November 3 at the. 
old St. Andrew's Preschool on Sycamore Street. Rotary is asking for a 
$10 donation to cover costs of repairs and shipping. Rotary will be 
donating a dictionary to every third grade student in Council Rock School 
District. Rotary is also participating in a fundraising coupon book being 
sold by Council Rock North's choir to raise money for a trip to China. The 
book will offer coupons for local businesses. 

Mr. Salvatore announced that the Newtown Business and Professional 
Association Will hold a Business Expo on October 1 O at the NAC. It is 
hosting a golf outing on September 27 at Makefield Counby Club. Its 
monthly breakfast will be at Chandler Hall on October 23. NBPA is 
sponsoring a fundraising "sing" at St. Mark's Church featuring choirs on 
October 27. 

Mrs. Crescenzo urged the Board to form a residents' traffic advisory 
committee rather than leaving traffic matters to the Planning Commission. 
She complained that some members of the Planning Commission have 
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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 not attending 
meetings regularly. 

Members Comments 

Mrs. Goren reported that the Board had met in executive session prior to 
the start of this evening's meeting to discuss matters of personnel and 
litigation. 

Minutes Bills Lists and Reports 

Minutes: Mr. Weaver moved to accept the minutes of September 5, 2007. 
Mr. Calabro seconded and the mouon passed 3-0-2, with Messrs. 
Schenkman and Jirele abstaining. 

Bills: Mr. Schenkman moved to authorize payment of bills totaling 
$376, 190.53. Mr. Weaver seconded and the motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to authorize interfund transfers totaling 
$169, 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 September 18, 2007, the Planning 
Commi5sion reviewed and recommended that the Board of Supervisors 
approve the Preliminary/Final Plan for the po.rtion of the Melsky tract in 
Newtown Township for 45 homes, with 45 homes on the Upper Makefield 
portion, all taking access from Stoop'irille Road; with conditions. Among the 
conditions recommended are that the Board consider requiring curbs and 
gutters, or if Belgian blocks are used, that the streets remain private; that if 
Federal money is made available 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 anywhere 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 
internal intersections, only. 

The Commission reviewed and recommended that the Board approve 
Johnson Kendall Johnson's preliminaryifinal 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 length, 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 
concerns. The applicant agreed to return for the October 2, 2007 meeting, 
for further review. Members of the Commission agreed that the proposed 
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uses are E-5 and E-6, eating place, with alcohol sales incidental to food 
sales/restaurant, and that an E-17 Special Exception would not be 
needed. 

The Commission reviewed the Zoning Hearing Board application of Kieffer 
& Company/Petsmart and would like to point out that throughout the 
Township, shopping center anchor stores have been permitted larger 
signs, and there was no objection to Petsmart having a larger sign, 
especially since the building location is set back from the road, however 
there was some concern about three signs for the one business at this 
location. On the Newtown Irish Pub, Commission members agreed that 
the proposed use is E-5 and E-6 - eating place, with alcohol sales 
incidental to food sales. There are no E-17 tavern uses in the Township, 
and the proposed use resembles other restaurants, such as Applebee's, 
an E-5 use. · 

The Commission passed the other four Zoning Hearing Board applications 
without comment. 

Historic Architectural Review Board: Chairman Harriet Beckert said 
that the HARB had agreed to recommend approval of signage for 
Rockfactory, but is suggesting an index sign, placed to screen the existing 
'PECO box. HARB would suggest two signs on either side of the PECO 
box . 

. Business owner Peter Baldes said that he was not aware that the sign 
was not permitted. He is not sure that the index sign would help his 
business. In response to questions from the Board he said that there are 5 
other businesses is his location. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for 
signage over door for Rockfactory Ltd., 3 Cambridge Lane . Mr. Jirele 
seconded and the motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to deny a certificate of appropriateness for 
Rockfactory Ltd., 3 Ca171bridge Lane, for a sign on Sycamore Street, 
subject to the condition that 2 group signs be allowed near the PECO box. 
Mr. Jirele seconded and the motion passed unanimously. · 

Jim Salamone of Cambridge Sound Studios indicated that he would be 
willing to participate in a group index sign, but asked who would organize 
the effort 

Mr. Weaver said that the Codes Department would work with tenants. 

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for a wall sign 
for Cambridge Sound Studios, 1 Cambridge Lane. Mr. Weaver seconded 
and the motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Weaver moved to approved a certificate of appropriateness for Rite 
Aid, 1 Ice Cream Alley for the fa<;ade. Mr. Calabro seconded and the 
motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining. 

Mr. Weaver moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage 
for Jules Thin Crust Pizza, 300 North Sycamore Street. Mr. Jirele 
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seconded and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining. 

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage 
for Taste of Philly Hand Twisted Pretzels, 250 N. Sycamore Street. Mr. 
Weaver seconded and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren 
abstaining. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for 
signage for Cosi Cafe, 280 N. Sycamore Street. Mr. Calabro seconded 
and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining. 

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage 
for First Trost Bank, 11 Durham Road subject to the condition that lights 
on signs other than the A TM lights would be turned off from 10:00PM to 
6:00AM .. Mr. Weaver seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mrs. Beckert explained that the signs would be back 
lit. The A TM drive through signs would have gooseneck lighting. The ATM 
sign would remain lighted at all times. 

Mr. Beckert said 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 approve a certificate of appropriateness for The 
Carriage House, 221 N. Sycamore Street. Mr. Weaver seconded and the 
motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Jirele moved to approve a certificate of appropriateness for signage 
for Lang Ski and Scuba, 107-109 N. Sycamore Street. 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 at various locations. Mr. Weaver seconded and the 
motion passed unanimously. 

Land Development 

Conditional Use - Newtown Irish Pub, 240 N. Sycamore Street: Mr. 
Weaver moved to continue the conditional use hearing of Newtown Irish 
Pub to October 10, 2007. Mr. Calabro seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously. 

Conditional Use • Bucks County Creamery and Confections, 254 N. 
Sycamore Street: Mr. Beckert entered the following exhibits: 
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• Exhibit T1 -Advertisement of hearing 
• Exhibit T2 - Proof of Advertisement 
• Exhibit T3 - Notice to adjacent property owners 
• Exhibit T 4 - Recommendation of Planning Commission 

Attorney Michael Carr represented the applicants. 

Christopher Faschetti and Vincent Marinelli were sworn in. 

Mr. Carr said that this is an application for an E-6 Eating Place occupying 
1200 square feet in building 28 of Goodnoe's Corner Shopping Center. 
The shop will have 24 seats and 2 to 3 employees. The applicants agree 
to all conditions of the recommendation of the Planning Commission. Mr. 
Carr entered the following exhibits: 

• Exhibit A 1 - Application for Conditional Use plus attachments 
• Exhibit A2- Boucher and James letter dated August 6, 2007. 

