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The preparation of this report has been financed in part through grants from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation.  The contents of this report reflect 
the views of the authors who are responsible for the facts and the accuracy of the data presented herein.  
The contents do not necessarily reflect the official policies of the U.S. Department of Transportation, 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), or the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania at the time of publication.  This report does not constitute a standard, specification, or 
regulation. 

The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination statutes and regulations 
in all programs and activities. The Berks County/RATS website provides language translation software, 
offering translation between English, Spanish, and multiple other languages. Publications and other public 
documents can be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested.  Any person who 
believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by RATS under Title VI has a 
right to file a formal complaint.  Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with RATS’s Title VI 
Compliance Officer and/or the appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged 
discriminatory occurrence.  For more information on RATS’ Title VI program, or to obtain copies of RATS’ 
Title VI Policies, Complaint Procedures, or Complaint Form, please contact the Title VI Compliance Officer 
at (610) 478-6300 x6304, email planning@berkspa.gov, or visit our website at 
https://www.berkspa.gov/departments/planning-commission/transportation-reading-mpo/reading-
area-transportation-study-meeting-schedule 

In accordance with the requirements of Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (“ADA”), 
RATS will not discriminate against qualified individuals with disabilities based on disability in its services, 
programs, or activities.  RATS’ 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 (7) days prior to a meeting.  Requests made within seven (7) days will be accommodated to 
the greatest extent possible.  Anyone who requires an auxiliary aid or service for effective communication, 
or a modification of policies or procedures to participate in a program, service, or activity of RATS, or has 
complaints that a program, service, or activity of RATS is not accessible to persons with disabilities please 
contact the ADA Point of Contact at (610) 478-6300 x6304, email planning@berkspa.gov or visit our 
website at https://www.berkspa.gov/departments/planning-commission/transportation-reading-
mpo/reading-area-transportation-study-meeting-schedule 

Documents will be made available in alternative languages or formats if requested.  Persons requiring 
additional accommodations or those with questions should call 610-478-6300. 

Estos informes y/o documentos estarán disponibles en diversos lenguajes y formatos si es necesario. 
Personas que necesiten acomodo razonable o con preguntas pueden comunicarse al 610-478-6300. 



 
 

 

English
ATTENTION: If you speak another language, language assistance is available to you FREE OF CHARGE.
Call 610.478.6300 

Español
Atención: Si habla español, tiene a su disposición servicios gratuitos de asistencia lingüística.
Llame al 610.478.6300

中文
注意：如果您講廣東話或普通話，您可以免費獲得語言援助服務。請致電 610.478.6300

Tiếng Việt
CHÚ Ý: Nếu bạn nói Tiếng Việt, có các dịch vụ hỗ trợ ngôn ngữ miễn phí dành cho bạn.
Gọi số 610.478.6300

한국어
주의: 한국어를 사용하시는 경우, 언어 지원 서비스를 무료로 이용하실 수 있습니다. 610.478.6300

Français
ATTENTION: Si vous parlez français, des services d'aide linguistique vous sont proposés gratuitement.
Appelez le 610.478.6300

العربیة 
ملحوظة: إذا كنت تتحدث اللغة العربیة، فإن خدمات المساعدة اللغویة تتوافر لك بالمجان. اتصل برقم المبرقة الكاتبة: 610.478.6300

עברית
שים לב :אם אתה מדבר עברית ,סיוע בשפה  ,ללא תשלום ,זמינים עבורך .התקשר 610.478.6300

Hmoob
LUS CEEV: Yog tias koj hais lus Hmoob, cov kev pab txog lus, muaj kev pab dawb rau koj.
Hu rau 610.478.6300

Pусский
ВНИМАНИЕ: Если вы говорите на pyccком языке, то вам доступны бесплатные услуги перевода.
Звоните 610.478.6300

Tagalog
PAUNAWA: Kung nagsasalita ka ng Tagalog, maaari kang gumamit ng mga serbisyo ng tulong se wika
nang walang bayad. Tumawag sa 610.478.6300

Deutsche
ACHTUNG: Wenn Sie Deutsch sprechen, erhalten Sie kostenlose sprachliche Unterstützungsdienste.
Telefonnummer 610.478.6300

日本人
注：日本語を話す人は、無料で言語サポートを利用することができます。電話番号 610.478.6300

Italiano 
ATTENZIONE: se parli italiano, l'assistenza linguistica, a titolo gratuito, è a tua disposizione. Chiama il
numero 610.478.6300  

610.478.6300 

610.478.6300. 

: 610.478.6300



Português
POR FAVOR, OBSERVE: se você fala português, assistência linguística, grátis, está à sua disposição.
Ligue para 610.478.6300

Nederlands
LET OP: als u Nederlands spreekt, is taalondersteuning gratis. Bel 610.478.6300

Ελληνικά
ΠΡΟΣΟΧΗ: αν μιλάτε ελληνικά, η υποστήριξη γλώσσας είναι διαθέσιμη δωρεάν. Καλέστε 610.478.6300

Polskie
UWAGA: jeśli mówisz po polsku, obsługa języków jest dostępna bezpłatnie. Zadzwoń 610.478.6300

Српски
ПАЖЊА: Ако говорите српски, на располагању вам је бесплатна помоћ. Позив 610.478.6300

Hrvatski
Pažnja: Ako govorite hrvatski, besplatna vam je pomoć dostupna. Nazovite 610.478.6300

Українська
Увага: якщо ви розмовляєте по-українськи, ви можете отримати безкоштовну допомогу.
Зателефонуйте за номером 610.478.6300

فارسی
توجھ: اگر حرف فارسی رایگان رایگان دریافت کمک. تماس 610.478.6300

: , : . 
610.478.6300

বাঙািল

Română
Atenție: Dacă vorbești limba română, poți obține ajutor gratuit. Telefon 610.478.6300

Albanian
Kujdes: Nëse ju flisni gjuhën shqipe, mund të merrni ndihmë falas. Telefoni 610.478.6300

Laotian
ຂໍ້ ຄວນລະວັ ງ: ຖ້າທ່ານເວົ້າພາສາລາວ, ທ່ານຈະໄດ້ຮັ ບການຊ່ວຍເຫື ຼ ອຟຣີ . ໂທ 610.478.6300

Türk
Dikkat: Türkçe konuşursanız, ücretsiz yardım alırsınız. 610.478.6300 'i arayın

ਪੰਜਾਬੀ
ਨੋਟ: ਜੇ ਤੁਸੀ ਂ ਪੰਜਾਬੀ ਬੋਲਦ ੇ ਹੋ ਤਾਂ ਤੁਸੀ ਂ ਮੁਫਤ ਮਦਦ ਲੈ ਸਕਦ ੇ ਹੋ. ਕਾਲ 610.478.6300

610.478.6300: 

: , . 610.478.6300

: 
. 610.478.6300

: , 610.478.6300



: , . 

Bahasa Indonesia
Perhatian: Jika Anda berbicara bahasa Indonesia, Anda dapat menerima bantuan gratis.
Hubungi 610.478.6300

አማርኛ
ማስጠንቀቂያ: በአማርኛ የሚናገሩ ከሆነ, ነጻ እርዳታ ማግኘት ይችላሉ. በ 610.478.6300 ላይ መደወል

Yorùbá
Ifarabalẹ: Ti o ba sọ ni Yorùbá, o le gba iranlọwọ ọfẹ. Pe 610.478.6300

Igbo
Ntị: Ọ bụrụ na ị na-asụ Igbo, ịnwere ike ịnweta enyemaka n'efu. Kpọọ 610.478.6300

ລາວ
ໂປດຊາບ: ຖ້າວ່າ ທ່ ານເວ້ົ າພາສາ ລາວ, ການບໍ ລິ ການຊ່ວຍເຫຼື ອດ້ານພາສາ, ໂດຍບໍ ່ ເສັ ຽຄ່ າ, ແມ່ ນມີ ພ້ ອມໃຫ້ ທ່ ານ. ໂທຣ
610.478.6300

日本語
注意事項：日本語を話される場合、無料の言語支援をご利用いただけます。610.478.6300.まで、お電
話にてご連絡ください。

610.478.6300

610.478.6300

: , 610.478.6300
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Introduction 

The purpose of this General and Procedural Guidance document is to meet federal and state 
requirements for the development and documentation of the Pennsylvania 2027-2030 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and the regional Transportation Improvement Programs 
(TIPs). This includes, but is not limited to, 23 USC Section 134, 23 USC Section 135, 23 CFR 450.200, 23 
CFR 450.300, and 23 CFR 490, as well as PA Consolidated Statute (CS) Title 74 and PA Code Title 67. As 
referenced in the Pennsylvania FFY 2025-2028 STIP Federal Planning Finding, these regulations guide the 
development process of the 2027 Transportation Program within the context of multiple inter- related, 
intergovernmental planning functions. The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) Act 
required the use of a performance-based approach to transportation planning which was continued under 
the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act and the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act 
(IIJA). Performance-Based Planning and Programming (PBPP) refers to the application of performance 
management within the planning and programming process to achieve the desired performance 
outcomes for Pennsylvania’s transportation system.  

The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) undertakes these activities together with 
other agencies, stakeholders, and the public to ensure that transportation investment decisions align with 
established targets and goals. These activities are carried out as part of a cooperative, continuing, and 
comprehensive (3C) planning process which guides the development of many PBPP documents, including: 

• Statewide and Regional Long Range Transportation Plans (LRTPs)
• 12-Year Transportation Program (TYP)
• State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
• Regional Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs)
• Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP)
• Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plans
• Pennsylvania Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)
• Freight Movement Plan (FMP)
• Freight Investment Plan (FIP)
• Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Performance Plan(s)
• Congestion Management Process (CMP)

This guidance document is a collaborative product jointly developed by PennDOT [PennDOT Executives, 
the Center for Program Development and Management (CPDM), Bureau of Operations (BOO), Bureau of 
Design and Delivery (BDD), Bureau of Public Transportation (BPT), Bureau of Equal Opportunity (BEO), 
and Engineering Districts], the Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and Rural Planning 
Organizations (RPOs), and Federal Partners, including the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA).  

This guidance reflects the performance-based planning approach to transportation planning, underscores 
the importance of the 3C process and identifies opportunities for collaboration. This guidance also lays 
out requirements for the documentation of the TIP development process and describes how project 
selection and prioritization will support Transportation Performance Management (TPM).  

This document will oversee the development process of the 2027 Transportation Program (STIP, TIPs, 
and TYP) and demonstrate the implementation of the TAMP. The transportation planning process is by its 
very nature fluid and subject to change. By working closely together, PennDOT, the MPOs/RPOs, and 
FHWA/FTA will strive to continuously improve the program development process. Therefore, this guidance 
document will be updated every two years to reflect changes in state or federal legislation, regulation, or 
policy. This document includes numerous hyperlinks that support program development. These links can 
be found on Page 23. This guidance was developed based upon currently available information as of May 
2025. Adjustments or updates may be necessary to certain details if requirements or regulations change.  
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Background and Requirements 
 
This guidance document provides references and links included in the text as support tools that users 
may find helpful in developing a broader understanding of the program development process.  
 
The planning context for program development is a complex process that involves multiple elements, 
including planning and programming rules and regulations, transportation plans, data systems, and other 
programs that support and inform the program development process. To help understand the complex 
planning requirements for all stakeholders, PennDOT, in cooperation with the MPOs/RPOs and FHWA/FTA, 
developed the Guidebook for Pennsylvania’s MPOs and RPOs. This guidebook provides a core source of 
information for planning and programming in Pennsylvania, including an initial documentation of roles, 
responsibilities, and requirements.  
 
The initial part of the program development process is the update of the Financial Guidance and General 
and Procedural Guidance documents. Representation from PennDOT Central Office, PennDOT Districts, 
the MPOs/RPOs, and FHWA/FTA participate in work groups to update these documents. These two 
documents are the foundation of the program update process. The 2027 Transportation Program 
development schedule is available in Appendix 1.  
 
PA Act 120 of 1970, enacted from Senate Bill 408, created PennDOT and the State Transportation 
Commission (STC). The STC is a 15-member body, chaired by the Pennsylvania Secretary of 
Transportation, which serves as the Board of Directors to PennDOT. The STC provides policy driven 
direction with respect to the development of Pennsylvania’s TYP. PennDOT and STC work together with 
the MPOs/RPOs to develop several transportation planning documents, including the TYP. To satisfy the 
requirements of Act 120, PennDOT must prepare, update, and submit Pennsylvania’s TYP to the STC for 
approval every two years.  
 
The TYP is the Commonwealth’s official transportation program and is a multimodal, fiscally constrained 
program of transportation improvements spanning a 12-year period. The TYP is divided into three four- 
year periods, with the first four years corresponding to the STIP and the regional TIPs. The TYP must be 
consistent with federal programming documents, such as the statewide and regional LRTPs.  
 
12-Year Program Cycle for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2027-2038 

FFY 
2027 

FFY 
2028 

FFY 
2029 

FFY 
2030 

FFY 
2031 

FFY 
2032 

FFY 
2033 

FFY 
2034 

FFY 
2035 

FFY 
2036 

FFY 
2037 

FFY 
2038 

1st Four Years (STIP/TIPs) 2nd Four Years 3rd Four Years 
TYP 

 
Pennsylvania is required under 49 USC 5304(g) and 23 USC 135(g) to develop a STIP. Pennsylvania’s 
STIP is a fiscally constrained four-year program of highway, bridge, and transit projects. The STIP is 
developed in cooperation with the MPOs/RPOs and public transportation agencies in the state and is 
consistent with the regional TIPs. The transportation projects on the STIP are consistent with the 
statewide and regional LRTPs. All projects that use Federal-aid funds must be listed in the STIP.  
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The STIP is the entire transportation program for the Commonwealth, which includes the Interstate and 
Statewide programs as well as the regional TIPs:  

The Pennsylvania STIP is comprised of 26 individual TIPs: 
• MPO TIPs (19)
• RPO TIPs (4)
• Independent County TIP (1)
• Statewide Items TIP (1)
• Interstate Management (IM) Program TIP (1)

PennDOT is responsible for statewide planning, while the MPOs/RPOs are responsible for transportation 
planning in their regions. Federal planning requirements 49 USC 5303(j) and 23 USC 134(j) require each 
MPO to develop a TIP at the local level. In Pennsylvania, the TIP is the first four years of the TYP. 
PennDOT has developed agreements with RPOs that position them as equals to MPOs. Therefore, in 
Pennsylvania, RPOs are held to the same requirements as MPOs with regards to the planning and 
programming process, which includes the development of individual TIPs, LRTPs, and UPWPs. PennDOT 
takes the lead in developing the independent county TIP, the Statewide Items TIP, and the Interstate 
Management (IM) Program TIP. Each MPO/RPO TIP is a fiscally constrained program of upcoming 
transportation projects that reflect regional and local priorities over the next four years. Federal law 
requires TIPs to be updated at least every four years. In Pennsylvania the STIP/TIPs are updated every 
two years during the TYP process, based on the requirements of Act 120.  

Within Pennsylvania, the characteristics of the PennDOT Engineering Districts and MPOs/RPOs vary 
greatly, between the land area and population of the region, the number of transportation resources 
present, and the staff available to support operations. PennDOT, the MPOs/RPOs, transit agencies, and 
FHWA/FTA recognize this and agree to work cooperatively to meet the federal and state program 
requirements.  

The STIP and MPO/RPO TIPs are developed based upon mutual trust, data sharing, open communication, 
and coordination at each program development step, which results in a consensus between PennDOT, the 
MPOs/RPOs, FHWA/FTA, and other interested stakeholders regarding the most effective use of limited 
transportation resources. To kick off this process, PennDOT and FHWA/FTA recommend that MPOs/RPOs 
and PennDOT Engineering Districts schedule an early coordination meeting at the beginning of the TIP 
development process to discuss and agree upon roles and responsibilities, overall schedule, and key 
deadlines. PennDOT CPDM liaisons and FHWA/FTA planning staff are available to participate and assist, 
as needed. PennDOT and FHWA/FTA have developed a new coordination worksheet to aid this discussion. 
The worksheet can be found in the 2027 General and Procedural Guidance Support Documents folder in 
SharePoint.  

Each MPO/RPO, in coordination with their PennDOT CPDM and District representatives, will document the 
process used for regional TIP development. This documentation should include the project selection 
process, a description of the anticipated effect of the TIP toward achieving the performance targets, the 
individual roles and responsibilities of the MPO/RPO, PennDOT District(s) and Central Office, and a 
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timeline. Examples can be found in the 2027 General and Procedural Guidance Support Documents folder 
in SharePoint.  

The project selection documentation described above is integral to the process and should be submitted 
in draft form with the draft list of projects in accordance with the 2027 Transportation Program 
development schedule available in Appendix 1. This will allow for early coordination with PennDOT 
Districts, CPDM, FHWA, and FTA for review and feedback prior to the draft TIP public comment period. 

Public Participation 

Public outreach is a crucial component of updating the 12 Year Program. The release of the 2025 
Transportation Performance Report (TPR) by the STC on February 26, 2025, was the official start of the 
2027 Program update process in Pennsylvania.  

PennDOT, the STC, and the MPOs/RPOs welcomed the public to review the TPR before providing input 
and feedback on transportation priorities to help identify projects for the 2027 Program. The 2027 TYP 
update public comment period took place from March 3 through April 30, 2025. During this comment 
period, the public was encouraged to take an online transportation survey to share their transportation 
priorities and concerns and attend an Online Public Meeting held April 10, 2025, where the findings of the 
2025 TPR were presented and the public was given the opportunity to ask questions.  

To increase public participation and gather as much feedback as possible, PennDOT, the STC, and the 
MPOs/RPOs reinforced this public outreach effort by informing stakeholders and the public about the 
Transportation Survey and encouraging participation through social and traditional media.  

The public feedback collected through the transportation survey will be used to shape the 2027 TYP and 
shared with the BPT, Districts, and MPOs/RPOs, who will consider these results in their project selection 
process for the TIP.  

The 2027 Program Update marks the beginning of a concentrated focus on tracking and following up on 
the mapped issues received during the TYP Public Comment Period. This includes an increased emphasis 
on transparency to convey to the public how their input is being addressed, aiding the two-way 
communications between the MPOs/RPOs, PennDOT, and Commonwealth citizens.  

To support tracking responses, the Program Center has developed an interactive tracking tool to allow 
MPOs/RPOs/Districts to classify the mapped transportation issues submitted in their region through an 
internal-facing resource. The specifics within the tracking tool were determined through the assembly of 
a STC-TYP Mapped Issues Committee, comprised of MPO/RPO/District members with the intent of 
gathering input, best practices, and other feedback.  

STC's How It Works describes how PennDOT, the STC, and the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) 
use various tools, including programs, plans, and reports to complete the TYP Update Planning Process.  

An integral part of the program development process involves meaningful public outreach and 
involvement. A Public Participation Plan (PPP) is a key element to ensure that all transportation related 
activities are communicated and involve all members of the public, including traditionally underserved and 
protected populations. PennDOT Central Office, in coordination with the MPOs/RPOs and FHWA/FTA, 
develops and utilizes a Statewide PPP in accordance with 23 CFR 450.210.  

FHWA provides guidance to the MPOs/RPOs regarding public involvement requirements. The MPOs/RPOs 
are responsible for developing their regional PPPs that outline the processes by which they ensure 
adequate involvement and input from various stakeholders, including elected officials, transportation 
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agencies and service providers, businesses, special interest groups, disadvantaged populations, and other 
members of the public.  

The MPOs/RPOs must post their regional PPPs on their websites and share the link with CPDM, in 
accordance with 23 CFR 450.316. These MPO/RPO PPPs must specifically identify how the MPOs/RPOs 
will notify the public of meetings, ensure access to meetings, and demonstrate how they will consider and 
respond to public input. 

Project Selection 

To the maximum extent practicable, project identification, evaluation, prioritization, and selection should 
be a clear and transparent process. To kick off this process, PennDOT and FHWA/FTA recommend that 
MPOs/RPOs and PennDOT Districts schedule an early coordination meeting at the beginning of the 
Program development process to discuss and agree upon roles and responsibilities, overall schedule, and 
key deadlines. PennDOT CPDM liaisons and FHWA/FTA planning staff are available to participate and 
assist, as needed. A coordination worksheet was developed to aid this discussion. The worksheet can be 
found in the 2027 General and Procedural Guidance Support Documents folder in SharePoint.  

PennDOT District and CPDM staff will work with the MPOs/RPOs to document the project identification, 
prioritization, and selection process used for the highway/bridge portion of the Program. The MPOs/RPOs 
will work with public transit agencies in their regions to document the project identification, prioritization, 
and selection process used for the public transit portion of the Program. These project selection 
processes will vary by District, MPO/RPO, and public transit agency, but should reflect the key elements 
established in this guidance, be documented in the regional TIP development process mentioned above 
and be included as part of the MPO/RPO TIP submissions. A draft version of the regional project selection 
documentation should be submitted to PennDOT CPDM with the draft list of projects in accordance with 
the 2027 Transportation Program development schedule available in Appendix 1. This will allow for early 
coordination with PennDOT Districts, CPDM, FHWA, and FTA for review and feedback prior to the draft 
TIP public comment period.  

PennDOT District and MPO/RPO staff will work together to identify candidate projects for the 
highway/bridge portion of the 2027 Program. Initial focus should be placed on carryover projects which 
must be carried forward onto the 2027 Program from a previous program. These carryover projects will 
continue to require funding from the Program to move forward and could encounter delays or billing 
issues if not fully funded. These include: 

• Projects that are still advancing through the project delivery process
• Projects with unforeseen cost increases
• Projects with anticipated Advance Construct (AC) conversions

Highway/bridge carryover project scopes, costs, and schedules will be reviewed and updated based on 
information obtained through project management and from local input/outreach sources such as the 
STC Public Survey, MPO/RPO public involvement, and PennDOT Connects (PennDOT’s municipal outreach 
policy). PennDOT Districts must ensure that timely and accurate project information is input into 
PennDOT’s Multimodal Project Management System (MPMS) and share this information with the 
MPOs/RPOs and PennDOT CPDM. Project public narratives and MPMS data entry should follow PUB 227 
and the strike-off letter available in the 2027 General and Procedural Guidance Support Documents folder 
in SharePoint.  

Clear and understandable project descriptions guarantee that details including the location and scope of 
work are easily understood by the public and will even reduce potential confusion during TIP 
Negotiations, Air Quality Conformity, federal funds eligibility review, safety assessments, and funds 
obligation. As the project progresses, it is important to update the project description to reflect changes 
in scope and/or alternatives analysis.  
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PennDOT District staff and MPO/RPO staff should then cooperatively meet to evaluate highway/bridge 
project ideas or additional needs that have been identified through the TPM process and informed by the 
TAMP, transportation performance measures, the statewide and regional LRTPs, and the local 
input/outreach sources mentioned above. PennDOT CPDM will ensure that adequate coordination 
meetings are occurring and appropriately documented for the STIP/TIP submission.  
 
The MPOs/RPOs, in consultation with the Districts, should consider projects that contribute to improving 
performance in more than one area. Tools like OneMap and other GIS based applications may be utilized 
to assist with analyzing these various performance areas.  
 
Based upon this continued coordination throughout the Program development process, District staff will 
create project scopes, costs, and schedules in MPMS for the mutually agreed-upon new projects. To allow 
for open discussion and collaboration, cooperative discussions about candidate projects under 
consideration should occur between the MPOs/RPOs and the Districts prior to preparation of a fiscally 
constrained project list.  
 
The Program must account for inflation using the Year of Expenditure (YOE). The YOE factor should be 
3% annually. PennDOT Districts will enter cost estimates in MPMS based on present day costs. The 
amount programmed will be based on the year where funds will be programmed for initial expenditure. 
The YOE tool can be found under the “HWY & BR” tab in MPMS. 
 

Fiscal Constraint 
 
An early part of the program development process is for PennDOT, FHWA/FTA and the MPOs/RPOs to 
jointly develop the 2027 Program Financial Guidance document.  
 
Financial Guidance provides funding levels available for the development of the STIP/TYP for all 
anticipated federal and state funding sources. Allocations are provided to each MPO/RPO and the 
Interstate and Statewide Programs for highway and bridge funds based on agreements for jointly 
developed formulas and set asides. In addition, a portion of highway funding is reserved for distribution 
at the Secretary of Transportation’s discretion. Funds realized through Federal Discretionary Programs and 
Earmarks are not part of Financial Guidance and are considered additional funds to the STIP/TYP.  
 
The Transit section of Financial Guidance includes both federal and state resources. To program these 
funds, each transit agency works closely with PennDOT BPT to develop annual consolidated capital 
applications (CCA) and annual consolidated operating applications (COA). The CCA process includes 
federal, state, and local funds and prioritizes investments based on asset condition and replacement 
cycles in the Capital Planning Tool (CPT). This process promotes a true asset management approach 
where the assets in most need of replacement and/or rehabilitation are prioritized to receive funding, 
which allows transit agencies to move these assets toward a state-of-good-repair.  
 
Operating allocations are formula-based, as discussed above, and PennDOT BPT works with agencies 
annually through the COA process to identify anticipated expenses and revenues and program federal, 
state, and local funds to meet anticipated operating deficits.  
 
An important part of the project prioritization and selection process is to ensure that the Program of 
projects meets fiscal constraint, which means that the included projects can reasonably be expected to 
receive funding within the time allotted for Program implementation. The identified revenues are those 
that are reasonably anticipated to be available to operate and maintain Federal-aid highways and public 
transportation in accordance with 23 CFR 450.218(l) and 23 CFR 450.326(j).  
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The regional TIP narratives should include reference to the Financial Guidance process and the 
distribution of funds along with a form of visual documentation to demonstrate regional fiscal constraint. 
An example of such a visual aid is the fiscal constraint tab from the TIP Checklist.  
 
The regional TIPs shall contain system-level estimates of state and local revenue sources beyond 
Financial Guidance that are reasonably expected to be available (but typically not programmed) to 
operate and maintain the Federal-aid highways (as defined by 23 USC 101(a)(6)) and public 
transportation (as defined by 49 USC 53). PennDOT CPDM will provide regional estimated totals for state 
programs not included in Financial Guidance. When available, they will be placed in the 2027 General and 
Procedural Guidance Support Documents folder in SharePoint. MPOs/RPOs can work with local 
stakeholders to identify supplemental information that is readily available. Transit providers will supply 
estimates of county/city/local revenue sources/contributions. This information should be integrated into 
the regional TIPs. Statewide information will be included with the STIP. 
 
Programming 
 
Projects and phases of projects in the Program must be financially constrained by Federal Fiscal Year 
(October 1 – September 30) with respect to the anticipated available funding and within the bounds of 
Financial Guidance.  
 
The STIP/TIPs shall include a project, or a phase of a project, only if full funding can reasonably be 
anticipated to be available within the time period contemplated for completion of the project, based on 
the project phase start and end dates. This shall also include the estimated total cost of project 
construction, which may extend beyond the TIP and into the TYP and LRTP, in accordance with 23 CFR 
450.326 (g) (2), (i) and (j). Cost estimates prepared during programming are critical in terms of setting 
funding, schedule, and scope for managing project development. Project cost estimates shall follow 
guidance provided in PennDOT Estimating Manual (PUB 352). All phases of projects that are not fully 
funded on the TIP will be carried over and shown in the last eight years of the fiscally constrained TYP. 
For projects to advance beyond the PE phase, the project must be fully funded within the TIP/TYP/LRTP.  
 
Projects/phases of projects should be programmed in the FFY in which the project is anticipated to be 
obligated/encumbered. Programmed funding should be spread out (cash-flowed) over several fiscal years 
where applicable, based on the anticipated project schedule and timing of expenditures to maximize 
available resources. Programmed funding should not be cash flowed more than a year beyond the 
expected completion date of a project to ensure that funding can be obligated in time to ensure 
reimbursement of project invoices.  
 
PennDOT Districts, MPOs/RPOs and transit agencies will work to ensure that all cash flow procedures 
such as highway AC obligation, public transportation letters of no prejudice, and full funding grant 
approvals are accounted for in the program development process. AC projects must appear on a TIP in 
the current FFY in order to be converted into a regular obligation. These AC costs need to be accounted 
for as part of the program development and management process. PennDOT (CPDM and Districts) and 
the MPOs/RPOs should plan to carry sufficient federal funding for eligible projects/phases beyond the first 
two FFYs of the current Program, anticipating that AC conversion will be necessary.  
 
The flexing of federal funds between highway and public transportation projects within a TIP will be a 
collaborative decision involving local officials, the MPOs/RPOs, the public transportation agency or 
agencies, PennDOT, and FHWA/FTA. 
 
Line Items 
 
As part of the program development process, PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs can consider the inclusion of 
reserve line items. Every effort should be made as part of the program development process to identify 
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projects for all available funding in the first 2 years of the TIP, to ensure project delivery and maximum 
utilization of funding. Line items should be used primarily for contingency purposes such as unforeseen 
project costs, including Accrued Unbilled Costs (AUC), unforeseen AC conversions, and other actions 
which might occur between program drafting and project initiation. Dedicated line items for specific 
regional issues such as slides, and sinkholes should be included based on historical needs. Selected 
project categories that are air quality exempt (e.g. betterment and Section 5310) may also be grouped 
into regional line items for inclusion in the Program, with project specific listings to be developed later by 
project sponsors. The excessive use of line items for other purposes is strongly discouraged by PennDOT 
and FHWA/FTA. 
 

Transit 
 
In July 2016, FTA issued a final rule requiring transit agencies to maintain and document minimum 
Transit Asset Management (TAM) standards, policies, procedures, and performance targets. The TAM rule 
applies to all recipients of Chapter 53 funds that either own, operate, or manage federally funded capital 
assets used in providing public transportation services. The TAM rule divides transit agencies into two 
categories based on size and mode: 

• Tier I 
o Operates Rail Fixed Guideway (Section 5337) or 
o Operates over 100 vehicles across all fixed route modes or 
o Operates over 100 vehicles in one non-fixed route mode 

• Tier II  
o Urban and Rural Public Transportation (Section 5307, 5310, and 5311 eligible) or 
o Operates up to and including 100 vehicles across all fixed route modes or 
o Operates up to and including 100 vehicles in one non-fixed route mode  

 
A list of Pennsylvania’s Tier I and II transit agencies is found in the 2027 General and Procedural 
Guidance Support Documents folder in SharePoint.  
 
The TAM rule requires states to participate and/or lead the development of a group plan for recipients of 
Section 5311 and Section 5310 funding (Tier II), and additionally allows other Tier II providers to join a 
group plan at their discretion. All required agencies (Section 5311 and 5310) and remaining Tier II 
systems in Pennsylvania, except for the Centre Area Transportation Authority (CATA), elected to 
participate in the PennDOT Group Plan.  
 
All transit agencies are required to utilize Pennsylvania’s transit Capital Planning Tool (CPT) as part of 
their capital planning process and integrate it into their TAM process. The CPT is an asset management 
and capital planning application that works as the central repository for all Pennsylvania transit asset and 
performance management activities.  
 
Transit agencies update CPT data annually to provide a picture of asset inventory and performance. 
Performance is measured by tracking the percentage of assets that have met or exceeded their state 
established useful life benchmark (ULB). For revenue and service vehicles, this is tracked using the age of 
the vehicle. For facilities, this is tracked by condition rating using the Federal Transit Administration’s 
transit economic requirements model (TERM) scale. From this data, PennDOT BPT updates performance 
targets for both the statewide inventory of Tier II agencies and for each individual agency in the plan 
based on two primary elements: the prior year’s performance and anticipated/obligated funding levels. 
PennDOT BPT then reports this information to FTA and shares it with participating transit agencies who 
communicate the information with their MPO/RPO, along with investment information on priority capital 
projects anticipated for the following year. Agencies that are Tier I or non-participating Tier II use similar 
CPT data to set independent TAM performance targets and report these directly to the MPOs/RPOs.  
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Transit agencies will be responsible for submitting projects consistent with the CPT for the development 
of the transit portion of the Program. PennDOT CPDM will update this project information in MPMS and 
share it with the MPOs/RPOs, BPT, and the transit agencies. 
 

Air Quality Conformity 
 
Transportation conformity is a process required by the Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 176(c), which 
establishes the framework for improving air quality to protect public health and the environment. The 
transportation conformity rule (40 CFR Part 93) provides the policy, criteria, and procedures for 
demonstrating conformity. The goal of transportation conformity is to ensure that FHWA/FTA funding and 
approvals are given to highway and transit activities that are consistent with air quality goals.  
 
The CAA requires that regional LRTPs, TIPs and Federal projects conform to the purpose of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). Pennsylvania’s SIP is a collection of regulations and documents used to 
reduce air pollution in areas that do not meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 
Conformity to an SIP means that such activities will not cause or contribute to any new violations of the 
NAAQS, increase the frequency or severity of NAAQS violations, or delay timely attainment of the NAAQS 
or any required interim milestone.  
 
Changes to the TIP or LRTP that involve non-exempt and regionally significant projects may or may not 
require the need for a conformity determination. As such, the interagency consultation process should be 
used to evaluate events that may trigger a new determination. Other administrative modifications 
affecting exempt projects, as defined in 23 CFR 450.104, do not require public review and comment, a 
demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination.  
 
Areas in maintenance or nonattainment of the current NAAQS for the criteria pollutants are required to 
demonstrate regional transportation air quality conformity. Per the February 16, 2018, D.C. Circuit 
decision in South Coast Air Quality Management District v. EPA (Case No. 15-1115), areas that were in 
maintenance for the revoked 1997 8-hour ozone but were designated in attainment for the 2008 ozone 
NAAQS must demonstrate transportation conformity without a regional emissions analysis, per 40 CFR 
93.109(c). A status table of the Pennsylvania areas requiring transportation conformity can be found in 
the Transportation Conformity folder in SharePoint.  
 
Note that the conformity analyses in the 1997 orphaned ozone areas must be updated every 4 years even 
though the LRTP is only required to be updated every 5 years. To address this and other timing issues, 
transportation conformity analyses should typically address both the TIP and LRTP, even if only one 
program is being updated.  
 
Conformity analyses include all regionally significant transportation projects being advanced, whether the 
projects are to be funded under 23 USC Chapter 1, 23 USC Chapter 2, or 49 USC Chapter 53, as required 
in 23 CFR 450.326(f). In addition, conformity analyses should also include regionally significant projects 
that do not use any federal funding. Regionally significant projects (as defined in 23 CFR 450.104) are 
transportation projects on a facility which serves regional transportation needs and would normally be 
included in the modeling of the metropolitan area’s transportation network. Examples of such projects 
include an expansion of roadway capacity or a major increase in public transit service. 
 
Exempt projects, as defined by the federal conformity regulations (40 CFR 93.126 and 40 CFR 93.127), 
are project types that typically do not have a significant impact on air quality and are exempt from the 
requirement to determine conformity. The decision on project exemption and/or regional significance 
status must include an interagency consultation process with federal, state, and local transportation and 
air quality partners. The consultation process is outlined in each region’s Conformity SIP. In specific, 
consultation should include PennDOT CPDM, FHWA PA Division, FTA Region 3, EPA Region III, DEP, PA 
Turnpike Commission, local air agencies (if applicable), and the regional MPO/RPO. A transportation 
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conformity determination includes the total emissions projected for the nonattainment or maintenance 
area, including all regionally significant TIP/LRTP projects. The total emissions must be less than the on-
road mobile source emissions limits (“MVEB-Mobile Source Emission Budgets”, or “budgets”) established 
by the SIP to protect public health for the NAAQS. An emissions analysis is not required within the 
conformity determination for areas that are only nonattainment or maintenance for the 1997 ozone 
NAAQS.  
 
The regional conformity requirement is separate and apart from any conformity requirements that apply 
to specific projects, typically as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Review Process. 
PennDOT CPDM is responsible for partnering in this process by ensuring that the TIPs (and by extension 
the STIP) are in conformance. Project-level conformity analyses and screening will be conducted by 
PennDOT using PennDOT’s Project-Level Air Quality Handbook (PUB 321). 
 
The completion of a regional TIP or LRTP conformity analysis during regular program update cycles 
includes the following key steps:  
 

1. PennDOT CPDM will provide an air quality kick-off meeting / training session before each biennial 
TIP program cycle. The meeting will provide an overview of the conformity process and identify 
roles and responsibilities for each agency. Required meeting attendees include PennDOT CPDM, 
District, and MPO/RPO staff that cover regions in nonattainment or maintenance for the NAAQS. 
This includes areas that must address the 1997 ozone NAAQS.  

2. PennDOT CPDM, PennDOT Districts, the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission (PTC), and the 
MPOs/RPOs will coordinate on the identification of air quality significant projects to be included in 
the regional transportation conformity analyses using the PennDOT Project Review and 
Classification Guidelines for Regional Air Quality Conformity document as found in the 
Transportation Conformity folder in SharePoint, including submitting the TIP200 Air Quality 
reports located in MPMS. PennDOT CPDM and the PennDOT Districts will be responsible for 
reviewing or developing clear project descriptions and providing regional significance and exempt 
project coding within PennDOT’s Multimodal Project Management System (MPMS) and ensuring 
the data is accurate in the TIP200 Air Quality Reports. Blank AQ fields either in the report or in 
the MPMS AQ screen could cause the project listing to be returned and MPMS relevant AQ data 
should be corrected. This should be a joint, coordinated effort with the regional MPO and/or RPO. 
PennDOT CPDM, PennDOT Districts, or MPO/RPO staff will coordinate with PTC to obtain a list of 
Turnpike projects that may require analysis. The PTC and Interstate (IM) projects should be 
distributed to the applicable MPOs/RPOs for inclusion in their regional programs.  

3. The MPO/RPO assembles the final fiscally constrained TIP or LRTP project list and submits it to 
PennDOT CPDM. 

4. Air quality significance determinations on specific projects must also include an interagency 
consultation process with federal, state, and local transportation and air quality partners. 
PennDOT’s Interagency Consultation Group (ICG) reviews the proposed highway and transit 
project lists from each MPO/RPO before air quality conformity determination work begins by the 
MPOs/RPOs and/or PennDOT. The consultation process relies on the project descriptions provided 
in MPMS. The project descriptions must accurately and completely reflect the project scope and 
schedule, so that a determination can be made whether the project is regionally significant. This 
includes facility names, project limits, location, if and how capacity (highway and transit) will be 
expanded as part of the funded improvements. The TIP update consultation process is conducted 
using PennDOT’s Air Quality SharePoint Site, which is maintained by PennDOT CPDM. Conformity 
for LRTP updates is currently conducted electronically via email. Typically, a 2-week timeframe 
should be provided to the ICG for the review of air quality significant projects.  

5. When applicable, PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs conduct the conformity emission analyses using 
EPA’s approved emission model and available transportation data. If one is available, the 
MPO/RPO’s travel demand model is often the most effective tool to complete the conformity 
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analysis. PennDOT CPDM provides support to the MPOs/RPOs in preparing the latest planning 
assumptions and completing the conformity analyses.  

6. PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs complete a transportation conformity report that includes the 
results of the emissions modeling (if applicable) and a list of air quality significant projects. Note: 
emission modeling is not required for areas only in maintenance for the 1997 orphaned ozone 
NAAQS. The transportation conformity report should be uploaded to PennDOT’s Air Quality 
SharePoint website and shared with the ICG for review and comment before the public comment 
period.  

7. The MPOs/RPOs must provide their regional air quality conformity determination for public 
review, as specified in their public participation plans and detailed in the Conformity Rule and 
FHWA’s Conformity Guide. MPOs /RPOs that do not perform their own air quality conformity 
analysis should allow adequate time for completion of air quality conformity analysis by 
PennDOT’s consultants, keeping in mind that the 30-day TIP public comment period, Board 
approval of the TIP, and final TIP submission to PennDOT CPDM needs to occur in accordance 
with the 2027 Transportation Program development schedule available in Appendix 1. PennDOT 
CPDM, FHWA, FTA and EPA verify the completion of air quality testing and analysis as part of the 
STIP/TIP review process.  

8. The MPOs/RPOs must complete all steps of the transportation conformity and program approval 
process. These steps include (in order):  

a. Review and brief applicable committees on the conformity report  
b. Review and brief applicable committees on the TIP and/or LRTP  
c. Review and brief applicable committees and Board on response to public comments  
d. Board adoption and approval of the air quality conformity report which includes a 

summary of the public comment period and any responses to public comments, 
questions, or concerns.  

e. Board adoption and approval of a formal air quality resolution. If requested, CPDM can 
assist in reviewing the air quality resolution.  

f. Board adoption and approval of the TIP and/or LRTP  
g. Board adoption and approval of the self-certification resolution 

9. FHWA sends the conformity determination request to EPA. After EPA provides concurrence, 
FHWA/FTA formally issue the joint conformity determination approval. MPOs/RPOs in 
nonattainment or maintenance areas have their LRTP clocks reset with the FHWA/FTA conformity 
action. These areas should allow up to 3 months for the conformity approval process to be 
completed and successfully factor this into their plan adoption timeline in order to avoid the 
potential of a LRTP expiration. 
 

Air Quality Conformity Procedures for TIP and LRTP Amendments 
 
The detailed process for amending the TIP and LRTPs to meet air quality conformity requirements is 
outlined in the Program Administration section of this guidance. This section provides a comprehensive 
overview of the steps involved, from project identification to public comment, ensuring compliance with 
federal regulations. and air quality standards. The information is intended to guide project sponsors, 
MPOs/RPOs and other stakeholders through the TIP/LRTP amendment process, ensuring that all 
necessary procedures are followed to maintain air quality conformity and secure federal funding for 
transportation projects. 
 

Statewide Programs 
 
Interstate Management Program 
 
The Interstate Management (IM) Program is a separate program developed and managed based on 
statewide needs. From a programming standpoint, the IM Program is fiscally constrained to an annual 
funding level that is provided as part of Financial Guidance. The IM Program planning and programming 
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responsibilities are handled by PennDOT CPDM, in coordination with other PennDOT Central Office 
Bureaus, the Districts and the MPOs/RPOs.  
 
The Interstate Steering Committee (ISC) provides oversight and direction to ensure the significant needs 
of the statewide Interstate System are managed more efficiently. The ISC contains representation from 
PennDOT’s CPDM, BOO, BDD, and Districts and works with FHWA and the MPOs/RPOs on the 
development and management of the Interstate Program. The ISC assists with project prioritization and 
re-evaluates projects during Program updates. The ISC meets to assist with the management of the IM 
Program.  
 
As part of the IM Program update process, Districts present to the ISC to get a statewide perspective of 
the current state of the Interstate System in Pennsylvania. PennDOT District presentations to the ISC 
provide updates on conditions, challenges, best practices and needs in their respective areas. The 
presentations are provided virtually so PennDOT Central Office and Districts, the MPOs/RPOs, and FHWA 
staff can participate.  
 
Initial programming consideration will be given to currently programmed Interstate projects without 
regular obligation/encumbrance or with AC obligation that need to be carried over from the current 
Program. Once the financial magnitude of the carry-over projects has been determined, an estimate can 
be made on the amount of program funds available for new IM projects, with consideration of current 
project schedules.  
 
The carry-over projects and any new projects will be evaluated based on current field conditions from the 
Interstate rides and asset management criteria provided by BOO AM. Project prioritization and selection 
will be consistent with the Interstate Management Program Guidelines (Chapter 13 of PUB 242), the 
TAMP, and system management to the network LLCC. The IM Program project prioritization and selection 
process will be documented as part of the STIP submission. 
 
Railway-Highway Crossings Program 
 
The Railway-Highway Crossings Program, also referred to as the Section 130 (RRX) Program, is another 
program developed and managed based on statewide needs. From a programming standpoint, the RRX 
Program is fiscally constrained to an annual funding level provided by Financial Guidance. The RRX 
Program planning and programming responsibilities are handled by PennDOT CPDM, based on 
coordination with PennDOT District and Central Office Grade Crossing Unit engineers, District planning 
and programming staff, and the MPOs/RPOs.  
 
Initial programming consideration will be given to currently programmed projects without regular 
obligation/encumbrance or with AC obligation that need to be carried over from the current Program. 
New projects will be identified by PennDOT Districts in coordination with the MPOs/RPOs. Projects will be 
prioritized and selected based on locations with the highest hazard rating from the FRA Web Accident 
Prediction System and locations with other local or railroad safety concerns, including increased train 
traffic, near-miss history, or antiquated warning devices. Consideration will also be given to the project 
development process and current project schedules when developing the RRX Program.  
 
Selected projects will be added to regional MPO/RPO programs utilizing a Statewide Line Item from the 
Program to maintain fiscal constraint. The RRX Program project prioritization and selection process will be 
documented as part of the STIP submission. 
 
Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside 
 
The Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside of the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (TA Set- 
Aside) provides funding for programs and projects defined as transportation alternatives, including on- 
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and off-road pedestrian and bicycle facilities, infrastructure projects for improving non-driver access to 
public transportation and enhanced mobility, community improvement activities, environmental 
mitigation, trails that serve a transportation purpose, and safe routes to school projects.  
 
The IIJA further sub-allocated TA Set-Aside funding based upon population. Funds available for any area 
of the state, urban areas with populations of 50,000 to 200,000, 5,000 to 50,000, and areas with a 
population of 5,000 or less are centrally managed by PennDOT. PennDOT Central Office, with 
coordination and input from PennDOT Districts and the MPOs/RPOs, selects projects through a statewide 
competitive application process. Projects are evaluated using PennDOT’s Core Principles, which are found 
in Design Manual 1. These Principles encourage transportation investments that are tailored to important 
local factors, including land use, financial concerns, and overall community context. Project deliverability, 
safety, and the ability to support PennDOT principles and enhance local or regional mobility are also 
considered during project evaluation. The planning and programming responsibilities for these TA Set-
Aside funds are handled by PennDOT CPDM, and funding is fiscally constrained to an annual funding level 
by Financial Guidance.  
 
Selected projects are added to regional MPO/RPO programs utilizing a Statewide Line Item to maintain 
fiscal constraint. Projects selected under previous application rounds without regular obligation or with AC 
obligation will be carried over from the current Program. Additional information about the TA Set- Aside 
can be found on PennDOT’s TA Set-Aside Funding Site.  
 
A separate regional allocation of funding is available for urbanized areas with populations over 200,000. 
These funds are available for MPOs to administer competitive application rounds to select eligible projects 
for inclusion on their regional TIPs. Funding is fiscally constrained based on annual funding amounts 
provided in Financial Guidance. The MPOs/RPOs will coordinate with the PennDOT CPDM TA Set-Aside 
state coordinator prior to initiating a project selection round. 
 
Spike Funding 
 
Financial Guidance includes a set-aside of several flavors of highway funding reserved for the 
Pennsylvania Secretary of Transportation’s discretion. The Secretary’s “Spike” funding is fiscally 
constrained to an annual funding level provided by Financial Guidance. The Spike funding planning and 
programming responsibilities are handled by PennDOT CPDM, based on direction provided from the 
Secretary.  
 
Historically, the Secretary of Transportation has selected projects to receive Spike funding to offset the 
impact of high-cost projects, implement special initiatives, or advance statewide priority projects. The 
Spike funding decisions typically continue previous Spike commitments, with any new project selections 
aligning with the Department’s strategic direction and investment goals. Selected Spike projects are 
added to the regional MPO/RPO, Interstate Management Program, or Statewide Items Program, utilizing 
statewide line items from the Statewide Items Program to maintain fiscal constraint. 
 
National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Program 
 
IIJA provided states with funding to help make electric vehicle (EV) charging more accessible to all 
Americans for local and long-distance trips through the National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure (NEVI) 
Formula Program and the Discretionary Grant Program for Charging and Fueling Infrastructure. 
Pennsylvania’s dedicated NEVI Formula Funding Program is managed centrally by PennDOT’s Strategic 
Development and Implementation Office.  
 
PennDOT collaborates with the MPOs/RPOs to assist in public outreach and engagement in supporting 
NEVI planning efforts. Program updates of NEVI are provided to MPOs/RPOs at PennDOT’s Planning 
Partners calls and meetings, and NEVI-specific webinars.  
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The Pennsylvania NEVI State Plan is an evolving document updated annually. PennDOT's NEVI Plan 
Priorities include: 

• Build out the current and future AFC network 
• Ensure charging capacity and redundancy on the AFC network 
• Expand charging to other non-interstate routes that may or may not be designated as AFCs and 

that may serve disadvantaged communities or as emergency routes 
• Provide mobile charging or towing services to support emergency response to motorists 
• Provide charging at key public destinations including those that can be accessed by underserved 

or disadvantaged populations. 
• Provide charging at mobility hubs, which are typically located around transit stations and key 

neighborhood locations. Mobility hubs offer a density of travel options combined with public, 
commercial, or residential amenities. 

• Provide charging infrastructure to support heavy and medium-duty freight movement including 
regional travel, rural deliveries, or emergency travel. 

 
PROTECT Formula Program 
 
The Promoting Resilient Operations for Transformative, Efficient and Cost-Saving Transportation 
(PROTECT) formula program was authorized to provide funds for infrastructure resilience improvement 
projects. PROTECT funding can be used for highway or transit projects that focus on the improvement 
and protection of infrastructure against natural hazards. PROTECT funding can be utilized on any public 
roadway.  
 
Of the funding authorized for PROTECT, 2 percent must be utilized for eligible planning activities each 
fiscal year. In addition, no more than 40 percent of the funds can be used to construct new capacity and 
no more than 10 percent can be used for pre-construction activities.  
 
The PROTECT program is highly technical program with limited funding. To ensure a successful 
implementation, funds will not be distributed through the traditional Financial Guidance process. Although 
PROTECT will technically be managed on a statewide basis, target investment ranges have been 
developed for each PennDOT District to ensure funds are distributed statewide to successfully leverage 
funding for regional priorities and needs. The target ranges were informed by FEMA Flood Zone maps and 
historic flooding and slide closure data archived in PennDOT’s Road Conditions Reporting System (RCRS). 
The target funding ranges are summarized in the table on the next page: 
 

PROTECT Target Funding Ranges by District ($ Thousands)* 

District Minimum Funding 
Target 

Maximum Funding 
Target 

1 2,000 7,000 
2 2,000 7,000 
3 2,000 10,000 
4 2,000 7,000 
5 2,000 7,000 
6 2,000 10,000 
8 2,000 10,000 
9 2,000 7,000 
10 2,000 7,000 
11 2,000 10,000 
12 2,000 10,000 

*Assumes steady funding levels. Reauthorization at higher or lower levels will necessitate adjustments to 
the investment range targets.  
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A call for projects, similar to the solicitation made in early 2025, will be made for Fiscal Year 2027 and 
2028 funding in Fall 2025 to the Districts and MPOs and RPOs. Selected projects will be recommended 
and compiled into a spreadsheet with an associated eligibility form containing a project description, an 
eligibility assessment, deliverability details and the funding requests in time for inclusion in draft 2027 
Transportation Improvement Programs. Funding may be conditioned upon the continuation of the 
PROTECT program or resilience eligibility beyond the IIJA authorization expiration. 
 
A Work Group has been established to select eligible projects prioritized by the Districts in coordination 
with MPOs and RPOs that integrate both the target funding ranges by District and project ranking criteria. 
A scoring procedure and checklist drawing from information in the project eligibility form was developed 
to assist in the project selection process. The selection process also addresses other criteria related to 
pre-construction and planning limits. Project solicitation, ranking and selection will take place during the 
last quarter of odd-numbered years to ensure that projects can be incorporated into draft TIPs prior to 
public comment and adoption. 
 

Performance-Based Planning and Programming 
 
Transportation Performance Management 
 
Transportation Performance Management (TPM) requirements are a key component of the 
project decision making process. TPM planning requirements were established by the MAP-21 
Act and reaffirmed in the FAST Act and IIJA. Under these rules, PennDOT and its MPOs/RPOs are 
required to establish targets related to safety, bridge and pavement condition, air quality, freight 
movement, public transportation asset management and safety, and the performance of the 
National Highway System, and to use performance measures to track their progress toward 
meeting these targets. For more information on TPM, please see the TPM SharePoint Folder.  
 
Safety (PM1) 
 
Safety is a primary focus of strategic investments for Pennsylvania’s transportation network at 
the State and Federal level. Safety is one of seven themes from PennDOT’s Strategic Plan, one 
of the four goal areas of PA On Track’s strategic framework, and one of three strategies in 
Pennsylvania’s Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP). Safety is the USDOT’s top 
priority and identified as FHWA’s number one objective in the National Roadway Safety Strategy. 
Safety Performance Management is also part of FHWA’s overall TPM program. The Safety 
Performance Management Final Rule establishes safety performance measure requirements for 
carrying out the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). For more information on Safety, 
please see the Safety SharePoint Folder. 
 
Pavement and Bridge Asset Management (PM2) 
 
Preserving Pennsylvania’s pavement and bridges is a critical part of the strategic investment 
strategy for Pennsylvania’s transportation network at the State and Federal level. System 
preservation is another goal area of PA On Track’s strategic framework. With limitations on 
available resources, the preservation of pavement and bridge assets using sound asset 
management practices is critical. Asset management is a key piece of FHWA’s TPM program and 
is a vital force behind infrastructure performance. TPM is the approach to managing 
transportation system performance outcomes, while asset management is the application used to 
manage the infrastructure assets to the lowest life cycle cost. For more on Bridge and Pavement 
Asset Management please see the TPM SharePoint Folder. 
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System Performance (PM3) 
Pennsylvania’s transportation system is critical to the efficient movement of people and goods. 
State and Federal initiatives are in place to maintain and improve system mobility. Personal and 
Freight Mobility is another goal area of PA On Track’s strategic framework. Improving reliability 
and traffic flow are also part of FHWA’s overall TPM program. FHWA’s System 
Performance/Freight/CMAQ Final Rule established performance measure requirements for system 
performance, freight, and congestion, known as the PM3 measures. 
 
The PM3 measures are used by PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs to evaluate the system reliability 
of the Interstate and non-Interstate NHS to help carry out the National Highway Performance 
Program (NHPP), to assess goods movement on the Interstate NHS to help implement the 
National Highway Freight Program (NHFP), and to measure traffic congestion and on-road mobile 
source emissions on the NHS to help carry out the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
program. For more information on system performance, please see the TPM SharePoint Folder. 
 
Transit Asset Management Performance 
 
The Transit Asset Management (TAM) Final Rule, established by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), 
mandates transit agencies to develop a TAM plan and report on the condition of their assets to ensure 
they remain in a State of Good Repair (SGR). Under these rules, transit agencies must establish targets 
and use performance measures to track their progress toward meeting these targets. FTA measures 
performance within each asset category (Rolling Stock, Equipment, Facilities, and Infrastructure) at the 
asset class level. 
 
PennDOT supports the development of a group plan for many of the smaller transit agencies in 
Pennsylvania and encourages communication between transit agencies and their respective 
MPOs/RPOs. Additionally, all transit agencies are required to utilize Pennsylvania’s transit CPT 
and integrate it into their TAM process. The CPT is an asset management and capital planning 
application that serves as the central repository for all Pennsylvania transit asset and 
performance management activities.  
 
Section 5307 Transit providers should provide safety target numbers and performance against 
those targets to their respective MPO as a part of their TIP submission.  
 

Public Comment 
 
As part of their regional TIP development, the MPOs/RPOs will ensure that their regional highway/bridge 
and transit TIPs provide the following information:  

• For each project, sufficient detailed descriptive material to clarify the design concept and scope 
as well as the location of the improvement. The MPO/RPO and PennDOT District(s) must 
collaborate on the information for the public narrative.  

• Projects or phases of projects assigned by year (e.g., FFY 2027, 2028, 2029, 2030) should be 
based upon the latest project schedules and consistent with 23 CFR 450.326(g).  

• Detailed project and project phase costs should be delineated between federal, state, and local 
shares. Each project and its associated phase costs should depict the amount to be 
obligated/encumbered for each funding category on a per year basis.  

• Phase estimates and total costs should reflect YOE in the TIP period, per Financial Guidance.  
• The estimated total project cost should be included, which may extend beyond the 4 years of the 

TIP into the TYP/LRTP.  
• There should be identification of the agency or agencies responsible for implementing the project 

or phase (i.e., the specific Transit agency, PennDOT District(s), MPO/RPO, local government, or 
private partner). Each MPO/RPO will work with all project administrators to provide any additional 
information that needs to be included with each project to be listed in their regional Program. 

16

2027 Transportation Program General and Procedural Guidance

GENERAL AND PROCEDURAL GUIDANCE



19Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

• FHWA recommends that the MPMS TIP 200 “FHWA Narrative” report be used for ICG review and 
for the public comment periods, since this report provides the above requested information in an 
easily accessible format for the public to view. 
 

 
PennDOT CPDM will provide the information above for Statewide-managed programs for the STIP. The 
MPO/RPO TIPs, including the MPO/RPO portions of the IM TIP, must be made available for public 
comment for a minimum of 30 days and in accordance with the procedures outlined in the MPO/RPO 
PPPs. A formal public comment period for the regional TIPs must be established to gather all comments 
and concerns on the TIPs and related documents. A separate STIP 15-day public comment period will 
also be held after the regional TIP public comment periods have been completed. PennDOT (CPDM and 
Districts) and the MPOs/RPOs shall make STIP/TIP information (such as technical information and 
meeting notices) available in electronically accessible formats and means, such as websites and mobile 
devices.  
 
Joint outreach efforts can result in a more effective program overall and more efficient use of labor across 
all MPOs/RPOs. Straightforward and comprehensive access to all public documentation (including the 
draft and final STIP, TIP and TYP project listings) should be made available to all members of the public, 
including those individuals with Limited English Proficiency (LEP). As part of their public outreach, 
MPOs/RPOs should take advantage of available resources, including translation services, social media 
tools, other online resources, and local community organizations.  
 
The 2027 Transportation Program guidance documents will be available at talkpatransportation.com for 
program development use by the MPOs/RPOs and other interested parties. PennDOT and MPO/RPO 
websites shall be used to keep the public informed, giving them access to the available data used in the 
Program update, informing them how they can get involved in the TIP update process, giving notice 
regarding public participation activities, and offering the opportunity for review and comment at key TIP 
development decision points. To provide a central location for regional public comment opportunities, 
PennDOT CPDM will post the regional public comment periods and links to the MPO/RPO websites on the 
talkpatransportion.com website. The MPOs/RPOs must post the applicable TIP documents on their 
regional websites for public review and comment. The table located in the TIP Submission section below 
outlines the required documents that must be included for public comment.  
 
After the public comment periods have ended, the PennDOT Districts will partner with the MPOs/RPOs to 
develop responses to the public comments. These responses will be documented as part of the regional 
TIP submissions that are sent to PennDOT CPDM. 
 

TIP Submission 
 
MPOs/RPOs, PennDOT Districts, and CPDM will coordinate in the development of draft lists of projects. 
PennDOT Districts and CPDM are required to attach draft lists of projects in MPMS as noted on the 2027 
Transportation Program development schedule available in Appendix 1. In addition to the project list 
being attached in MPMS, the MPOs/RPOs should submit a draft version of available TIP development 
documentation to CPDM which will then share with FHWA, FTA, BPT, and BOMO. This documentation 
should include the project selection process, a description of the anticipated effect of the TIP toward 
achieving the performance targets, the individual roles and responsibilities of the MPOs/RPOs, PennDOT 
Districts and Central Office, and a timeline. This will allow for early coordination with PennDOT Districts, 
CPDM, FHWA, and FTA for review and feedback prior to the draft TIP public comment period.  
 
Following the draft TIP public comment period and the individual TIPs are approved by the MPOs/RPOs, 
they must be formally submitted to PennDOT CPDM. The formal submission should include a cover letter 
and all required documentation, along with the completed TIP Checklist in Appendix 3. The TIP Checklist 
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will be verified by PennDOT CPDM, FHWA and FTA upon review of the TIP Submission package. The 
MPO/RPO TIP Submission requirements are summarized below: 
 
TIP Submissions Must Include the Following: Include for Public 

Review and Comment 
1 Cover Letter  

2 TIP Development/Project Selection Process Documentation  
3 TIP Development Timeline  
4 TPM (PM1, PM2, and PM3) Narrative Documentation  
5 HSIP SharePoint Application Submission Confirmation  

6 Transit Performance Measures Narrative Documentation  
7 Highway and Bridge TIP Listing with public narrative  
8 Public Transportation TIP Listing with public narrative  
9 Interstate TIP Listing with public narrative (regional portion)  
10 TIP Financial Constraint Chart  
11 Public Transportation Financial Capacity Analysis (MPO Only)  

12 Air Quality Conformity Determination Report (if applicable)  
13 Air Quality Resolution (if applicable)  
14 Public Comment Period Advertisement  
15 Documented Public Comments received (if applicable)  
16 Title VI Policy Statement  
17 Memorandum of Understanding TIP Revision Procedures  
18 Self-Certification Resolution  
19 List of major projects from the previous TIP that were implemented  

20 List of major regional projects from the previous TIP that were delayed  

21 TIP Checklist  

 
An electronic version of the regional TIP Submission must be provided to PennDOT CPDM, according to 
the 2027 Transportation Program development schedule in Appendix 1. The electronic version of the TIP 
Submission, including the TIP Checklist, should be submitted through SharePoint. PennDOT CPDM will 
verify that the items on the TIP Checklist have been completed and that all required documents have 
been included along with each TIP submission.  
 
PennDOT CPDM will combine the individual TIPs to create the STIP. The STIP, which is included as the 
first four years of the TYP, will be submitted by PennDOT CPDM to the STC for their approval at their 
August 2026 meeting. After STC approval, PennDOT will submit the STIP on behalf of the Governor to 
FHWA/FTA for their 45-day review period. FHWA/FTA will issue their approval of the STIP, which is 
contained in the Planning Finding document, by the end of the 45-day period, which should occur before 
the start of the new 2027 FFY on October 1, 2026. 
 

Program Administration 
 
After adoption, the 2027 Transportation Program must continue to be modifiable based on necessary 
program changes. Adjustments to the 2027 Program are enacted through procedures for STIP/TIP 
Modification at both the State and MPO/RPO levels. The Statewide Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU), which outlines the procedures for 2027 STIP modifications, is jointly developed by PennDOT, 
FHWA and FTA. The Statewide MOU sets the overarching principles agreed to between PennDOT and 
FHWA/FTA for STIP/TIP administration. Individual MOUs are then developed and adopted by the 
MPOs/RPOs, utilizing the Statewide MOU as a reference. The regional MOUs cannot be less restrictive 
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than the Statewide MOU. The new procedures for TIP revision/modification must be part of the public 
comment period on the draft 2027 Program.  
 
The modification procedures that were approved for the 2025 Program will be used as a starting point for 
the development of procedures for the 2027 Program. These procedures are required to permit the 
movement of projects or phases of projects within the STIP/TIP while maintaining year-by-year fiscal 
constraint. This process helps to ensure that the MPO/RPO TIPs and the STIP are consistent with the TYP 
and regional LRTPs, and vice versa.  
 
Changes to the TIPs and the delivery of completed projects are monitored by PennDOT CPDM, PennDOT 
Districts and the MPOs/RPOs and are the subject of various program status reports. PennDOT CPDM will 
track the progress of the highway Program and project implementation and share the findings with the 
MPOs/RPOs. PennDOT CPDM will send the MPOs/RPOs quarterly progress reports that detail current 
project obligations that have occurred in the current FFY.  
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334, all Pennsylvania MPOs/RPOs, transit agencies, and PennDOT will 
cooperatively develop an Annual Listing of Obligated Projects for which Federal funds have been 
obligated in the previous FFY. The listing must include all Federally funded projects authorized or revised 
to increase or decrease obligations in the preceding program year and, at a minimum, include the 
following for each project: 

• The amount of funds requested on the TIP  
• Federal funding that was obligated during the preceding year  
• Federal funding remaining and available for subsequent years  
• Sufficient description to identify the project or phase  
• Identification of the agencies responsible for carrying out the project or phase  

 
PennDOT CPDM will continue to work with the MPOs/RPOs and transit agencies to assist in developing 
the regional obligation reports. The listing of projects must be published on respective MPO/RPO websites 
annually by December 29 (within 90 calendar days of the end of the previous FFY), in accordance with 
their public participation criteria for the TIP. CPDM Funds Management will provide an annual listing of 
Highway/Bridge obligations and PennDOT administered executed transit grants. MPOs/RPOs should work 
with their respective transit agencies to acquire a list of any additional executed grants in which the 
agencies were the direct recipient of Federal Transit funding. 
 
Air Quality Conformity for TIP and LRTP Amendments 
 
The process for Air Quality Conformity related to TIP and LRTP amendments is similar to the biennial TIP 
procedures provided early in this guidance with several modifications to streamline the process. Key steps 
in this process are summarized below: 
 

1. Project Identification and Regional Significance Determination  
 

TIP Amendments 
• The MPO and PennDOT District identify projects for inclusion in a TIP amendment and 

coordinates with CPDM to determine if the projects are exempt under 40 CFR 93.126, 93.127, 
or satisfies 93.128. Projects under 93.128 (e.g., traffic signal synchronization) may proceed 
without a new conformity determination but must be marked as air quality “Significant” in 
MPMS and included in the next conformity round. 

• CPDM coordinates with the Interagency Consultation Group (ICG) on project determinations 
when projects are not clearly exempt or significant, or if FHWA recommends further 
coordination. 
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LRTP Updates or Amendments 
• The MPO/RPO assembles a fiscally constrained LRTP project list and, with CPDM support, 

evaluates which projects are regionally significant.  
• Typically, this will include coordination with CPDM in producing an MPMS report of PennDOT’s 

TYP (12-year program) for the highway/bridge, interstate and transit programs. 
• For projects beyond the TYP, the MPO/RPO will assemble a project list summarizing the LRTP 

financial-constrained projects through the plan’s horizon year. This list can be prepared in any 
format deemed appropriate by the MPO/RPO. The list should at a minimum include the 
project name, description, and funding amounts. The description should be sufficient for 
evaluating whether projects are regionally significant. 

2. Conformity Schedule Coordination  
• The MPO/RPO and CPDM coordinate on the conformity schedule. This is aligned with the TIP 

amendment or LRTP update cycle timeline as appropriate. 
3. Conformity Analysis and Report Preparation  

• CPDM assists the MPO/RPO in completing the conformity determination report and 
conducting emissions analyses (if needed). Emissions analysis (including travel modeling) 
typically requires at least 4 weeks. The reports for areas not requiring emissions analysis can 
usually be completed in 1–2 weeks. 

4. Interagency Consultation 
• Upon completion, CPDM shares the draft conformity report and project list with the ICG for a 

2-week review period via email. This review should ideally occur before the public comment 
period to allow time for addressing any issues. 

5. Public Involvement  
• The MPO/RPO conducts a public comment period for the conformity report following the 

MPO’s public participation plan. Typically TIP and LRTP conformity reports are coordinated 
with other associated TIP/LRTP public outreach efforts. 

6. Final Approval  
• The approval process follows a similar process to the biennial TIP. 

 
 

Other Planning Information 
 
Limited English Proficiency 
 
Providing translated Limited English Proficiency (LEP) taglines to the TIP, LRTP and related public 
participation documents, as well as associated translation services, is an effective way to ensure access 
for public comment. For translated language taglines, as well as more information on LEP, please visit the 
LEP SharePoint Folder.  
 
Title VI 
 
As a recipient of federal funding, MPOs and RPOs must follow Title VI. Please see PennDOT’s Title VI 
Webpage as well as the Title VI SharePoint Folder. 
 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
 
The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) prohibit discrimination against individuals with disabilities in 
various areas of public life including transportation. MPOs/RPOs are required to follow ADA regulations. 
Please visit the ADA SharePoint Folder for all requirements and more information. 
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Tribal Coordination 

Although there are no areas in Pennsylvania currently under the jurisdiction of Tribal governments, 
PennDOT recognizes the importance of tribal consultation and considers federally recognized Tribes and 
Nations to be interested parties. Therefore, PennDOT and MPOs/RPOs shall consult with federally 
recognized Tribes and Nations that have regions of interests in Pennsylvania to provide opportunities for 
review and comment on key planning documents, such as the TIP, TYP, LRTP, and PPP. To view the 
required elements as well as more information visit the Tribal Coordination SharePoint Folder. 

Self-Certification 

All Pennsylvania’s MPOs are required by 23 CFR 450.336(a) to complete self-certification resolutions 
concurrent with their TIP submissions, which state that the metropolitan transportation planning process 
is being carried out in accordance with all applicable requirements. These self-certification resolutions are 
part of the TIP submission documentation sent to PennDOT CPDM. The regulatory requirements and 
citations to include in the Self-Certification resolution can be found at 23 CFR 450.336. Please see the 
Self-Certification SharePoint Folder for detailed requirements as well as an example of a Self-Certification 
resolution. At this time RPO self-certification is encouraged but optional. 

PennDOT Connects 

PennDOT Connects identifies community input and contextual concerns early in project planning through 
a collaborative process. For detailed guidance please visit the PennDOT Connects SharePoint Folder. 

Long Range Transportation Plans 

Pennsylvania’s Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) sets goals for Pennsylvania/PennDOT that include 
system safety, mobility, equity, resilience, performance, and resources. Pennsylvania MPOs and RPOs are 
required to have their own regional LRTPs that must be updated every 4 or 5 years according to 23 CFR 
450.324(c). Please visit the LRTP SharePoint Folder for detailed requirements for LRTPs and Freight 
Movement Plans. 

Transportation Systems Management and Operations (TSMO) 

The mission of PennDOT’s TSMO Program is to move people and goods from Point A to Point B, as 
efficiently, safely, and reliably as possible. TSMO is a way to address the reliability, mobility, and 
congestion of roadways by using emerging and innovative operational strategies instead of building extra 
capacity. Please visit the TSMO SharePoint Folder for additional information regarding TSMO planning 
requirements.  

National Highway Freight Program 

The National Highway Freight Program (NFP) was authorized under the FAST Act and continued under 
IIJA to improve the efficient movement of freight on the National Highway Freight Network (NHFN) and 
support several important goals. Please see the Freight SharePoint Folder for more details. 

Carbon Reduction Program 

IIJA established the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP), which provides funds for projects designed to 
reduce carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions from transportation sources. Please see the CRP SharePoint 
Folder for detailed guidance on CRP. 
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Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program 

The purpose of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program) CMAQ program is to give priority to 
cost-effective transportation projects or programs that will contribute to attainment or maintenance of the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for the ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate 
matter (PM2.5/10) criteria pollutants. Financial Guidance directs CMAQ funding only to those areas 
designated as in maintenance or nonattainment of the current NAAQS. Previous “insufficient data” and 
“orphan maintenance” (as currently defined for the 1997 ozone NAAQS maintenance areas) counties no 
longer receive CMAQ funding. MPOs/RPOs are required to have a CMAQ project selection process. 
PennDOT has developed tools and resources to guide project selection, if needed. Please see the CMAQ 
SharePoint Folder for detailed information on the CMAQ program. 

Congestion Management Process 

A region’s Congestion Management Process (CMP) helps to identify corridor-based strategies to mitigate 
traffic congestion reflected in the Peak Hour Excessive Delay (PHED) and percentage of non-single 
occupant vehicle (SOV) performance measures. Projects that help to reduce congestion will also help to 
improve air quality. MPOs that are transportation management areas (TMAs) are required to have a CMP. 
Please see the CMP SharePoint Folder and 23 CFR 450.322 for detailed information on CMP requirements. 

Local Bridges 

While the condition of locally owned bridges over 20 feet has improved in recent years, the majority of 
the bridges still remain in fair or poor condition. While municipal funds for bridge improvement are 
limited, various federal and state fund categories are available (i.e. STP, STU, BRIP, BOF, 183) for locally 
owned bridges, depending on eligibility requirements. Approximately 4% of the funding on the 2025 STIP 
was programmed on locally owned bridges. Each MPO and RPO are highly encouraged to surpass that 
amount in programming for locally owned bridges on their 2027 Programs.  

Community Demographics Analysis 

Each region is encouraged to evaluate the potential impacts of programs on communities. The analysis 
should consider all projects located in the region, whether funded on the MPO or RPO TIP, or on the 
Interstate or Statewide Items TIPs. Relevant details regarding this analysis are forthcoming.  

Useful Links 
• Financial Guidance
• Air Quality/ICG Review
• CRP – CMAQ – Congestion Management Process
• Multimodal Project Management System (MPMS)
• PennDOT Connects and LRTPs
• Safety
• Self-Certification
• talkpatransportation.com
• Title VI – ADA – LEP
• TMSO and Freight
• TPM Resource Toolbox
• Transportation Conformity
• Transportation Performance Management
• Tribal Coordination
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CY 2025 Activity Jan-25 Feb-25 Mar-25 Apr-25 May-25 Jun-25 Jul-25 Aug-25 Sep-25 Oct-25 Nov-25 Dec-25

STC releases Transportation Performance Report 2/26

STC-TYP public comment period 3/4 4/30

STC online public forum 4/10

General/Procedural Guidance Work Group Meetings

Financial Guidance Work Group Meetings

Spring/Summer Planning Partners Call 5/21

Final Program Update Guidance documents released

Statewide STIP MOU development/finalization

Draft Interstate carryover projects released

Districts, MPOs/RPOs and Central Office hold initial program update 
coordination meetings
2027 TYP Public Outreach Feedback Provided to STC, MPOs/RPOs and 
PennDOT to consider for TIP/TYP
BOO Asset Management provides PAMS/BAMS outputs by request for 
the 2027 Program Update
Districts, MPOs/RPOs and Central Office meet to coordinate on 
carryover & candidate projects

Project updates are made in MPMS

Interstate Steering Committee Presentations

Community Demographic Analysis conditions data (pavement, bridge, 
safety and transit, if available) made available to MPOs/RPOs

Spike decisions released

Fall Planning Partners Meeting 9/30-10/2 9/30-10/2

Draft Interstate and Statewide Projects announced

Community Demographic Analysis is conducted by MPOs/RPOs 
(optional)

PennDOT completes attaching draft TIP/TYP in MPMS 12/31

MPOs/RPOs submit available Draft TIP documentation to CPDM and 
FHWA/FTA for review  12/31

Final Draft Interstate and Statewide Projects Distributed

2027 Program Development Schedule
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CY 2026 Activity Jan-26 Feb-26 Mar-26 Apr-26 May-26 Jun-26 Jul-26 Aug-26 Sep-26 Oct-26 Nov-26 Dec-26
Community Demographic Analysis is conducted by MPOs/RPOs 
(optional)

PennDOT CPDM completes initial review of the preliminary draft TIPs

MPOs, RPOs, and PennDOT reach agreement on their respective 
portions of the program

PennDOT CPDM to hold draft program review discussions

Interagency air quality consultation

Central Office notifies FHWA Draft TIPs are ready for eligibility review

MPOs, RPOs and PennDOT conduct air quality conformity analysis

STIP Executive Summary Development

TIP Public Comment Periods

STIP Public Comment Period (15 day)

CPDM to review STIP public comments

MPOs/RPOs adopt regional TIPs

MPOs/RPOs submit regional TIPs to PennDOT CPDM 7/15

PennDOT CPDM reviews TIP submissions for STIP submittal

STC approves TYP

PennDOT submits STIP to FHWA/FTA on behalf of Governor

FHWA/FTA reviews and approves air quality conformity documents 
and STIP

2027 Program Begins 10/1

2027 Program Development Schedule (Continued)
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 Appendix 2 - 2027-2030 Transportation Program Submission Checklist

Planning Partner:

Information Items
Green highlighted items require documentation to be submitted.