In response to Mr. Beckert's question, Mr. Marinelli said that there is to be 
common seating on an upstairs deck. These seats are not included in the 
24 seats. 

In response to Mr. Jirele's questions, Mr. Marinelli said that there would 
be no outdoor music. The outdoor seating is not part of his plan, as it is 
shared common seating with the entire shopping center. He is not sure of 
the exact number of common seats. He estimated that there would be four 
tables inside the ice cream shop and possibly four tables upstairs. As part 
of his lease agreement, he will clean the upstairs deck. There are no 
dedicated parking spaces and no drive-up window. He would agree to a 
condition of designating parking spaces for take-out, but had not planned 
on it. The pusiness name has been changed to ~Sweet Pea Creams and 
Confections0

• · 

In response to comments from Mr. Beckert, Mr. Carr said that his firm 
represents the landlord, who would be agreeable to certain designated 10 
minute take-out parking spaces for the shopping center if that were 
required. 

Mr. Schenkman said that he finds that difficult to enforce, and would 
rather enforce fire lane restrictions. 

In response to further questions from Mr. Jirele, Mr. Marinelli said that ice 
cream would be made on the premises. There would be a maximum of 3 
employees. He expects to need about 12 parking spaces, with peak hours 
between 6:00PM and 1 O:OOPM weekdays and weekends. 

Mrs. Crescenzo said that the shared parking plan presented by the 
shopping center owner is inconsistent with the numbers Mr. Marinelli has 
estimated. She asked about handicapped elevators to the upstairs deck. 

Mr. Jirele said that the restaurant designated a fast food restaurant and is 
ADA compliant. 

Mr. Weaver moved to grant conditional use approval to KLS Ryan LP and 
Bucks County Creamery Newtown, tenant. 254 North Sycamore Street, to 
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operate an E-6 (Eating Place/Drive In Use) on the following conditions: 

1. The use is approved for a E-6 Use for ice cream and cbnfection 
dining and take out consisting of 1200 square feet of demised 
premises and 24 interior seats. 

2. The owner/tenant shallprovide a screened trash storage area. 
3. The owner/tenant shall provide trash receptacles outside the 

restaurant. 
4. The maximum number of employees is 3, the average is 2. 
5. The hours of operation are 10:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m., seven days a 

week. 
6. No hazardous, flammable or explosive materials shall be stored or 

used in the buflding. 
7. Al/ loading or unloading of deliveries by tractor trailer or similar 

sizeq vehicles shall be at off hours between 10:00 p.m. and 8:00 
a.m. and rio deliveries of any type shall take place along Sycamore 
Street or Durham Road. · 

8. No noxious or hazardous impact shall be generated by the uses 
proposed. 

9. Parking is found to be adequate for the use. 
10. The conditional use criteria pursuant to 1301.B. of the JMZO are 

met by the proposed use. 
11. The tenant shall submit a true and correct copy of the lease. 
12. All signage shall meet Township sign requirements and a 

Certificate of Appropriateness shall be secured for all signage. 
13. All far;ade 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 
herein. 

15. 01.ffslde deck seating shall be common to the entire center and 
shall not be deemed part of the demised premises. 

16. No loud noise shall be generated on site and no music shall be 
permitted to be audible from the premises. 

17. The premises shall be ADA compliant. 
18. All review fees shall be paid. 

Mr. Jirele seconded and the motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren 
abstaining. 

Mr. Weaver moved to close the condiilona/ 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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Financial requirement and the 2008 Minimum Municipal Obligation for the 
Newtown Township Firefighters Pension Plan will be $105,271. 

Financial requirement and the 2008 Minimum Municipal Obligation for the 
Newtown Township Non-uniformed Employees' Pension Plan will be 
$257, 179." 

Bid Award - lnfield Rebuild .... Field #4- Helen Randle Park: Mr. 
Weaver moved to accept the bid of Superior Turf & Landscaping for 
rebuilding of ffeld #4 at Helen Randle Park in the amount of $23,931.24. 
Mr. Schenkman seconded and the motion passed unanimously. 

Solicitor's Report: Mr. Weaver moved to authorize advertisement of an 
ordinance revising the Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance 
relating to the requirement to provide historic resources impact study. Mr. 
Schenkman seconded and the motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize advertisement of JMZO 2007-04, 
rezoning 37 acres of the Woll Tract from POS to EIR. Mr. Calabro 
seconded and the motion passed 4-1, with Mr. Jirele voting nay. 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize advertisement of an ordinance amending 
Newtown Township's Traffic Ordinance to provide a four-way stop sign at 
North Drive and Sequoia Drive. Mr. Calabro seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mr. Watson said that a blinking light could be used 
to alert motorists of the new sign. If the lights bother nearpy residents, 
signage alerting to a stop sign ahead could be used. These devices could 
remain in place for up to one year. 

The motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Beckert informed the Board that the sellers of the Acme site, Elliott 
Builders, are in Chapter 11 Bankruptcy proceedings. To effectuate 
purchase of the property, a motion would be needed to enter into an 
agreement to purchase. Such agreement would be subject to the· 
Bankruptcy Court approval. 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize Newtown Township officials to execute 
and agreement to take all steps necessary to effectuate purchase of the 
Acme site. Mr. Schenkman seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mrs. Crescenzo reviewed the history of the Acme 
site, noting that a committee of residents had recommended that the site 
be used for a community center. She said that the Township should not 
purchase the property, but should allow the current owners to sell it. She 
continued to request a community center. 

The motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Beckert reviewed the following Zoning Hearing Board applications: 

• Darren and Lori Aita - 16 Millstone Drive 
• Michael Burns - 35 Crittenden Drive 
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• Richard and Trisha Brandimarte - 1 Thornbury Lane 
• Cosi Cafe - 104 Pheasant Run 

The Board passed on these applications without comment. 

Mr. Beckert reviewed the application of Newtown Irish Pub, noting that the 
applicant has applied for a special exception for an E-17 tavern use. The 
planning Commission and th~ 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 alcohol is incidental to the sale of 
food. At this point, the application still appears on the Zoning Hearing 
Board agenda. 

Mr. Jirele moved to oppose this applicaffon, pending the conditional use 
hearing. Mr. Schenkman seci:Jnded. 

_ Mr. Fisher said that the Planning Commission had asked this applicant to 
return with additional information before a recommendation would be 
made. 

The motion passed 4-0-1, with Mrs. Goren abstaining. 

Mr. Beckert reviewed the Kieffer & Company/Petsmart application. 

Mr. Jirele said that he would like this applicant to come to a work. session 
to discuss the proposed signage, or if not, to send the solicitor to oppose 
the application. 