Response CPDM FHWA FTA

Cover Letter which documents organization and 
date of TIP adoption Yes / No

Date TIP adopted by Planning Partner: Meeting Date

TIP Development/Project Selection Process 
Documentation Yes / No

MPO/RPO Specific TIP Development Timeline Yes / No

Does the documentation explain the project 
selection process, roles, responsibilities and/or 
project evaluation criteria procedures?

Yes / No

PM1 Narrative Documentation (includes established 
targets and analysis of progress towards targets)

Yes / No

HSIP SharePoint Application Submission 
Confirmation Yes / No

PM2 Narrative Documentation (includes established 
targets and analysis of progress towards targets)

Yes / No

PM3 Narrative Documentation (includes established 
targets and analysis of progress towards targets)

Yes / No

Transit Performance Measures Documentation Yes/No/NA

TAMP narrative documentation demonstrates 
consistency with the TYP/TIP

Yes / No

4. Highway-Bridge
Program Projects:

Highway and Bridge Listing with public narrative Yes / No

5. Public
Transportation
Program:

Public Transportation Listing with public 
narrative Yes / No

Regional Portion of Interstate TIP Listing with 
public narrative Yes/No/NA

Regional Portion of Statewide TIP Listing (Spike, 
TAP, RRX, HSIP, PROTECT other)

Yes/No/NA

Complete the tables in the Financial Constraint 
tab.

Yes / No

Is the TIP financially constrained, by year and by 
allocations?

Yes / No

Were the TIP projects screened against the 
federal/state funding program eligibility 
requirements?

Yes / No

Are estimated total costs to complete projects 
that extend beyond the TIP years shown in the TYP 
and LRTP?

Yes / No

[Click Here to View Pop-Up Directions]

Transportation Management Area:

1. Cover Letter:

MPO/RPO to Provide Response
Others Check to Indicate Response Verified

2. TIP Development:

3. Performance
Based Planning and
Programming (TPM
Narrative Template):

6. Interstate &
Statewide Program
Projects:

7. Financial
Constraint:

Yes No

25
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Planning Partner:

Information Items
Green highlighted items require documentation to be submitted.

Response CPDM FHWA FTA

[Click Here to View Pop-Up Directions]

Transportation Management Area: MPO/RPO to Provide Response
Others Check to Indicate Response Verified

Yes No

Public Transportation Financial Capacity Analysis 
(MPO Only) Yes/No/NA

Documentation of Transit Asset Management 
(TAM) Plan Yes / No

Air Quality Conformity Determination Report Yes/No/NA

Air Quality Resolution Yes/No/NA

Is the area in an AQ non-attainment or 
maintenance area? Yes/No/NA

Have all projects been screened through an 
interagency consultation process? Yes/No/NA

Most recent air quality conformity determination 
date: Date/NA

Do projects contain sufficient detail for air quality 
analysis? Yes/No/NA

Public Comment Period Advertisement Yes / No

Public comment period: Date Range

Public meeting(s)-Date/Time/Location: Date/Time/ 
Location

Public meeting notices contain contact 
information about ADA Accommodations? Yes / No

Were LEP taglines included with TIP public 
comment documents? Yes / No

Has Tribal Consultation/Outreach occurred? Yes / No

STIP/TIP public involvement outreach activities 
consistent with Public Participation Plan?

Yes / No

Were any public comments (written or verbal) 
received? Yes / No

Documentation of Public Comments received Yes/No/NA

Were public comments addressed? Yes/No/NA

11. Title VI:

Has the MPO included information regarding Title 
VI and its applicability to the TIP, including the 
protections against discrimination and the 
availability of the TIP document in alternative 
formats upon request?

Yes / No

8. Public
Transportation:

10. Public
Participation
Documentation:

9. Air Quality:
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Planning Partner:

Information Items
Green highlighted items require documentation to be submitted.

Response CPDM FHWA FTA

[Click Here to View Pop-Up Directions]

Transportation Management Area: MPO/RPO to Provide Response
Others Check to Indicate Response Verified

Yes No

12. TIP Revision
Procedures (MOU):

MPO/RPO TIP Modification Procedures (MOU) Yes / No

Self-Certification Resolution (RPO Optional) Yes/No/NA

For the Non-TMAs, does the self certification 
contain documentation to indicate compliance?

Yes/No/NA

List of regionally important projects from the 
previous TIP that were implemented, and 
projects impacted by significant delays.

Yes / No

Does the TIP contain amounts of state & local 
revenue sources beyond financial guidance?

Yes / No

15. PennDOT
Connects:

Municipal outreach/PIF forms initiated for all TIP 
projects?

Yes / No

Is the TIP consistent with the LRTP? Yes / No

LRTP air quality conformity determination date: Date/NA

LRTP end year: Date

Anticipated MPO/RPO LRTP adoption date: Date

FTA:

MPO/RPO:  

Date:  

Date:  

Date:  

Date:  PennDOT CPDM: 

Note any noteworthy practices, issues or improvements that should be addressed by the next 
TIP update, or any other comments/questions here:  

18. Comments:

FHWA: 

14. Other
Requirements:

13. MPO Self-
Certification
Resolution:

16. Long Range
Transportation Plan:

17. Completed/
Reviewed by:
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Fund Type
Financial 
Guidance

Programmed
Financial 
Guidance

Programmed
Financial 
Guidance

Programmed
Financial 
Guidance

Programmed

NHPP

STP

State Highway (581)

State Bridge (185/183)

BOF

HSIP

CMAQ

TAU

STU

CRP/CRPU

BRIP

Total $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Comments

 Appendix 2 - 2027 Transportation Program Development Checklist

Financial Constraint Tables
Compare the amount of funds programmed in each year of the TIP against Financial Guidance (FG) allocation, and explain any differences.

FFY 2027 FFY 2028 FFY 2029 FFY 2030

28

Additional Funding Type
FFY 2027 FFY 2028 FFY 2029 FFY 2030

Total $0 $0 $0 $0

Comments

 Appendix 2 - 2027 Transportation Program Development Checklist

Identify the TOTAL amount and TYPES of additional funds programmed above FG allocations (e.g. Spike funds, Earmarks, Local, TASA, PROTECT) by year:
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Pennsylvania Performance Based Planning and Programing
Written Provisions Acknowledgement

Per 23 CFR 450.314 

The  
Metropolitan/Rural Planning Organization 

Acknowledges the attached Pennsylvania Performance Based Planning and 
Programming written provisions were cooperatively developed and agreed-upon
between PennDOT and the Pennsylvania Metropolitan/Rural Planning Organizations.

Authorized MPO/RPO Spokesperson Date

Reading MPO

Alan D. Piper 5/16/19

SUBMIT
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Page 1 of 15

The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and the Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation (FAST) Act include performance management requirements.  Performance-based 
planning will ensure that the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) and 
Pennsylvania’s Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) collectively invest Federal 
transportation funds efficiently towards achieving national goals. In Pennsylvania, the Rural 
Planning Organizations (RPO) follow the same requirements as MPOs.   
 
Transportation Performance Management (TPM) is a strategic approach that uses data to make 
investment and policy decisions to achieve national performance goals.  Title 23 Part 490 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR 490) outlines the national performance goals for the Federal-
aid program.  It establishes the seven goal areas: safety, infrastructure condition, congestion 
reduction, system reliability, freight, environmental sustainability and reduced project delivery 
delay.   
 
The regulations require the United States Department of Transportation (DOT)/Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) to establish final rules on performance measures.  The final rules address 
the seven areas in the legislation, identifying the following as performance measures for the 
system: 

• pavement condition on the Interstate system and on the remainder of the National 
Highway System (NHS) 

• performance (system reliability) of the Interstate system and the remainder of the NHS 
• bridge condition on the NHS 
• fatalities and serious injuries, both number and rate per vehicle mile traveled, on all public 

roads 
• traffic congestion 
• on-road mobile source emissions 
• freight movement on the Interstate system 

 
Performance Based Planning and Programming 
 
Pennsylvania has long utilized a comprehensive planning and programming process, with a focus 
on collaboration between PennDOT, FHWA, and Planning Partners (MPOs/RPOs) at the county 
and regional levels.   This approach will be applied to begin implementation of TPM and 
Performance Based Planning and Programming (PBPP).   
 
PBPP requirements are outlined in Title 23 Part 450 of the Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR 
450).  Subparts B & C requires the State Department of Transportation, MPO and operators of 
public transportation to jointly agree-upon written provisions for how they will cooperatively 
develop, and share information related to five key elements of PBPP: 

• transportation performance data 
• the selection of performance targets 
• the reporting of performance targets 

PERFORMANCE-BASED PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING
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• the reporting of performance to be used in tracking critical outcomes for the region of 
the MPO 

• the collection of data for the State asset management plan for the National Highway 
System (NHS) 

 
PennDOT in cooperation with MPOs/RPOs developed this document to serve as Pennsylvania’s 
jointly-written provisions for PBPP roles and responsibilities per 23 CFR 450.314(h) for: 

• PM1 measures – the safety performance measures  
• PM2 measures – the NHS pavements, bridges carrying the NHS, and pavements on the 

Interstate measures  
• PM3 measures – the performance of the NHS, freight movement on the Interstate, and 

the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program 
 
PennDOT Executives, Center for Program Development and Management (CPDM), and Bureau 
of Maintenance and Operations (BOMO), Bureau of Project Delivery (BPD, Engineering Districts 
and MPOs/RPOs will coordinate to ensure the Statewide Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), regional Transportation Improvement 
Programs (TIP) and regional LRTPs are developed and amended to meet the PBPP requirements 
of the planning rule and the performance measure rules.    
 
This coordination will occur when setting targets to ensure consistency to the maximum extent 
possible. Each MPO/RPO will need to establish targets by either adoption of the State’s 
performance targets and support the State’s efforts in achieving those targets or establish their 
own quantifiable performance targets.   
 
PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a description of the individual 
performance measures and targets for those measures in Statewide LRTPs moving forward.  Each 
MPO/RPO will also include individual performance measures and targets for those measures in 
their regional LRTPs moving forward. In addition to including the performance measures and 
targets in the Statewide and Regional LRTPs, PennDOT CPDM, BOMO, Engineering Districts and 
each MPO/RPOs are also required to include a system performance report. That report provides 
an evaluation of system performance with respect to the performance targets. PennDOT CPDM 
and BOMO in coordination with Engineering Districts will include progress achieved by 
MPOs/RPOs in meeting the MPO performance targets in comparison with system performance 
recorded in previous reports [23 CFR 450.216(f)(2); 23 CFR 450.324(f)(4)]. For MPOs/RPOs that 
voluntarily elect to develop multiple scenarios when developing the regional LRTP, the MPO/RPO 
must conduct an analysis as part of the systems performance report on how the preferred 
scenario has improved the conditions and performance of the transportation system and how 
changes in local policies and investments have impacted the costs necessary to achieve the 
identified performance targets [23 CFR 450.324(f)(4)(ii)]. 
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will include a description on progress towards each of the 
performance measures and targets as plans are updated. The progress explanation should 
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include the information that is available at the time of the plan adoption, such as information 
that has been reported as part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent 
adoptions of LRTPs, PennDOT and MPOs/RPOS must continue to include a system performance 
report. These reports must describe the progress of the MPO/RPOs in meeting the performance 
targets in comparison with system performance recorded in previous years. 
 
Safety Performance Measures 
 
The FHWA final rules for the National Performance Management Measures: Highway Safety 
Improvement Program (Safety PM) and Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) were 
published in the Federal Register (81 FR 13881 and 81 FR 13722) on March 15, 2016, and became 
effective on April 14, 2016. 
 
These final rules were the first in a series of three related rulemakings that together establish a 
set of performance measures for State DOTs and MPOs to use as required by MAP–21 and the 
FAST Act.  
 
The HSIP Final Rule updates the HSIP regulation under 23 CFR Part 924 to be consistent with 
MAP-21 and the FAST Act while clarifying existing program requirements. The Safety PM Final 
Rule adds Part 490 to Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) to implement the 
performance management requirements in 23 U.S.C. 150. 
 
The Safety PM Final Rule, also referred to as PM1 Final Rule, establishes safety performance 
measure requirements for carrying out the HSIP and to assessing fatalities and serious injuries on 
all public roads. 
 
The Safety PM Final Rule establishes five performance measures used in determining five-year 
rolling averages to include: 

• Number of Fatalities 
• Rate of Fatalities per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
• Number of Serious Injuries 
• Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT 
• Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Non-Motorized Serious Injuries 

 
Target Setting: 
 
Pennsylvania’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) serves as a blueprint to reduce fatalities and 
serious injuries on Pennsylvania roadways and targets priority Safety Focus Areas (SFAs) that 
have the most influence on improving highway safety throughout the state.  The SHSP contains 
Pennsylvania’s statewide goals for fatalities and serious injuries.  The SHSP has been developed 
and will be updated in conjunction with stakeholders including federal, state, local and private 
sector agencies including Pennsylvania’s MPOs/RPOs.   
 

PERFORMANCE-BASED PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING



37Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Pennsylvania Transportation Performance Management
Performance-based Planning and Programming Procedures

Page 4 of 15

Pennsylvania established a Safety Planning workgroup with representation from PennDOT 
CPDM, BOMO, Engineering Districts, the MPOs/RPOs and FHWA.  The group includes technical 
safety and planning professionals that meet regularly to discuss relative topics such as the SHSP 
and performance measures.   PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will continue to utilize this 
workgroup to coordinate the State’s safety target setting.  Information discussed as part of this 
workgroup will be shared at Statewide Planning Partner Meetings and conference calls. 
 
PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will be responsible for scheduling and conducting 
Safety Planning Workgroup calls.  PennDOT CPDM will be responsible for scheduling and 
conducting Planning Partner meetings and conference calls, where coordination on target setting 
will occur. 
 
MPOs/RPOs will be responsible for ensuring there is adequate MPO/RPO representation on the 
Safety Planning Workgroup.  All MPOs/RPOs will ensure they participate in Planning Partner 
meetings and conference calls to provide input into performance measure and target 
coordination. 
 
PennDOT BOMO will submit the state safety targets as part of the annual Pennsylvania Highway 
Safety Plan submitted to NHTSA.  The state targets for the number of fatalities, number of serious 
injury and rate of fatalities need to be identical to those submitted to FHWA.  PennDOT will 
include state safety targets for all five of the safety performance measures as part of the annual 
Pennsylvania Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) report submitted to FHWA.  
 
PennDOT CPDM will share the annual submissions and/or another type of notification of the state 
targets with the MPOs/RPOs in a timely manner. 
 
All Pennsylvania MPOs/RPOs will establish targets for each performance measure and 
communicate adoption to PennDOT CPDM within 180 days of PennDOT establishing targets 
either by agreeing to plan and program projects in support of PennDOT targets, or by committing 
to their own quantifiable targets.  If an MPO/RPO chooses to establish their own performance 
targets, they would need to coordinate with PennDOT CPDM and BOMO on the selection of the 
targets and provide methodology, including VMT used to develop their targets to ensure 
consistency, to the maximum extent practicable.   
 
Data Collection and Analysis: 
 
Data for the fatality-related measures are taken from the Fatality Analysis Reporting System 
(FARS) and data for the serious injury-related measures are taken from the State crash database. 
The VMT are derived from the Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS).  
 
PennDOT BOMO will review the State’s crash and fatality data and evaluate it for overall trends.  
PennDOT BOMO will compare these trends to what can be observed at the national level.  
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PennDOT BOMO will assess the state and national trends to determine how they relate to the 
SHSP Goals and the National Toward Zero Death initiative. 
 
PennDOT BOMO will provide CPDM statewide data to share with the MPOs/RPOs to assist them 
in deciding whether they are going to support the State’s targets or adopt their own. 
 
MPOs/RPOs should utilize their specific data from the Pennsylvania Crash Information Tool to 
further assist in their decision-making process as to whether they are going to support the State’s 
targets or adopt their own. 
 
Progress Towards Target Achievement and Reporting: 
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will include safety performance measures and targets in the STIP, 
regional TIPs, and LRTPs.   
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will ensure the STIP, regional TIPs, and LRTPs are developed and 
managed to support progress toward target achievement.   
 
PennDOT BOMO will include information on safety targets and progress towards meeting targets 
as part of annual Safety submissions to NHTSA and FHWA.  FHWA will utilize data from a base 
line period for assessing significant progress.  Four of the five measures will need to be met or 
significantly improve. FHWA will determine if Pennsylvania has met or made significant progress 
toward meeting its safety targets. When FHWA reports their findings to PennDOT, CPDM will 
share the findings with MPOs/RPOs. 
 
When collaborating to set annual targets, PennDOT BOMO, CPDM and Engineering Districts will 
coordinate to provide feedback on statewide and MPO/RPO specific progress towards target 
achievement as it becomes available.   
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(f), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a 
description of the individual safety performance measures and targets for those measures for 
the Statewide LRTP moving forward. In addition to including safety performance measures and 
targets in the Statewide LRTP, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a system 
performance report. That report must include an evaluation of system performance with respect 
to the performance targets. PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a 
description of progress achieved by the MPOs/RPOs in meeting the MPO/RPO performance 
targets in comparison with system performance recorded in previous reports [23 CFR 
450.216(f)(2)]. The progress description will include the information that has been reported as 
part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent adoptions of Statewide 
LRTPs, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will continue to include a system 
performance report describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in comparison 
with system performance recorded in previous years. 
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In accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f)(3-4), MPOs/RPOs will include a description of the individual 
safety performance measures and targets for those measures for regional LRTPs moving forward. 
In addition to including performance measures and targets in the regional LRTPs, MPOs/RPOs 
will include a system performance report. That report must include an evaluation of system 
performance with respect to the performance targets. MPOs/RPOs will describe progress 
achieved in meeting the performance targets in comparison with system performance recorded 
in previous reports [23 CFR 450.324(f)(4)(i)]. The progress description will include the information 
that has been reported as part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent 
adoptions of regional LRTPs, MPOs/RPOs will continue to include a system performance report 
describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in comparison with system 
performance recorded in previous years. 
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.218(q), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include 
a narrative description in the STIP on how the program of projects contributes to the 
achievement of the safety performance targets.  The narratives should document PBPP 
objectives, investment strategies, performance measures and targets from the strategic highway 
safety plan (SHSP), highway safety improvement program (HSIP), and other performance-based 
plans are being implemented through the program of projects in the STIP.  
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d), MPOs/RPOs will include a narrative description in the TIP 
on how the program of projects contributes to the achievement of the safety performance 
targets.  The narratives should document PBPP objectives, investment strategies, performance 
measures and targets from the strategic highway safety plan (SHSP), highway safety 
improvement program (HSIP), and other performance-based plans are being implemented 
through the program of projects in the TIP.  
 
Pavement/Bridge Performance Measures 
 
The FHWA final rule for the National Performance Management Measures; Assessing Pavement 
Condition for the National Highway Performance Program and Bridge was published in the 
Federal Register (82 FR 5886) on January 18, 2017 and became effective on February 17, 2017.   
 
This final rule was the second in a series of three related rulemakings that together establishes a 
set of performance measures for State DOTs and MPOs to use as required by MAP–21 and the 
FAST Act.  
 
The final rule established performance measures for all State DOTs to use to carry out the 
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) and to assess the condition of pavements on the 
Interstate System, pavements on the NHS (excluding the Interstate System), bridges carrying the 
NHS which include on and off ramps connected to the NHS. The NHPP is a core Federal-aid 
highway program that provides support for the condition and performance of the NHS and the 
construction of new facilities on the NHS. The NHPP also ensures that investments of Federal-aid 
funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the achievement of 
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performance targets as established in a State's Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) 
for the NHS. This final rule establishes regulations for the new performance aspects of the NHPP 
that address measures, targets, and reporting.  
 
The pavement and bridge performance measures, collectively referred to as the PM2 measures 
include: 

• % of Interstate pavements in Good condition 
• % of Interstate pavements in Poor condition  
• % of non-Interstate NHS pavements in Good condition 
• % of non-Interstate NHS pavements in Poor condition 
• % of NHS bridges by deck area classified in Good condition 
• % of NHS bridges by deck area classified in Poor condition 

 
Target setting: 
 
Pennsylvania established a TAMP Steering Committee with representation from PennDOT’s 
Executive staff, Engineering Districts, Asset Management Division, Center for Program 
Development and Management, Bureau of Planning and Research, Highway Safety and Traffic 
Operations Division, FHWA, the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission (PTC) and MPOs/RPOs. The 
workgroups purpose is to manage and coordinate the development, submission, and 
implementation of the TAMP, and the pavement and bridge condition performance measures. 
 
PennDOT CPDM, BOMO, Engineering Districts and the MPOs/RPOs will continue to utilize the 
committee to coordinate the State’s pavement and bridge target setting.  Information discussed 
as part of the committee will be shared at Statewide Planning Partner Meetings and conference 
calls. 
 
To satisfy 23 CFR 490.105(e)(2), PennDOT will coordinate with MPOs/RPOs on the development 
of the measures and selection of targets to ensure consistency, to the maximum extent 
practicable.  PennDOT BOMO in coordination with CPDM will be responsible for scheduling and 
conducting TAMP Steering committee meetings.  PennDOT CPDM will be responsible for 
scheduling and conducting Planning Partner meetings and conference calls, where coordination 
on target setting will occur.  
 
MPOs/RPOs will be responsible for providing representation on the committee.  All MPOs/RPOs 
will ensure they participate in Planning Partner meetings and conference calls to provide input 
into performance measure and target coordination. 
 
PennDOT is required to set State 2-year and 4-year targets biennially.  PennDOT will have the 
option to adjust the four-year targets in the Mid Performance Period Progress Report. 
 
PennDOT will report the targets as part of FHWA required Performance Reporting.    
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PennDOT CPDM will share the reporting submissions and/or another type of notification of the 
state targets with the MPOs/RPOs in a timely manner. 
 
All Pennsylvania MPOs/RPOs will establish targets for each performance measure and 
communicate adoption to PennDOT CPDM, within 180 days of PennDOT establishing (or 
amending) targets either by agreeing to plan and program projects in support of PennDOT 
targets, or by committing to their own quantifiable targets.  If an MPO/RPO chooses to establish 
their own performance targets, they would need to coordinate with PennDOT CPDM and BOMO 
on the selection of the targets and provide methodology used to develop their targets in 
accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134(h)(2)(B)(i)(II) to ensure consistency, to the maximum extent 
practicable.   
 
Data Collection and Analysis: 
 
PennDOT BOMO will collect and perform the analysis of the data for the pavement and bridge 
performance measures. 
 
Pavement 
Determining pavement condition requires rigorous data collection. In the past, all PennDOT data 
was collected for each roadway segment, which is approximately one-half-mile in length. Federal 
rulemaking 23 U.S.C. 119 now requires that all distress component information be collected for 
one-tenth-mile increments. PennDOT and its partners have adjusted their pavement data 
collection to meet FHWA standards. Data collection at the tenth-mile increment level began in 
2017 for cracking, rutting, and faulting and will be used for this submission of the TAMP.   
 
Pavement performance measures required for FHWA reporting include the following four 
distress components:  

• International Roughness Index (IRI) – Quantifies how rough the pavement is by measuring 
the longitudinal profile of a traveled wheel track and generating a standardized roughness 
value in inches per mile 

• Cracking – Measures the percentage of pavement surface that is cracked 
• Rutting – Measures the depth of ruts (surface depression) in bituminous pavement in 

inches 
• Faulting – Quantifies the difference in elevation across transverse concrete pavement 

joints in inches 
 
These distress measurements translate to good, fair, or poor condition scores. The table below 
summarizes the pavement condition metrics for IRI, cracking percent, rutting, and faulting.  
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Rating 
(one-tenth-mile) 

Good Fair Poor 

IRI (inches/mile) <95 95–170 >170 

Cracking Percentage (%) <5 
CRCP: 5–10 
Jointed: 5–15 
Asphalt: 5–20 

CRCP: >10 
Jointed: >15 
Asphalt: >20 

Rutting (inches) <0.20 0.20–0.40 >0.40 
Faulting (inches) <0.10 0.10–0.15 >0.15 

 
IRI and cracking apply to both bituminous and concrete pavements, while rutting is exclusively 
for bituminous pavement and faulting is exclusively for concrete pavement. Each one-tenth-mile 
pavement section is considered in good condition if all three of its distress components are rated 
as good, and in poor condition if two or more of its three distress components are rated as poor. 
 
23 CFR part 490.315(a), Subpart C, requires that no more than 5 percent of a state’s NHS 
Interstate lane-miles be in poor pavement condition. If the threshold is not met, restrictions are 
placed on PennDOT’s federal funding—specifically, NHPP and Surface Transportation Program 
(STP) funds. FHWA has not established a minimum condition for NHS non-Interstate roadways 
but requires the State DOT to establish performance targets. 
 
23 CFR 490.313(b)(4)(i) requires that the total mainline lane-miles of missing, invalid, or 
unresolved sections for the Interstate System and non-Interstate NHS shall be limited to no more 
than five percent of the total lane miles.  A section is missing if any one of the data requirements 
specified in 23 CFR 490.309 and 23 CFR 490.311(c) are not met or if that reported section does 
not provide sufficient data to determine its overall condition. 
 
PennDOT BOMO and Engineering Districts will utilize its pavement asset management tools and 
processes, which continue to be systematically expanded to analyze Pennsylvania’s pavements.   
 
PennDOT’s pavement condition targets will be consistent with its asset management objectives 
of maintaining the system at the desired state of good repair, managing to lowest life cycle costs 
(LLCC), and achieving national and state transportation goals. 
 
Bridge 
The FHWA final rulemaking also established performance measures for all mainline Interstate 
Highway System and non-Interstate NHS bridges regardless of ownership or maintenance 
responsibility, including bridges on ramps connecting to the NHS and NHS bridges that span a 
state border. FHWA’s performance measures aim to assess bridge condition by deriving the 
percentage of NHS bridges rated in good and poor condition by deck area on the NHS. 
 
Separate bridge structure condition ratings are collected for deck, superstructure, and 
substructure components during regular inspections using the National Bridge Inventory (NBI) 
Standards. For culvert structures, only one condition rating is collected (the culvert rating). A 
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rating of 9 to 0 on the FHWA condition scale is assigned to each component. Based on its score, 
a component is given a good, fair, or poor condition score rating.  
 
The table below summarizes the FHWA scoring system for bridge condition metrics for deck, 
superstructure, substructure, and culvert components.  
 

Rating Good Fair Poor 
Deck ≥7 5 or 6 ≤4 
Superstructure ≥7 5 or 6 ≤4 
Substructure ≥7 5 or 6 ≤4 
Culvert ≥7 5 or 6 ≤4 

 
A structure’s overall condition rating is determined by the lowest rating of its deck, 
superstructure, substructure, and/or culvert. If any of the components of a structure qualify as 
poor, the structure is rated as poor.  
 
23 CFR 490.411(a) requires that no more than 10 percent of a state’s total NHS bridges by deck 
area are in poor condition.  
 
PennDOT BOMO and Engineering Districts will utilize its bridge asset management tools and 
processes, which continue to be systematically expanded to analyze Pennsylvania’s bridges.   
 
PennDOT’s bridge condition targets will be consistent with its asset management objectives of 
maintaining the system at the desired state of good repair, managing to LLCC, and achieving 
national and state transportation goals. 
 
Reporting on progress towards target achievement: 
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will include pavement and bridge performance measures and 
targets in the STIP, regional TIPs, and LRTPs.   
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will ensure the STIP, regional TIPs, and LRTPs are developed and 
managed to support progress toward target achievement.   
 
When collaborating to set annual targets, PennDOT BOMO, CPDM and Engineering Districts will 
coordinate to provide feedback on statewide and MPO/RPO specific progress towards target 
achievement as it becomes available.   
 
PennDOT will need to report baseline, mid period performance and full period performance as 
identified to FHWA. FHWA will determine if Pennsylvania has met or made significant progress 
toward meeting its pavement and bridge targets. When FHWA reports their findings to PennDOT, 
CPDM will share the findings with MPOs/RPOs. 
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In accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(f), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a 
description of the individual pavement and bridge performance measures and targets for those 
measures for the Statewide LRTP moving forward. In addition to including pavement and bridge 
performance measures and targets in the Statewide LRTP, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with 
BOMO will include a system performance report. That report must include an evaluation of 
system performance with respect to the performance targets. PennDOT CPDM in coordination 
with BOMO will include a description of progress achieved by the MPOs/RPOs in meeting the 
MPO/RPO performance targets in comparison with system performance recorded in previous 
reports [23 CFR 450.216(f)(2)]. The progress description will include the information that has 
been reported as part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent adoptions 
of Statewide LRTPs, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will continue to include a system 
performance report describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in comparison 
with system performance recorded in previous years. 
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f)(3-4), MPOs/RPOs will include a description of the individual 
pavement and bridge performance measures and targets for those measures for regional LRTPs 
moving forward. In addition to including performance measures and targets in the regional 
LRTPs, MPOs/RPOs will include a system performance report. That report must include an 
evaluation of system performance with respect to the performance targets. MPOs/RPOs will 
describe progress achieved in meeting the performance targets in comparison with system 
performance recorded in previous reports [23 CFR 450.324(f)(4)(i)]. The progress description will 
include the information that has been reported as part of the reports required under 23 CFR 
490.107. With subsequent adoptions of regional LRTPs, MPOs/RPOs will continue to include a 
system performance report describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in 
comparison with system performance recorded in previous years. 
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.218(q), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include 
a narrative description in the STIP on how the program of projects contributes to the 
achievement of the pavement and bridge performance targets.  The narratives should document 
PBPP objectives, investment strategies, performance measures and targets from the asset 
management plans and other performance-based plans are being implemented through the 
program of projects in the STIP.  
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d), MPOs/RPOs will include a narrative description in the TIP 
on how the program of projects contributes to the achievement of the pavement and bridge 
performance targets.  The narratives should document PBPP objectives, investment strategies, 
performance measures and targets from the asset management plans and other performance-
based plans are being implemented through the program of projects in the TIP.  
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System Performance Measures 
 
The FHWA final rule for the National Performance Management Measures; Assessing 
Performance of the National Highway System, Freight Movement on the Interstate System, and 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program was published in the Federal 
Register (82 FR 5970) on January 18, 2017, and became effective on May 20, 2017. 
   
This final rule was the third in a series of three related rulemakings that together establish a set 
of performance measures for State DOTs and MPOs to use as required by MAP–21 and the FAST 
Act. The measures in this third final rule will be used by State DOTs and MPOs to assess the 
performance of the Interstate and non-Interstate NHS for the purpose of carrying out the NHPP; 
to assess freight movement on the Interstate System; and to assess traffic congestion and on-
road mobile source emissions for the purpose of carrying out the Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program. These system performance measures are collectively 
referred to as the PM3 measures.   
 
The PM3 performance measures include: 

• Percent of Person-miles Traveled on the Interstate System that are Reliable 
• Percent of Person-miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS that are Reliable 
• Interstate System Truck Travel Time Reliability Index  
• Annual Hours of Peak-Hour Excessive Delay (PHED) per Capita  
• Percent of Non-Single Occupant Vehicle (SOV) Travel 
• On-Road Mobile Source Emissions Reduction for CMAQ-funded Projects 

 
Target setting: 
 
In Pennsylvania, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will take the lead and coordinate 
with MPO/RPO representatives as well as other necessary stakeholders, such as other State DOTs 
in urbanized areas, to utilize existing workgroups or organize a group to collaborate on the 
system performance measures and targets.  This group will evaluate baseline performance 
measures tools, trends, and methodologies.  Information discussed as part of these group(s) will 
be shared at Statewide Planning Partner Meetings and conference calls. 
 
To satisfy 23 CFR 490.105(e)(2), PennDOT CPDM and BOMO will coordinate with MPOs/RPOs on 
the development of the measures and selection of targets to ensure consistency, to the 
maximum extent practicable.  PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will be responsible 
for scheduling and conducting group meetings.  PennDOT CPDM will be responsible for 
scheduling and conducting Planning Partner meetings and conference calls, where coordination 
on target setting will occur.  
 
MPOs/RPOs will be responsible for providing representation on the group(s).  All MPOs/RPOs will 
ensure they participate in Planning Partner meetings and conference calls to provide input into 
performance measure and target coordination.   
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PennDOT is required to set State 2-year and 4-year targets biennially.  PennDOT will have the 
option to adjust the four-year targets in the Mid Performance Period Progress Report. PennDOT 
CPDM in coordination with BOMO will coordinate any adjustments to the targets with the 
MPOs/RPOs.   
 
The targets for the traffic congestion measures [23 CFR 490.707(a) and (b)] reported by PennDOT 
and MPOs for an urbanized area must be identical [23 CFR 490.105(f)(5)]. If a multistate MPO is 
required to establish targets for the traffic congestion measures, all applicable MPOs and State 
DOTs must establish only one 2-year target and one 4-year target for the entire urbanized area 
for each traffic congestion measure. The MPOs and State DOTs will collectively develop and 
implement a mutually agreed upon coordination process so that both MPOs and State DOTs meet 
their respective target establishment and reporting deadlines. 
 
PennDOT will report the targets as part of FHWA required Performance Reporting.    
 
PennDOT CPDM will share the reporting submissions and/or another type of notification of the 
state targets with the MPOs/RPOs in a timely manner. 
 
All Pennsylvania MPOs/RPOs will establish targets for each performance measure and 
communicate adoption to PennDOT CPDM, within 180 days of PennDOT establishing (or 
amending) targets either by agreeing to plan and program projects in support of PennDOT 
targets, or by committing to their own quantifiable targets.  If an MPO/RPO chooses to establish 
their own performance targets, they would need to coordinate with PennDOT CPDM and BOMO 
(as appropriate) on the selection of the targets and provide methodology used to develop their 
targets in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134(h)(2)(B)(i)(II) to ensure consistency, to the maximum 
extent practicable.   
 
Data Collection and Analysis: 
 
PennDOT CPDM and BOMO have worked to identify and evaluate the data and tools used to 
produce the baseline performance measures. The University of Maryland CATT Lab RITIS 
software platform is used to generate all the measures derived from the NPMRDS travel time 
data source. Data from the American Community Survey (ACS) and FHWA’s CMAQ annual 
reporting system are used for the non-SOV travel and mobile source emissions measures, 
respectively. Future revisions and modifications to these tools may impact the reported 
performance measures and established targets. 
 
Due to potential tool enhancements, limited historic information, and the need for additional 
research to understand the variances and factors influencing each of the performance measures, 
PennDOT CPDM and BOMO will continue to identify and evaluate the data and tools necessary 
for the performance measures and establishing targets.   
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PennDOT CPDM and BOMO will take the lead along with required MPOs to track and evaluate 
data and targets.   
 
Progress Towards Target Achievement and Reporting: 
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will include system performance measure and targets in the STIP, 
regional TIPs, and LRTPs.   
 
PennDOT and the MPOs/RPOs will ensure the STIP, regional TIPs, and LRTPs are developed and 
managed to support progress toward target achievement.   
 
PennDOT will need to report baseline, mid period performance and full period performance as 
identified to FHWA. FHWA will determine if Pennsylvania has met or made significant progress 
toward meeting its system performance targets. When FHWA reports their findings to PennDOT, 
CPDM will share the findings with MPOs/RPOs. 
 