. Mrs. Goren said that she is not opposed to the signage if it is similar to 
that of the petsmart r;it Qxfqrd Valley Ro~d. This store is set back from 
Eagle Road, so should be given some additional consideration. 

Mr. Schenkrnan agreed that the applicant should be invited to a work 
session to discuss the signage. 

Mr. Jirele moved to invite the app/ icant to a work session to discuss the 
signage; or if not, to send the solicitor to oppose the application. Mr. 
Schenkman seconded. 

Discussion of motion: Mr. Fisher said that the Planning Commission 
questioned the need 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 th~ Zoning. 
Hearing Board has filed an action in mandamus in the Court of Common 
Pleas of Bucks County. Joined as defendants are Newtown1 Township, 
Upper Makefield Township and Newtown Township Zoning Hearing 
Board. 

Mr. Jirele moved to authorize the solicitor to defend the position of the 
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Township. Mr. Weaver seconded and the motion passed unanimously. 

Engineer's Report: Mr. Jirele moved to authorize signing of Mylars for 
Lang Ski and Scuba 107-109 N. Sycamore Street. Mr. Weaver seconded 
and the motion passed unanimously. 

Mr. Schenkman moved to authorize escrow release f<;>r Newtown Walk in 
the amount of $179, 794. 62. Mr. Calabro seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously. 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize escrow release for the Villas in the 
amount of $182,579.05. Mr. Calabro seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously._ 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize escrow release for Blacksmith 161 in the 
amount of $43,880.47. Mr. Jirefe seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously. · 

Mr. Weaver moved to authorize escrow release for Delancey Court in the 
amount of $150, 463. 80. Mr. Calabro seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously. 

Public Comment: Mrs. Crescenzo asked the Board to address 
attendance at meetings .by Planning Commission members. 

Mr. Jirele said that this is a matter for discussion at executive session. 

Mrs. Crescenzo asked whether the Board would be appointing two new 
members to the Environmental Advisory Council. 

Mr. Schenkman said that there have been no applicants for the opening. 
He suggested that the opening be placed on the Township Web site. · 

In response to Mrs. Crescenzo's request that a residents' traffic advisory 
committee be formed, Mr. Schenkman said he would prefer to discuss this 
at a work session. 

Mr. Jirele said that he is not sure that a committee is necessary, but 
perhaps a change in the current method of addressing traffic concerns 
should be investigated. 

Without objection the meeting adjourned at 2:05 AM. 

Respectfully Submitted: 
Mary Donaldson, Recording Secretary 

Attest:...,_.,,..-.,-.-_,_--
John Boyle, Acting 
Township Manager 

Anne Goren, Chairman 
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Phillip Calabro,. V1ce
Chairman 

Jerry Schenkman, 
Secretaryrrreasurer 

Thomas Jirele, Member 

Richard Weaver, Member 
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PETITIONS 
BY 

SWAMP ROAD RESIDENTS GROUP 

SEPTEMBER 2007 

PETITIONS CONTACTS 
Moe Sood, Colonial Commons, Newtown 

. Mickey Darrah, Wrightstown 
John Selitto, Nob Hill, Newtown 

Nina Gilmartin, Rushland 

SWAMP ROAD COMMUNITIES 
DIFFERENT BUT UNITED FOR A 

SAFER AND BETTER PLACE TO LIVE 



) 
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 Penn DOT 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 roadwpy. 

Respectfully submitted by the members of the Swamp Road Residents Group 
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·:·~ ~~~1$.~fioo:ar.ia:teCc;nimenaJiitloiis is{imite(H0 the pertion of the swamp Road betWeen route.413 and 
. ~: ~ngum'Mill Road. ' 

2 Jim Luch 

3 Mary Lisan 

4 Sonja Lengal 

5 Judy Harvey 

6 G6JJ6 
7 

8 

9 

!$;;p;.efil:Son~.are also working witli residents in other Swamp Road communities to adopt a larger Swamp 
;.~·: · ~Leomifi'unity view which includes fair distribution of traffic on all roads. · 