In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 149(l), each MPO serving a Transportation Management Area (TMA) 
with a population over 1 million representing nonattainment and maintenance areas must 
develop a CMAQ Performance Plan, updated biennially, to report baseline 
condition/performance, targets, projects that will contribute to the targets, and the progress 
toward achievement of targets for the CMAQ traffic congestion and on-road mobile source 
emissions measures. Likewise, 23 CFR 490.105(f)(5)(iii) requires these MPOs must establish both 
2-year and 4-year targets for the metropolitan planning area.  MPOs that must develop a CMAQ 
performance plan will ensure they are developed and submitted timely to PennDOT, so they can 
be included in required FHWA reporting completed by PennDOT.     
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(f), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a 
description of the individual system performance measures and targets for those measures for 
the Statewide LRTP moving forward. In addition to including system performance measures and 
targets in the Statewide LRTP, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a system 
performance report. That report must include an evaluation of system performance with respect 
to the performance targets. PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include a 
description of progress achieved by the MPOs/RPOs in meeting the MPO/RPO performance 
targets in comparison with system performance recorded in previous reports [23 CFR 
450.216(f)(2)]. The progress description will include the information that has been reported as 
part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent adoptions of Statewide 
LRTPs, PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will continue to include a system 
performance report describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in comparison 
with system performance recorded in previous years. 
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f)(3-4), MPOs/RPOs will include a description of the individual 
system performance measures and targets for those measures for regional LRTPs moving 
forward. In addition to including performance measures and targets in the regional LRTPs, 
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MPOs/RPOs will include a system performance report. That report must include an evaluation of 
system performance with respect to the performance targets. MPOs/RPOs will describe progress 
achieved in meeting the performance targets in comparison with system performance recorded 
in previous reports [23 CFR 450.324(f)(4)(i)]. The progress description will include the information 
that has been reported as part of the reports required under 23 CFR 490.107. With subsequent 
adoptions of regional LRTPs, MPOs/RPOs will continue to include a system performance report 
describing the progress of meeting the performance targets in comparison with system 
performance recorded in previous years. 
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.218(q), PennDOT CPDM in coordination with BOMO will include 
a narrative description in the STIP on how the program of projects contributes to the 
achievement of the system performance targets.  The narratives should document PBPP 
objectives, investment strategies, performance measures and targets from the freight plan, 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Performance Plan(s) [23 U.S.C. 149(l)], Congestion 
Management Process (CMP), and other performance-based plans are being implemented 
through the program of projects in the STIP.  
 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d), MPOs/RPOs will include a narrative description in the TIP 
on how the program of projects contributes to the achievement of the system performance 
targets.  The narratives should document PBPP objectives, investment strategies, performance 
measures and targets from the freight plan, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Performance Plan(s) [23 U.S.C. 149(l)], Congestion Management Process (CMP), and other 
performance-based plans are being implemented through the program of projects in the TIP.  
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Introduction
The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Funding Program was created under the federal Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Equity Act (ISTEA, 1991) and reauthorized under the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-
21, 1998); the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act:  A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU, 2005); the 
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21, 2012); the Fixing Americas Surface Transportation Act (FAST 
Act, 2015); and the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) of 2021.  

The purpose of the CMAQ Program is to fund transportation projects/programs that will contribute to the attainment or 
maintenance of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate 
matter (both PM10 and PM2.5).

According to the latest guidance (Nov 2013) from the Air Quality and Transportation Conformity Team in FHWA's Office of 
National Environment, in cooperation with the FTA's Office of Planning and Environment, the CMAQ program supports two 
important goals of the U.S. Department of Transportation: improving air quality and relieving congestion – in other words, 
reducing pollution and adverse environmental effects of transportation projects and transportation system inefficiencies.  
The CMAQ program provides funding for a broad array of tools to accomplish these goals while ensuring compliance with 
the transportation conformity provisions of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.

This guidance document states that MPO's, State DOT's, and transit agencies "should develop CMAQ project selection 
processes in accordance with the metropolitan and/or statewide planning process under 23 U.S.C. 134 and 135."  The 
project selection process should be transparent, in writing, and publicly available.  State DOT’s and MPO's should develop 
an appropriate project list of CMAQ programming priorities that will have the greatest impact on air quality.

Historically, the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) has championed three air quality target areas in previous TIP's:

	• Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Reduction: Susquehanna Regional Transportation Partnership (SRTP) and 
the CommutePA (formerly the Commuter Services of Pennsylvania) program – advocating for non-SOV 
transportation alternatives for commuters.

	•
	• Cleaner Engines: BARTA Fleet Replacement – in the 2021-2024 TIP, RATS approved $900,000 per year for two 

years to assist with the purchase of new replacement vehicles in the BARTA fleet.  With significant financial 
constraints due to increasing inflationary effects, there were no CMAQ funds available to be flexed within the 
2023-2026 TIP.  The 2025-2028 TIP and current 2027-2030 TIP reintroduce funds in 2027 ($450,000) and 2028 
($900,000) to again assist with vehicle replacements within the BARTA fleet.

	•
	• Traffic Operations / Congestion Mitigation: Addressing off-road improvements that promote cleaner air 

and/or congestion reductions such as Freeway Service Patrol expansion, additional operator(s) in the Traffic 
Management Center, and traveler information improvements as recommended in the recently published 2020 
Regional Operations Plans.

	•
Any additional CMAQ funds available would then be applied to those TIP projects that were reviewed and deemed eligible 
for CMAQ funding.
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Project Selection Process
The Reading MPO wishes to commit to specific on-going CMAQ-eligible programs and prioritize those efforts for CMAQ 
funding.  During the development of future Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs), RATS may designate (a) specific 
on-going program(s) as (a) CMAQ funding priority(ies) and allocate CMAQ funding for that program for any period chosen 
by the MPO, with the caveat that funding may be redirected during the TIP update process as project needs and available 
resources dictate.

1.	 Prior to the beginning of a TIP update cycle (generally in the late winter/early spring of the year prior to a new 
TIP taking effect) District and MPO staff will meet to discuss projects proposed for inclusion in the CMAQ Project 
Selection Process.

2.	
3.	 Once the TIP Update Cycle begins, and after the total of all on-going program commitments is deducted from the 

RATS CMAQ funding allocation, any remaining CMAQ funds will be allocated to CMAQ-eligible projects based on the 
following subjective criteria:

4.	
A.	 Does it meet the CMAQ Program requirements (NOx and/or VOC emission reduction, congestion reduction, 

NO capacity-increasing projects)?

B.	 Have the emission reduction benefits been quantified?

5.	 After MPO staff completes an initial screening through the subjective criteria to ensure CMAQ eligibility, the CMAQ 
Evaluation Table Template – cooperatively created and endorsed by both PennDOT and the FHWA – will be used to 
Objectively screen projects.

6.	 A second coordination meeting between District and MPO staff will be held where each project will be recorded in 
the attached Excel spreadsheet and fields completed accordingly.  Note that since the Reading MPO does not actively 
solicit candidate CMAQ projects through a competitive process, this spreadsheet is used to further document the 
decision-making process and not necessarily to rank projects against each other.

7.	 Upon completion of the spreadsheet and concurrence by District 5-0 staff, the results will be forwarded to PennDOT 
Center for Program Development and Management (CPDM) staff.  

8.	 Once CPDM staff approve, projects will be programmed on our Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  This 
entire process will be conducted publicly during MPO Technical and Coordinating Committee meetings.

Outside of the TIP update cycle, should additional CMAQ funds become available, these funds may be allocated to currently 
programmed CMAQ-eligible projects and/or new candidate projects.   Project selection will take place using the same 
process.  This entire process will be conducted publicly during MPO Technical and Coordinating Committee meetings.
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Candidate CMAQ Projects for Evaluation and Selection

MPO: Reading

Meeting 
Date:

10/30/25 [Between MPO and District Staff To Review Candidate Projects]

Weight Sum = 100%

10% 20% 10% 10% 10% 10%

FHWA Cost 
Effectiveness

Cost Effectiveness 
Override Value -   

Required for 
"Other" Projects       

Consistency with 
LRTP

Corridor 
Congestion & 

Priority

Nonattainment 
or Maintenance  
for Ozone and 

PM2.5

Project 
Readiness and 

Sponsor 
Capacity

Benefits EJ 
Population

Other Factors

Berks 123619
SR 422 Ben Franklin Congested Corridor West (Traffic Signal Coordination and 

Optimization at 5 intersections along Arterial corridor in Exeter and Amity 
Townships)

Other Ozone N/A N/A High (100) High (100) 0 Medium (50) Medium (50) Low (0) 40 Yes

Berks 117620 SR 2023 State Hill Road #2 (Improvements at signalized intersection with SR 
3422-Penn Ave.) Intersection Improvements Ozone 53 N/A High (100) High (100) 0 High (100) Medium (50) Low (0) 61 Yes

Berks 79467 SR 12 Elizabeth Avenue (Install roundabout at unsignalized intersection with SR 
2016-Elizabeth Ave.) Roundabouts Ozone 21 N/A High (100) High (100) 0 High (100) Medium (50) Low (0) 51 Yes

Berks 117603
State Hill Road - SR 222 SB to Norfolk Southern RR (State Hill Rd. intersections 
with SR 222 SB ramps, SR 222 NB ramps & Spring Street, converting signalized 

intersections to roundabouts)
Roundabouts Ozone 21 N/A High (100) High (100) 0 High (100) Medium (50) Low (0) 51 Yes

Berks 10815 SR 73 / Freidensburg Rd. (Install left-turn lanes at signalized intersection on SR. 
73 and SR 2023-Friedensburg Rd.) Intersection Improvements Ozone 53 N/A High (100) High (100) 0 Medium (50) Medium (50) Low (0) 56 Yes

Berks 90569 SR 222 / Long Lane (Install roundabout at signalized intersection of U.S. 222 and 
SR 1024-Long Lane) Roundabouts Ozone 21 N/A High (100) High (100) 0 High (100) Medium (50) Low (0) 51 Yes

Berks 110075 SR 422 Ben Franklin Congested Corridor (Traffic Signal Coordination and 
Optimization at 8 intersections along Arterial corridor in Amity Township) Other Ozone N/A N/A High (100) High (100) 0 Medium (50) Medium (50) Low (0) 40 Yes

Selected for 
CMAQ 

Funding 
County

Average 
Project               

Rank Score            
(0-100)

MPMS# Detailed Project Description
CMAQ Eligible Activity 

Project Description

Applicable Criteria 
Pollutant(s) 

Project Selection Factors (0=lowest, 100=highest rank) ; Weights must sum to 100%

30%

Add a New Project Row Delete a Project Row
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INTRODUCTION 

One of the first crucial steps in the biennial update of Pennsylvania’s 12-Year Program (TYP), 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and each regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) is the development of Financial Guidance. The purpose of this 
document is to describe the available revenues and funding distribution strategies that form the 
foundation in developing the next update of these programs, hereafter referred to as the Program. 

Financial Guidance is developed by a collaboration of representatives from Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations (MPOs), Rural Planning Organizations (RPOs), the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) and PennDOT, collectively known as the Financial Guidance Work 
Group.  

The Financial Guidance Work Group is directed by principles that Financial Guidance must be 
based on: 

 A cooperative effort

 A long-term strategic viewpoint

 A Commonwealth perspective

 Existing and readily available data

 Statewide and regional needs-based decision-making

 Responsiveness to near-term issues and priorities

 Coordination with other agencies and initiatives

2027 TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM UPDATE 

The Financial Guidance Work Group reached general agreement on draft financial guidance 
components in late April 2025, with the following recommendations:  

 Existing formulas with updated data are retained from the 2025 Financial Guidance.

 The PROTECT program will continue to be administered as a statewide program.

 Updates to data: Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), Lane Miles, Truck VMT, NHS Bridge
and Pavement Asset Management Factor (AMF), Bridge Deck Area and Vehicle
Registration.

 State Highway and Bridge Funds reflect estimated revenues to the Motor License Fund.

 State Transit funding is based on estimated revenues to the Public Transportation Trust
Fund.

1
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• The Statewide Program will continue to cover 50% of the costs of the Rapid Bridge 
Replacement (RBR) program with the remaining 50% coming from each region’s percent 
share of RBR associated deck area.  The source of the regional share is split evenly 
between state bridge funding and state highway (capital) funding. These funds are 
deducted from each region’s distribution and are reserved in a separate item for the 
Statewide Program.

• Anticipated available federal highway, bridge and transit funds will reflect 2026 
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) authorized amounts for each year of the 12-
Year Program.

The planning regions, FHWA and the Department achieved consensus to move forward with the 
Pennsylvania 2027 Transportation Program Financial Guidance and Pennsylvania 2027 
Transportation Program General and Procedural Guidance on May 21, 2025.  

FUNDING 

Pennsylvania’s 2027 Transportation Program will include all Federal and State capital funding 
that is expected to be available over the next twelve years. This includes: 

 All anticipated federal highway and bridge funding apportionments or allocations to the
Commonwealth

 State Highway and Bridge Capital funding for highway capital projects
 Estimated federal and state transit funding

The funding distribution tables that comprise the Appendices establish the annual funding 
constraint for each planning region and the Statewide and Interstate Programs in accordance with 
the requirements for fiscal constraint included in the General and Procedural Guidance. Projects 
and funding will be assigned to the appropriate years based upon project readiness, schedules, 
estimated funding availability and expected expenditure of funds (cash flow). Certain categories 
of discretionary, earmarked and maintenance funding are not included in the funding distribution 
tables and are considered to be additional funds to the program.  

Highway and Bridge Funding Distribution 

The distribution of federal funds is provided through formulas and policy decisions that were 
determined during meetings of the Financial Guidance Work Group.  This guidance continues to 
assume the practice of programming to the authorization level rather than a lower obligation 
level. Program funding levels and implementation funding levels may differ due to the annual 
federal obligation limitation and the state budget. Financial Guidance is based upon information 
currently available as of May 2025. Adjustments or updates may be necessary based upon 
federal reauthorization.  

 National Highway Performance Program (NHPP):
o The Interstate Management Program will continue to be managed on a

statewide basis with the programming of funds occurring centrally by the
Department of Transportation in accordance with the Transportation Asset
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Management Plan (TAMP) and Performance Based Planning and Programming. 
Approximately $150 million of available NHPP funds were set-aside for the 
Interstate Management Program in the first year of the 2021 Program. An 
additional $50 million is provided for Interstates in each subsequent year until a 
total of $1 billion is realized in 2028.  

o Twenty percent of the balance of NHPP funds remaining after these additional
funds for the Interstate System are set-aside will be held in a statewide reserve to
advance projects on the National Highway System (NHS) in accordance with the
TAMP and performance management principles.

o An average of $8.6 million per year will be reserved for State and Local Bridge
Inspection.

o Remaining funds will be distributed amongst planning regions for bridges and
highways on the NHS based upon the regional share of these factors:

2027 through 2038 
40% Bridge 

> 20 feet
3/4 Deck Area All Bridges (30%) 
1/4 Bridge AMF (10%) 

60% Highway 

1/4 Lane Miles (15%) 
1/4 VMT (15%) 
1/4 Truck VMT (15%) 
1/4 Pavement AMF (15%) 

o AMF represents an Asset Management Factor. The factor considers necessary
treatment needs to maintain existing pavements and bridges in a state of good
repair consistent with Pennsylvania’s TAMP. More information on the AMF is
included in Appendix 4.

 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP):
o Twenty percent of STP funding will be held in reserve at the discretion of the

Secretary of Transportation. Funding will be utilized to offset the impact of high
cost projects or programs ("spikes") which are beyond a region’s allocation, or
other statewide priorities.

o An average of $17 million per year will be reserved for State and Local Bridge
Inspection, Environmental Resource Agencies, and other related statewide line
items.

o Remaining funds will be distributed to planning regions based upon the regional
share of these factors:

2027 through 2038 

40% Bridge 
> 20 feet Deck Area All Bridges (40%) 

60% 
Highway 

1/2 Lane Miles (30%) 

1/4 VMT (15%) 

1/4 Truck VMT (15%) 
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 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program-Urban (STU):
o Funding is allocated to each MPO with populations greater than 200,000 based on

current federal formula. The federal formula sub-allocates STP funds within each
state between urbanized areas with populations greater than 200,000 and the rest
of the state in proportion to their relative share of the total state population as well
as the total state urbanized area population in proportion to all other states total
urbanized area population.

o The sub-allocation formula is currently based on the 2020 Federal Census.

 Off System Bridges (BOF):
o Funding for minor collector and local functional class bridges will utilize the

following formula:

2027 through 2038 

Deck Area All Bridges (100%)  

o Bridge data utilized in this formula include state and locally owned bridges over
20 feet in length.

o Funding for off-system bridges comes from legislated set-asides of the Surface
Transportation Block Grant Program and the Bridge Formula Investment
Program.

 Bridge Formula Investment Program (BRIP):
o Funding for the replacement, rehabilitation, preservation, protection or

construction of highway bridges over 20 feet in length will be distributed to
planning regions and the Interstate Program based upon the share of these factors:

 Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP):
o $50 million in funding for this program will be reserved statewide for priority

safety initiatives.
o $12 million is divided evenly amongst the urban and rural regions to provide a

$500,000 base amount of funding to address systemic safety projects.
o The remaining funding will be allocated to planning regions based on a 39:1 crash

severity weighting for all reportable crashes. The ratio is based on the cost of fatal
and injury crashes compared to property damage only crashes.

2027 through 2038 
40% Non-

NHS Bridges 
Deck Area Non-NHS State and 
Local Bridges > 20 Feet 

60% NHS 
Bridges 

3/4 Bridge Deck Area NHS and 
Interstate Bridges > 20 Feet 

1/4 Bridge AMF 
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 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ):
o In accordance with agreements reached in conjunction with Pennsylvania Act 3 of

1997, $25 million is reserved each year in federal funds to flex to transit. CMAQ
funding will comprise more than $23 million of this reservation. Remaining funds
will be from the STP category.

o Remaining funding is distributed to air quality non-attainment and maintenance
areas according to factors which consider each county’s air quality classification
and 2020 census data. Previous “insufficient data” and “orphan maintenance” (as
currently defined for the 1997 ozone NAAQS maintenance areas) counties no
longer receive CMAQ funding.

 National Highway Freight Program (NFP):
o Funding for this program will be allocated to the Interstate Management Program.

 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Set-Aside (former Transportation
Alternatives Program) (TAP, TAU):

o The IIJA requires that 59% of the funds are sub-allocated by population and 41%
are available to any area of the state. Part of the 59% sub-allocated by population
is assigned, by federal formula utilizing the 2020 Census, to regions with
populations greater than 200,000 (TAU).

o The remaining funds sub-allocated by population and the 41% available to any
area of the state (TAP) are held in statewide reserve as mandated by regulations
that restrict the regional distribution of funds and require a statewide competitive
process for selection of projects.

 Railway-Highway Crossings, Section 130 (RRX):
o Funding for this program will continue to be managed on a statewide basis with

the programming of funds occurring centrally by PennDOT.
o Centralized management of this program allows for a formalized project selection

process and promotes the higher utilization of funding and the ability to initiate
higher-cost projects.

 Carbon Reduction Program (CRP, CRPU):
o $10 million in funding for this program will be reserved for statewide

Transportation Systems Management and Operations (TSMO) initiatives.
o Funding is allocated to each MPO with a population over 200,000 and between

50,000 and 200,000 based upon the federal formula that utilizes the 2020 Census.
o Remaining Carbon Reduction Program funds available to any area and for those

areas with a population under 50,000 will utilize the following formula:

2027 through 2038 

1/3 Vehicle Miles Travelled 

1/3 Lane Miles  

1/3 Vehicle Registrations 
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 Promoting Resilient Operations for Transformative, Efficient and Cost-saving
Transportation (PROTECT) formula program (PRTCT):

o Funding for this program will continue to be managed on a statewide basis with
the programming of funds occurring centrally by PennDOT.

o Centralized management of this program allows for a formalized project selection
process and the selection of higher cost projects.

o Target investment ranges have been developed for each District based upon
FEMA flood maps and historic flooding and slide closure data. Additional
information on target investment ranges is included in General and Procedural
Guidance.

 Highway Capital Funding (581):
o Act 89 of 2013 requires 15% of available state highway and bridge funds be held

in reserve for use at the discretion of the Secretary of Transportation.
o $25 million per year in State Highway (Capital) funds for transportation

improvements associated with economic development opportunities are reserved
for the Transportation Infrastructure Investment Fund (TIIF). Decisions on
how to utilize this funding will be at the discretion of the Secretary of the
Department of Transportation in consultation with the Department of Community
and Economic Development and Governor.

o $25 million per year in State Highway (Capital) funds for are reserved for
transportation improvements associated with economic development
opportunities. Decisions on how to utilize this funding will be at the discretion of
Secretary of Department of Transportation.

o An average of $45.3 million per year will be reserved for State and Local Bridge
Inspection, Environmental Resource Agencies, and other related statewide line
items.

o Remaining state highway funds will be distributed based upon the regional share
of these factors:

2027 through 2038 

1/4 VMT (25%) 

1/4 Truck VMT (25%) 

1/2 Lane Miles (50%) 

 Bridge Funding (185/183):
o Bridge funding will be allocated to planning regions based upon the regional

share of these factors:

2027 through 2038 

Deck Area All Bridges (100%) 

o Bridge data utilized in this formula include state-owned bridges over 8 feet in
length and local-owned bridges over 20 feet in length.
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The following funding categories have limitations on how and where they may be used 
and will be considered as additional funds to the Transportation Program. The tables 
that are included in the appendices of this document do not include these funding sources.  

 Special Federal Funding (SXF):
o This funding is earmarked for specific projects that were authorized by federal

legislation.

 Appalachian Development Highway (APD/APL):
o Federal funds from SAFETEA-LU, recent appropriations legislation and the IIJA

may only be used for eligible capital improvements on routes that have been
designated as Appalachian highway corridors and which are included in the most
recent Appalachian Development Highway System (ADHS) Cost to Complete
Estimate. Funding may also be utilized for Local Access Road projects which are
identified and approved in coordination with the Department of Community and
Economic Development (DCED) and the Appalachian Regional Commission
(ARC).  Funding for this program is managed statewide by PennDOT.

 National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Formula Program (NEVI):
o Federal funds for the deployment of electric vehicle charging infrastructure are

required to be used along designated Alternative Fuel Corridors in accordance
with the State EV Infrastructure Deployment Plan and will be allocated to the
Statewide program.

 All Competitive Federal Funding:
o Funding awards and allocations through the Federal Competitive Programs that

are determined by the United States Department of Transportation.

 Discretionary State Funding:
o The decision to include funding associated with state discretionary programs

including, but not limited to, the Multimodal Transportation Fund (MTF), Green-
Light-Go (GLG) and Automated Red Light Enforcement (ARLE) will be a
PennDOT decision based on funding availability and project awards.

 State Maintenance Funding:
o State Appropriations 582 (Maintenance) and 409 (Expanded Maintenance

Program) funding is used for highway maintenance activities. It is allocated to
individual PennDOT County Maintenance Offices under a formula established by
the State General Assembly. This funding may serve as matching funds for
Federally Funded Highway Restoration and Preservation projects and, in such
cases, will represent additional funding for the Transportation Program. The
decision to include any state Appropriations 582 and 409 funding in the Program
will be a PennDOT decision based on an assessment of project priorities and
funding availability within the individual counties.
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 Appropriation 179:
o Since 2014, this funding, established by Act 26 of 1991, is provided to Counties

directly through liquid fuel payments. A very limited amount of funding remains
available for previously approved county-owned bridge projects.

 Local and Private Funding:
o Local and private funding is not included in the tables and can be considered

additional funding above that which is shown, if documentation supports the
funds are reasonably expected to be available.

o Funding for locally owned poor rated bridges made available through Act 13 of
2012 are not included in the tables and can be considered additional funding. Act
13 funded projects must be shown on a regional Transportation Improvement
Program.

 Turnpike Funding:
o The Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission (PTC) receives funding from a variety of

sources, including toll revenues, state funding earmarked in Act 26 of 1991, Act 3
of 1997 and Act 89 of 2013, and special federal funding earmarked by Congress.
These funds are not reflected in this financial guidance. The authority for the
programming of projects using these funding sources rests with the PTC. The
PTC does implement projects that qualify for regular federal funds. If the PTC
desires to pursue regular federal funding, projects will be presented for
consideration with other state and local projects within the appropriate planning
region. However, all regionally significant Turnpike projects, regardless of the
funding source, should be included on regional TIPs as required by statewide
planning regulations.

Public Transit Funding Distribution 

FUNDING HISTORY 

Funding sources for transit improvements in Pennsylvania are federal, state, and local monies. 
Federal funding assumptions are based on FFY 2024 allocations via IIJA. 

As part of an agreement between the Commonwealth and the transit community during the 
enactment of Act 3 of 1997, a total of $25 million per year in federal highway funding is flexed 
to transit agencies for their projects. This funding is reserved in the highway financial guidance 
discussed previously. Federal and state funding, which is available for public transit 
programming, is included in Appendices 6 through 8.  Federal funding is based on most recent 
IIJA authorizations only and is held flat through the period. Federal funding includes a mix of 
urban formula, fixed guideway, seniors and persons with disabilities, rural formula, and bus 
project funding. Additional federal fund authorizations are not included in the tables.  

State funding for transit programs is provided for in Act 44 of 2007 as amended by Act 89 of 
2013. Act 44 of 2007 established the Public Transportation Trust Fund (PTTF) to fund public 
transportation programs and projects. Public transportation funds are derived from the following 
sources: Turnpike, Sales and Use Tax, Public Transportation Assistance Fund (PTAF), Motor 
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Vehicle Sales Tax, Capital Bond Funds, Lottery, transfers from the Motor License Fund that are 
not restricted to highway purposes and various fines. These funds are deposited into the PTTF.   

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAMS 

Act 44, as amended, authorizes six major public transportation programs:  

 Operating Program (Section 1513) – Operating funds are allocated among public
transportation providers based on:

1. The operating assistance received in the prior fiscal year plus funding growth.
2. Funding growth over the prior year is distributed on four operating statistics:

a. Total passengers
b. Senior passengers
c. Revenue vehicle miles
d. Revenue vehicle hours

The local match requirement is 15% of state funding or 5% growth in local match, 
whichever is less.  Act 44 also includes performance criteria for the evaluation of public 
transportation services. This program also provides for free transit for seniors on any 
fixed route service. Sources of funding for this program includes Turnpike Funds, Sales 
and Use Tax, Motor Vehicle Sales and Use Tax, Lottery Funds, Public Transportation 
Assistance Funds and fees from the Motor License Fund that are not restricted to 
highway purposes.  

 Asset Improvement Program for Capital projects (Section 1514) – The Asset
Improvement Program is the program into which funds are deposited for the public
transportation capital program. Source funding includes Turnpike funds, Motor Vehicle
Sales Tax, other fees, and Capital Bond funds.  In accordance with Act 89 provisions,
PennDOT receives a discretionary set aside equal to 5% of available funding.  The
balance is allocated to SEPTA (69.4%), Port Authority (22.6%) and the remainder (8%)
to all other transit systems.  These funds require a local match equal to 3.33% of the state
grant.

 Capital Improvement Program (Section 1517) – While still included as a capital
program in the public transportation legislation, no new funding was deposited in this
program after December 31, 2013, since the creation of Act 89 and capital funding was
included as part of Section 1514 – Asset Improvement.

 Alternative Energy Capital Investment Program (Section 1517.1) – The Alternative
Energy program is used to implement capital improvements conversion to an alternative
energy source, in most cases Compressed Natural Gas (CNG). If the Department has
projects to fund in the program, funding is transferred from Section 1514 prior to
distributing Section 1514 funding as outlined previously.

 New Initiatives Program (Section 1515) – This program provides the framework to
advance new or expansion of existing fixed guideway systems.  Act 44 specifies criteria
that must be met to receive funding under this program.  The local match is established at
3.33% of the state funding. NOTE:  No funding has been available for this program since
it has not been appropriated by the legislature.
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 Programs of Statewide Significance (Section 1516) – Programs such as Persons with
Disabilities, Welfare to Work, intercity bus and rail service, as well as technical
assistance and demonstration projects, are funded using a dedicated portion of PTTF.
The match requirement varies by program. Source funding includes Sales and Use Tax,
Motor Vehicle Sales and Use Tax, and Turnpike funds.

In addition to the programs authorized by Act 44, as amended, the State Lottery Law authorizes 
the Reduced Fare Shared-Ride Program for Senior Citizens (Shared-Ride Program). Lottery 
Funds are used to replace 85% of the fare for senior citizens 65 and older on shared ride, 
advanced reservation, curb to curb transportation services.   

The funding in the transit tables is for planning purposes only. The actual Federal and State 
funding that is ultimately available each year will be determined during the annual 
appropriations and budgeting processes. The information in these documents is based on the 
availability of these funds and is subject to change based on changes in available funding 
amounts and/or legislative updates. 
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Federal Funds 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)* 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP)* 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)* 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)* 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
National Highway Freight Program (NFP)* 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441
Railway-Highway Safety Crossings (RRX) 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737
Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
PROTECT Formula Program (PRTCT) 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556
Bridge Formula Program (BRIP) 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
Subtotal -- Federal Funds 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 10,574,060

State Funds 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
State Highway (Capital) 696,000 691,000 737,000 778,000 2,902,000
State Bridge 302,000 295,000 288,000 289,000 1,174,000
Subtotal -- State Funds 998,000 986,000 1,025,000 1,067,000 4,076,000
Grand Total 3,641,515 3,629,515 3,668,515 3,710,515 14,650,060
*numbers reflect 2% set-aside for Statewide Planning and Research

National Highway Performance Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
NHPP Apportionment 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Less Enhanced Interstate Management 450,947 488,177 488,177 488,177 1,915,478
Remaining 793,593 756,363 756,363 756,363 3,062,682
20% Statewide Reserve 158,719 151,273 151,273 151,273 612,536
Less Bridge Inspection 8,623 8,623 8,623 8,623 34,490
Less Interstate Management Traditional 317,378 317,378 317,378 317,378 1,269,512
NHPP Funds to Distribute 308,874 279,090 279,090 279,090 1,146,143

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
STP Apportionment 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Less Transportation Alternatives (10%) 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less STP-Urban Mandatory Distribution 190,185 190,185 190,185 190,185 760,740
Less Set-Aside for Off-System Bridges 98,396 98,396 98,396 98,396 393,582
Less Transit Flex 1,745 1,745 1,745 1,745 6,979
Less Structure Inspection/Inventory/Training 11,183 11,183 11,183 11,183 44,730
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 3,405 3,973 3,973 3,973 15,323
Less Oversight and Management 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 8,000
Remaining STP 248,233 247,666 247,666 247,666 991,232
Less Spike (20% of Remaining STP) 49,647 49,533 49,533 49,533 198,246
STP Funds to Distribute 198,587 198,133 198,133 198,133 792,986

Highway Safety Improvement Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
HSIP Apportionment 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Less Base of $500K to each MPO/RPO 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 48,000
Less Statewide Reserve 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 200,000
HSIP Funds to Distribute 72,090 72,090 72,090 72,090 288,360

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
CMAQ Apportionment 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
Less Transit Flex 23,255 23,255 23,255 23,255 93,021
CMAQ Funds to distribute 97,528 97,528 97,528 97,528 390,114

National Highway Freight Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Interstate Program 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441

Transportation Alternatives 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Transportation Alternatives Apportionment 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less Recreational Trails 1,991 1,991 1,991 1,991 7,965
Mandatory Distribution for Urban Areas 17,755 17,755 17,755 17,755 71,021
TAP Funds -- Statewide Competitive Program 30,558 30,558 30,558 30,558 122,234

Railway-Highway Safety Crossings 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Statewide Program 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737

Bridge Formula Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Special Bridge Formula Program Apportionment 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
15% Off System Bridge Funds to Distribute 53,007 53,007 53,007 53,007 212,027
Special Bridge Formula Funds to Distribute 300,371 300,371 300,371 300,371 1,201,485

Carbon Reduction Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Carbon Reduction Apportionment 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside > 200K 22,304 22,304 22,304 22,304 89,214
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside 50-200K 1,916 1,916 1,916 1,916 7,666
Carbon Reduction 5,000 to 50,000 to Distribute 3,156 3,156 3,156 3,156 12,623
Carbon Reduction < 5,000 to Distribute 8,431 8,431 8,431 8,431 33,725
Less TSMO 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 40,000
Carbon Reduction Program Flex to Distribute 9,281 9,281 9,281 9,281 37,123

PROTECT Formula Program 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
PROTECT Formula Program 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556

Appendix 1: Available Funds
2027 Financial Guidance

Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Federal and State Funds Subject to Distribution via Base Allocation Formulas ($000)
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State Funds 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
State Highway (Capital) 696,000 691,000 737,000 778,000 2,902,000
State Bridge 302,000 295,000 288,000 289,000 1,174,000
Total State Funds (for Discretionary Calculation) 998,000 986,000 1,025,000 1,067,000 4,076,000
Mandatory 15% Discretionary (Highway Funds) 149,700 147,900 153,750 160,050 611,400

State Highway (Capital) 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
Highway (Capital) After Discretionary Set-Aside 546,300 543,100 583,250 617,950 2,290,600
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 851 879 879 879 3,490
Less State Bridge Inspection 38,600 40,530 42,557 44,684 166,371
Less Oversight and Management 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 13,600
Less TIIF 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
Less Economic Development 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
State Highway (Capital) Funds to Distribute 453,449 448,291 486,414 518,986 1,907,140

State Bridge 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total
State Bridge Funds to Distribute 302,000 295,000 288,000 289,000 1,174,000

Total Distributed/Statewide Reserve 3,496,462 3,481,937 3,518,910 3,558,782 14,056,090

Amounts in Bold are further reflected on the regional distribution charts.

2027 Financial Guidance
Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Appendix 1: Available Funds
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Federal Funds 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)* 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP)* 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)* 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)* 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
National Highway Freight Program (NFP)* 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441
Railway-Highway Safety Crossings (RRX) 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737
Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
PROTECT Formula Program (PRTCT) 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556
Bridge Formula Program (BRIP) 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
Subtotal -- Federal Funds 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 10,574,060

State Funds 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
State Highway (Capital) 778,000 778,000 778,000 778,000 3,112,000
State Bridge 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000
Subtotal -- State Funds 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 4,268,000
Grand Total 3,710,515 3,710,515 3,710,515 3,710,515 14,842,060
*numbers reflect 2% set-aside for Statewide Planning and Research

National Highway Performance Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
NHPP Apportionment 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Enhanced Interstate Management 488,177 488,177 488,177 488,177 1,952,708
Remaining 756,363 756,363 756,363 756,363 3,025,452
20% Statewide Reserve 151,273 151,273 151,273 151,273 605,090
Less Bridge Inspection 8,623 8,623 8,623 8,623 34,490
Less Interstate Management Traditional 317,378 317,378 317,378 317,378 1,269,512
NHPP Funds to Distribute 279,090 279,090 279,090 279,090 1,116,359

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
STP Apportionment 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Less Transportation Alternatives (10%) 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less STP-Urban Mandatory Distribution 190,185 190,185 190,185 190,185 760,740
Less Set-Aside for Off-System Bridges 98,396 98,396 98,396 98,396 393,582
Less Transit Flex 1,745 1,745 1,745 1,745 6,979
Miscellaneous Inspection/Inventory/Training 11,183 11,183 11,183 11,183 44,730
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 3,973 3,973 3,973 3,973 15,891
Less Oversight and Management 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 8,000
Remaining STP 247,666 247,666 247,666 247,666 990,665
Less Spike (20% of Remaining STP) 49,533 49,533 49,533 49,533 198,133
STP Funds to Distribute 198,133 198,133 198,133 198,133 792,532

Highway Safety Improvement Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
HSIP Apportionment 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Less Base of $500K to each MPO/RPO 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 48,000
Less Statewide Reserve 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 200,000
HSIP Funds to Distribute 72,090 72,090 72,090 72,090 288,360

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
CMAQ Apportionment 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
Less Transit Flex 23,255 23,255 23,255 23,255 93,021
CMAQ Funds to distribute 97,528 97,528 97,528 97,528 390,114

National Highway Freight Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Interstate Program 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441

Transportation Alternatives 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Transportation Alternatives Apportionment 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less Recreational Trails 1,991 1,991 1,991 1,991 7,965
Mandatory Distribution for Urban Areas 17,755 17,755 17,755 17,755 71,021
TAP Funds -- Statewide Competitive Program 30,558 30,558 30,558 30,558 122,234

Railway-Highway Safety Crossings 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Statewide Program 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737

Bridge Formula Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Special Bridge Formula Program Apportionment 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
15% Off System Bridge Funds to Distribute 53,007 53,007 53,007 53,007 212,027
Special Bridge Formula Funds to Distribute 300,371 300,371 300,371 300,371 1,201,485

Carbon Reduction Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Carbon Reduction Apportionment 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside > 200K 22,304 22,304 22,304 22,304 89,214
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside 50-200K 1,916 1,916 1,916 1,916 7,666
Carbon Reduction 5,000 to 50,000 to Distribute 3,156 3,156 3,156 3,156 12,623
Carbon Reduction < 5,000 to Distribute 8,431 8,431 8,431 8,431 33,725
Less TSMO 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 40,000
Carbon Reduction Program Flex to Distribute 9,281 9,281 9,281 9,281 37,123

PROTECT Formula Program 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
PROTECT Formula Program 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556

Appendix 1: Available Funds
2027 Financial Guidance 2031-2034

Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Federal and State Funds Subject to Distribution via Base Allocation Formulas ($000)
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66 Reading MPO

State Funds 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
State Highway (Capital) 778,000 778,000 778,000 778,000 3,112,000
State Bridge 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000
Total State Funds (for Discretionary Calculation) 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 4,268,000
Mandatory 15% Discretionary (Highway Funds) 160,050 160,050 160,050 160,050 640,200

State Highway (Capital) 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
Highway (Capital) After Discretionary Set-Aside 617,950 617,950 617,950 617,950 2,471,800
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 879 879 879 879 3,517
Less State Bridge Inspection 44,684 44,684 44,684 44,684 178,737
Less Oversight and Management 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 13,600
Less TIIF 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
Less Economic Development 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
State Highway (Capital) Funds to Distribute 518,987 518,986 518,986 518,986 2,075,945

State Bridge 2031 2032 2033 2034 Total
State Bridge Funds to Distribute 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000

Total Distributed/Statewide Reserve 3,558,782 3,558,782 3,558,782 3,558,782 14,235,129

Amounts in Bold are further reflected on the regional distribution charts.