,~)".PetjtioH~ are opposed to 2007 Pendot proposal as well as the proposal in the 2002 Urban Engineers 
:Study f6r.-increasing the CAPACITY of Swamp Road by widening it. Swamp Road encompasses 
i.i3sji3.ential .najghborhoods ~nd .a college in a rural setting. Except for a few brief rush periods, Swamp 
· ·: · ·~ ;is .under utilized arid . .free of traffic: congestloli. Thus increasing the capacity either per the Pendot 
f.ltoP.osal or per the Urban r::n~ineets pr0posal is not justified. 
t.• 
fJ) The .key .problem on Swamp Road is LACK OF SAFETY DUE TO HIGH TRAFFIC SPEED. The speed 
Jir.un~·sfe. for childr:en in resld~ntial neighborhoods along side Swamp Road. The speed is also unsafe for 
fhiidt~mc.mix that consistS of ll3i"@e trwcks, college.studentl;, residents, and pets·, 
~/Petiil.pri~~ are petitioning to.RIGHT SIZ~ the Improvement project and s~ve tax flayer dollars. With 
ii~!led :first.hand knowledge of the traffic patterns, the petitior:iers a·re proposing FIVE LOW COST 
~PIAT.~ ACT.IONS. These actione are sufficient to improve safety on the Swamp Roqd between 
~~~W.~ 41.3. M.GI· w~~ingion Mill Road. 

:1. Md 4-way stop at the entrance to Colonial Commons. This will reduce traffic speed and make the road 
safer. !twill-also allow College and Colonial Commons people in cars as well as on foot to exit on to and 
pross ·Swamp Roaq safely and 'in reasonable time. · 

f. Add a stop sign on Swamp Road at the· Twining:;?ridge intersection to eliminate the' safety risk posed by 
!f:ie laci< Gf sufficient sight distance. · 

.$;'.Retain the 4.:way stop at Wor;tl)ington Mill Road. 
d. I 

{l., R:emove the· landscape bushes on the college · roperty'lhat obstruct the view of drivers exiting the 
~llege fron; the entrance across from Colonic;J"Corhmons entrance. 

. . . 
.s;·Add a new third entrance to the college .. ~fown the hill from the entrance to Color:iial Commons towards 
·ti.;e.e~d of ±he·college property. This would streamline the flow of car and pedestrian traffic and improve 
~dent.safety iii.side the college. It will also reduce congestion at the Colonial Commons entrance. 

Signature Page 1 



) 

) 

12 

13 

14 

. 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

Swamp R:eatf lmpr.-ev.ements-Project 

P-e.tittmi ··Bv ·~'Gtc.mfa4-G.Gm1Mns ~~der.1-ts 
A~J~ng.1-ha da~Of''Sw.aJnp· Road 
F« ~li¢mg Speed To Make. SwanJtp RQ.ad Safer 



.?! • ;' 
• .i: ... . , :•.:. . 
: : .. :., : ·¢ 

47 

48 

49 

71 

72 

S-~;p ~·~Ji~~~ ·P·roject 
:~1~~ .. .,~·r..16~8\I'-~-"~"" Jli.d-0:.:...l-..,.,,. ... 
·11~~:r~~~ ··~~~Y? 

A~trirc;ti"Lt.i,.._...,.,,,~. the ({}a ~~f.w r:>f ~-<n.-....n.·r?·"!'~ ~!"":''"'""'"~ · .. Je~"" "fl ~,.,.;i;,,.. ·~ .. 
~~,;&....J.A..cl...,:;,i,:~_;,_::.:.,_..,::'.f,...,;,,rJl"'--1,""- .&~~.ft>-.... ...,..,:J. '(i...-b,. 
··:~!.=~~~ ~-.. ~~~tf~'Oi'~ 

c?: -~ .. · •.. -~·· I) 
~ ' ~re., : ~ ,_· :-<! .... 

vv 't .· 

1s · G ··7-t17 .Cl .,_Jc..D,~i....A..J~..J....C:t.-::.ALl~+-~.£:+1-~~~~~~~-6-7·--1~·--=-ct-=---l 

--1-bt -
77 





.. ·. :.:: -.;·~·t· .. : ,·: : ~~, ... : •• t.r 

.~-,·~{·~"~'~:~~ .. i-;.,:,r __ ;/2:.:_:;,_~_;:t::4"·~·:.-'L~.~t.-. ~: .. _:. .!.-:-...--.. -.,-=-..... e-- --.:.- ~-- .... : •• ..:. 

i; 
· ........... · .. 

-·~-·- .. 'f--"." ... _·--:- • ...:..:......1:-"' ... __ .,:...: .. -:.....!-._• ·--~~"--'-=:--:--::.---~-·· 

.- . 
---~-. --.----·------ ___ ._ ............ 

.. 
-~-------- -----·-·-·-.....--·- -·-- ·- - ·-·-·· - . ··-·-· --- -·. 

·----·-- .... ----------· -· -· - --- ·-· --- ..... 

.: ........ · .. 

_. -· __ ....:;L:-:..:..._"_~-.-·-·---;-:._:--.-·-·-·, ---.. - -

-...- ....... _____ . ___ ........ ...., ...... 

. _ __, _____ ,.-...:..-.:-.--- . - --···-·· ·-

-·-· ---·-----•-.: ... -. ·- .... --- -- -.. ·-··- .... ·-
. .,....------.:..:-~--··-----------

... --------'-----.. ---· ... I· .. 

------------~ ·----· ____ .. ___ , .. 

-------·---· ___ .. _._ -~ -
_;.. __ ,_ .. ____ ,...,.,, __ ,. .. --- ,,. .... ._,. ·-· ........ .. 

· .. 



) 

tfC * , , i#5' 

2- o;:S:Q 

~ -:S4 

~ 

83 

84 

85 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

) 93 

94 

95 

96 

97 

98 

99 

100 

101 

102 

103 

104 

105 

106 

107 

108 

109 
I 

I 110 
'' 

c \ ,·zabe....th 
.. , 

Swamp RoatH~vaments Project 
Petit~Gn By C~~~iaJ Comm~ns- Re.sfolan.ts 

Aga4f.ls{ lncreasmg The Capaolty O.f Swam? Road 

Fer·Red:Uein,g Speed To Mak.e S.wamrp RGad Safet 

Signature Page 4 
~ ·~~·'i-:~:~ ·;~·. .. --~. ·"' .. ~ ~ ~~ .. -; . - .. ··-·· -~ -

Le.lbD!N;.A-~ ~(, _h J.-1--..:, -;L,J - ~-4-

£'/Jee/ /1l #ed. /;.tJr.;n,~ /)/ /J1 cu// 
..!r£/.e/' # '5L.A-AJ v_z::::. ~/__,;..-.-. ~ ~ 

RJTA- M £i.A.-(\t\V () - ~ 1t.~ W-v. "1 
\ 
'\ 

"' ""-
"" "" ' 

"' '\ 
" I\. '\ 

'\. 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 
'\ 

'\ 
\ 

\ 

' '\ \ 
\ 

·--' . 

r,, J·1 lor · 
-. ' 

~-1--67 
6'"-7·-t77· 

6 r-1-o~ 

\ 
'\_ 

\ 
·\ .. 

'-\: . ' 
..... 

l&? 
:( 
"-....,:. 

I'::~ 

·-

YK .. ) 
~/ 



.. 
~ : . 

'::.' 

115 

116 

133 

134 

135 

136 

137 

138 

139 

140 

141 

142 

143 

146 



) 

Swamp Ro~-d lmpr Project 

Pet~aia 'B.Y C~OJlia' C R-esldett~ 

Agaif:lSt jru.-11~as.iifil~ Tile C~ty €)#Swamp RGad 

For R-e.~ing S..p;eed To Ma*e Sw.am-p Read Safer 

Sigr.iature Page 5 

" r:: ·;~ ~-, 
~~ A-Jf en sh~ 111 u tLo..h ffH~ ;f {__// 
~~ V1kei<; Sood 1

• '-ltY.I' -%c ~v 
114 

115 

116 

117 

118 

119 

120 

121 

122 

123 

124 . 
' 
I 125 

126 

.127 

128 

129 

130 

131 

132 

133 

134 

135 

136 

137 

• 138 

139 

140 

141 . 
142 

143 !>.96 

! 

-·-"!'-a~ - ..£;: 

.b/J//GY/ 
· t //S/07- . 

~ 

- . 

l(:) 
~ 

I 

l i 
. 

- -



,:. ·~);;.;..,: 
~·-. 

-~· .. :--: =·· =' 

Swamp Road Improvements Project 
Petition By Co!c;,nial Commons Residents 

Against l11'Greasing The Capacity Of Swamp Road 

F.er Reducing s~eed To Make Swamp Road -Safer 

Signature Page 7 

tafJEJli.m~~~it~~~~~~~?~~~~~~?~~1i~~~~~~~ ~ - ~. ·~~ ........ . 

136 f'1 i-M'v 1 \.\ ~ ). ' -./"'.~ Rck~~ \J I)~.\.~ d,. ). <a \ \.\ \ot 
137 1( .-.Yl ( ,_·,hr.,, ,,~7~ K<V? p ~. ' ~ r:IY:'/al 
1~8 "f;y{{ k4 ult Me{ ~~,?'//~ {:) <6/!(o/f)~ -- /, ~ 

/ 
L 

139 / 

140 

141 

142 

143 

144 

145 

145 

147 

148 

149 
-
~(}~, 
- / .. 

152 -

153 

154 

155 

156 

157 

158 

159 

160 

161 

162 

163 

164 

165 

166 

~er 
-160·1 I 



). 

.. 
; 

. .:~ 

', 

-......_,, ... 
•. :r--"" 

.. 

}"'.-
/ . i 

·t 
I 
t 

··rrns·?6titie'n and reeor:nmen~ations is nmited ro the p<;>rt1on of the Swamp Read 
· er:i·TWinir:i~ Bric!ge Road & Davis Feed MHI. _-.;.. ··. 

~-.p.e~ra are af~.o working with residents in other Swamp Road communities to ado 
a.~er. $W-!3mp Road community view which includes fair distribution of traffic on an 
~- . $. 
~Jietiti~ners are opposed to 2007 Pendot propGsal as well as the proposal in the 2002 
.··. .: ~rrgineers Study f9r increasing the CAPACITY of Sjvamp Road by widening it. . 

··::: : .j>lt for a few IDrief rush perioos, Swamp Road is under utilized and free of traffic · 
~cm. Tlius il'icreasfng ·the capacity either per the Pendot proposal or per the Urban 
}:: '"-~~rs .propc;isal is not justified. Instead the -ilitegrlfy oi the country road needs te be 

. _,~.key problem on ~mp Road is LACK OF SAFETY DUE TO HIGH TRAFflC 
.. _·· .. AND LACK OF $f-IOtJLD6RS. The $peed is unsafe for children in residential 
-~s·aloo.g side -Swamp ~oad. The speed is also URsafe for the traffic mix that 

· .. _'S:tS ()f·large_tr:u~ks,.craneg·e students, reside~1 .horse back riders, and pets. 

!· . ';J'?,e.mian.e~ ar.e petltk:ming ts RIGHT SIZE the fn:iprovement project and save tax p~er 
.~Jafs. ~Wrth detailed 'first hand knowledge of the traffic patterns, the petiticmers are 
: .. · · · :sing the follmwing LOWER CO.ST ACTIONS for improving safety on the swamp :Road. . . . 

~ .:··Pffj).Vide a 4 foot paved shoulder on one side of the road that will ha~~ the least impact 
, . ·.P~~le's homes. 

~ .. Add a stop sign.on Swamp Read at the Twining Bridge intersect:ion to eliminate the 