2027 Financial Guidance
Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Appendix 1: Available Funds
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TIP and LRTP Appendix

Federal Funds 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)* 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP)* 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)* 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)* 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
National Highway Freight Program (NFP)* 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441
Railway-Highway Safety Crossings (RRX) 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737
Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
PROTECT Formula Program (PRTCT) 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556
Bridge Formula Program (BRIP) 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
Subtotal -- Federal Funds 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 2,643,515 10,574,060

State Funds 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
State Highway (Capital) 778,000 778,000 778,000 778,000 3,112,000
State Bridge 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000
Subtotal -- State Funds 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 4,268,000
Grand Total 3,710,515 3,710,515 3,710,515 3,710,515 14,842,060
*numbers reflect 2% set-aside for Statewide Planning and Research

National Highway Performance Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
NHPP Apportionment 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 1,244,540 4,978,160
Enhanced Interstate Management 488,177 488,177 488,177 488,177 1,952,708
Remaining 756,363 756,363 756,363 756,363 3,025,452
20% Statewide Reserve 151,273 151,273 151,273 151,273 605,090
Less Bridge Inspection 8,623 8,623 8,623 8,623 34,490
Less Interstate Management Traditional 317,378 317,378 317,378 317,378 1,269,512
NHPP Funds to Distribute 279,090 279,090 279,090 279,090 1,116,359

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
STP Apportionment 605,452 605,452 605,452 605,452 2,421,808
Less Transportation Alternatives (10%) 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less STP-Urban Mandatory Distribution 190,185 190,185 190,185 190,185 760,740
Less Set-Aside for Off-System Bridges 98,396 98,396 98,396 98,396 393,582
Less Transit Flex 1,745 1,745 1,745 1,745 6,979
Miscellaneous Inspection/Inventory/Training 11,183 11,183 11,183 11,183 44,730
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 3,973 3,973 3,973 3,973 15,891
Less Oversight and Management 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 8,000
Remaining STP 247,666 247,666 247,666 247,666 990,665
Less Spike (20% of Remaining STP) 49,533 49,533 49,533 49,533 198,133
STP Funds to Distribute 198,133 198,133 198,133 198,133 792,532

Highway Safety Improvement Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
HSIP Apportionment 134,090 134,090 134,090 134,090 536,360
Less Base of $500K to each MPO/RPO 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 48,000
Less Statewide Reserve 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 200,000
HSIP Funds to Distribute 72,090 72,090 72,090 72,090 288,360

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
CMAQ Apportionment 120,784 120,784 120,784 120,784 483,135
Less Transit Flex 23,255 23,255 23,255 23,255 93,021
CMAQ Funds to distribute 97,528 97,528 97,528 97,528 390,114

National Highway Freight Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Interstate Program 60,360 60,360 60,360 60,360 241,441

Transportation Alternatives 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Transportation Alternatives Apportionment 50,305 50,305 50,305 50,305 201,220
Less Recreational Trails 1,991 1,991 1,991 1,991 7,965
Mandatory Distribution for Urban Areas 17,755 17,755 17,755 17,755 71,021
TAP Funds -- Statewide Competitive Program 30,558 30,558 30,558 30,558 122,234

Railway-Highway Safety Crossings 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Statewide Program 7,184 7,184 7,184 7,184 28,737

Bridge Formula Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Special Bridge Formula Program Apportionment 353,378 353,378 353,378 353,378 1,413,512
15% Off System Bridge Funds to Distribute 53,007 53,007 53,007 53,007 212,027
Special Bridge Formula Funds to Distribute 300,371 300,371 300,371 300,371 1,201,485

Carbon Reduction Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Carbon Reduction Apportionment 55,088 55,088 55,088 55,088 220,352
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside > 200K 22,304 22,304 22,304 22,304 89,214
Carbon Reduction Urban Set-Aside 50-200K 1,916 1,916 1,916 1,916 7,666
Carbon Reduction 5,000 to 50,000 to Distribute 3,156 3,156 3,156 3,156 12,623
Carbon Reduction < 5,000 to Distribute 8,431 8,431 8,431 8,431 33,725
Less TSMO 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 40,000
Carbon Reduction Program Flex to Distribute 9,281 9,281 9,281 9,281 37,123

PROTECT Formula Program 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
PROTECT Formula Program 62,639 62,639 62,639 62,639 250,556

Appendix 1: Available Funds
2027 Financial Guidance 2035-2038

Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Federal and State Funds Subject to Distribution via Base Allocation Formulas ($000)
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68 Reading MPO

State Funds 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
State Highway (Capital) 778,000 778,000 778,000 778,000 3,112,000
State Bridge 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000
Total State Funds (for Discretionary Calculation) 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 1,067,000 4,268,000
Mandatory 15% Discretionary (Highway Funds) 160,050 160,050 160,050 160,050 640,200

State Highway (Capital) 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
Highway (Capital) After Discretionary Set-Aside 617,950 617,950 617,950 617,950 2,471,800
Less Environmental Resource Agencies 879 879 879 879 3,517
Less State Bridge Inspection 44,684 44,684 44,684 44,684 178,737
Less Oversight and Management 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 13,600
Less TIIF 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
Less Economic Development 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 100,000
State Highway (Capital) Funds to Distribute 518,987 518,986 518,986 518,986 2,075,945

State Bridge 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total
State Bridge Funds to Distribute 289,000 289,000 289,000 289,000 1,156,000

Total Distributed/Statewide Reserve 3,558,782 3,558,782 3,558,782 3,558,782 14,235,129

Amounts in Bold are further reflected on the regional distribution charts.

2027 Financial Guidance
Highway and Bridge Funds ($000)

Appendix 1: Available Funds
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TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 85,883 29,488 58,941 41,402 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 461,682
SPC 71,979 43,347 70,975 52,719 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 420,115
Harrisburg 17,636 9,070 16,492 11,498 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,479
Scranton/WB 12,471 7,660 12,488 9,464 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 71,964
Lehigh Valley 14,811 7,210 13,762 8,171 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 87,930
NEPA 7,273 8,415 12,221 4,901 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 49,139
SEDA-COG 14,815 11,329 19,882 14,714 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 89,609
Altoona 2,378 2,565 3,724 2,854 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,344
Johnstown 5,261 2,703 5,816 3,562 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,822
Centre County 3,753 2,406 4,410 2,176 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,206
Williamsport 4,261 3,594 5,734 4,314 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 26,868
Erie 3,835 3,934 6,623 3,586 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,351
Lancaster 11,146 8,749 14,502 8,524 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 79,400
York 4,389 6,111 10,476 3,820 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 47,146
Reading 11,317 5,521 10,781 6,660 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,761
Lebanon 1,948 2,058 3,535 1,488 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,283
Mercer 1,487 3,305 4,912 2,584 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 18,968
Adams 2,552 1,953 4,304 1,183 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,203
Franklin 1,543 2,770 4,618 1,609 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 15,898
Total Urban 278,738 162,188 284,195 185,228 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,648,168
Northwest 6,774 9,014 15,404 7,166 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 55,594
N. Central 7,035 8,759 14,974 6,285 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 52,801
N. Tier 8,719 9,183 17,583 9,221 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 64,556
S. Alleghenies 7,037 7,889 15,377 8,378 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 56,842
Wayne County 571 1,555 4,018 1,019 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,378
Total Rural 30,136 36,399 67,356 32,069 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 240,171
Interstate Program 768,325 0 86,162 68,967 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,058,204
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 158,719 49,647 149,700 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 408,065
RBR Regional Share 0 0 15,736 15,736 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,472
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 248,233 603,149 302,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,496,462

Appendix 2: FFY 2027 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO70

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 58,267 40,436 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 451,693
SPC 65,038 43,248 70,088 51,359 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 410,828
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 16,294 11,214 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 96,276
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 12,342 9,238 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 70,371
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 13,593 7,961 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 86,106
NEPA 6,572 8,395 12,062 4,752 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 48,110
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 19,647 14,357 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 87,563
Altoona 2,149 2,560 3,679 2,785 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 17,996
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 5,749 3,477 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,156
Centre County 3,391 2,401 4,355 2,117 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 17,725
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 5,665 4,208 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 26,275
Erie 3,465 3,925 6,547 3,502 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 26,812
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 14,324 8,303 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 77,907
York 3,966 6,097 10,351 3,721 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 46,485
Reading 10,225 5,509 10,656 6,502 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 60,373
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 3,494 1,453 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,015
Mercer 1,344 3,297 4,855 2,522 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 18,698
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,247 1,142 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 13,854
Franklin 1,394 2,763 4,563 1,567 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 15,646
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 280,779 180,616 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,612,890
Northwest 6,121 8,993 15,216 6,977 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 54,544
N. Central 6,357 8,739 14,784 6,106 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 51,733
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 17,366 8,979 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 63,235
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 15,185 8,154 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 55,729
Wayne County 516 1,551 3,970 992 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,245
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 66,521 31,207 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 235,486
Interstate Program 805,555 0 85,181 67,368 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,092,856
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 147,900 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 398,706
RBR Regional Share 0 0 15,809 15,809 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,618
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 596,191 295,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,481,936

Appendix 2: FFY 2028 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 63,241 39,471 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 455,703
SPC 65,038 43,248 76,470 50,019 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 415,870
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 17,733 10,932 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 97,434
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 13,413 9,012 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 71,217
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 14,813 7,754 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 87,119
NEPA 6,572 8,395 13,196 4,608 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 49,100
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 21,365 14,003 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 88,927
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,002 2,716 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,250
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,243 3,393 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,567
Centre County 3,391 2,401 4,752 2,059 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,063
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,165 4,103 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 26,669
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,107 3,418 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,288
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 15,611 8,086 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 78,978
York 3,966 6,097 11,263 3,624 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 47,299
Reading 10,225 5,509 11,575 6,344 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,134
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 3,794 1,417 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,279
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,273 2,461 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,055
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,650 1,102 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,218
Franklin 1,394 2,763 4,965 1,526 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,007
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 305,631 176,050 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,633,177
Northwest 6,121 8,993 16,578 6,792 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 55,721
N. Central 6,357 8,739 16,145 5,931 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 52,919
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 18,931 8,740 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 64,561
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 16,568 7,934 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 56,892
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,318 965 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,566
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 72,540 30,363 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 240,660
Interstate Program 805,555 0 92,425 65,770 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,098,501
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 153,750 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 404,556
RBR Regional Share 0 0 15,817 15,817 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,635
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 640,164 288,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,518,910

Appendix 2: FFY 2029 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,491 39,608 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,089
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,902 50,187 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,469
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,960 10,969 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,698
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,326 9,043 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,161
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,852 7,779 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,184
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,159 4,622 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,078
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,829 14,051 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,439
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,278 2,725 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,534
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,666 3,405 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 26,001
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,089 2,066 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,407
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,591 4,117 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,109
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,585 3,430 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,778
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,708 8,113 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,101
York 3,966 6,097 12,040 3,636 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,089
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,359 6,366 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,940
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,540
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,631 2,469 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,421
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,993 1,106 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,564
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,307 1,531 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,354
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,815 176,647 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,958
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,738 6,815 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,904
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,302 5,950 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,096
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,264 8,769 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,923
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,746 7,960 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,096
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,615 968 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,866
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,664 30,463 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,884
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 15,892 15,892 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,785
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2030 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO 73

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 318,689 117,749 247,940 160,917 75,451 93,887 0 0 172,147 35,046 375,395 10,476 44,024 0 177,447 1,829,168
SPC 267,094 173,090 299,435 204,285 138,937 52,867 0 0 95,438 15,302 163,909 10,057 19,222 0 228,645 1,668,282
Harrisburg 65,441 36,217 69,480 44,613 28,385 15,381 0 0 22,278 4,304 46,106 2,502 5,407 0 50,774 390,888
Scranton/WB 46,278 30,587 52,570 36,757 22,457 16,177 0 0 0 3,216 34,445 2,098 4,600 0 36,529 285,713
Lehigh Valley 54,959 28,790 58,020 31,665 22,455 21,842 0 0 28,058 5,179 55,471 2,290 6,505 0 34,104 349,338
NEPA 26,988 33,601 51,637 18,883 21,457 12,834 0 0 2,202 0 0 5,990 0 0 22,835 196,427
SEDA-COG 54,974 45,238 83,723 57,125 43,378 9,275 0 0 0 0 0 6,569 0 0 56,255 356,538
Altoona 8,823 10,244 15,683 11,080 9,286 4,967 0 0 0 0 0 1,663 820 0 10,556 73,124
Johnstown 19,522 10,793 24,473 13,837 8,610 4,327 0 0 5,447 0 0 1,870 678 0 12,988 102,546
Centre County 13,926 9,609 18,606 8,417 5,839 4,385 0 0 0 0 0 1,947 922 0 8,750 72,402
Williamsport 15,810 14,353 24,156 16,743 12,893 4,164 0 0 0 0 0 1,885 610 0 16,308 106,922
Erie 14,230 15,711 27,863 13,937 10,968 8,525 0 0 0 0 0 3,065 2,069 0 12,862 109,229
Lancaster 41,361 34,935 61,145 33,027 27,442 15,044 0 0 22,568 3,460 37,058 1,964 4,346 0 34,038 316,386
York 16,288 24,402 44,130 14,802 14,183 11,902 0 0 18,628 2,092 22,407 1,711 3,252 0 15,223 189,019
Reading 41,993 22,048 45,371 25,871 16,321 13,461 0 0 17,502 2,423 25,950 1,606 3,043 0 29,620 245,209
Lebanon 7,227 8,218 14,872 5,780 5,636 5,516 0 0 5,846 0 0 1,697 831 0 5,493 61,117
Mercer 5,519 13,197 20,671 10,036 10,406 4,509 0 0 0 0 0 1,886 0 0 9,918 76,142
Adams 9,469 7,797 18,194 4,533 5,552 4,086 0 0 0 0 0 1,575 0 0 5,633 56,839
Franklin 5,727 11,060 19,452 6,232 7,065 5,367 0 0 0 0 0 2,150 552 0 6,300 63,906
Total Urban 1,034,317 647,639 1,197,420 718,541 486,724 308,514 0 0 390,114 71,021 760,740 63,004 96,880 0 774,279 6,549,193
Northwest 25,136 35,993 64,936 27,750 26,997 6,701 0 0 0 0 0 4,838 0 0 30,412 222,763
N. Central 26,106 34,975 63,205 24,273 25,531 6,136 0 0 0 0 0 4,844 0 0 26,479 211,549
N. Tier 32,354 36,669 74,144 35,710 32,914 5,600 0 0 0 0 0 4,887 0 0 35,996 258,275
S. Alleghenies 26,111 31,501 64,876 32,426 28,917 6,214 0 0 0 0 0 4,694 0 0 32,821 227,559
Wayne County 2,119 6,209 16,922 3,944 4,526 3,194 0 0 0 0 0 1,205 0 0 3,937 42,055
Total Rural 111,827 145,347 284,082 124,101 118,885 27,846 0 0 0 0 0 20,468 0 0 129,645 962,200
Interstate Program 3,184,990 0 362,383 268,104 0 0 241,441 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 297,562 4,354,479
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28,737 0 122,234 0 40,000 0 250,556 0 441,526
Statewide Reserve 612,536 198,246 611,400 0 0 200,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,622,183
RBR Regional Share 0 0 63,254 63,254 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 126,509
GRAND TOTAL 4,943,670 991,232 2,518,540 1,174,000 605,609 536,360 241,441 28,737 390,114 193,255 760,740 123,471 96,880 250,556 1,201,485 14,056,090

Appendix 2: Total FFY 2027-2030 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO74

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,490 39,607 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,087
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,885 50,169 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,435
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,958 10,967 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,694
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,325 9,043 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,159
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,850 7,777 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,179
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,155 4,618 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,069
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,827 14,049 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,436
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,277 2,725 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,533
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,665 3,405 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 26,000
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,088 2,065 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,405
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,590 4,117 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,108
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,585 3,430 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,778
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,705 8,111 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,096
York 3,966 6,097 12,038 3,635 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,086
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,358 6,365 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,939
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,540
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,630 2,469 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,420
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,992 1,104 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,561
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,306 1,530 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,353
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,775 176,607 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,878
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,735 6,812 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,898
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,298 5,946 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,087
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,260 8,766 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,916
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,742 7,956 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,088
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,614 968 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,865
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,650 30,448 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,854
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 15,947 15,947 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,894
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,037 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2031 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO 75

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,489 39,606 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,085
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,860 50,145 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,385
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,955 10,964 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,687
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,324 9,041 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,157
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,846 7,773 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,171
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,148 4,612 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,056
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,825 14,047 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,430
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,277 2,724 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,532
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,665 3,404 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 26,000
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,086 2,063 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,402
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,589 4,116 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,106
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,585 3,430 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,777
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,701 8,106 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,087
York 3,966 6,097 12,037 3,633 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,082
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,358 6,364 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,938
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,539
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,630 2,469 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,420
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,989 1,101 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,556
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,306 1,530 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,352
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,718 176,550 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,764
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,731 6,808 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,890
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,292 5,940 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,075
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,255 8,761 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,905
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,737 7,951 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,078
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,614 967 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,864
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,628 30,427 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,812
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,025 16,025 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,050
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2032 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO76

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,489 39,606 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,085
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,856 50,141 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,377
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,954 10,963 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,686
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,324 9,041 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,157
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,845 7,773 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,170
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,147 4,611 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,054
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,824 14,046 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,429
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,277 2,724 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,532
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,665 3,404 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 26,000
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,086 2,063 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,402
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,589 4,115 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,105
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,585 3,430 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,777
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,700 8,106 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,086
York 3,966 6,097 12,036 3,633 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,082
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,358 6,364 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,938
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,539
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,630 2,469 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,420
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,989 1,101 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,555
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,306 1,529 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,351
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,709 176,540 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,745
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,731 6,807 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,889
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,291 5,939 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,073
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,254 8,760 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,904
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,736 7,950 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,076
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,614 967 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,864
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,625 30,423 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,805
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,038 16,038 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,077
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program

Appendix 2: FFY 2033 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)
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Reading MPO 77

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,487 39,604 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,082
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,830 50,115 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,326
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,951 10,960 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,680
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,323 9,040 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,154
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,841 7,769 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,162
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,141 4,604 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,041
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,821 14,043 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,424
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,276 2,724 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,531
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,665 3,404 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,999
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,084 2,061 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,399
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,588 4,114 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,103
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,585 3,429 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,777
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,696 8,102 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,078
York 3,966 6,097 12,034 3,631 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,078
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,357 6,363 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,936
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,539
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,630 2,468 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,419
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,986 1,098 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,550
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,305 1,529 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,350
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,650 176,481 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,626
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,726 6,803 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,881
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,284 5,933 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,060
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,249 8,755 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,893
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,730 7,944 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,065
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,613 967 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,863
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,603 30,401 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,761
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,119 16,119 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,239
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2034 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO78

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 310,407 117,682 269,955 158,423 75,451 93,887 0 0 172,147 35,046 375,395 10,476 44,024 0 177,447 1,840,339
SPC 260,153 172,991 327,431 200,570 138,937 52,867 0 0 95,438 15,302 163,909 10,057 19,222 0 228,645 1,685,523
Harrisburg 63,741 36,196 75,819 43,855 28,385 15,381 0 0 22,278 4,304 46,106 2,502 5,407 0 50,774 394,747
Scranton/WB 45,075 30,569 57,296 36,165 22,457 16,177 0 0 0 3,216 34,445 2,098 4,600 0 36,529 288,627
Lehigh Valley 53,530 28,773 63,382 31,091 22,455 21,842 0 0 28,058 5,179 55,471 2,290 6,505 0 34,104 352,681
NEPA 26,286 33,582 56,590 18,444 21,457 12,834 0 0 2,202 0 0 5,990 0 0 22,835 200,220
SEDA-COG 53,546 45,212 91,298 56,185 43,378 9,275 0 0 0 0 0 6,569 0 0 56,255 361,719
Altoona 8,594 10,238 17,107 10,897 9,286 4,967 0 0 0 0 0 1,663 820 0 10,556 74,128
Johnstown 19,014 10,787 26,660 13,617 8,610 4,327 0 0 5,447 0 0 1,870 678 0 12,988 103,999
Centre County 13,564 9,603 20,344 8,253 5,839 4,385 0 0 0 0 0 1,947 922 0 8,750 73,607
Williamsport 15,399 14,345 26,357 16,462 12,893 4,164 0 0 0 0 0 1,885 610 0 16,308 108,422
Erie 13,860 15,702 30,340 13,719 10,968 8,525 0 0 0 0 0 3,065 2,069 0 12,862 111,110
Lancaster 40,286 34,915 66,803 32,424 27,442 15,044 0 0 22,568 3,460 37,058 1,964 4,346 0 34,038 320,347
York 15,864 24,388 48,146 14,532 14,183 11,902 0 0 18,628 2,092 22,407 1,711 3,252 0 15,223 192,328
Reading 40,902 22,035 49,431 25,457 16,321 13,461 0 0 17,502 2,423 25,950 1,606 3,043 0 29,620 247,751
Lebanon 7,039 8,213 16,197 5,688 5,636 5,516 0 0 5,846 0 0 1,697 831 0 5,493 62,157
Mercer 5,376 13,190 22,520 9,874 10,406 4,509 0 0 0 0 0 1,886 0 0 9,918 77,678
Adams 9,223 7,793 19,956 4,404 5,552 4,086 0 0 0 0 0 1,575 0 0 5,633 58,222
Franklin 5,578 11,053 21,222 6,118 7,065 5,367 0 0 0 0 0 2,150 552 0 6,300 65,406
Total Urban 1,007,439 647,268 1,306,852 706,178 486,724 308,514 0 0 390,114 71,021 760,740 63,004 96,880 0 774,279 6,619,013
Northwest 24,483 35,972 70,924 27,230 26,997 6,701 0 0 0 0 0 4,838 0 0 30,412 227,557
N. Central 25,428 34,955 69,164 23,758 25,531 6,136 0 0 0 0 0 4,844 0 0 26,479 216,296
N. Tier 31,514 36,648 81,018 35,041 32,914 5,600 0 0 0 0 0 4,887 0 0 35,996 263,617
S. Alleghenies 25,433 31,482 70,945 31,801 28,917 6,214 0 0 0 0 0 4,694 0 0 32,821 232,306
Wayne County 2,064 6,206 18,455 3,869 4,526 3,194 0 0 0 0 0 1,205 0 0 3,937 43,456
Total Rural 108,921 145,264 310,505 121,699 118,885 27,846 0 0 0 0 0 20,468 0 0 129,645 983,233
Interstate Program 3,222,220 0 394,458 263,993 0 0 241,441 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 297,562 4,419,674
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28,737 0 122,234 0 40,000 0 250,556 0 441,526
Statewide Reserve 605,090 198,133 640,200 0 0 200,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,643,423
RBR Regional Share 0 0 64,130 64,130 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 128,259
GRAND TOTAL 4,943,670 990,665 2,716,145 1,156,000 605,609 536,360 241,441 28,737 390,114 193,255 760,740 123,471 96,880 250,556 1,201,485 14,235,128

Appendix 2: Total FFY 2031-2034 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO 79

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,485 39,602 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,078
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,779 50,064 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,224
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,945 10,954 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,667
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,320 9,037 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,149
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,834 7,761 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,147
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,127 4,591 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 50,015
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,816 14,038 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,412
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,275 2,722 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,528
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,664 3,403 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,998
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,081 2,058 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,392
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,586 4,112 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,099
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,584 3,429 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,776
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,688 8,093 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,061
York 3,966 6,097 12,031 3,627 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,070
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,355 6,362 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,933
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,049 1,422 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,538
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,629 2,468 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,418
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,981 1,093 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,540
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,303 1,527 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,347
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,532 176,364 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,391
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,718 6,795 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,864
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,272 5,920 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,036
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,238 8,744 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,872
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,719 7,933 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,042
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,612 965 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,860
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,559 30,358 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,674
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,280 16,280 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,561
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,037 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2035 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO80

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,483 39,600 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,073
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,728 50,013 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,121
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,938 10,947 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,654
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,318 9,035 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,144
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,826 7,753 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,131
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,114 4,578 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 49,988
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,810 14,032 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,401
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,274 2,721 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,526
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,663 3,403 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,996
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,078 2,055 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,386
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,584 4,110 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,095
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,584 3,429 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,775
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,679 8,085 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,044
York 3,966 6,097 12,027 3,624 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,063
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,354 6,360 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,930
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,048 1,421 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,538
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,628 2,467 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,416
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,976 1,088 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,529
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,301 1,525 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,343
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,413 176,245 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,654,154
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,710 6,787 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,848
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,259 5,908 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 54,010
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,227 8,733 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,850
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,708 7,922 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 58,020
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,611 964 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,858
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,515 30,314 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,586
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,443 16,443 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32,886
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2036 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO 81

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,480 39,597 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,068
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,676 49,961 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 421,017
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,932 10,941 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,641
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,315 9,032 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,139
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,818 7,745 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,115
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,101 4,564 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 49,962
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,805 14,026 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,390
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,272 2,720 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,523
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,662 3,402 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,995
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,075 2,052 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,380
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,581 4,108 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,090
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,584 3,428 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,775
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,671 8,076 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,027
York 3,966 6,097 12,023 3,620 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,055
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,352 6,359 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,927
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,048 1,421 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,537
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,628 2,466 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,415
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,971 1,083 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,519
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,300 1,524 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,340
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,293 176,125 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,653,914
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,702 6,778 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,831
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,247 5,895 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 53,985
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,217 8,722 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,829
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,696 7,910 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 57,997
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,609 963 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,855
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,471 30,269 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,497
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,608 16,608 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33,215
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program

Appendix 2: FFY 2037 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)
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Reading MPO82

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 77,602 29,420 67,478 39,595 18,863 23,472 0 0 43,037 8,762 93,849 2,619 11,006 0 44,362 460,063
SPC 65,038 43,248 81,624 49,908 34,734 13,217 0 0 23,860 3,826 40,977 2,514 4,806 0 57,161 420,912
Harrisburg 15,935 9,049 18,925 10,934 7,096 3,845 0 0 5,569 1,076 11,526 626 1,352 0 12,693 98,628
Scranton/WB 11,269 7,642 14,312 9,030 5,614 4,044 0 0 0 804 8,611 524 1,150 0 9,132 72,134
Lehigh Valley 13,383 7,193 15,810 7,737 5,614 5,461 0 0 7,014 1,295 13,868 572 1,626 0 8,526 88,099
NEPA 6,572 8,395 14,087 4,551 5,364 3,208 0 0 551 0 0 1,498 0 0 5,709 49,935
SEDA-COG 13,386 11,303 22,799 14,021 10,845 2,319 0 0 0 0 0 1,642 0 0 14,064 90,378
Altoona 2,149 2,560 4,271 2,719 2,322 1,242 0 0 0 0 0 416 205 0 2,639 18,521
Johnstown 4,754 2,697 6,662 3,401 2,153 1,082 0 0 1,362 0 0 468 169 0 3,247 25,993
Centre County 3,391 2,401 5,072 2,049 1,460 1,096 0 0 0 0 0 487 230 0 2,188 18,373
Williamsport 3,850 3,586 6,579 4,106 3,223 1,041 0 0 0 0 0 471 152 0 4,077 27,086
Erie 3,465 3,925 7,583 3,428 2,742 2,131 0 0 0 0 0 766 517 0 3,216 27,774
Lancaster 10,072 8,729 16,662 8,068 6,861 3,761 0 0 5,642 865 9,264 491 1,086 0 8,509 80,010
York 3,966 6,097 12,019 3,616 3,546 2,975 0 0 4,657 523 5,602 428 813 0 3,806 48,047
Reading 10,225 5,509 12,351 6,357 4,080 3,365 0 0 4,375 606 6,488 401 761 0 7,405 61,924
Lebanon 1,760 2,053 4,048 1,421 1,409 1,379 0 0 1,462 0 0 424 208 0 1,373 15,536
Mercer 1,344 3,297 5,627 2,466 2,601 1,127 0 0 0 0 0 472 0 0 2,479 19,414
Adams 2,306 1,948 4,965 1,077 1,388 1,021 0 0 0 0 0 394 0 0 1,408 14,508
Franklin 1,394 2,763 5,298 1,522 1,766 1,342 0 0 0 0 0 538 138 0 1,575 16,336
Total Urban 251,860 161,817 326,172 176,004 121,681 77,129 0 0 97,528 17,755 190,185 15,751 24,220 0 193,570 1,653,672
Northwest 6,121 8,993 17,693 6,770 6,749 1,675 0 0 0 0 0 1,209 0 0 7,603 56,814
N. Central 6,357 8,739 17,234 5,882 6,383 1,534 0 0 0 0 0 1,211 0 0 6,620 53,959
N. Tier 7,878 9,162 20,206 8,711 8,229 1,400 0 0 0 0 0 1,222 0 0 8,999 65,807
S. Alleghenies 6,358 7,871 17,685 7,899 7,229 1,553 0 0 0 0 0 1,173 0 0 8,205 57,974
Wayne County 516 1,551 4,608 962 1,131 798 0 0 0 0 0 301 0 0 984 10,853
Total Rural 27,230 36,316 77,426 30,224 29,721 6,961 0 0 0 0 0 5,117 0 0 32,411 245,407
Interstate Program 805,555 0 98,615 65,998 0 0 60,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 74,390 1,104,919
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,184 0 30,558 0 10,000 0 62,639 0 110,382
Statewide Reserve 151,273 49,533 160,050 0 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410,856
RBR Regional Share 0 0 16,774 16,774 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33,548
GRAND TOTAL 1,235,917 247,666 679,036 289,000 151,402 134,090 60,360 7,184 97,528 48,314 190,185 30,868 24,220 62,639 300,371 3,558,782

Appendix 2: FFY 2038 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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Reading MPO 83

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Region NHPP STP 581 185/183 BOF HSIP NFP RRX CMAQ TAP/TAU STU CRP CRPU PRTCT BRIP Total

DVRPC 310,407 117,682 269,926 158,394 75,451 93,887 0 0 172,147 35,046 375,395 10,476 44,024 0 177,447 1,840,282
SPC 260,153 172,991 326,807 199,946 138,937 52,867 0 0 95,438 15,302 163,909 10,057 19,222 0 228,645 1,684,275
Harrisburg 63,741 36,196 75,740 43,776 28,385 15,381 0 0 22,278 4,304 46,106 2,502 5,407 0 50,774 394,590
Scranton/WB 45,075 30,569 57,265 36,134 22,457 16,177 0 0 0 3,216 34,445 2,098 4,600 0 36,529 288,565
Lehigh Valley 53,530 28,773 63,287 30,997 22,455 21,842 0 0 28,058 5,179 55,471 2,290 6,505 0 34,104 352,492
NEPA 26,286 33,582 56,430 18,284 21,457 12,834 0 0 2,202 0 0 5,990 0 0 22,835 199,900
SEDA-COG 53,546 45,212 91,229 56,117 43,378 9,275 0 0 0 0 0 6,569 0 0 56,255 361,581
Altoona 8,594 10,238 17,092 10,882 9,286 4,967 0 0 0 0 0 1,663 820 0 10,556 74,099
Johnstown 19,014 10,787 26,651 13,609 8,610 4,327 0 0 5,447 0 0 1,870 678 0 12,988 103,982
Centre County 13,564 9,603 20,306 8,214 5,839 4,385 0 0 0 0 0 1,947 922 0 8,750 73,531
Williamsport 15,399 14,345 26,330 16,436 12,893 4,164 0 0 0 0 0 1,885 610 0 16,308 108,370
Erie 13,860 15,702 30,335 13,714 10,968 8,525 0 0 0 0 0 3,065 2,069 0 12,862 111,100
Lancaster 40,286 34,915 66,700 32,322 27,442 15,044 0 0 22,568 3,460 37,058 1,964 4,346 0 34,038 320,141
York 15,864 24,388 48,100 14,486 14,183 11,902 0 0 18,628 2,092 22,407 1,711 3,252 0 15,223 192,236
Reading 40,902 22,035 49,412 25,439 16,321 13,461 0 0 17,502 2,423 25,950 1,606 3,043 0 29,620 247,714
Lebanon 7,039 8,213 16,193 5,684 5,636 5,516 0 0 5,846 0 0 1,697 831 0 5,493 62,150
Mercer 5,376 13,190 22,512 9,866 10,406 4,509 0 0 0 0 0 1,886 0 0 9,918 77,662
Adams 9,223 7,793 19,893 4,341 5,552 4,086 0 0 0 0 0 1,575 0 0 5,633 58,095
Franklin 5,578 11,053 21,202 6,098 7,065 5,367 0 0 0 0 0 2,150 552 0 6,300 65,366
Total Urban 1,007,439 647,268 1,305,411 704,738 486,724 308,514 0 0 390,114 71,021 760,740 63,004 96,880 0 774,279 6,616,131
Northwest 24,483 35,972 70,823 27,130 26,997 6,701 0 0 0 0 0 4,838 0 0 30,412 227,356
N. Central 25,428 34,955 69,012 23,605 25,531 6,136 0 0 0 0 0 4,844 0 0 26,479 215,990
N. Tier 31,514 36,648 80,888 34,911 32,914 5,600 0 0 0 0 0 4,887 0 0 35,996 263,357
S. Alleghenies 25,433 31,482 70,808 31,664 28,917 6,214 0 0 0 0 0 4,694 0 0 32,821 232,033
Wayne County 2,064 6,206 18,440 3,854 4,526 3,194 0 0 0 0 0 1,205 0 0 3,937 43,426
Total Rural 108,921 145,264 309,971 121,164 118,885 27,846 0 0 0 0 0 20,468 0 0 129,645 982,163
Interstate Program 3,222,220 0 394,458 263,993 0 0 241,441 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 297,562 4,419,674
Statewide Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28,737 0 122,234 0 40,000 0 250,556 0 441,526
Statewide Reserve 605,090 198,133 640,200 0 0 200,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,643,423
RBR Regional Share 0 0 66,105 66,105 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 132,210
GRAND TOTAL 4,943,670 990,665 2,716,145 1,156,000 605,609 536,360 241,441 28,737 390,114 193,255 760,740 123,471 96,880 250,556 1,201,485 14,235,128

Appendix 2: Total FFY 2035-2038 -- Highway/Bridge Base Funding Allocation ($000)

State Highway and State Bridge fund regional distributions do not include funds distributed but reserved for the Rapid Bridge Replacement (RBR) Program; Off-System Bridges include set-asides from the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and 
the Bridge Investment Program
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MPO/RPO RBR Deck 
Area % Share 2027 2028 2029 2030 TIP 

TOTAL 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total TYP

DVRPC 12,755.5 1.46% 229.49 230.55 230.68 231.77 922.49 232.57 233.71 233.90 235.08 235.96 237.19 237.46 238.74 2,807.09
SPC 276,302.9 31.59% 4,971.10 4,994.08 4,996.77 5,020.46 19,982.41 5,037.76 5,062.40 5,066.58 5,092.17 5,111.28 5,137.90 5,143.74 5,171.38 60,805.62
Harrisburg 34,925.0 3.99% 628.35 631.26 631.60 634.59 2,525.80 636.78 639.89 640.42 643.66 646.07 649.44 650.17 653.67 7,685.90
Scranton/WB 13,629.0 1.56% 245.21 246.34 246.47 247.64 985.66 248.49 249.71 249.92 251.18 252.12 253.43 253.72 255.09 2,999.32
Lehigh Valley 41,874.0 4.79% 753.38 756.86 757.27 760.86 3,028.36 763.48 767.21 767.85 771.72 774.62 778.65 779.54 783.73 9,215.16
NEPA 70,903.5 8.11% 1,275.66 1,281.56 1,282.25 1,288.33 5,127.79 1,292.76 1,299.09 1,300.16 1,306.73 1,311.63 1,318.46 1,319.96 1,327.06 15,603.64
SEDA-COG 30,389.6 3.47% 546.75 549.28 549.58 552.18 2,197.80 554.09 556.80 557.26 560.07 562.17 565.10 565.74 568.78 6,687.80
Altoona 6,584.4 0.75% 118.46 119.01 119.07 119.64 476.19 120.05 120.64 120.74 121.35 121.80 122.44 122.58 123.24 1,449.02
Johnstown 3,702.1 0.42% 66.61 66.91 66.95 67.27 267.74 67.50 67.83 67.89 68.23 68.48 68.84 68.92 69.29 814.72
Centre County 16,835.4 1.92% 302.89 304.29 304.46 305.90 1,217.55 306.96 308.46 308.71 310.27 311.44 313.06 313.41 315.10 3,704.94
Williamsport 11,654.8 1.33% 209.69 210.66 210.77 211.77 842.88 212.50 213.54 213.71 214.79 215.60 216.72 216.97 218.14 2,564.86
Erie 2,079.0 0.24% 37.40 37.58 37.60 37.78 150.35 37.91 38.09 38.12 38.32 38.46 38.66 38.70 38.91 457.52
Lancaster 45,475.8 5.20% 818.18 821.96 822.40 826.30 3,288.84 829.15 833.20 833.89 838.10 841.25 845.63 846.59 851.14 10,007.80
York 20,394.8 2.33% 366.93 368.63 368.83 370.58 1,474.97 371.85 373.67 373.98 375.87 377.28 379.24 379.68 381.72 4,488.26
Reading 8,141.2 0.93% 146.47 147.15 147.23 147.93 588.78 148.44 149.16 149.29 150.04 150.60 151.39 151.56 152.37 1,791.62
Lebanon 1,655.0 0.19% 29.78 29.91 29.93 30.07 119.69 30.18 30.32 30.35 30.50 30.62 30.78 30.81 30.98 364.21
Mercer 3,586.9 0.41% 64.53 64.83 64.87 65.17 259.41 65.40 65.72 65.77 66.11 66.35 66.70 66.77 67.13 789.36
Adams 28,042.5 3.21% 504.53 506.86 507.13 509.54 2,028.05 511.29 513.79 514.22 516.81 518.75 521.45 522.05 524.85 6,171.28
Franklin 8,918.4 1.02% 160.46 161.20 161.28 162.05 644.98 162.61 163.40 163.54 164.36 164.98 165.84 166.03 166.92 1,962.66