:··. . · . risk posed by the lack of sufficient sight distance and calm the traffic. 

, At . .fhe horse farm, add a new horse crossing. The crossing should have a traffic signal _._;;,' 
~; .~;(l:afl be. a~atecf by people either riding or walkiFrg the horses. oJ 

~ ~,~R t:Ae ~way sto.p at Worthir.igton Mill Road. 

j_·: ~in U'le c1Jrrent roa-Pw.ay·@,~.?J~n iAcl1JdiF19 the stop signs at Per.in Park and.Mill 

:.:. ': .. ·,Reads. - - . 
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swamp Road Improvement Prpject 
·Nob Hill Homeowne·rs Association P~tition 

.. .. .;:; . .,. 

We, the undersigned residents of Nob Hill Homeowners Association, wish to express our 
dissatisfactipn with PennDOT's proposed pl&n to increase the lane and shoulder widths of· 
SW.?lmp R93d to over forty (40) feet as well as other proposed road. changes that!Ve believe 
will result in increased vehicle speed, commuter traffic and quarry truck volume. 

We support any and all .efforts by local ml!nicipalities, County and state elected officials and 
plQhnihg .CQmml!?Sions that wUI. qistrjbute .the volume of quarry trucks equally between 

. L,indenhurst, Sto9pvi!Je,· and $wamp ·Roads, as well at R.pute 413, ani;:I thereby improve the 
q~artty·of life iSsues currently impC?cting resldemts of the Nob Hill Development. 

Efforts to introduce traffic calming measures onto Swamp Road that result in lower vehicle 
speeds are sllppwted. We a~so e~courage Penn DOT 'to take Tyler State Park land· and not 
Nob Hill co111mon ground into consideration for any road widening that does take place. 
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We, the undersigned, wish to express our dissatis:fuction wi1h PennDOr s propo~ plan 
to increase the-lane and shoulder widths as o1her proposed road changes that we believe . 
will result in. increased vehicle ~ commuter 1raffic,. and quarry truck volume. As well 
as the safety for our children and quality of life concerns. 

We support any and all efforts made not to increase the Jane and shoulder width's and to 
have the quarry trock traffic distn'buted evenly between Lindenhurst, Stoopville, Route 
413 and Swamp Rd. 

Efforts to introduce traffic calming measures onto Swamp Road that tesu1t in lower 
vehicle speeds are supported. · 

Printed Name 
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Newtown Township 
Board of Supervisors Work Session 

Octo her 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 Townshlp Manager and Matthew 
Johnston, Engineer. 

Also Present: H. Joseph Phillips, George J. Donovan AIA & Associates; James M. 
Linske, George J. Donovan AIA & Associates; Theresa K.atalinas, Bucks County 
Courier Times; Dave Sanders; Various Newtown residents including Nickki Parlet, 
John Sties, Nancy Crescenzo, Jay Sensiba~ Jen Dix, John D' Aprile, Dennis Fisher, 
Nancy Yasalonis, 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 
Gro:up 

The Supervisors discussed the proposed Traffic Safety Resolution for Swamp Road, 
various documents were provided for their review. 

MI. 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 concerns 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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advised that stop signs should not be used for traffic calming and explained why. He 
advised that Pennoni has begun researching the Twining Bridge intersection. 

:Mr. Jirele commented 'With regards to the original PennDot plan and the entrance of 
the Colonial Commons. :Mr. Johnston suggested a traffic signal be researched rather 
that a stop sign. 

11r. Schenkman thanked :Mr. Johnston for his input. 

:Mr. Fisher discussed the September 26, 2007 Supervisors meeting and the 
recommendation to reject the current PennDot Swamp Road Improvement Plan, but 
still consider improvements to the roadway. 

Mr. Johnston. agreed that the Township should still continue to address the concerns 
on Swamp Ro.ad. 

1'fr. Fisher discussed the Bucks County Regional Traffic Study. 

Mr. Jirele questioned what the Board's next steps should be. 

Mr. Schenkman advised the other Supervisors on his concerns and that he is in favor 
of passing a Resolution. He also advised that he has begun drafting a Resolution 
regarding the matter. 

Mr. Jirele ad.vised that he is also in favor of passing a Resolution. 

Mr. Sensibaugh discussed a letter regarding the matter that was passed out at a prior 
Supervisors meeting. He also discussed the Jointure's Highway Classification Map 
and the PennDot Design Manual, Section 2.1.07. He advised that he believes that 
Swamp Road should be classified as a major collector not a principal arterial. He 
feels that the Township needs to correct the classification of the roadway. 

Mr. Johnston discussed the PennDot roadway classifications and their definitions. 

The Supervisors discussed the traffic studies conducted in April and June of 200 5. 

Mr. Schenlanan advised on the purpose of tonight's discussions. 

The Supervisors discussed the speed limit of the roadway. Mr. Johnston advised on 
. how the speed limit is determined. 

Ms. Parlet commented on the traffic report presented at the September 26, 2007 
meeting and the quarry trucks. Ms. Goren advised that the quarry owners would not 
allow the trucks to be inspected by the Police before they left the quarry. 

BOS Worlc Sessi011 
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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 High.way 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. ~he 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 Committee. N.fr. 
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 safefy. 

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. Trrele suggested having Mr. Scheilkman's Resolution reviewed by the· 
Supervisors and to discuss the matter further at the next meeting. 

BOS Wc!!X Session 
10/1512007 <f? ") 

~ . .... _ ..... 



"/ 
( 

Mr. Schenkm~ advised that he would forward a copy of the Resolution to lv.fr. Boyle 
tomorrow. 

Ms. Herman suggested that the Townships need to start making the physical safety of 
the residents and the roadways the highest priority; she explained why she feels this 
way . 

.Mr. Schenkman advised that he would like :Mr. I obnston to receive a copy of 
tonight's minutes to be included in his report to the Regional Traffic Planning Task 
Force. 

Municipal Complex - Update - Donovan & Associates, Architects 

Mr. Phillips updated the Supervisors with regards to the proposed Municipal Complex 
expansion. The Supervisors were provided various documents for their review. He 
advised that he and Mr. Linske are here. tonight to discuss the design plans and design 
issues with regards to LEED Certification .. 

Mr. Linske updated the Supervisors with regards to the proposed design plans. He 
discussed the site plan and the revisions. 

Ms. Goren questioned the size of the proposed salt storage shed compared to the 
existing one. · 1v.fr. Phillips and lv.fr. Linske advised that the proposed salt storage shed 
would be double the size of the current salt storage shed. 

1vfr. Linske advised the Supervisors with regards to the proposed Administration 
Building. 

Ms. Goren questioned the number of people that would be able to fit in the public 
meeting room. Mr. Linske advised that approximately 120 people would be able to fit 
in the public meeting room. 

1v.fr. Calabro questioned if the public conference rooms had a separate entrance. lv.fr. 
Linske advised that there are separate entrances/exits for the public conference rooms. 

The Supervisors discussed the restroom areas for the public conference rooms. 

lv.fr. Linske advised that the doors and the cashier/receptionist windows could be 
locked when the employees have left for the day. 

The Supervisors discussed the cashier/receptionist windows with regards to safety. 

:MI. Schenkman commented with.regards to the Supervisor's boardroom (Room 130) 
and the workroom (Room 131), he suggested that a door be installed connecting the 
two (2) rooms. He also commented with regards to the Township Manager's office 
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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 r~gards 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. lv.fr. Phillips advised that building was discussed· years ago and 
concepts were worked on. Mr. Schenkman advised th.at he would like to see past 
plans for the Schoolhouse. Mr. Phillips advised th.at access is a problem with th.at 
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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consultant to be involved through the design process. He questioned if the Township 
wants to take the next step with regards to being LEED Certified. He advised that the 
third party consultant with regards to LEED Certification would be The Stone House 
Group. 

The Supervisors discussed the benefits of building a LEED Certified building, but not 
going through with the certification process. 

Mr. Phillips discussed the pay back with regards to going green. 

The Supervisors discussed the future with regards to utility cost 

Mr. Schenkman commented with regards to LEED Certification buildings and where 
it's been done. Mr. Phillips advised that he would provide that information to the 
Township. 

:Mr. Phillips discussed the possibility of having a representative from The Stone 
House Group make a presentation before the Supervisors. 

The Supervisors discussed the social benefit of the LEED Certification. 

:Mr. Schen.kman commented with regards to Mr. Linske email sent on October 3, 2007 
to :Mr. Boyle and the decisions made about mechanicals. Mr. Linske advised on the 
comments made by the recommendations made by the Mechanical Engineer. Mr. 
Schenkman advised that he feels that the Board should review that information 
themselves. 

The Supervisors thanked Mr. Phillips and 1\1r. Linske for their time. 

·Ms. Crescenzo questioned the total square footage of the proposed buildings. Mr. 
Phillips advised tJ;iat the total square footage of the proposed buil.dings is 
approximately 52,000 square feet. Ms. Crescenzo questioned the cost per square foot. 
:Mr. Phillips advised that the cost per square foot for the Administration and Police 
Buildings are approximately $170.00 - $200.00 per square foot He advised that the 
next step in the process is to eome back to the Board with revised figures and it is his 
intent to do that in about a month. 

PetSmart-Sign Variance Application 

Mr. Sanders updated the Supervisors with regards to the PetSmart ~ign variance 
application. The Supervisors were provided with various documents for their review. 
He discussed possible alternatives with regards to the signs. He advised that he is 
hear tonight to get the Board's input and that it is the applicants hope that the 
Township can come to an agreement where the applicant will amend their application 
to comply with the Board's wishes and the Board can withdrawal it authorization of 
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the ToWDBhip 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 Sq. Ft.) 
and the Banfield $ign (20" - 17. 72 Sq. 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 Ban.field sign (20" - 17. 72 Sq. 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 Superviso.rs on the concerns of the Planning Commission. 
Their first concern 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 fa~ade 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. 

:sos Won Session 
10/15/2007 
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1vfs. Goren advised that she agreed with Mr. Calabro with regards to having the three 
(3) signs in three (3) different locations. She advised that she is in favor of option 2. 

lvf.r. Weaver advised that he is in favor of option 2, having the three (3) signs in three 
(3) different locations. 

Mr. Sensibaugh commented with regards to the other tenants in the building and the 
size or location of their signs. 

lvf.r. Sanders advised that he would discuss the Supervisors recommendation for 
option 2 with PetSmart and update Mr. Beckert 

Mr. Schenhnan made a motion to rescind its authorization of the Township Solicitor 
to attend the Zoning Hearing and oppose. The motion was seconded by .li.fr. Weaver 
and passed unanimously (5-0 ). 

Resolution of the Board of Supervisors-Regarding the referendum for the 
· Bucks county Open Space Bond Issue · 

The Supervisors agreed to table this matter until the next televised Board of 
Supervisors meeting. 

Solicitor Report 

Mr. Beckert advised the Supervisors on the add-on requested by Wrightstown with 
regards to the Toll Hibbs development in Wrightstown Township; there are two areas 
in questions. The first area in question is with regards to a strip of land along the 
frontage that borders Stoopville Road; he questioned whether the Township desires 
the right-of-way to be dedicated to Newtown Township. The Board agreed that they 
would like that right-of-way. The second area in question is with regards to lot 46 ( 48 
acres of open space) on the subdivision plan, .818 acres .of the 48 acres is located in 
Newtown Township. The Supervisors discussed Wrightstown owning the .818 acres 
in Newtown Township and agreed they did not want that. I'.vfr. Jirele suggested that 
the parcel be subdivide and that the Township would take control of the land within 
Newtown. Ms. Goren advised that it looks like two (2) parcels are in question. Mr. 
Beckert advised that he would look into the matter further and update the Supervisors. 
The Supervisors discussed taking control of the property located in Newtown and the 
right-of-way being dedicated to Newtown Township. 

Community Comments 

Ms. Crescenzo questioned where the Township is getting I. 7 Million Dollars to buy 
back the Acme building. Mr. Schenk.man advised that the Township is borrowing the 
money through a bridge loan from The First National Bank ofNewtown. 1vfs. 
Crescenzo questioned if the matter has come before the community. Mr. Beckert 

BOSWotl:s=on 
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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 

· Withoufobjectio~ the meeting was adjourned at 10:55 P.M. 

Respecifully Submitted by: 

Christy Holley, Recording Secretary 

Anne Gore~ Chairman 

Phil Calabro, Vice Cha.in?Jan 

Jerry Schenkman, Secretary!freasurer 

BOS Wotk Session 
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Thomas Jude, Member 

Rich.ard Weaver, Member 

John Boyle, Acting Township Manager 
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RESOLUTION NO. R.- I>- ~~, 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS NEWTOWN T~P, 
BUCKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA TO SUPPORT TRAFFIC CA~~~ A 

AND OTHER TRAFFIC SAFETEY MEASURES ON SWAMP ROAD <.._I 

WHEREAS, Newtown Township is part of the Regional Traffic Task Force 
organized by the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission; and 

WHEREAS, The Swamp Road Improvement Project und~rtaken 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 Newtown Township residents along Swamp Road have 
expressed a clear desire to have their concerns heard and addressed by any 
governmental or quasi-governmental entities working on the traffic issue on Swamp 
Road, and being of the opinion that their concerns have not been heard nor adequately 
addressed by these entities, and demanding that they be so heard; and 

. WHEREAS, It is the desire of the Board of Supery_isors of Newtown Township to 
have aU 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 made 
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 concerns of the 
citizens of Newtown Township, as· follows. 

UPON MOTION DULY MADE, seconded and carried it was 

I. RESOLVED, that the Newtown Township Police Department be directed 
to continue its enhanced enforcement of speed limits and truck details along Swamp 
Road; 



If. FURTHER RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