0.00%
Northwest 44,543.1 5.09% 801.40 805.10 805.53 809.35 3,221.39 812.14 816.11 816.79 820.91 824.00 828.29 829.23 833.68 9,802.54
N. Central 67,603.4 7.73% 1,216.29 1,221.91 1,222.57 1,228.36 4,889.12 1,232.59 1,238.62 1,239.65 1,245.91 1,250.58 1,257.10 1,258.53 1,265.29 14,877.39
N. Tier 57,527.4 6.58% 1,035.00 1,039.79 1,040.35 1,045.28 4,160.42 1,048.88 1,054.01 1,054.88 1,060.21 1,064.19 1,069.73 1,070.95 1,076.70 12,659.98
S. Alleghenies 60,493.3 6.92% 1,088.36 1,093.40 1,093.98 1,099.17 4,374.92 1,102.96 1,108.35 1,109.27 1,114.87 1,119.06 1,124.88 1,126.16 1,132.21 13,312.68
Wayne 6,618.9 0.76% 119.08 119.63 119.70 120.27 478.68 120.68 121.27 121.37 121.98 122.44 123.08 123.22 123.88 1,456.61
Total (No IM) 874,635.9 100.00% 15,736.00 15,808.75 15,817.25 15,892.25 63,254.25 15,947.00 16,025.00 16,038.25 16,119.25 16,179.75 16,264.00 16,282.50 16,370.00 192,480.00

MPO/RPO RBR Deck 
Area % Share 2027 2028 2029 2030 TIP 

TOTAL 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total TYP

DVRPC 12,755.5 1.46% 229.49 230.55 230.68 231.77 922.49 232.57 233.71 233.90 235.08 235.96 237.19 237.46 238.74 2,807.09
SPC 276,302.9 31.59% 4,971.10 4,994.08 4,996.77 5,020.46 19,982.41 5,037.76 5,062.40 5,066.58 5,092.17 5,111.28 5,137.90 5,143.74 5,171.38 60,805.62
Harrisburg 34,925.0 3.99% 628.35 631.26 631.60 634.59 2,525.80 636.78 639.89 640.42 643.66 646.07 649.44 650.17 653.67 7,685.90
Scranton/WB 13,629.0 1.56% 245.21 246.34 246.47 247.64 985.66 248.49 249.71 249.92 251.18 252.12 253.43 253.72 255.09 2,999.32
Lehigh Valley 41,874.0 4.79% 753.38 756.86 757.27 760.86 3,028.36 763.48 767.21 767.85 771.72 774.62 778.65 779.54 783.73 9,215.16
NEPA 70,903.5 8.11% 1,275.66 1,281.56 1,282.25 1,288.33 5,127.79 1,292.76 1,299.09 1,300.16 1,306.73 1,311.63 1,318.46 1,319.96 1,327.06 15,603.64
SEDA-COG 30,389.6 3.47% 546.75 549.28 549.58 552.18 2,197.80 554.09 556.80 557.26 560.07 562.17 565.10 565.74 568.78 6,687.80
Altoona 6,584.4 0.75% 118.46 119.01 119.07 119.64 476.19 120.05 120.64 120.74 121.35 121.80 122.44 122.58 123.24 1,449.02
Johnstown 3,702.1 0.42% 66.61 66.91 66.95 67.27 267.74 67.50 67.83 67.89 68.23 68.48 68.84 68.92 69.29 814.72
Centre County 16,835.4 1.92% 302.89 304.29 304.46 305.90 1,217.55 306.96 308.46 308.71 310.27 311.44 313.06 313.41 315.10 3,704.94
Williamsport 11,654.8 1.33% 209.69 210.66 210.77 211.77 842.88 212.50 213.54 213.71 214.79 215.60 216.72 216.97 218.14 2,564.86
Erie 2,079.0 0.24% 37.40 37.58 37.60 37.78 150.35 37.91 38.09 38.12 38.32 38.46 38.66 38.70 38.91 457.52
Lancaster 45,475.8 5.20% 818.18 821.96 822.40 826.30 3,288.84 829.15 833.20 833.89 838.10 841.25 845.63 846.59 851.14 10,007.80
York 20,394.8 2.33% 366.93 368.63 368.83 370.58 1,474.97 371.85 373.67 373.98 375.87 377.28 379.24 379.68 381.72 4,488.26
Reading 8,141.2 0.93% 146.47 147.15 147.23 147.93 588.78 148.44 149.16 149.29 150.04 150.60 151.39 151.56 152.37 1,791.62
Lebanon 1,655.0 0.19% 29.78 29.91 29.93 30.07 119.69 30.18 30.32 30.35 30.50 30.62 30.78 30.81 30.98 364.21
Mercer 3,586.9 0.41% 64.53 64.83 64.87 65.17 259.41 65.40 65.72 65.77 66.11 66.35 66.70 66.77 67.13 789.36
Adams 28,042.5 3.21% 504.53 506.86 507.13 509.54 2,028.05 511.29 513.79 514.22 516.81 518.75 521.45 522.05 524.85 6,171.28
Franklin 8,918.4 1.02% 160.46 161.20 161.28 162.05 644.98 162.61 163.40 163.54 164.36 164.98 165.84 166.03 166.92 1,962.66

0.00%
Northwest 44,543.1 5.09% 801.40 805.10 805.53 809.35 3,221.39 812.14 816.11 816.79 820.91 824.00 828.29 829.23 833.68 9,802.54
N. Central 67,603.4 7.73% 1,216.29 1,221.91 1,222.57 1,228.36 4,889.12 1,232.59 1,238.62 1,239.65 1,245.91 1,250.58 1,257.10 1,258.53 1,265.29 14,877.39
N. Tier 57,527.4 6.58% 1,035.00 1,039.79 1,040.35 1,045.28 4,160.42 1,048.88 1,054.01 1,054.88 1,060.21 1,064.19 1,069.73 1,070.95 1,076.70 12,659.98
S. Alleghenies 60,493.3 6.92% 1,088.36 1,093.40 1,093.98 1,099.17 4,374.92 1,102.96 1,108.35 1,109.27 1,114.87 1,119.06 1,124.88 1,126.16 1,132.21 13,312.68
Wayne 6,618.9 0.76% 119.08 119.63 119.70 120.27 478.68 120.68 121.27 121.37 121.98 122.44 123.08 123.22 123.88 1,456.61
Total (No IM) 874,635.9 100.00% 15,736.00 15,808.75 15,817.25 15,892.25 63,254.25 15,947.00 16,025.00 16,038.25 16,119.25 16,179.75 16,264.00 16,282.50 16,370.00 192,480.00

Appendix 3: Rapid Bridge Replacement Program -- MPO/RPO Share ($000) (50% A-581)

Rapid Bridge Replacement Program -- MPO/RPO Share ($000) (50% A-185)
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MPO/RPO RBR Deck 
Area % Share 2027 2028 2029 2030 TIP 

TOTAL 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 2038 Total TYP

DVRPC 12,755.5 1.46% 458.98 461.10 461.35 463.54 1,844.97 465.14 467.41 467.80 470.16 471.92 474.38 474.92 477.47 5,614.17
SPC 276,302.9 31.59% 9,942.20 9,988.16 9,993.53 10,040.92 39,964.82 10,075.51 10,124.79 10,133.17 10,184.34 10,222.57 10,275.80 10,287.49 10,342.77 121,611.25
Harrisburg 34,925.0 3.99% 1,256.71 1,262.52 1,263.19 1,269.18 5,051.60 1,273.56 1,279.79 1,280.84 1,287.31 1,292.14 1,298.87 1,300.35 1,307.34 15,371.80
Scranton/WB 13,629.0 1.56% 490.41 492.68 492.94 495.28 1,971.32 496.99 499.42 499.83 502.36 504.24 506.87 507.44 510.17 5,998.63
Lehigh Valley 41,874.0 4.79% 1,506.75 1,513.72 1,514.53 1,521.71 6,056.71 1,526.95 1,534.42 1,535.69 1,543.45 1,549.24 1,557.31 1,559.08 1,567.46 18,430.31
NEPA 70,903.5 8.11% 2,551.32 2,563.11 2,564.49 2,576.65 10,255.58 2,585.53 2,598.18 2,600.32 2,613.46 2,623.27 2,636.92 2,639.92 2,654.11 31,207.28
SEDA-COG 30,389.6 3.47% 1,093.51 1,098.56 1,099.15 1,104.37 4,395.59 1,108.17 1,113.59 1,114.51 1,120.14 1,124.34 1,130.20 1,131.48 1,137.57 13,375.60
Altoona 6,584.4 0.75% 236.93 238.02 238.15 239.28 952.38 240.10 241.28 241.48 242.70 243.61 244.88 245.15 246.47 2,898.04
Johnstown 3,702.1 0.42% 133.21 133.83 133.90 134.54 535.48 135.00 135.66 135.77 136.46 136.97 137.68 137.84 138.58 1,629.43
Centre County 16,835.4 1.92% 605.79 608.59 608.92 611.80 2,435.09 613.91 616.91 617.42 620.54 622.87 626.11 626.83 630.19 7,409.89
Williamsport 11,654.8 1.33% 419.37 421.31 421.54 423.54 1,685.77 425.00 427.08 427.43 429.59 431.20 433.45 433.94 436.27 5,129.71
Erie 2,079.0 0.24% 74.81 75.15 75.19 75.55 300.71 75.81 76.18 76.25 76.63 76.92 77.32 77.41 77.82 915.05
Lancaster 45,475.8 5.20% 1,636.35 1,643.92 1,644.80 1,652.60 6,577.68 1,658.30 1,666.41 1,667.78 1,676.21 1,682.50 1,691.26 1,693.18 1,702.28 20,015.60
York 20,394.8 2.33% 733.87 737.26 737.65 741.15 2,949.93 743.71 747.34 747.96 751.74 754.56 758.49 759.35 763.43 8,976.51
Reading 8,141.2 0.93% 292.94 294.30 294.46 295.85 1,177.55 296.87 298.32 298.57 300.08 301.21 302.77 303.12 304.75 3,583.25
Lebanon 1,655.0 0.19% 59.55 59.83 59.86 60.14 239.38 60.35 60.65 60.70 61.00 61.23 61.55 61.62 61.95 728.43
Mercer 3,586.9 0.41% 129.07 129.66 129.73 130.35 518.81 130.80 131.44 131.55 132.21 132.71 133.40 133.55 134.27 1,578.73
Adams 28,042.5 3.21% 1,009.05 1,013.72 1,014.26 1,019.07 4,056.10 1,022.58 1,027.58 1,028.43 1,033.63 1,037.51 1,042.91 1,044.10 1,049.71 12,342.55
Franklin 8,918.4 1.02% 320.91 322.39 322.57 324.10 1,289.97 325.21 326.80 327.07 328.73 329.96 331.68 332.06 333.84 3,925.32

0.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Northwest 44,543.1 5.09% 1,602.79 1,610.20 1,611.07 1,618.71 6,442.77 1,624.28 1,632.23 1,633.58 1,641.83 1,647.99 1,656.57 1,658.46 1,667.37 19,605.09
N. Central 67,603.4 7.73% 2,432.57 2,443.82 2,445.13 2,456.73 9,778.25 2,465.19 2,477.25 2,479.30 2,491.82 2,501.17 2,514.19 2,517.05 2,530.58 29,754.79
N. Tier 57,527.4 6.58% 2,070.01 2,079.58 2,080.69 2,090.56 8,320.84 2,097.76 2,108.02 2,109.77 2,120.42 2,128.38 2,139.46 2,141.90 2,153.41 25,319.96
S. Alleghenies 60,493.3 6.92% 2,176.73 2,186.79 2,187.97 2,198.34 8,749.83 2,205.92 2,216.71 2,218.54 2,229.74 2,238.11 2,249.77 2,252.33 2,264.43 26,625.37
Wayne 6,618.9 0.76% 238.17 239.27 239.40 240.53 957.37 241.36 242.54 242.74 243.97 244.88 246.16 246.44 247.76 2,913.23
Total (No IM) 874,635.9 100.00% 31,472.00 31,617.50 31,634.50 31,784.50 126,508.50 31,894.00 32,050.00 32,076.50 32,238.50 32,359.50 32,528.00 32,565.00 32,740.00 384,960.00

Appendix 3: Rapid Bridge Replacement Program -- MPO/RPO Share ($000) Total (A-581 + A-185)

33

FINANCIAL GUIDANCE



TIP and LRTP Appendix

86 Reading MPO

Appendix 4: Asset Management 

The Asset Management Factor (AMF) is a value that is proposed to be added to the National 
Highway Performance Program (NHPP) distribution formula. This factor will consider 
necessary treatment needs (by dollar value) consistent with Pennsylvania’s Transportation 
Asset Management Plan (TAMP) to maintain existing pavements and bridges in a state of good 
repair. For use in the formula, each county/region’s dollar value will be divided by the 
statewide total to produce a ratio of the overall statewide needs. 

To calculate the AMF, the Bureau of Maintenance and Operations (BOMO) Asset Management 
Division will consider the following information. 

Pavement: 
 Condition Surveys:

o Systematic Technique to Analyze and Manage Pennsylvania’s Pavements (STAMPP)
Program

o Since 1997, Automated Pavement Distress Condition Surveying program
(Videologging)

o Contractor also collects pavement condition for Local Federal Aid roads
o Unpaved Roads, Shoulder, Drainage, Guide Rail condition data is collected via

manual surveys

 Condition Survey Field Manuals:
o Publication 336: Pavement (Bituminous & Jointed Concrete)
o Publication 343: Continuously Reinforced Concrete & Unpaved Roads
o Publication 33: Shoulder And Guide Rail
o Publication 73: Storm Water Facility

 Treatments/Dollar Needs:
o For each segment, the latest condition data is used to determine the appropriate

treatment(s) for pavement, shoulder, drainage, and guide rail. Treatments are
determined by matrices, with an example as follows:

Bituminous Pavement Fatigue Cracking (High Severity)
% 

Length 
Interstate / 

NHS 
Expressway 

NHS – NON- 
Expressway 

NON – NHS 
≥ 

2000 ADT 

NON – NHS 
< 2000 
ADT Extent 

>0 – 10% 10 10 10 5 
11 – 25% 11 11 11 11 
26 – 50% 21 11 11 11 
51 – 75% 23 11 11 19 

> 75% 23 23 23 23

0 - Routine Maintenance 1 - Crack Seal 2 - Spray Patch 3 - Skin Patch 

4 - Manual Patch 5 - Manual Patch, Skin 
Patch 

6 - Mechanized Patch 7 - Mill, Manual Patch 

8 - Mill, Mechanized 
Patch 

9 - Mill, Mechanized 
Edge Patch 

10 - Base Repair, 
Manual Patch 

11 - Base 
Repair, 
Mechanized 
Patch 

12 - Seal Coat 13 - Level, Seal Coat 14 - Widening, Seal 
Coat 

15 - Scratch, Level, Seal 
Coat 

16 - Microsurface/ Thin 
Overlay 

17 - Level, Resurface 18 - Mill, Conc. Patch, 
Level, Resurface 

19 - Level, Resurface, 
Base Repair 

20 - Mill, Level, 
Resurface 

21 - Mill, Level, 
Resurface, Base Repair 

22 - Construct Paved 
Shoulder 

23 - Reconstruction 
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o For each segment, the quantities of treatment materials are determined.
o For each segment, the costs of the treatments are determined.
o Cost of Treatments = Dollar Needs
o Dollar Needs are summed for each SR, and County, and expressed as a

proportion of the total in the Commonwealth. The District or Planning region
totals can also be expressed as a proportion of the total.

Bridges 
 Condition Surveys

o Bridge inspections have been performed through progressive Federal minimum
standards since 1971

o Bridges are inspected every 2 years or less, depending on condition

 Condition Survey Field Manual
o Publication 100A

 Treatment / Dollar needs
o For each bridge, the latest condition data is used to determine the

appropriate treatment(s) for the structure. Treatments are determined by
matrices, with an example as follows:

o For each bridge, the treatment and cost are determined.
o Total cost of treatments = Dollar Needs
o Dollar Needs are summed for each County and expressed as a proportion of

the total in the Commonwealth. The District or Planning region totals can also
be expressed as a proportion of the total.
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Category Data Source
3/4 Deck Area Non-Interstate NHS Bridges > 20 feet

1/4 Bridge AMF*
1/4 Non-Interstate NHS Lane Miles

1/4 Non-Interstate NHS VMT
1/4 Non-Interstate NHS Truck VMT

1/4 Pavement AMF*
N/A

1/2 Non-NHS Lane Miles
1/4 Non-NHS VMT

1/4 Non-NHS Truck VMT

State Bridge BMS
Federal Off-System 

Bridge BMS

Rail N/A
NHFP N/A

CMAQ Census Data/CMAQ Factor Multiplier

TAP Federal Formula

STP-Urban Federal Formula/Census Data

3/4 Bridge Deck Area NHS and Interstate Bridges > 20 feet

1/4 Bridge AMF*

Carbon Reduction -- 
Urban Federal Formula/Census Data

PROTECT FEMA Flood Zone maps/RCRS Data

2027 Financial Guidance

40% Bridge

60% Highway

39:1 Crash Severity Weighting
(Fatal and Injury Crashses versus Property Damage only Crashes)

Bridge Maintenance System (BMS)/AMF*

Appendix 5: Financial Guidance Distribution Formula Summary

HSIP

40% Bridge Deck Area Non-NHS State and Local Bridges > 20 feet

60% Highway

1/4 VMT
1/4 Truck VMT

Deck Area State and Local Bridges > 20 feet

State Highway

STP

Funds distributed according to federal formula based on 2020 census

$500,000 base to each Planning Region, $50 million Statewide 

NHPP

Interstate -- 26/55ths of Apportionment in 2021; $50,000,000 additional in 

1/2 Lane Miles
Deck Area State bridges > 8 feet and Local bridges > 20 feet

Statewide Program
Interstate Program

Population with CMAQ Factor Multiplier based upon regional air quality 
classification for non-attainment/maintenance counties

Statewide Program; funds designated to urban areas distributed according 
to federal formula

Funds distributed according to federal formula based on 2020 census

60% NHS 
Bridges

* Asset Management Factor-See Description

 Pennsylvania Highway Statistics 
Publication 600 derived from the Highway 

Performance Monitoring System/AMF*

BMS

 Pennsylvania Highway Statistics 
Publication 600 derived from the Highway 

Performance Monitoring System
 Pennsylvania Highway Statistics 

Publication 600 derived from the Highway 
Performance Monitoring System

2023 Pennsylvania Crash Facts & Statistics

 Pennsylvania Highway Statistics 
Publication 600 derived from the Highway 

Performance Monitoring System/AMF

 Pennsylvania Highway Statistics 
Publication 600 derived from the Highway 

Performance Monitoring System and Annual 
Vehicle Registration Report1/3 Vehicle Registrations

Statewide Program-District Targets

Deck Area Non-NHS State and Local Bridges > 20 feet40% STP 
Bridge

Bridge Investment 
Program

Carbon Reduction
1/3 Vehicle Miles Travelled

1/3 Lane Miles
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Appendix 6: Financial Guidance
State Transit Funding 2027-2030

State Transit Funds

Agency
Asset 

Improvement *
Operating 

Assistance # PwD
Senior Citizen 

SRP Total
Airport Corridor Transportation Association 668,100 668,100
Allied Coordinated Transportation Services, Inc. 86,000 385,000 471,000
Amtran 4,377,838        4,377,838
Area Transportation Authority of North Central Pennsylvania 8,043,898        157,000 333,000 8,533,898
Beaver County Transit Authority 5,349,560        700,000 6,049,560
Blair Senior Services, Inc. 40,000 915,000 955,000
Borough of Mount Carmel 449,411 449,411
Borough of Pottstown 1,918,982        1,918,982
Bucks County Transport, Inc. 630,000 1,250,000        1,880,000
Butler Transit Authority 1,449,567        1,449,567
Cambria County Transit Authority 9,485,485        41,000 430,000 9,956,485
Centre Area Transit Authority 11,188,063      225,000 11,413,063
Centre County 119,000 720,000 839,000
Chester County 360,000 1,450,000        1,810,000
City of Hazelton 2,835,157        2,835,157
Clarion County 40,378 546,277 586,655
Community Transit of Delaware County, Inc. 30,000 2,200,000        2,230,000
County of Butler 110,000 330,000 440,000
County of Lackawanna Transportation System 9,508,273        116,000 1,780,000        11,404,273
County of Lebanon Transit Authority 2,880,120        110,000 358,000 3,348,120
Crawford Area Transit Authority 2,193,860        40,000 610,000 2,843,860
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority 1,740,396        225,000 1,067,000        3,032,396
Erie Metropolitan Transit Authority 13,859,898      99,000 900,000 14,858,898
Fayette County 1,967,866        120,000 512,000 2,599,866
Forest County 51,000 380,000 431,000
Greene County 143,782 396,848 540,630
Heritage Community Initiatives 1,366,366        1,366,366
Huntingdon-Bedford-Fulton Area Agency on Aging 155,000 1,039,000        1,194,000
Indiana County Transportation Authority 2,449,773        39,000 400,000 2,888,773
Lehigh and Northampton Transportation Authority 26,208,284      346,000 3,000,000        29,554,284
Luzerne County Transit Authority 8,678,886        55,000 725,000 9,458,886
Lycoming-Clinton County Centers for Community Action 200,000 820,000 1,020,000
Mercer County Regional Council of Governments 1,166,969        153,000 700,000 2,019,969
Mid Mon Valley Transit Authority 4,195,914        4,195,914
Mid-County Transit Authority 791,868 28,000 175,000 994,868
Mifflin-Juniata Area Agency on Aging 69,000 380,000 449,000
Monroe County Transit Authority 2,836,290        430,000 880,000 4,146,290
New Castle Area Transit Authority 6,119,927        6,119,927
Pike County 77,000 340,000 417,000
Port Authority of Allegheny County 139,900,000    291,432,765    550,000 10,200,000      442,082,765
River Valley Transportation Authority 6,237,634        6,237,634
Schuylkill Transportation System 2,243,123        90,000 830,000 3,163,123
Somerset County 63,000 215,000 278,000
South Central Transit Authority 24,374,776      230,000 3,100,000        27,704,776
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 429,610,000    896,079,043    23,500,000      1,349,189,043
Suburban Transit Network, Inc. 320,000 3,180,000        3,500,000
Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority 23,606,809      1,300,000        4,450,000        29,356,809
Susquehanna Wyoming County Transportation 219,000 550,000 769,000
Transportation Authority of Warren County 1,015,682        50,000 400,000 1,465,682
Washington County Transportation Authority 2,134,538        450,000 1,300,000        3,884,538
Wayne County Transportation System 173,000 1,261,000        1,434,000
Westmoreland County Transportation Authority 5,576,106        357,000 1,300,000        7,233,106
Other Unallocated (Urban/Rural) 49,520,000      55,931,022      105,451,022
PennDOT Discretion 32,580,000      32,580,000
Grand Total 651,610,000 1,440,362,249 7,872,160 74,233,125 2,174,077,534
Date prepared: 4/15/2025
* Act 89 allocates Asset Improvement funds in the following way - PennDOT 5%, the remaining 95% is distributed as follows - SEPTA 69.4%, PAAC 22.6% and other systems 
8%.  Allocations in SFY 25-26 and subsequent years are projected based on the Governor's March 2025 projected budget.

# Distribution for all fiscal years is based on FY 2023-24 operating statistics and uses SFY 24-25 allocations. Additional operating funding is projected using estimated revenues. 
The additional funding will be distributed using performance factors from the prior year and is captured on the "Other Unallocated" line, under the Operating Assistance column.  
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Appendix 6: Financial Guidance
State Transit Funding 2027-2030

State Transit Funds

Agency
Asset 

Improvement *
Operating 

Assistance # PwD
Senior Citizen 

SRP Total
Airport Corridor Transportation Association 668,100           668,100
Allied Coordinated Transportation Services, Inc. 86,000             385,000           471,000
Amtran 4,377,838        4,377,838
Area Transportation Authority of North Central Pennsylvania 8,043,898        157,000           333,000           8,533,898
Beaver County Transit Authority 5,349,560        700,000           6,049,560
Blair Senior Services, Inc. 40,000             915,000           955,000
Borough of Mount Carmel 449,411           449,411
Borough of Pottstown 1,918,982        1,918,982
Bucks County Transport, Inc. 630,000           1,250,000        1,880,000
Butler Transit Authority 1,449,567        1,449,567
Cambria County Transit Authority 9,485,485        41,000             430,000           9,956,485
Centre Area Transit Authority 11,188,063      225,000           11,413,063
Centre County 119,000           720,000           839,000
Chester County 360,000           1,450,000        1,810,000
City of Hazelton 2,835,157        2,835,157
Clarion County 40,378             546,277           586,655
Community Transit of Delaware County, Inc. 30,000             2,200,000        2,230,000
County of Butler 110,000           330,000           440,000
County of Lackawanna Transportation System 9,508,273        116,000           1,780,000        11,404,273
County of Lebanon Transit Authority 2,880,120        110,000           358,000           3,348,120
Crawford Area Transit Authority 2,193,860        40,000             610,000           2,843,860
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority 1,740,396        225,000           1,067,000        3,032,396
Erie Metropolitan Transit Authority 13,859,898      99,000             900,000           14,858,898
Fayette County 1,967,866        120,000           512,000           2,599,866
Forest County 51,000             380,000           431,000
Greene County 143,782           396,848           540,630
Heritage Community Initiatives 1,366,366        1,366,366
Huntingdon-Bedford-Fulton Area Agency on Aging 155,000           1,039,000        1,194,000
Indiana County Transportation Authority 2,449,773        39,000             400,000           2,888,773
Lehigh and Northampton Transportation Authority 26,208,284      346,000           3,000,000        29,554,284
Luzerne County Transit Authority 8,678,886        55,000             725,000           9,458,886
Lycoming-Clinton County Centers for Community Action 200,000           820,000           1,020,000
Mercer County Regional Council of Governments 1,166,969        153,000           700,000           2,019,969
Mid Mon Valley Transit Authority 4,195,914        4,195,914
Mid-County Transit Authority 791,868           28,000             175,000           994,868
Mifflin-Juniata Area Agency on Aging 69,000             380,000           449,000
Monroe County Transit Authority 2,836,290        430,000           880,000           4,146,290
New Castle Area Transit Authority 6,119,927        6,119,927
Pike County 77,000             340,000           417,000
Port Authority of Allegheny County 139,900,000    291,432,765    550,000           10,200,000      442,082,765
River Valley Transportation Authority 6,237,634        6,237,634
Schuylkill Transportation System 2,243,123        90,000             830,000           3,163,123
Somerset County 63,000             215,000           278,000
South Central Transit Authority 24,374,776      230,000           3,100,000        27,704,776
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 429,610,000    896,079,043    23,500,000      1,349,189,043
Suburban Transit Network, Inc. 320,000           3,180,000        3,500,000
Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority 23,606,809      1,300,000        4,450,000        29,356,809
Susquehanna Wyoming County Transportation 219,000           550,000           769,000
Transportation Authority of Warren County 1,015,682        50,000             400,000           1,465,682
Washington County Transportation Authority 2,134,538        450,000           1,300,000        3,884,538
Wayne County Transportation System 173,000           1,261,000        1,434,000
Westmoreland County Transportation Authority 5,576,106        357,000           1,300,000        7,233,106
Other Unallocated (Urban/Rural) 49,520,000      84,738,267      134,258,267
PennDOT Discretion 32,580,000      32,580,000
Grand Total 651,610,000 1,469,169,494 7,872,160 74,233,125 2,202,884,779
Date prepared: 4/15/2025
* Act 89 allocates Asset Improvement funds in the following way - PennDOT 5%, the remaining 95% is distributed as follows - SEPTA 69.4%, PAAC 22.6% and other systems 
8%.  Allocations in SFY 25-26 and subsequent years are projected based on the Governor's March 2025 projected budget.

# Distribution for all fiscal years is based on FY 2023-24 operating statistics and uses SFY 24-25 allocations. Additional operating funding is projected using estimated revenues. 
The additional funding will be distributed using performance factors from the prior year and is captured on the "Other Unallocated" line, under the Operating Assistance column.  
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State Transit Funding 2027-2030

State Transit Funds

Agency
Asset 

Improvement *
Operating 

Assistance # PwD
Senior Citizen 

SRP Total
Airport Corridor Transportation Association 668,100 668,100
Allied Coordinated Transportation Services, Inc. 86,000 385,000 471,000
Amtran 4,377,838        4,377,838
Area Transportation Authority of North Central Pennsylvania 8,043,898        157,000 333,000 8,533,898
Beaver County Transit Authority 5,349,560        700,000 6,049,560
Blair Senior Services, Inc. 40,000 915,000 955,000
Borough of Mount Carmel 449,411 449,411
Borough of Pottstown 1,918,982        1,918,982
Bucks County Transport, Inc. 630,000 1,250,000        1,880,000
Butler Transit Authority 1,449,567        1,449,567
Cambria County Transit Authority 9,485,485        41,000 430,000 9,956,485
Centre Area Transit Authority 11,188,063      225,000 11,413,063
Centre County 119,000 720,000 839,000
Chester County 360,000 1,450,000        1,810,000
City of Hazelton 2,835,157        2,835,157
Clarion County 40,378 546,277 586,655
Community Transit of Delaware County, Inc. 30,000 2,200,000        2,230,000
County of Butler 110,000 330,000 440,000
County of Lackawanna Transportation System 9,508,273        116,000 1,780,000        11,404,273
County of Lebanon Transit Authority 2,880,120        110,000 358,000 3,348,120
Crawford Area Transit Authority 2,193,860        40,000 610,000 2,843,860
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority 1,740,396        225,000 1,067,000        3,032,396
Erie Metropolitan Transit Authority 13,859,898      99,000 900,000 14,858,898
Fayette County 1,967,866        120,000 512,000 2,599,866
Forest County 51,000 380,000 431,000
Greene County 143,782 396,848 540,630
Heritage Community Initiatives 1,366,366        1,366,366
Huntingdon-Bedford-Fulton Area Agency on Aging 155,000 1,039,000        1,194,000
Indiana County Transportation Authority 2,449,773        39,000 400,000 2,888,773
Lehigh and Northampton Transportation Authority 26,208,284      346,000 3,000,000        29,554,284
Luzerne County Transit Authority 8,678,886        55,000 725,000 9,458,886
Lycoming-Clinton County Centers for Community Action 200,000 820,000 1,020,000
Mercer County Regional Council of Governments 1,166,969        153,000 700,000 2,019,969
Mid Mon Valley Transit Authority 4,195,914        4,195,914
Mid-County Transit Authority 791,868 28,000 175,000 994,868
Mifflin-Juniata Area Agency on Aging 69,000 380,000 449,000
Monroe County Transit Authority 2,836,290        430,000 880,000 4,146,290
New Castle Area Transit Authority 6,119,927        6,119,927
Pike County 77,000 340,000 417,000
Port Authority of Allegheny County 139,900,000    291,432,765    550,000 10,200,000      442,082,765
River Valley Transportation Authority 6,237,634        6,237,634
Schuylkill Transportation System 2,243,123        90,000 830,000 3,163,123
Somerset County 63,000 215,000 278,000
South Central Transit Authority 24,374,776      230,000 3,100,000        27,704,776
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 429,610,000    896,079,043    23,500,000      1,349,189,043
Suburban Transit Network, Inc. 320,000 3,180,000        3,500,000
Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority 23,606,809      1,300,000        4,450,000        29,356,809
Susquehanna Wyoming County Transportation 219,000 550,000 769,000
Transportation Authority of Warren County 1,015,682        50,000 400,000 1,465,682
Washington County Transportation Authority 2,134,538        450,000 1,300,000        3,884,538
Wayne County Transportation System 173,000 1,261,000        1,434,000
Westmoreland County Transportation Authority 5,576,106        357,000 1,300,000        7,233,106
Other Unallocated (Urban/Rural) 49,520,000      114,121,656    163,641,656
PennDOT Discretion 32,580,000      32,580,000
Grand Total 651,610,000 1,498,552,883 7,872,160 74,233,125 2,232,268,168
Date prepared: 4/15/2025
* Act 89 allocates Asset Improvement funds in the following way - PennDOT 5%, the remaining 95% is distributed as follows - SEPTA 69.4%, PAAC 22.6% and other systems 
8%.  Allocations in SFY 25-26 and subsequent years are projected based on the Governor's March 2025 projected budget.

# Distribution for all fiscal years is based on FY 2023-24 operating statistics and uses SFY 24-25 allocations. Additional operating funding is projected using estimated revenues
The additional funding will be distributed using performance factors from the prior year and is captured on the "Other Unallocated" line, under the Operating Assistance column.  
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Appendix 6: Financial Guidance
State Transit Funding 2027-2030

State Transit Funds

Agency
Asset 

Improvement *
Operating 

Assistance # PwD
Senior Citizen 

SRP Total
Airport Corridor Transportation Association 668,100 668,100
Allied Coordinated Transportation Services, Inc. 86,000 385,000 471,000
Amtran 4,377,838        4,377,838
Area Transportation Authority of North Central Pennsylvania 8,043,898        157,000 333,000 8,533,898
Beaver County Transit Authority 5,349,560        700,000 6,049,560
Blair Senior Services, Inc. 40,000 915,000 955,000
Borough of Mount Carmel 449,411 449,411
Borough of Pottstown 1,918,982        1,918,982
Bucks County Transport, Inc. 630,000 1,250,000        1,880,000
Butler Transit Authority 1,449,567        1,449,567
Cambria County Transit Authority 9,485,485        41,000 430,000 9,956,485
Centre Area Transit Authority 11,188,063      225,000 11,413,063
Centre County 119,000 720,000 839,000
Chester County 360,000 1,450,000        1,810,000
City of Hazelton 2,835,157        2,835,157
Clarion County 40,378 546,277 586,655
Community Transit of Delaware County, Inc. 30,000 2,200,000        2,230,000
County of Butler 110,000 330,000 440,000
County of Lackawanna Transportation System 9,508,273        116,000 1,780,000        11,404,273
County of Lebanon Transit Authority 2,880,120        110,000 358,000 3,348,120
Crawford Area Transit Authority 2,193,860        40,000 610,000 2,843,860
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority 1,740,396        225,000 1,067,000        3,032,396
Erie Metropolitan Transit Authority 13,859,898      99,000 900,000 14,858,898
Fayette County 1,967,866        120,000 512,000 2,599,866
Forest County 51,000 380,000 431,000
Greene County 143,782 396,848 540,630
Heritage Community Initiatives 1,366,366        1,366,366
Huntingdon-Bedford-Fulton Area Agency on Aging 155,000 1,039,000        1,194,000
Indiana County Transportation Authority 2,449,773        39,000 400,000 2,888,773
Lehigh and Northampton Transportation Authority 26,208,284      346,000 3,000,000        29,554,284
Luzerne County Transit Authority 8,678,886        55,000 725,000 9,458,886
Lycoming-Clinton County Centers for Community Action 200,000 820,000 1,020,000
Mercer County Regional Council of Governments 1,166,969        153,000 700,000 2,019,969
Mid Mon Valley Transit Authority 4,195,914        4,195,914
Mid-County Transit Authority 791,868 28,000 175,000 994,868
Mifflin-Juniata Area Agency on Aging 69,000 380,000 449,000
Monroe County Transit Authority 2,836,290        430,000 880,000 4,146,290
New Castle Area Transit Authority 6,119,927        6,119,927
Pike County 77,000 340,000 417,000
Port Authority of Allegheny County 139,900,000    291,432,765    550,000 10,200,000      442,082,765
River Valley Transportation Authority 6,237,634        6,237,634
Schuylkill Transportation System 2,243,123        90,000 830,000 3,163,123
Somerset County 63,000 215,000 278,000
South Central Transit Authority 24,374,776      230,000 3,100,000        27,704,776
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 429,610,000    896,079,043    23,500,000      1,349,189,043
Suburban Transit Network, Inc. 320,000 3,180,000        3,500,000
Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority 23,606,809      1,300,000        4,450,000        29,356,809
Susquehanna Wyoming County Transportation 219,000 550,000 769,000
Transportation Authority of Warren County 1,015,682        50,000 400,000 1,465,682
Washington County Transportation Authority 2,134,538        450,000 1,300,000        3,884,538
Wayne County Transportation System 173,000 1,261,000        1,434,000
Westmoreland County Transportation Authority 5,576,106        357,000 1,300,000        7,233,106
Other Unallocated (Urban/Rural) 49,520,000      144,092,714    193,612,714
PennDOT Discretion 32,580,000      32,580,000
Grand Total 651,610,000 1,528,523,941 7,872,160 74,233,125 2,262,239,226
Date prepared: 4/15/2025
* Act 89 allocates Asset Improvement funds in the following way - PennDOT 5%, the remaining 95% is distributed as follows - SEPTA 69.4%, PAAC 22.6% and other systems 
8%.  Allocations in SFY 25-26 and subsequent years are projected based on the Governor's March 2025 projected budget.