believe based upon available evidence presented to it that congestion on Swamp Road 
is a limited phenomena occurring less than 2% of the time and corresponding with the 
beginning and end of the school day at Bucks County Community College; and 
therefore there is no proven need for redesign of Swamp Road in order to mitigate 
concerns regarding congestion; 

lfl. FURTHER RESOLVED that the Newtown Township Board of Supervisors 
hereby request the Commissioners of Bucks County and the Officials of Bucks County 
Community College review and evaluate improvements for traffic flow both at the 
entrances of the college and within the college with the aim of reducing congestion 
which considerations should include review of the academic schedule so as to stagger 
traffic approaching and departing the college; 

IV. FURTHER RESOLVED that a priority be given to evaluating the 
placement of a stop sign and pedestrian crosswalk at the Twining Bridge Road 
intersection with Swamp Road. 

V. FURTHER RESOLVED that a priority be given to the evaluation of the 
placement a Four Way stop sign, or traffic light, and pedestrian crossing at the entrance 
of Colonial Commons/the western entrance of Bucks County Community College. 

VI. FURTHER RESOLVED that appropriate steps be taken to secure an 
evaluation of the placement of a traffic light and pedestrian crossing or other appropriate 
traffic safety measure at the entrance of Tyler Walk and Swamp Road. 

VU.. FURTHER RESOLVED that appropriate steps be taken to evaluate the 
reclassification of Swamp Road in Newtown Township from a minor arterial road to a 
major collector road, so as to make it potentially available for more traffic safety 
improvements. 

VIII. FURTHER RESOLVED th?t all traffic studies conducted in Newtown 
Township include a priority analysis of Quality of Life among the criteria for road 
improvements. That said category shalf include noise and visual disturbances, taking of 
private property for road expansion, air quality, preservation of open space and green 
space, the. peace and enjoyment of a resident's home, and overall environmental 
impact. 

fX. FURTHER RESOLVED that we support a traffic speed study to see if the 
speed limit on Swamp Road in Newtown Township can be reduced to a safer speed. 

X. FURTHER RESOLVED that such Quality of Life Standards be suggested 
to other members of the Jointure and the RTTF members for their consideration. 



) 
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XI. 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 
minimum. 

XII. 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. 

XIII. FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution be made part of Newtown 
Township's submission to the Regional Traffic Task Force and be made part of ifs 
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 Resolutie>n shall take be effective immediately 
upon enactment. 

v--
This Resolution enacted this >lf day of Q c{cJ ~ , 2007. 

ATTEST: 

MANAGER 

' 

RICHARD WEAVER, MEMBER 

THOMAS JIRELE, MEMBER 



BUCKS COUNTY REGIONAL TRAFFIC STUDY 

STATEMENT OF JERRYSCBENKMAN, SUPERVISORNEWTOWNTOWNSHIP 

The Bucks County Regional Traffic Study (BCRTS), ''was a cooperative effort of Lower Makefield, 
Newtown Borough, Newtown Town.ship, Nutlliampton, Upper Makefield, Vlrigntstov.n, and Yardley 
Borough to collectively identify, systematically investigate and comprehensively address concerns 
surrounding traffic and iruck safety and mobility in the region." (BCRTS Final Report, Executive 
Summary, p.5) Our common concerns to be addressed were, among other things: 

1. . General traffic safety and mobility; 
2. Large volumes of heavy truck traffic from the Wrightstown quarries; 
3. Traffic speeds, appropriateness and consistency in speed limit zones; and, 
4. Traffic growth as a result ofregional development. (Id) 

These issues, stated plainly in the opening pages of the Final Report, bide an underlying issue that has 
not been addressed anywhere in the Study, and to be fair, was not in the mandate originally given to the 
DVRPC when it undertook this task. It is the failure of this Undertaking to start at the right place that 
makes this Report and its Recommendations unacceptable as presented. To elucidate from the points 
above, the inclusion of "mobility," and "regional development," have been assumed as givens, without 
any discussion or debate as to the nature of those concepts,. and their impact on the lives of our residents 
throughout this region. For Newtown Township, and I imagine for all our.municipalities, we can no 

.. --- .. longer simply accept as a fact of life that there will be more development "upstream" from our 
rr~ communities, and that we, as "downstream" townships and boroughs must carry the burden of this 
~( · ~growth due to where we.sit along this river of continual development. As this issue relates to roads, we 

' /are clear that building wider and straighter roads do little to improve our quality of life. It can be said 
without metaphorical excess, that too often such "improvements" are actually the opposite to us. The 
strategies employed by PennDot are designed to enhance mobility and regional development at the . 
expense of those living along those roads, and who use these byways for local transportation. This is 
abundantly clear to us, yet nowhere is it discussed openly in this Report. 

Until this is corrected, this document is fatally flawed and should not be accepted for any official 
purpose. Newtown Township believes that the time has come to directly address the questions implicit 
in this Report and its Recommendations. All of us in municipal government must insist that any review, 
analysis, public discussions, and ultimate recommendations, include the issue of Quality of Life, and 
that until this is accomplished to our satisfaction, that no Report or Recommendations without that 
element be conside~ed as adequate for our needs. Unless we stand firm for our communities that the 
REAL IMP ACT of road projects be included in the entire process, and not just as "comments" attached 
to the document, we will invite all who observe us to believe that we are sufficiently satisfied with this 
volume. We should not be satisfied. And we are not satisfied. 

Ifwe reject this Report, what do we do next? Newtown Township has some suggestions. They are: 

1. Review and adopt a Resolution similar to the one passed by Newtown Township on October 24, 
2007, that calls for, among other things, the inclusion of Quality of Life as a priority in all road 
project planning. 
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2. Maintain and expand this Task Force to continue the necessary work we have begun. We \_ 
recommend this group continue to meet as often as needed to complet~ the work begun here. ·y ~.:.~. 
DVRPC may have run out of funds to do this work, but we have OJ:! ohgoing stake in the outcome, \8 
and must individually and collectively consider the value of fontinued participation, aS well as . \'\(·. • 
the cost. 

3. The expan,sion 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 munieipalities, and even lobby in Harrisburg and Washington. Tue 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 
either invite them to participate directly in the process we promote, or meet with them separately 
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 activities 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 agree 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 I think of how much I have learned as a member of this group, I am amazed and 
gratified. 

I want to personally thank Mr. Shanis, Mr. Coyne, and all the other people who have worked diligently 
on this project on our behalf for their sterling effort. I do not for a 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. 

TI1ank you all very much for all your help, and for listening to us. 

JS . 



0 

October 2007 

Bucks County 
R 



~~~......_.._....-._V\LA.B~E--.~~~~~~~~C:o....;R;..;_E:=...-:A-'--'T;.___;.l~N~G~>~T;.......;O'=':M==::O"=':R::'-::-R~O='=:~W="'">_T~O-:--D~A~Y,:--_ 

~: ~ ~: : A L ~' N~:~D~~.~~.~~. ~ALL we1§~itc~:!::. ,,:. 
'--::::- ~ · P LA N N I N G BTH FLOOR FAX: 215.592.9125 
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WEB: www.dvrpc.org 

Ms. Sue Herman 
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. 
P.O. Box285 
Newtown, PA 18940 

March 5, 2008 

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 A.ddendum 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 p·articipating 

_ municipalities in the project from the date of the draft report in July 2007 through October 2007. 
~· At y~ur request, we p:epar~d hard cop~es ?f those letters, pre-punched the c~pies for inclusion in 
~U the F~nal .Report's 3-nng b~nder, and distributed thos_e !etters ~o all ':ho received a hard copy of 

the Fmal Report. Hard copies were sent to each murucipal manager m numbers equal to the 
mullicipal 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 
electroruc version of the A.ddendum was posted via a link on the project website's home page, in 
both a viewable and downloadable format at www.dyrpc.org/BCRTS. 

/l 

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 m,embers of the Regional Traffic Planning Task Force. 

':-~} 

)NWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 0 BUCKS COUNTY • CHESTER COUNTY •· DELAWARE COUNTY 0 MONTGOMERY COUNlY • CITY OF PHILADELPHIA • CITY OF CHESTER 
OF NEW JERSEY • ~URLINGTON COUNTY • CAMDEN COUNTY • GLOUCESTER COUNlY • MERCER COUNlY • CITY OF CAMDEN ~ CITY OF TRENTON 
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cc. State Representative David Steil 
State Representative Scott Petri 
Charles Martin, Bucks County Commissioner 
Lynn Bush, Bucks County Planning Director 
Don Shanis, DVRPC 
Jerry Coyne, DVRPC 
Regional Traffic Planning Task Force Members 

(!fl, ?:N-f ,:3) 
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RESOLUTION REGARDING THE BUCKS COUNTY REGIONAL TRAFFIC STUDY 

REPORT (dated October 200Z1 and the 
JANUARY 2008 ADDENDUM TO THE REPORT 

WHEREAS, on January 14, 2008 Lower Makefield Township wrote to the 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning ~om.mission (DVRPC) makign certain requests 
regai:ding 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 aforementloned letter; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lower rvrakefield 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: 

I. Include in an Addendum to be published and distributed in all 
formats in which the BCRTS was published and distributed (ie., hard COPY, CD
ROM and digitally on the website www.BuclcsCountyRegionalTrafficStudy.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 RT.PTF, the municipalities could not agree upon how to accept the 
document,. and that the municipalities did not accept the BCRTS. 

II. · 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 29r 2007 meeting of the RTPTF, its members did not accept the BCRTS as a 
1'Fi;.,.al Report'' as the title of the report might otherwise suggest. 

m. Publish a CD-ROM that replaces the original BCRTS CDMROM that 
was distributed to Sh~eholders, 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 I and II herein as well as the lanuary 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 Tanuary 2008 Addendum to Finai Repott. 

RESOLVED., this _day of March 2008. 

Matt Maloney1 Secretary/ Treasurer 

LOWER MAKEFIELD TOWNSHIP 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Greg Caiola.. Cha.itman 
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TOWNSHIP OF LOWER MAKEFIELD 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

MINUTES - MARCH 19, 2008 

{r, I 8tJf ~ 

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: 

Others: 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Greg Caiola, Chairman 
Steve Santarsiero, Vice Chairman 
Matt Maloney, Secretary 
Ron Smith, Supervisor 
Pete Stainthorpe, Supervisor 

Terry Fedorchak, Township Manager 
David Truelove, Township Solicitor 
Kenneth Coluzzi, Chief of Police 
Jam es Majewski, Township Engineer 

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.ifthe 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 ass~me 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 Palls Township is 
using the same archery club that Lower Makefield Township is exploring for their deer 
management. Mr. Fedorchak stated that Mr. Shissler justworked with Langhorne 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-Langhorne 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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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 ~o 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 Ruben 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 
Mac.clesfield event in May and the Regional Traffic Task Force met and there was 
discussion on the la~t traffic rep.ort 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. 

371/ 37;1_ 
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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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