# Distribution for all fiscal years is based on FY 2023-24 operating statistics and uses SFY 24-25 allocations. Additional operating funding is projected using estimated 
revenues. The additional funding will be distributed using performance factors from the prior year and is captured on the "Other Unallocated" line, under the Operating 
Assistance column.  
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State Transit Funding 2027-2030

State Transit Funds

Agency
Asset 

Improvement *
Operating 

Assistance # PwD
Senior Citizen 

SRP Total
Airport Corridor Transportation Association 0 2,672,400 0 0 2,672,400
Allied Coordinated Transportation Services, Inc. 0 0 344,000 1,540,000 1,884,000
Amtran 0 17,511,352 0 0 17,511,352
Area Transportation Authority of North Central Pennsylvania 0 32,175,592 628,000 1,332,000 34,135,592
Beaver County Transit Authority 0 21,398,240 0 2,800,000 24,198,240
Blair Senior Services, Inc. 0 0 160,000 3,660,000 3,820,000
Borough of Mount Carmel 0 1,797,644 0 0 1,797,644
Borough of Pottstown 0 7,675,928 0 0 7,675,928
Bucks County Transport, Inc. 0 0 2,520,000 5,000,000 7,520,000
Butler Transit Authority 0 5,798,268 0 0 5,798,268
Cambria County Transit Authority 0 37,941,940 164,000 1,720,000 39,825,940
Centre Area Transit Authority 0 44,752,252 0 900,000 45,652,252
Centre County 0 0 476,000 2,880,000 3,356,000
Chester County 0 0 1,440,000 5,800,000 7,240,000
City of Hazelton 0 11,340,628 0 0 11,340,628
Clarion County 0 0 161,512 2,185,107 2,346,619
Community Transit of Delaware County, Inc. 0 0 120,000 8,800,000 8,920,000
County of Butler 0 0 440,000 1,320,000 1,760,000
County of Lackawanna Transportation System 0 38,033,092 464,000 7,120,000 45,617,092
County of Lebanon Transit Authority 0 11,520,480 440,000 1,432,000 13,392,480
Crawford Area Transit Authority 0 8,775,440 160,000 2,440,000 11,375,440
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority 0 6,961,584 900,000 4,268,000 12,129,584
Erie Metropolitan Transit Authority 0 55,439,592 396,000 3,600,000 59,435,592
Fayette County 0 7,871,464 480,000 2,048,000 10,399,464
Forest County 0 0 204,000 1,520,000 1,724,000
Greene County 0 0 575,129 1,587,392 2,162,521
Heritage Community Initiatives 0 5,465,464 0 0 5,465,464
Huntingdon-Bedford-Fulton Area Agency on Aging 0 0 620,000 4,156,000 4,776,000
Indiana County Transportation Authority 0 9,799,092 156,000 1,600,000 11,555,092
Lehigh and Northampton Transportation Authority 0 104,833,136 1,384,000 12,000,000 118,217,136
Luzerne County Transit Authority 0 34,715,544 220,000 2,900,000 37,835,544
Lycoming-Clinton County Centers for Community Action 0 0 800,000 3,280,000 4,080,000
Mercer County Regional Council of Governments 0 4,667,876 612,000 2,800,000 8,079,876
Mid Mon Valley Transit Authority 0 16,783,656 0 0 16,783,656
Mid-County Transit Authority 0 3,167,472 112,000 700,000 3,979,472
Mifflin-Juniata Area Agency on Aging 0 0 276,000 1,520,000 1,796,000
Monroe County Transit Authority 0 11,345,160 1,720,000 3,520,000 16,585,160
New Castle Area Transit Authority 0 24,479,708 0 0 24,479,708
Pike County 0 0 308,000 1,360,000 1,668,000
Port Authority of Allegheny County 559,600,000 1,165,731,060 2,200,000 40,800,000 1,768,331,060
River Valley Transportation Authority 0 24,950,536 0 0 24,950,536
Schuylkill Transportation System 0 8,972,492 360,000 3,320,000 12,652,492
Somerset County 0 0 252,000 860,000 1,112,000
South Central Transit Authority 0 97,499,104 920,000 12,400,000 110,819,104
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 1,718,440,000 3,584,316,172 0 94,000,000 5,396,756,172
Suburban Transit Network, Inc. 0 0 1,280,000 12,720,000 14,000,000
Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority 0 94,427,236 5,200,000 17,800,000 117,427,236
Susquehanna Wyoming County Transportation 0 0 876,000 2,200,000 3,076,000
Transportation Authority of Warren County 0 4,062,728 200,000 1,600,000 5,862,728
Washington County Transportation Authority 0 8,538,152 1,800,000 5,200,000 15,538,152
Wayne County Transportation System 0 0 692,000 5,044,000 5,736,000
Westmoreland County Transportation Authority 0 22,304,424 1,428,000 5,200,000 28,932,424
Other Unallocated (Urban/Rural) 198,080,000 398,883,659 0 0 596,963,659
PennDOT Discretion 130,320,000 0 0 0 130,320,000
Grand Total 2,606,440,000 5,936,608,567 31,488,641 296,932,499 8,871,469,707

* Act 89 allocates Asset Improvement funds in the following way - PennDOT 5%, the remaining 95% is distributed as follows - SEPTA 69.4%, PAAC 22.6% and other systems 
8%.  Allocations in SFY 25-26 and subsequent years are projected based on the Governor's March 2025 projected budget.

# Distribution for all fiscal years is based on FY 2023-24 operating statistics and uses SFY 24-25 allocations. Additional operating funding is projected using estimated revenues
The additional funding will be distributed using performance factors from the prior year and is captured on the "Other Unallocated" line, under the Operating Assistance column.  

2027-2030

Date prepared: 4/15/2025
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Appendix 7: Financial Guidance
Federal Transit Funding 2027-2030 ($000)

Federal Transit

Urban Area
Urbanized 
Area (5307 

& 5340) 

5337 (State 
of Good 
Repair)

5310 5311+ Appalachian 
Funds+

5339 (Bus 
and Bus 

Facilities)
Total

Allentown-Bethlehem* 9,600 0 837 0 0 880 11,317
Altoona* 2,556 0 0 0 0 0 2,556
Chambersburg* 904 0 0 0 0 0 904
East Stroudsburg2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erie* 5,393 0 0 0 0 0 5,393
Harrisburg* 9,000 0 697 0 0 620 10,317
Hanover* 1,196 0 0 0 0 0 1,196
Hazleton* 1,249 0 0 0 0 0 1,249
Johnstown* 2,736 13 0 0 0 0 2,748
Lancaster-Manheim* 11,477 0 583 0 0 539 12,599
Lebanon* 1,662 0 0 0 0 0 1,662
Monessen2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia** 136,784 187,395 5,493 0 0 8,562 338,235
Pittsburgh** 43,217 33,760 2,735 0 0 3,199 82,910
Pottstown3 801 0 0 0 0 64 865
Reading* 5,134 0 407 0 0 450 5,990
Scranton* 6,498 0 605 0 0 564 7,667
Sharon1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State College* 5,229 0 0 0 0 0 5,229
Uniontown-Connellsville2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamsport* 4,173 0 0 0 0 0 4,173
York* 4,764 0 358 0 0 425 5,546

Large Urban 2,002 5,336 0 0 0 0 7,338
Small Urban 209 0 2,173 0 0 1,347 3,729

Large or Small Urban 0 18,599 0 0 0 4,000 22,599
Non Urbanized 0 0 4,038 30,081 0 0 34,119
Intercity Bus 0 0 0 5,308 0 0 5,308

Appalachian Counties 0 0 0 0 6,887 0 6,887
TOTALS 254,582 245,103 17,926 35,389 6,887 20,650 580,538

Date prepared: 3/25/2025

3 Pottstown was merged into Philadelphia UZA in 2020 Census. Pottstown receives a Philadelphia suballocation of 5307 and 5339 beginning in FY 2024 apportionments.

+These funds can be used for operating, capital or technical assistance.

FFY 2027

** Systems are not able to use their federal section 5307 funds for operating assistance
* Systems that can use a portion of their federal 5307 funds for operating assistance

U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data taking effect in FY 2024 apportionments.

2 Urban Areas in 2020 Census that fell below the 50,000 population threshold to be eligible for Section 5307. Will not receive Section 5307.

1 Youngstown, OH UZA boundaries changed in 2020 Census. Sharon, PA no longer within boundaries and will not receive Section 5307, 5310, or 5339 suballocations.
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Appendix 7: Financial Guidance
Federal Transit Funding 2027-2030 ($000)

Federal Transit

Urban Area
Urbanized 
Area (5307 

& 5340) 

5337 (State 
of Good 
Repair)

5310 5311+ Appalachian 
Funds+

5339 (Bus 
and Bus 

Facilities)
Total

Allentown-Bethlehem* 9,600 0 837 0 0 880 11,317
Altoona* 2,556 0 0 0 0 0 2,556
Chambersburg* 904 0 0 0 0 0 904
East Stroudsburg2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erie* 5,393 0 0 0 0 0 5,393
Harrisburg* 9,000 0 697 0 0 620 10,317
Hanover* 1,196 0 0 0 0 0 1,196
Hazleton* 1,249 0 0 0 0 0 1,249
Johnstown* 2,736 13 0 0 0 0 2,748
Lancaster-Manheim* 11,477 0 583 0 0 539 12,599
Lebanon* 1,662 0 0 0 0 0 1,662
Monessen2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia** 136,784 187,395 5,493 0 0 8,562 338,235
Pittsburgh** 43,217 33,760 2,735 0 0 3,199 82,910
Pottstown3 801 0 0 0 0 64 865
Reading* 5,134 0 407 0 0 450 5,990
Scranton* 6,498 0 605 0 0 564 7,667
Sharon1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State College* 5,229 0 0 0 0 0 5,229
Uniontown-Connellsville2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamsport* 4,173 0 0 0 0 0 4,173
York* 4,764 0 358 0 0 425 5,546

Large Urban 2,002 5,336 0 0 0 0 7,338
Small Urban 209 0 2,173 0 0 1,347 3,729

Large or Small Urban 0 18,599 0 0 0 4,000 22,599
Non Urbanized 0 0 4,038 30,081 0 0 34,119
Intercity Bus 0 0 0 5,308 0 0 5,308

Appalachian Counties 0 0 0 0 6,887 0 6,887
TOTALS 254,582 245,103 17,926 35,389 6,887 20,650 580,538

Date prepared: 3/25/2025

3 Pottstown was merged into Philadelphia UZA in 2020 Census. Pottstown receives a Philadelphia suballocation of 5307 and 5339 beginning in FY 2024 apportionments.

+These funds can be used for operating, capital or technical assistance.

FFY 2028

** Systems are not able to use their federal section 5307 funds for operating assistance
* Systems that can use a portion of their federal 5307 funds for operating assistance

U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data taking effect in FY 2024 apportionments.

2 Urban Areas in 2020 Census that fell below the 50,000 population threshold to be eligible for Section 5307. Will not receive Section 5307.

1 Youngstown, OH UZA boundaries changed in 2020 Census. Sharon, PA no longer within boundaries and will not receive Section 5307, 5310, or 5339 suballocations.
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Appendix 7: Financial Guidance
Federal Transit Funding 2027-2030 ($000)

Federal Transit

Urban Area
Urbanized 
Area (5307 

& 5340) 

5337 (State 
of Good 
Repair)

5310 5311+ Appalachian 
Funds+

5339 (Bus 
and Bus 

Facilities)
Total

Allentown-Bethlehem* 9,600 0 837 0 0 880 11,317
Altoona* 2,556 0 0 0 0 0 2,556
Chambersburg* 904 0 0 0 0 0 904
East Stroudsburg2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erie* 5,393 0 0 0 0 0 5,393
Harrisburg* 9,000 0 697 0 0 620 10,317
Hanover* 1,196 0 0 0 0 0 1,196
Hazleton* 1,249 0 0 0 0 0 1,249
Johnstown* 2,736 13 0 0 0 0 2,748
Lancaster-Manheim* 11,477 0 583 0 0 539 12,599
Lebanon* 1,662 0 0 0 0 0 1,662
Monessen2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia** 136,784 187,395 5,493 0 0 8,562 338,235
Pittsburgh** 43,217 33,760 2,735 0 0 3,199 82,910
Pottstown3 801 0 0 0 0 64 865
Reading* 5,134 0 407 0 0 450 5,990
Scranton* 6,498 0 605 0 0 564 7,667
Sharon1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State College* 5,229 0 0 0 0 0 5,229
Uniontown-Connellsville2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamsport* 4,173 0 0 0 0 0 4,173
York* 4,764 0 358 0 0 425 5,546

Large Urban 2,002 5,336 0 0 0 0 7,338
Small Urban 209 0 2,173 0 0 1,347 3,729

Large or Small Urban 0 18,599 0 0 0 4,000 22,599
Non Urbanized 0 0 4,038 30,081 0 0 34,119
Intercity Bus 0 0 0 5,308 0 0 5,308

Appalachian Counties 0 0 0 0 6,887 0 6,887
TOTALS 254,582 245,103 17,926 35,389 6,887 20,650 580,538

Date prepared: 3/25/2025

3 Pottstown was merged into Philadelphia UZA in 2020 Census. Pottstown receives a Philadelphia suballocation of 5307 and 5339 beginning in FY 2024 apportionments.

+These funds can be used for operating, capital or technical assistance.

FFY 2029

** Systems are not able to use their federal section 5307 funds for operating assistance
* Systems that can use a portion of their federal 5307 funds for operating assistance

U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data taking effect in FY 2024 apportionments.

2 Urban Areas in 2020 Census that fell below the 50,000 population threshold to be eligible for Section 5307. Will not receive Section 5307.

1 Youngstown, OH UZA boundaries changed in 2020 Census. Sharon, PA no longer within boundaries and will not receive Section 5307, 5310, or 5339 suballocations.
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Appendix 7: Financial Guidance
Federal Transit Funding 2027-2030 ($000)

Federal Transit

Urban Area
Urbanized 
Area (5307 

& 5340) 

5337 (State 
of Good 
Repair)

5310 5311+ Appalachian 
Funds+

5339 (Bus 
and Bus 

Facilities)
Total

Allentown-Bethlehem* 9,600 0 837 0 0 880 11,317
Altoona* 2,556 0 0 0 0 0 2,556
Chambersburg* 904 0 0 0 0 0 904
East Stroudsburg2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erie* 5,393 0 0 0 0 0 5,393
Harrisburg* 9,000 0 697 0 0 620 10,317
Hanover* 1,196 0 0 0 0 0 1,196
Hazleton* 1,249 0 0 0 0 0 1,249
Johnstown* 2,736 13 0 0 0 0 2,748
Lancaster-Manheim* 11,477 0 583 0 0 539 12,599
Lebanon* 1,662 0 0 0 0 0 1,662
Monessen2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia** 136,784 187,395 5,493 0 0 8,562 338,235
Pittsburgh** 43,217 33,760 2,735 0 0 3,199 82,910
Pottstown3 801 0 0 0 0 64 865
Reading* 5,134 0 407 0 0 450 5,990
Scranton* 6,498 0 605 0 0 564 7,667
Sharon1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State College* 5,229 0 0 0 0 0 5,229
Uniontown-Connellsville2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamsport* 4,173 0 0 0 0 0 4,173
York* 4,764 0 358 0 0 425 5,546

Large Urban 2,002 5,336 0 0 0 0 7,338
Small Urban 209 0 2,173 0 0 1,347 3,729

Large or Small Urban 0 18,599 0 0 0 4,000 22,599
Non Urbanized 0 0 4,038 30,081 0 0 34,119
Intercity Bus 0 0 0 5,308 0 0 5,308

Appalachian Counties 0 0 0 0 6,887 0 6,887
TOTALS 254,582 245,103 17,926 35,389 6,887 20,650 580,538

Date prepared: 3/25/2025

3 Pottstown was merged into Philadelphia UZA in 2020 Census. Pottstown receives a Philadelphia suballocation of 5307 and 5339 beginning in FY 2024 apportionments.

FFY 2030

+These funds can be used for operating, capital or technical assistance.
* Systems that can use a portion of their federal 5307 funds for operating assistance
** Systems are not able to use their federal section 5307 funds for operating assistance
U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data taking effect in FY 2024 apportionments.

2 Urban Areas in 2020 Census that fell below the 50,000 population threshold to be eligible for Section 5307. Will not receive Section 5307.

1 Youngstown, OH UZA boundaries changed in 2020 Census. Sharon, PA no longer within boundaries and will not receive Section 5307, 5310, or 5339 suballocations.

45

FINANCIAL GUIDANCE



TIP and LRTP Appendix

98 Reading MPO

Appendix 7: Financial Guidance
Federal Transit Funding 2027-2030 ($000)

Federal Transit

Urban Area
Urbanized 
Area (5307 

& 5340) 

5337 (State 
of Good 
Repair)

5310 5311+ Appalachian 
Funds+

5339 (Bus 
and Bus 

Facilities)
Total

Allentown-Bethlehem* 38,402 0 3,346 0 0 3,520 45,268
Altoona* 10,226 0 0 0 0 0 10,226
Chambersburg* 3,615 0 0 0 0 0 3,615
East Stroudsburg2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Erie* 21,573 0 0 0 0 0 21,573
Harrisburg* 35,999 0 2,788 0 0 2,482 41,268
Hanover* 4,784 0 0 0 0 0 4,784
Hazleton* 4,994 0 0 0 0 0 4,994
Johnstown* 10,943 51 0 0 0 0 10,994
Lancaster-Manheim* 45,908 0 2,333 0 0 2,154 50,396
Lebanon* 6,648 0 0 0 0 0 6,648
Monessen2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia** 547,135 749,582 21,973 0 0 34,249 1,352,939
Pittsburgh** 172,867 135,040 10,939 0 0 12,795 331,641
Pottstown3 3,204 0 0 0 0 257 3,460
Reading* 20,535 0 1,627 0 0 1,800 23,961
Scranton* 25,994 0 2,419 0 0 2,257 30,669
Sharon1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State College* 20,916 0 0 0 0 0 20,916
Uniontown-Connellsville2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Williamsport* 16,691 0 0 0 0 0 16,691
York* 19,055 0 1,432 0 0 1,699 22,186

Large Urban 8,008 21,343 0 0 0 0 29,350
Small Urban 834 0 8,694 0 0 5,389 14,918

Large or Small Urban 0 74,396 0 0 0 16,000 90,396
Non Urbanized 0 0 16,152 120,323 0 0 136,475
Intercity Bus 0 0 0 21,233 0 0 21,233

Appalachian Counties 0 0 0 0 27,549 0 27,549
TOTALS 1,018,330 980,411 71,703 141,557 27,549 82,601 2,322,151

Date prepared: 3/25/2025

3 Pottstown was merged into Philadelphia UZA in 2020 Census. Pottstown receives a Philadelphia suballocation of 5307 and 5339 beginning in FY 2024 apportionments.

Total FFY 2027 - FFY 2030

+These funds can be used for operating, capital or technical assistance.
* Systems that can use a portion of their federal 5307 funds for operating assistance
** Systems are not able to use their federal section 5307 funds for operating assistance
U.S. Census Bureau released the 2020 Census data taking effect in FY 2024 apportionments.

2 Urban Areas in 2020 Census that fell below the 50,000 population threshold to be eligible for Section 5307. Will not receive Section 5307.

1 Youngstown, OH UZA boundaries changed in 2020 Census. Sharon, PA no longer within boundaries and will not receive Section 5307, 5310, or 5339 suballocations.

46

FINANCIAL GUIDANCE



Reading MPO 99

TIP and LRTP Appendix

MPMS Planning Partner District County Project Title Phase Est Let Date 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035-2038 LRTP Total
116177 Interstate 4 Luzerne SR 424 over I-81 CON 7/15/2027 8,262,542 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,262,542
106682 Interstate 4 Lackawanna Scranton Beltway/Turnpike CON 11/1/2029 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 0 0 40,000,000
74979 NEPA 5 Monroe 611/715 Improvements CON 8/12/2027 5,000,000 5,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000
14698 DVRPC 6 Chester US 422: Schuylkill River Brg to W of Keim St. CON 1/14/2027 36,000,000 20,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56,000,000
107553 DVRPC 6 Chester SR 30 & Airport Rd Interchnage Imp CON 12/14/2028 0 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000,000
14581 DVRPC 6 Chester US 1: PA 896 - PA 41 CON 9/14/2028 0 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000,000
107551 DVRPC 6 Chester SR30/SR10 to Business 30 Int. Imp CON 4/15/2029 0 0 20,000,000 20,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000,000
107554 DVRPC 6 Chester US30 & PA 82 Interchange Imp CON 2/14/2030 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 0 0 0 30,000,000
113754 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 South Bridge Replacement CON 6/4/2026 0 0 0 0 50,000,000 57,450,000 50,000,000 61,900,000 218,935,458 438,285,458
93055 Franklin 8 Franklin I-81 New Interchange (Exit 12) CON 12/11/2025 20,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000,000
112550 Interstate 8 York North York Widening #2 (Codorus Creek Bridge) CON 2/12/2026 60,000,000 26,166,650 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 86,166,650
92931 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange CON 10/21/2027 0 32,000,000 32,000,000 30,000,000 32,000,000 30,000,000 14,384,066 0 0 170,384,066
92924 Interstate 8 York I-83, North York Widening CON 3/2/2028 0 33,274,338 15,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 48,274,338
112549 Interstate 8 York North York Widening # (Exit 19) CON 2/14/2030 0 0 0 15,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 31,276,669 126,276,669
114698 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower RR Bridge CON 2/15/2029 0 0 27,000,000 14,995,727 0 0 0 0 0 41,995,727
109618 Lancaster 8 Lancaster US 222 Reconstruction/Widening 1 CON 7/29/2027 10,000,000 10,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000,000
113378 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange B ROW 0 6,600,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,600,000
113378 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange B CON 1/9/2031 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 106,780,000 136,780,000
113380 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange C ROW 0 0 990,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 990,000
113380 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange C CON 9/1/2031 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000,000 20,000,000 102,340,000 142,340,000
113381 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange D ROW 0 0 0 0 0 550,000 0 0 0 550,000
113381 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 Eisenhower Interchange D CON 1/12/2034 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 260,880,000 260,880,000
9811 SPC 10 Indiana Bridge to Nowhere EB/WB PM CON 9/16/2027 8,000,000 8,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16,000,000

99874 Interstate 11 Allegheny Squirrel Hill Interchange CON 4/26/2029 0 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 0 0 0 60,000,000
100701 SPC 11 Allegheny McKees Rocks Bridge Phase 3 CON 3/15/2030 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 21,000,000 31,000,000
109270 Interstate 11 Allegheny Fort Duquesne Bridge Rehab & Preservation CON 4/15/2031 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 30,000,000 60,000,000

TBD STWD Items 99 Central Office Truck Parking Reserve CON 1,000,000 1,000,000 3,000,000 4,000,000 4,000,000 4,000,000 4,000,000 4,000,000 16,000,000 41,000,000
102466 STWD Items 99 Central Office Reserve Line Item CON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2027 Program - Spike Projects (NHPP) 

DRAFT
10/30/2025
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MPMS Planning Partner District County Project Title Phase Est Let Date 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035-2038 LRTP Total

116060 NEPA 4 Pike Carlton Road over Taylor Creek CON 6/10/2027 211,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 211,000
116059 NEPA 4 Pike Shohola Falls Road over Balliard Creek CON 10/1/2026 728,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 728,000
61972 Reading 5 Berks US 222 Widening CON 7/30/2026 11,717,324 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,717,324

114439 Reading 5 Berks West Shore Bypass - Phase 1 CON 7/13/2028 0 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 30,000,000 35,000,000 35,000,000 45,238,924 0 245,238,924
110457 NEPA 5 Monroe PA 33 Median Barrier SR 2002 to SR 2008 CON 9/17/2026 10,000,000 3,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,200,000
103528 DVRPC 6 Delaware Mattson Road over W Br Chester Creek CON 6/8/2028 0 0 1,315,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,315,000
113754 Interstate 8 Dauphin I-83 South Bridge Replacement CON 6/4/2026 0 0 0 0 6,587,000 6,587,000 6,587,000 6,587,000 26,348,000 0 52,696,000
79020 Lancaster 8 Lancaster Veteran's Mem Br-Susq River CON 11/5/2026 10,000,000 10,000,000 5,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25,000,000

100701 SPC 11 Allegheny McKees Rocks Bridge Phase 3 CON 3/15/2030 0 0 0 15,000,000 12,000,000 7,000,000 0 0 0 0 34,000,000
119183 SPC 11 Allegheny Route 8 at Wildwood CON 9/16/2027 0 4,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,500,000
119428 SPC 12 Washington D12 I-70 ITS Eastern and Western GAP CON 1/27/2028 0 1,146,224 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,146,224
102620 STWD Items 99 Central Office STP Reserve CON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
114552 STWD Items 99 Central Office Historic Truss Bridge Preservation CON 1,400,000 1,400,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 8,000,000 0 22,800,000

2027 Program - Spike Projects (STP)

DRAFT
10/30/2025
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MPMS Planning Partner District County Project Title Phase Est Let Date Actual Let Date Approp 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035-2038 LRTP Total

3763 SEDA-COG 2 Clinton T-537 over Fishing Creek Bridge CON 6/18/2026 581 316,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 316,000
4383 North Central 2 McKean T-437 Oswayo Creek CON 12/16/2027 581 0 405,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 405,000
3608 North Central 2 Clearfield T-206 Anderson Creek UTL 581 20,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000
3608 North Central 2 Clearfield T-206 Anderson Creek CON 7/15/2027 581 372,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 372,000
95990 North Central 2 Clearfield T-566 over Clearfield Crk PE 581 80,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 80,000
95990 North Central 2 Clearfield T-566 over Clearfield Crk ROW 581 40,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40,000
95990 North Central 2 Clearfield T-566 over Clearfield Crk CON 2/17/2028 581 0 720,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 720,000
110175 SEDA-COG 2 Mifflin T-422 over Kish Creek ROW 581 20,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000
110175 SEDA-COG 2 Mifflin T-422 over Kish Creek CON 2/17/2028 581 0 715,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 715,000
112784 Centre 2 Centre State College Area Connector FD 581 20,000,000 5,000,000 20,000,000 5,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000,000
112784 Centre 2 Centre State College Area Connector ROW 581 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 45,000,000
112784 Centre 2 Centre State College Area Connector UTL 581 0 200,000 1,800,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000,000
112784 Centre 2 Centre State College Area Connector CON 1/24/2030 581 0 0 0 0 20,000,000 35,000,000 35,000,000 35,000,000 130,000,000 645,000,000 900,000,000
7588 SEDA-COG 3 Snyder Cent. Susq. Val. Sty FD 581 440,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 440,000
76402 SEDA-COG 3 Snyder CSVT Structures South Section CON 9/14/2023 9/14/2023 581 10,000,000 8,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18,100,000
76403 SEDA-COG 3 Snyder CSVT SS Paving-Southern Section Con #3 CON 9/25/2025 581 17,000,000 18,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 33,000,000 33,806,190 26,393,810 0 0 178,200,000
102810 SEDA-COG 3 Northumberland CSVT to SR 11 FD 581 414,691 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 414,691
102810 SEDA-COG 3 Northumberland CSVT to SR 11 CON 12/9/2027 581 0 6,000,000 6,000,000 6,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 18,500,000
102811 SEDA-COG 3 Snyder CSVT ITS Phase 1 CON 7/23/2026 581 6,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,500,000
123084 SEDA-COG 3 Snyder CSVT ITS Phase 2 CON 1/1/2028 581 0 4,000,000 4,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,200,000
96423 Lehigh Valley 5 Northhampton Pave PA 33 I-78 to US 22 CON 4/1/2027 581 8,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,000,000
114439 Reading 5 Berks West Shore Bypass - Phase 1 CON 7/15/2027 581 0 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 16,309,731 0 0 0 0 61,309,731
58137 Adams 8 Adams Eisenhower Drive Extension CON 3/11/2027 581 6,000,000 6,000,000 8,000,000 10,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000,000
112549 Interstate 8 York North York Widening #1 (Exit 19) ROW 581 9,457,406 10,060,156 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19,517,562
112549 Interstate 8 York North York Widening #1 (Exit 19) CON 2/14/2030 581 0 0 0 16,000,000 18,000,000 18,000,000 24,523,974 11,000,000 0 87,523,974
112549 Interstate 8 York North York Widening #1 (Exit 19) UTL 581 6,453,297 7,346,703 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,800,000
113378 Interstate 8 Dauphin Eisenhower Interchange B FD 581 6,000,000 6,000,000 5,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 17,500,000
113380 Interstate 8 Dauphin Eisenhower Interchange C FD 581 5,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,500,000
113380 Interstate 8 Dauphin Eisenhower Interchange C CON 9/1/2031 581 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000,000 20,000,000 140,000,000 180,000,000
113381 Interstate 8 Dauphin Eisenhower Interchange D FD 581 0 0 0 12,000,000 12,000,000 11,100,000 0 0 0 35,100,000
113381 Interstate 8 Dauphin Eisenhower Interchange D CON 1/12/2034 581 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35,000,000 204,595,207 239,595,207
99874 Interstate 11 Allegheny Squirrel Hill Interchange FD 581 3,000,000 2,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,000,000
99874 Interstate 11 Allegheny Squirrel Hill Interchange UTL 581 0 0 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000,000
91796 SPC 11 Allegheny Streets Run Road CON 3/7/2030 581 0 0 0 8,000,000 8,000,000 6,000,000 0 0 0 22,000,000
100956 SPC 11 Allegheny West End Bridge UTL 581 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000,000
100956 SPC 11 Allegheny West End Bridge ROW 581 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000,000
100956 SPC 11 Allegheny West End Bridge CON 4/13/2028 581 0 7,000,000 16,000,000 20,000,000 18,000,000 19,000,000 20,000,000 0 0 100,000,000
84337 STWD Items 99 Central Office State (15%) Reserve CON 581 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
106136 STWD Items 99 Central Office P3 RBR Payments CON 1/30/2018 1/30/2018 581 15,736,000 15,809,000 15,817,000 15,892,000 15,947,000 16,025,000 16,038,000 16,119,000 66,105,000 152,925,000 346,413,000
106136 STWD Items 99 Central Office P3 RBR Payments CON 1/30/2018 1/30/2018 185 15,736,000 15,809,000 15,817,000 15,892,000 15,947,000 16,025,000 16,038,000 16,119,000 66,105,000 152,925,000 346,413,000

2027 Program - Spike Projects (State)
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2027-2030 Federal and State Transit Funding by Region

($000)

Federal 
Transit

State 
Transit Total Federal 

Transit
State 

Transit Total Federal 
Transit

State 
Transit Total Federal 

Transit
State 

Transit Total Federal 
Transit

State 
Transit Total

DVRPC 339,100 1,360,528 1,699,628 339,100 1,360,528 1,699,628 339,100 1,360,528 1,699,628 339,100 1,360,528 1,699,628 1,356,399 5,442,112 6,798,511
SPC 82,910 480,985 563,895 82,910 480,985 563,895 82,910 480,985 563,895 82,910 480,985 563,895 331,641 1,923,940 2,255,581
Harrisburg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scranton/WB 8,916 23,698 32,614 8,916 23,698 32,614 8,916 23,698 32,614 8,916 23,698 32,614 35,663 94,793 130,457
Lehigh Valley 11,317 29,554 40,871 11,317 29,554 40,871 11,317 29,554 40,871 11,317 29,554 40,871 45,268 118,217 163,485
NEPA 0 7,726 7,726 0 7,726 7,726 0 7,726 7,726 0 7,726 7,726 0 30,906 30,906
SEDA-COG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Altoona 2,556 5,333 7,889 2,556 5,333 7,889 2,556 5,333 7,889 2,556 5,333 7,889 10,226 21,331 31,557
Johnstown 2,748 9,956 12,705 2,748 9,956 12,705 2,748 9,956 12,705 2,748 9,956 12,705 10,994 39,826 50,820
Centre County 5,229 12,252 17,481 5,229 12,252 17,481 5,229 12,252 17,481 5,229 12,252 17,481 20,916 49,008 69,925
Williamsport 4,173 7,258 11,430 4,173 7,258 11,430 4,173 7,258 11,430 4,173 7,258 11,430 16,691 29,031 45,721
Erie 5,393 14,859 20,252 5,393 14,859 20,252 5,393 14,859 20,252 5,393 14,859 20,252 21,573 59,436 81,009
Lancaster 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
York 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reading 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lebanon 1,662 3,348 5,010 1,662 3,348 5,010 1,662 3,348 5,010 1,662 3,348 5,010 6,648 13,392 20,040
Mercer 0 2,020 2,020 0 2,020 2,020 0 2,020 2,020 0 2,020 2,020 0 8,080 8,080
Adams 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Franklin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Urban 464,005 1,957,518 2,421,523 464,005 1,957,518 2,421,523 464,005 1,957,518 2,421,523 464,005 1,957,518 2,421,523 1,856,019 7,830,072 9,686,091
Northwest 0 5,327 5,327 0 5,327 5,327 0 5,327 5,327 0 5,327 5,327 0 21,309 21,309
N. Central 0 8,534 8,534 0 8,534 8,534 0 8,534 8,534 0 8,534 8,534 0 34,136 34,136
N. Tier 0 3,801 3,801 0 3,801 3,801 0 3,801 3,801 0 3,801 3,801 0 15,206 15,206
S. Alleghenies 0 1,472 1,472 0 1,472 1,472 0 1,472 1,472 0 1,472 1,472 0 5,888 5,888
Wayne County 0 1,434 1,434 0 1,434 1,434 0 1,434 1,434 0 1,434 1,434 0 5,736 5,736
Total Rural 0 20,568 20,568 0 20,568 20,568 0 20,568 20,568 0 20,568 20,568 0 82,274 82,274
Unallocated 79,980 138,031 218,011 79,980 166,838 246,819 79,980 196,222 276,202 79,980 226,193 306,173 319,922 727,284 1,047,205
Multiple -- SCTA* 18,589 27,705 46,294 18,589 27,705 46,294 18,589 27,705 46,294 18,589 27,705 46,294 74,357 110,819 185,176
Multiple -- SRTA* 17,963 30,255 48,219 17,963 30,255 48,219 17,963 30,255 48,219 17,963 30,255 48,219 71,853 121,021 192,874
Grand Total 580,538 2,174,078 2,754,615 580,538 2,202,885 2,783,422 580,538 2,232,268 2,812,806 580,538 2,262,239 2,842,777 2,322,151 8,871,470 11,193,621

* Operating assistance for Susquehanna Regional Transportation Authority is shared amongst Adams, SEDA-COG, Harrisburg, Franklin and York MPOs
* Operating Assistance for South Central Transit is shared by the Lancaster and Reading MPOs

TOTAL

* Section 5311 Federal Funding is discretionary and based on annual approval of budget deficits up to total amount appropriated for Pennsylvania.

2030
Region

2027 2028 2029

47
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READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY  
ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 

March, 2026

Transportation Planning Process

The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for Berks County is the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS).  It was 
created in 1964 through a legal agreement between the City of Reading, Berks County and the Pennsylvania Department 
of Highways (now the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation).  The study was founded in response to the Federal-
Aid Highway Act of 1962 that stated, in part, that any urban area with a population of more than fifty thousand people 
must maintain a continuing, comprehensive and cooperative (“3C”) transportation planning process consistent with 
the comprehensively planned development of the urbanized area in order to be eligible to receive Federal funding for 
transportation projects.  RATS satisfies this planning requirement and assures Berks County the continued eligibility to 
receive state and federal funding for highway and transit system capital improvements and operations.

As originally configured, an area was delineated as the Reading urban area in accordance with the U.S. Bureau of Census 
boundaries for the Reading urbanized area and the identified area became the subject of continuous transportation 
planning which has proceeded from 1964 to present.  In 1992, in response to both the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 and the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, the study area was expanded to cover all 
of Berks County.  This encompasses 72 municipalities within an area of 864 square miles and has a 2020 Census population 
of 428,849.  The Reading urbanized area 2020 population was 276,278. On July 8, 2002, the Reading MPO was officially 
designated as a Transportation Management Area (TMA).  This special designation applies to MPOs with an urbanized area 
of greater than 200,000.  Additional planning regulations apply to these areas.

RATS is composed of two committees – the Coordinating Committee and the Technical Committee.   The Technical 
Committee reviews items brought before the group and recommends actions to the Coordinating Committee.   The 
Coordinating Committee is the policy body that formally adopts items reviewed by the Technical Committee.  The role 
of the MPO is to promote transportation plans, programs, projects and policies that are consistent with current federal 
transportation planning legislation and the Clean Air Act.  The “Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA)”, also known 
as the “Bipartisan Infrastructure Law” is the current planning legislation.  The transportation planning staff of the Berks 
County Planning Commission serves as the administrative and technical staff to RATS.

RATS recognizes the interconnection between transportation and land use issues.  The Berks County Planning Commission 
works closely with local governments throughout Berks County on land use planning issues. However, under Pennsylvania 
law, implementation of land use policies is the responsibility of local governments.  As such, RATS has no authority over 
local land use planning or zoning.

Coordinating Committee

The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) Coordinating Committee is the designated MPO for Berks County.  The 
Committee is composed of the following ten members:

Member	 Organization Represented

Mr. Chris Kufro (Chairman)	 PENNDOT – District 5-0
Mr. Ray Green	 PENNDOT – Central Office
Mr. Michael Rivera	 Berks County Commissioners*
Mr. Thomas McKeon	 Berks County Planning Commission 
Ms. Donna Reed	 City of Reading
Mr. Brian Hoffa (Sinking Spring Boro.)	 Berks County Boroughs*
Ms. Lisha Rowe (Cumru Twp.)	 Berks County 1st Class Townships*
Mr. Arthur “Ray” Lambert (U. Bern Twp.)	 Berks County 2nd Class Townships*
Mr. Greg Downing	 South Central Transit Authority
Mr. Dante Santoni	 Reading Regional Airport Authority

* Appointed by Board of County Commissioners
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The Chairman of the Committee is elected annually and votes only in the event of a tie.  The staff of the Berks County 
Planning Commission serves as the staff and Secretary to the Coordinating Committee and performs transportation 
planning activities as defined through annual work programs developed in coordination with Federal, state, and local 
priorities.

Technical Committee

A Technical Committee assists the Coordinating Committee in its activities.  This committee is responsible for providing 
a technical review of data, plans, and programs at the direction of the Coordinating Committee and for forwarding 
recommendations for actions by the Coordinating Committee.  The Technical Committee is composed of the following 
eight members:

Member	 Organization Represented
Mr. Scott Vottero (Chairman)	 PENNDOT – District 5-0
Ms. Nyomi Nonnemaker	 PENNDOT – Central Office
Mr. Alan Piper	 Berks County Planning Commission 
Mr. Michael Golembiewski	 Berks County Planning Commission
Mr. Donald Edwards	 City of Reading 
Mr. Kyle Zeiber	 City of Reading
Mr. Keith Boatman	 South Central Transit Authority
Mr. Zackary Tempesco	 Reading Regional Airport Authority

The Long Range Transportation Plan for Berks County
To be considered for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program, projects must first be included in an approved 
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  The LRTP discusses socioeconomic trends affecting travel, the current state of 
the county transportation network and characterizes transportation needs and multimodal transportation strategies to 
address these needs.  The plan must be reviewed and updated every four years.  A new plan will need to be developed and 
adopted by 2030.  The RATS LRTP must be consistent with federal guidelines and the Pennsylvania statewide LRTP.  

This plan uses performance-based and data-driven planning to support more effective and structured project selection and 
programming decisions.  The plan outlines the region's long-range transportation vision and identifies the projects that are 
necessary through the year 2050 in order to attain that vision.  Most importantly, federal funding cannot be allocated to 
transportation projects unless they are included within this plan.  The projects must be fiscally constrained, meaning that 
RATS cannot plan to spend more money than it reasonably expects to receive.

The primary focus of this plan is not only maintaining the existing infrastructure, but also making proactive investments to 
make it safer and work better for Berks County residents - with emphasis on making better use of existing transportation 
facilities, while seeking to improve safety and reduce traffic congestion, energy consumption, and motor vehicle emissions.  
Due to its size and topography, Berks County has significant transportation assets – over 3,300 miles of roads, nearly 
1,000 bridges, sidewalks and trails, hundreds of miles of rail track, fleets of buses and two airports.  Parts of the County 
transportation network are nearing or have already reached the end of its designed life span and have deteriorated over 
time.  The amount of financial resources available to preserve every bridge and road is small in comparison to need.  This 
plan leverages expected revenues to best address the needs of maintaining the transportation system through proper 
asset management and the implementation of low-cost operational improvements where feasible.

RATS has considered all locally available modes of transportation in compiling this plan, including the existing and future 
highway system, railroads, air travel, public transit, bicycle and pedestrian travel, and methods for improving intermodal 
connections for freight.  Elements of the plan include an inventory of the County’s transportation system and a discussion 
of current and future problems that will need to be addressed.  The plan has five fundamental goals:

Safety: Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.

Maintenance: Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services within fiscal constraints.

Economic Development: Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities.

RATS ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE
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Improved Connections and Choices: Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.

Environmental Sustainability: Enhance County transportation system to address environmental impacts.

Clean Air Act Amendments

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) mandate improvements in the nation’s air quality.  The CAAA directs the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to implement regulations that will provide for reductions in pollutant emissions.  
An air quality analysis is performed on the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) to determine the impact of major transportation system improvements on vehicle emissions. The Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that the implementation of 
projects in the TIP and the LRTP do not result in mobile source emissions greater than the current emission budget assigned 
for Berks County in the State Implementation Plan (SIP).

The EPA published the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS on March 27, 2008, (73 FR 16436), with an effective date of May 27, 
2008.  EPA revised the ozone NAAQS by strengthening the standard to 0.075 ppm.  Thus, an area is in nonattainment of the 
2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS if the 3-year average of the individual fourth highest air quality monitor readings, averaged over 
8 hours throughout the day, exceeds the NAAQS of 0.075 ppm.  Berks County was designated as a marginal nonattainment 
area under the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS, effective July 20, 2012 (77 FR 30088).

In October 2015, based on its review of the air quality criteria for ozone and related photochemical oxidants, the EPA revised 
the primary and secondary NAAQS for ozone to provide requisite protection of public health and welfare, respectively (80 
FR 65292). The EPA revised the levels of both standards to 0.070 ppm, and retained their indicators, forms (fourth-highest 
daily maximum, averaged across three consecutive years) and averaging times (eight hours).  Under the Clean Air Act, the 
EPA administrator is required to make all attainment designations within two years after a final rule revising the NAAQS is 
published. However, the deadline for EPA to issue designations for the 2015 NAAQS for ozone passed on October 1, 2017. 
Once designations are final, transportation conformity would be required within 12 months for any areas designated 
nonattainment under the standard.

The EPA published the 2012 annual PM2.5 NAAQS on January 15, 2013, (78 FR 3086), with an effective date of March 18, 
2013.  The EPA revised the annual PM2.5 NAAQS by strengthening the standard from 15 µg/m3 to 12 µg/m3.  An area is in 
nonattainment of this standard if the 3-year average of the annual mean PM2.5 concentrations for designated monitoring 
sites in an area is greater than 12.0 µg/m3.  On December 18, 2014, EPA issued final designations for the standard that were 
revised on April 7, 2015 (80 FR 18535).  Berks County is designated in attainment of the standard. 

AGENCY ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating Committee, as the MPO, has the lead responsibility to ensure that 
the transportation planning process is being carried out in accordance with federal and state regulations.  Members of 
the Coordinating Committee are expected to represent the concerns of the respective group that they represent.  Several 
other agencies also play key roles in the transportation planning process, as discussed below.

PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (PENNDOT)

The MPO works cooperatively with PENNDOT in carrying out all of its transportation planning and air quality planning 
activities.   PENNDOT representatives serve on the Coordinating Committee.   PENNDOT is also responsible for other 
activities that affect the metropolitan planning process.  They are charged with the development of a statewide long range 
plan, which will reflect the Long Range Transportation Plan developed by the Coordinating Committee.  They also develop 
a Statewide Transportation Improvement Program that must include the appropriate sections of the TIP developed by the 
MPO for Berks County.  As such, PENNDOT participates actively in the development of the local TIP.

The State has the lead responsibility in developing asset management strategies for highways and bridges (including the 
Interstate system) – providing meaningful, timely and accurate bridge, pavement and roadway management, design, 
standards, strategies, inventory and conditions. The State is also responsible for the development of a Highway Safety 
Improvement Program to identify and address high crash locations.  These systems help identify transportation needs.  
PENNDOT also serves as the primary intermediary between the MPO and federal transportation agencies (Federal Highway 
Administration, Federal Transit Administration, and Federal Aviation Administration).
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BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

The Berks County Planning Commission (BCPC) provides the staff to the Coordinating Committee.  The BCPC is responsible 
for the development of the County’s Comprehensive Plan, its long range guide to land use.  The BCPC staff is responsible 
for the maintenance and operation of the County’s transportation demand model and, since 1998, the performance of air 
quality conformity analyses using this model.  

The BCPC is represented on the Coordinating Committee.

SOUTH CENTRAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY

The South Central Transit Authority (SCTA) is the only provider of public transportation in Berks County providing these 
services as BARTA. It is responsible for both its capital and service needs within its service area.  They are the principal 
source of identifying transit projects for inclusion in the transit portion of the Transportation Improvement Program and 
Long Range Transportation Plan.  They also carry out many of the transit planning activities.

SCTA is represented on the Coordinating Committee.

PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection has overall responsibility for compliance with the Clean Air Act, 
including development and adoption of air quality plans known as State Implementation Plans.  This agency relies on the 
MPO as the lead planning agency for highway-related control measures for air quality in the metropolitan area.  The MPO 
also provides transportation data used in emissions inventories and identifies and analyzes potential air quality strategies.  
The DEP must approve the Air Quality Conformity Analysis prepared in conjunction with both the region’s Transportation 
Improvement Program and the Long Range Transportation Plan.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION (FHWA) and
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA)

The Federal Highway and Transit Administrations have the ultimate jurisdiction in determining compliance with the Federal 
regulations and in distribution of funding to either PENNDOT or eligible recipients of transit funds. Non-compliance with the 
regulations can result in the loss of funding.  The Federal Highway and Transit Administrations are not directly represented 
on the Coordinating Committee as voting members but do serve in an ex-officio capacity.
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107Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

READING METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION TITLE VI NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

The Reading Metropolitan Planning Organization (Reading MPO) hereby gives notice that it is the policy of 
the Reading MPO to assure full compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration 
Act of 1987, E.O. 12898, and related statutes and regulations in all programs and activities. Title VI requires 
that no person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin be excluded from the 
participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or 
activity administered by the Reading MPO.

Any person who believes they have been aggrieved by a discriminatory practice under Title VI has a right 
to file a formal complaint with the Reading MPO. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with the Reading 
MPO’s Title VI Coordinator within one hundred eighty (180) days following the date of the alleged discriminatory 
occurrence. A Title VI Discrimination Complaint Form can be obtained from the Reading MPO by:

	 Dialing 610-478-6300
	 Online by clicking here
	 In Person at the Berks County Planning Commission, 400 E WYOMISSING AVE., MOHNTON, 
PA  19540

	 Language assistance is available by calling 610-478-6300 
	 Overall responsibility for this policy is assigned to:

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY C/O BERKS COUNTY PLANNING 
COMMISSION
TITLE VI COMPLIANCE OFFICER
400 E. WYOMISSING AVE, STE D
MOHNTON PA  19540
PHONE: 610-478-6300
EMAIL: planning@berkspa.gov

The person named above is appointed as the Title VI Compliance Officer and is responsible for the 
implementation of the MPO’s Title VI Program.  Individuals with questions or requiring additional information relating 
to this policy or the implementation of the MPO’s Title VI Program should contact the Title VI Compliance Officer.

RATS TITLE VI POLICY
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ORGANIZACIÓN DE PLANIFICACIÓN METROPOLITANA DE READING AVISO AL PÚBLICO DEL TÍTULO VI

La Organización de Planificación Metropolitana de Reading (Reading MPO) notifica por la presente que 
es política de Reading MPO asegurar el pleno cumplimiento del Título VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964, 
la Ley de Restauración de Derechos Civiles de 1987, E.O. 12898, y estatutos y reglamentos relacionados en todos 
los programas y actividades. El Título VI requiere que ninguna persona en los Estados Unidos sea excluida de 
la participación, se le nieguen los beneficios o sea objeto de discriminación por motivos de raza, color u origen 
nacional en ningún programa o actividad administrada por la Reading MPO.

Cualquier persona que crea que ha sido agraviada por una práctica discriminatoria en virtud del Título VI 
tiene derecho a presentar una queja formal ante la Reading MPO. Cualquier queja de este tipo debe presentarse 
por escrito ante el Coordinador del Título VI de la Reading MPO dentro de los ciento ochenta
(180) días posteriores a la fecha del supuesto hecho discriminatorio. Puede obtener un Formulario de queja por 
discriminación del Título VI en Reading MPO:

	 Llamando al 610-478-6300
	 En línea, haciendo clic aquí
	 Personalmente, en la Comisión de planificación del condado de Berks, 400 E WYOMISSING 
AVE, MOHNTON PA  19540

	 Hay asistencia lingüística disponible llamando al 610-478-6300

La responsabilidad general de llevar adelante a esta política está asignada a: ESTUDIO DE TRANSPORTE 

EN EL ÁREA DE READING
A TRAVÉS DE LA COMISIÓN DE PLANIFICACIÓN DEL CONDADO DE BERKS, TITLE VI COMPLIANCE OFFICER
400 E WYOMISSING AVE STE D
MOHNTON PA  19540
TELÉFONO: 610-478-6300
CORREO ELECTRÓNICO: planning@berkspa.gov

La persona mencionada anteriormente es nombrada Oficial de Cumplimiento del Título VI y es responsable de la 
implementación del Programa del Título VI de la MPO. Las personas que tengan preguntas o requieran información 
adicional relacionada con esta política o la implementación del Programa del Título VI de la MPO deben 
comunicarse con el Oficial de Cumplimiento del Título VI.

RATS TITLE VI POLICY
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TO: Berks County Planning Commission 
FROM: Amanda Timochenko, Transportation Planner II 
 
RE: Reading Area Transportation Study LRTP Steering Committee Nomination 
 
DATE: July 10, 2024 

 
The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) is the federally designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Berks County.  RATS facilitates the regionally, performance-based planning 
process that serves as the basis for spending state and federal transportation funds for improvements 
to streets, highways, bridges, public transit, bicycle and pedestrian networks allocated to Berks County.  
Federal and state regulations guide the transportation planning process which ensures a series of 
interrelated plans and programs are developed that align with federal and state objectives.  As part of 
the transportation planning process, MPOs are required to establish Long Range Transportation Plans 
(LRTP) that guide transportation and land use decisions over a minimum 20-year horizon.   
 
The Reading MPO FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan update began in October 2023.  
To initiate the update process, state regulations required that a 30-month kickoff meeting be held with 
PennDOT Central, PennDOT District 5-0, FHWA, FTA, and other transit agencies as necessary to 
review the methodology, work tasks, and schedule for the LRTP update process.  This meeting was 
held on October 12, 2023, with MPO staff, District 5-0 staff, PennDOT Central staff, FHWA, and SCTA 
in attendance.   
 
Federal regulations require that MPOs work cooperatively, continuously, and comprehensively with 
state and public transportation operators in the development of LRTPs.  State regulations further the 
federal regulations by requiring that MPOs establish a Steering Committee.  The Steering Committee 
should be comprised of representatives from the RATS Coordinating Committee Board, Berks County 
Planning Commission Board, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), PennDOT Program Center, PennDOT District, South Central Transit Authority, 
and other stakeholders with interests in the transportation planning process such as passenger rail 
authorities, airport authorities, freight/logistics representatives, active transportation representatives, 
and public service agencies. 
 
The Steering Committee will provide regular input and feedback on the LRTP development process 
and will review/comment on draft work tasks.  In addition, the Steering Committee will provide input 
and feedback on goals, objectives, and policies for the next 20 years covered by the plan.   
 
The next step in the Reading MPO FFY 2027-2050 LRTP development process is to establish the 
LRTP Steering Committee.  The first LRTP Steering Committee meeting is anticipated to be held in 
August 2024.  Invitations to participate on the Steering Committee will be sent out July 22, 2024, with 
a Doodle Poll link included to establish the best meeting date and time for the majority of participants.  
The meetings will be held virtually using Microsoft Teams during office hours between 8AM and 5PM.  
The commitment to this task would be limited to seven or eight meetings scheduled over 
approximately an 18-month period that would conclude upon LRTP adoption by the RATS 

MEMORANDUM 
(610) 478-6300 
FAX: (610) 478-6316 

Berks County Planning Commission 
Berks County Services Center 

633 Court Street, 14th Floor 
Reading, PA  19601-4309 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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Coordinating Committee in May 2026.   
 
Action 
 
The Berks County Planning Commission transportation planning staff serves as staff to the Reading 
MPO.  As such, MPO staff is requesting that the Berks County Planning Commission members 
nominate a Board member to participate on the RATS LRTP Steering Committee. 
 
 

www.countyofberks.com/planning 
 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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Reading Area Transportation Study                                                                                    
(610) 478-6300 c/o Berks County Planning Commission                                                                                            
FAX:  (610) 478-6316 Berks County Services Center 
 633 Court Street, 14th Floor 
 Reading, PA 19601-4309 
 
To: Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating Committee 
From: Amanda Timochenko, Transportation Planner II 
Re: FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan Steering Committee Nomination 
Date: July 18, 2024 

 
The Reading MPO FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan update began in October 2023.  
To initiate the update process, state regulations required that a 30-month kickoff meeting be held 
with PennDOT Central, PennDOT District 5-0, FHWA, FTA, and other transit agencies as necessary 
to review the methodology, work tasks, and schedule for the LRTP update process.  This meeting 
was held on October 12, 2023, with MPO staff, District 5-0 staff, PennDOT Central staff, FHWA, 
and SCTA in attendance.   
 
Federal regulations require that MPOs work cooperatively, continuously, and comprehensively 
with state and public transportation operators in the development of LRTPs.  State regulations 
further the federal regulations by requiring that MPOs establish a Steering Committee.  The 
Steering Committee should be comprised of representatives from the RATS Coordinating 
Committee Board, Berks County Planning Commission Board, Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), PennDOT Program Center, PennDOT District, South 
Central Transit Authority, and other stakeholders with interests in the transportation planning 
process such as passenger rail authorities, airport authorities, freight/logistics representatives, 
active transportation representatives, and public service agencies. 
 
The Steering Committee will provide regular input and feedback on the LRTP development 
process and will review/comment on draft work tasks.  In addition, the Steering Committee will 
provide input and feedback on goals, objectives, and policies for the next 20 years covered by the 
plan.   
 
The next step in the Reading MPO FFY 2027-2050 LRTP development process is to establish the 
LRTP Steering Committee.  The first LRTP Steering Committee meeting is anticipated to be held in 
August 2024.  Invitations to participate on the Steering Committee will be sent out July 22, 2024, 
with a Doodle Poll link included to establish the best meeting date and time for the majority of 
participants.  The meetings will be held virtually using Microsoft Teams during office hours 
between 8AM and 5PM.  The commitment to this task would be limited to seven or eight meetings 
scheduled over approximately an 18-month period that would conclude upon LRTP adoption in 
May 2026.   
 
Action 
The Reading MPO staff requests that the Coordinating Committee nominate a Board member to 
participate on the LRTP Steering Committee.   
 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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Reading MPO FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan Steering Committee Invitation 

Your organization has been identified as a candidate to serve on the Reading MPO LRTP Steering 
Committee.   

The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS), the federally designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Berks County, has initiated an update to its current FFY 2023-2045 Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP).  The LRTP identifies socioeconomic and environmental trends affecting 
travel, the current state of the County transportation network, and provides recommendations to 
address current and future needs of the transportation system in Berks County.  The primary focus of the 
plan is to maintain and improve the current transportation system by making better use of existing 
highway, bridge, and transit facilities while seeking to improve safety, reduce traffic congestion, reduce 
energy consumption, and reduce motor vehicle emissions.  The LRTP helps direct transportation and 
land use decisions over a minimum 20-year horizon.   

Federal and state regulations require that a Steering Committee be established to provide regular input 
and feedback on the LRTP development process and review/comment on draft work tasks. The Steering 
Committee is recommended to consist of representatives from Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), PennDOT Program Center, PennDOT District, RATS Coordinating 
Committee Board, Berks County Planning Commission Board, local transit agencies, and other 
stakeholders with interests in the transportation planning process such as passenger rail authorities, 
airport authorities, freight/logistic representatives, active transportation representatives, and public 
service  agencies.  The Steering Committee will provide input and feedback on goals, objectives, and 
policies for the next 20 years covered by the plan.  If you or another representative of your organization 
elect to participate in this process, we estimate that the commitment to this task would be limited to 
seven or eight daytime (between 8AM and 5PM) virtual meetings using Microsoft Teams scheduled over 
approximately an 18-month period that would conclude upon LRTP adoption in May 2026. 

We would like to hold the first LRTP Steering Committee meeting in August 2024.  Please let us know if 
you are willing to participate on the LRTP Steering Committee by completing a Doodle Poll 
(https://doodle.com/meeting/participate/id/dwRO0G8b) by no later than July 31, 2024.  Upon receipt by 
participants, a virtual meeting invitation will be sent out via email no later than August 2, 2024.  During 
our initial meeting, we will determine a meeting schedule for the rest of the project duration, review the 
roles and responsibilities of the LRTP Steering Committee, and identify next steps in the LRTP 
development process. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me via email at atimochenko@berkspa.gov.   

We look forward to meeting with you and working with you throughout the development of the Reading 
MPO FFY 2027-2050 LRTP.   

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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RATS FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan

Anticipated Development Timeline

2023 2024 2025 2026

August 19, 2024
Steering Committee 

Meeting #1

November 2024
Steering Committee 

Meeting #2

February 2025
Steering Committee 
Meeting #3

February 2026
Steering Committee 
Meeting #7

September
2026

Anticipated
FHWA/FTA
Approval

May 2025
Steering Committee 
Meeting #4

Nov. 2025
Steering 

Committee 
Meeting #6

August 2025
Steering 
Committee 
Meeting #5

May 21, 2026
RATS MPO
Adoption

May 2026
Steering 
Committee 
Meeting #8

July, 2024 Determine/es-
tablish LRTP Steering Commit-

tee

October 12,
2023 
30-month Kickoff 
Meeting with 
Federal Highway 
Administration, 
Federal Transit 
Administration, 
PennDOT,
Staff MPO

*This is subject to change.

July, 2024
Determine/establish LRTP Steering Committee

September/October, 2024
Conduct public outreach meetings to gather 
input on goals, objectives, and current issues 
and needs

September/October, 2024
Distribute LRTP goals and objectives survey in 
English and Spanish.

November/December, 2024
Conduct public meetings to review the 
outcomes from the goals and objectives 
meetings and survey results

January-June, 2025
Gather background data for inclusion in LRTP

March-May, 2025
Conduct outreach to identify potential projects 
for inclusion in LRTP

July, 2025
Review State Transportation Commission 
survey responses

August-December, 2025
Conduct Transportation Improvement Program 
and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT

November/December, 2025
Present initial draft of LRTP at Agency 
Coordination Meeting

February, 2026
Complete Draft LRTP

March/April, 2026
Begin 30-day Public Comment 
period for Draft LRTP and conduct 
public meetings

May, 2026
Provide response to comments and 
complete final revisions

May, 2026
RATS MPO Adoption

September, 2026
Anticipated FHWA
and FTA approval
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #1 

AUGUST 19, 2024, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Atendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Ed Burns (Burns Logis�cs Specialists) 
Alan Piper (BCPC staff) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordina�ng Commitee 

Board Member) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) 
Scot Votero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mates (BCPC Board Member) 
Stephanie Quigley (Abili�es in Mo�on) Donna Reed (RATS Coordina�ng Commitee 

Board Member) 
Chris Kufro (PennDOT District 5-0) Elaine Schaefer (Schuylkill River Greenways 

NHA) 
Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Zachary Tempesco (Reading Reg. Airport) 
Ashley Showers (BCPC staff) Mathew McGough (BCPC staff) 
David Hunter (Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority) 

 

 

Mee�ng Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the mee�ng at 1:02 PM.  She welcomed everyone and screen shared a 
list of atendees.  All atendees introduced themselves, their affilia�on, and what they hoped to 
gain from serving on the Steering Commitee. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next screen shared a PowerPoint presenta�on (see atachment at the end of 
these notes).   
 
She described the organiza�ons par�cipa�ng in the Steering Commitee.  The Steering 
Commitee par�cipants represent a diverse group of organiza�ons with interests in the future of 
the transporta�on system.  She men�oned that staff has reached out to our local Spanish 
speaking organiza�on for representa�on but have not yet received a response.  Efforts will 
con�nue to seek representa�on from the local Spanish speaking community on the Steering 
Commitee.  In addi�on, Ms. Timochenko will con�nue to seek par�cipa�on from organiza�ons 
represen�ng low-income persons.   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transporta�on Study (RATS) and the Commitee 
structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transporta�on Plan (LRTP) is along with some 
of the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update 
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process; performance measures; and serving as the founda�on for the development of the 
Transporta�on Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components, by Chapter. 
 
Chapter 1 is the Introduc�on.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its rela�onship 
with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move goods and people. 
 
Chapter 2 contains the background Informa�on, including demographics, economics, 
environmental integra�on, and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sec�ons examine Roads and Bridges, the 
Conges�on Management Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized 
Transporta�on, Avia�on, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommenda�ons of the plan.  These include Goals/Objec�ves/Strategic 
Performance Measures, Project Priori�za�on, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand 
Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documenta�on of the Public Par�cipa�on Process, Amendment 
Procedures, and detailed tables/descrip�ons of the Highway and Transit Program Funding 
assump�ons and calcula�ons. 
 
There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
compe��veness, produc�vity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transporta�on system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transporta�on system for motorized and non-motorized 

users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conserva�on, improve the 

quality of life, and promote consistency between transporta�on improvement and State 
and local planned growth and economic development paterns. 

 Enhance the integra�on and connec�vity of the transporta�on system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and opera�on. 
 Emphasize the preserva�on of the exis�ng transporta�on system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transporta�on system and reduce or mi�gate 

stormwater impacts of surface transporta�on. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 
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The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transporta�on plans and programs.   

• Statewide plans applicable to long-range transportation planning include (but are not 
limited to):  Statewide LRTP, Comprehensive Freight Movement Plan, State Rail Plan, 
Active Transportation Plan, Transportation Asset Management Plan, Regional 
Operations Plans, Extreme Weather Vulnerability Study, and the Strategic Highway 
Safety Plan. 

• RATS developed plans and programs that must be incorporated into the LRTP include 
(but are not limited to):  Berks County Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan, the 
Congestion Management Process, System Condition Reports (annual Pavement & Bridge 
and Safety), Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan, SCTA’s 
Transit Development Plan, the FFY 2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Program 
and included Environmental Justice Summary and Air Quality Conformity Analysis, Public 
Participation Plan and Limited English Proficiency Plan, and the Title VI Program Plan. 

• Berks County developed plans and programs applicable to long-range transportation 
planning include (but are not limited to):  the Berks County Comprehensive Plan 2030 
Update, the Greenway, Park & Recreation Plan, Imagine Berks Economic Development 
Plan, Hazard Mitigation Plan, Solid Waste Management Plan, and the Reading Airport 
Authority Strategic Master Plan. 

 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the an�cipated LRTP development �meline: 

 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Mee�ng 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Commitee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Mee�ngs 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background informa�on 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordina�on with State 

Transporta�on Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program 
Update) 

 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project mee�ngs with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordina�on Mee�ng (ACM) mee�ng 
 February 2026 – Complete Dra� LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public mee�ngs 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – An�cipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organiza�on (MPO) Adop�on 
 September 2026 – An�cipated Federal Highway Administra�on (FHWA) and Federal 

Transit Administra�on (FTA) approval 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the roles and responsibili�es of the Steering Commitee.  These 
include: 

 Advise on federal and state regulations to ensure compliance. 
 Provide system analysis / data. 
 Assist in project selection and prioritization. 
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 Assist in providing cost estimates for new needs. 
 Provide technical assistance on public transportation service operations and needs. 
 Review components of the plan throughout plan development and provide input and 

recommendations. 
 Assist in public outreach efforts. 

 
The next step in the LRTP development process will be ini�al public outreach.  Staff will conduct 
in-person mee�ngs in each of the Berks County Planning Commission’s (BCPC) five (5) Planning 
Regions in the County.  An addi�onal mee�ng will be held virtually.  This ini�al outreach would 
be used to gather input on the Goals and Objec�ves in the current LRTP (FFY 2023-2045), along 
with gaining knowledge on current transporta�on issues experienced by residents and 
businesses. 
 
A survey will be available in English and Spanish as part of the ini�al public outreach.  Ms. 
Timochenko screen shared a dra� of the survey (survey atached).  She reviewed the proposed 
ques�ons for inclusion in the survey and asked for any ques�ons/comments.   

• Mr. Donchez recommended including a question regarding teleworking as it has 
changed commuting patterns and has implications on transportation funding for roads 
and bridges as taxes on fuel are a funding mechanism for transportation infrastructure.  
All agreed to include the question in the survey.   

• Mr. Golembiewski asked if the survey was going to be translated into Spanish and 
available to Spanish-speaking constituents.  Ms. Timochenko answered that it would be 
translated, and we would work with the local Hispanic Center to reach out to the 
Spanish-speaking community.   

• Mr. Burns asked in the MS Teams group chat: “Who gets the Survey / How is it 
Delivered?”  Multiple BCPC staff answered that we currently use multiple methods 
including direct emails with links, the BCPC website, Facebook (it was noted that 
Facebook is the only social media platform presently available to County staff), and 
printed copies available in our office.  Additionally, local news media would be sent a 
press release.   

• Ms. Showers asked if the LRTP addresses the issue of agricultural equipment on 
roadways and bridges.  Ms. Timochenko responded that in the survey an objective for 
Goal #3 (Economic Development: Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks 
County commerce to access national and international trade markets and support 
regional economic development and tourism opportunities.) can be added regarding the 
movement of agricultural equipment on the transportation system.  Mr. Mattes 
commented that in Berks County farming is an economy in and of itself.   

• Ms. Showers inquired if an interactive mapping feature would be included as part of the 
public outreach survey.  Ms. Timochenko responded this survey is to set the framework 
for the Goals and Objectives in the LRTP which will guide the development of the LRTP 
going forward.  We will look to incorporate an online mapping feature that can be used 
to identify transportation issues later in the development process as we get more 
‘project specific’ in plan development. 
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• Mr. Burns asked about a launch date for the survey, and how we distribute the survey to 
the public.  Ms. Timochenko responded that it would be released sometime in 
September.  We need to first identify public meeting dates and locations, advertise the 
public meetings, and also get the survey translated into Spanish.   

• Mr. Burns inquired about survey participation from the public outside of Berks County.  
Since the draft survey has a question regarding zip code, there was concern about 
someone from outside the County completing the survey.  Staff acknowledged that 
there was no way to completely guarantee that only Berks County residents completed 
the survey, but filtering by zip code should still yield acceptable results.  We are aware 
that there are always margins of error in surveys.   

• Mr. Mattes volunteered to use his network of contacts to help forward the survey.  Ms. 
Timochenko thanked Mr. Mattes and requested that all Steering Committee members 
would be willing to do the same.   

• Ms. Timochenko read an email from Ms. Kenana Zejcirovic (Federal Highway 
Administration representative, unavailable to attend the meeting).  Ms. Zejcirovic made 
two recommendations.  One was to specify which questions were ‘required’ to be 
answered.  All agreed.  Her second recommendation was to add a general question that 
she’s seen in other LRTP surveys: If you could instantaneously make one change (big or 
small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other potential 
obstacles, what would it be?  All agreed that such a question could yield interesting 
answers and should be included.   

• Ms. Timochenko asked if there were any additional questions/comments regarding the 
survey.  None were received. 

 
The Steering Commitee’s an�cipated mee�ng schedule was the final topic of discussion.  It was 
proposed to meet quarterly, star�ng with today’s mee�ng, through Plan adop�on in May 2026.  
Ms. Timochenko asked the group if they would prefer to either schedule each mee�ng 
individually or use a consistent schedule.  A�er brief discussion it was concluded that the 
Steering Commitee would meet quarterly on the 3rd Monday from 1:00 PM to 2:30 PM.  All 
mee�ngs would be held virtually using Microso� Teams. 
 
A final call for general ques�ons/comments was placed; none were received.  Ms. Timochenko 
thanked all for their �me today and their willingness to par�cipate over the next several 
months.  She finished by announcing the next mee�ng date:  Monday, November 18, 2024, 
beginning at 1:00 PM, via MS Teams.  The mee�ng concluded at 2:18 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Reading Area Transporta�on Study  

Long Range Transporta�on Plan Goals and Objec�ves Survey 

 

The Reading Area Transporta�on Study (RATS), the federally designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organiza�on (MPO) for Berks County, is upda�ng its current Long Range Transporta�on Plan (LRTP).  The 
LRTP helps direct transporta�on and land use decisions over a 20-year horizon.  As part of the ini�al 
process, we are asking for your input on the goals and objec�ves iden�fied in the current plan (County of 
Berks - 2045 Long Range Transporta�on Plan (berkspa.gov).  The goals and objec�ves provide the 
framework for the plan and provide insight on future issues and needs of the Berks County 
transporta�on network.  Your responses will help us adapt our goals and objec�ves to the needs of Berks 
County residents and travelers. 

 

1. What is your zip code? 

2. Do you telework (work from home)? 
a. All of the �me 
b. Some of the �me 
c. Never, I travel to my place of work 

3. What transporta�on issues does your neighborhood currently experience? (Select all that apply) 
a. Congested roads 
b. Lack of connec�vity (limited number of ways to get to where I want to go) 
c. Lack of sidewalks or poorly maintained sidewalks 
d. No bicycle lanes or paths 
e. Lack of public transporta�on op�ons 
f. Other 

4. What roadways or bridges in your area do you currently consider problema�c and tell us why? 
 

5. What is your primary way to travel?  
a. Drive alone 
b. Walking 
c. Biking 
d. Public transit 
e. Carpooling 
f. Avia�on 
g. Other 

6. Your decision on your primary way to travel is determined by: (Select all that apply) 
a. Reliability 
b. Accessibility 
c. Loca�on 
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d. Cost 
e. Availability 
f. Other 

7. Vision Statement:  The Reading Area Transporta�on Study will provide and maintain a 
balanced, mul�modal transporta�on system that will safely and efficiently move goods and 
people. Do you agree that the Vision Statement accurately iden�fies what we should be trying to 
achieve for our transporta�on system over the course of this plan?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with the Vision Statement? 

8. Goal 1:  Keep travelers safe and secure, no mater the mode of transporta�on.  Do you agree 
that goal 1 is a good goal for our transporta�on system?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with goal 1? 

9. What should we do to achieve goal 1? (Select all that apply) 
a. Reduce the number, frequency, and severity of crashes on our highway system through 

proper analysis of the transporta�on system and implement projects to address safety 
issues for all users (PM1). 

b. Work closely with municipali�es, PennDOT and SCTA/BARTA to ensure the safe 
interac�on of vehicles, transit, and bicyclists/pedestrians and other vulnerable road 
users. 

c. Increase public awareness of construc�on zone safety hazards for workers and users. 
d. Evaluate proposed development plans for transporta�on safety issues during both the 

county review and PennDOT’s Highway Occupancy Permit processes. 
e. Educate the public on future transporta�on projects and changes that may impact 

safety. 
f. Other 

10. Goal 2:  Maintain and improve the transporta�on system and services we enjoy today where 
financially feasible.  Do you agree that goal 2 is a good goal for our transporta�on system?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with goal 2? 

11. What should we do to achieve goal 2? (Select all that apply) 
a. Minimize maintenance costs of roadways and bridges through proper rou�ne 

maintenance planning u�lizing PennDOT’s Transporta�on Asset Management Plan 
(PM2). 
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b. Improve the effec�veness of the exis�ng transporta�on system and services. 
c. Implement a variety of methods to improve the flow of traffic during peak travel �mes. 
d. Use available transporta�on funding to maintain a state of good repair for all systems. 
e. Major roadway widening or reloca�on should only be considered if efforts to improve 

capacity and safety of exis�ng roadways can not meet desired service levels. 
f. Reduce conges�on, improve air quality, and increase the reliability of the transporta�on 

system (PM3). 
g. Develop a full range of public transporta�on op�ons using available funding. 
h. Other 

12. Goal 3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks County commerce to access 
na�onal and interna�onal trade markets and support regional economic development and 
tourism opportuni�es.  Do you agree that goal 3 is a good goal for our transporta�on system?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with goal 3? 

13. What should we do to achieve goal 3? (Select all that apply) 
a. Provide mul�ple modes of convenient transporta�on to tourist des�na�ons. 
b. Provide regional bicycle, pedestrian, bus, and rail routes (when feasible/available). 
c. Study implementable solu�ons that will speed the movement of materials, goods, and 

people. 
d. Ensure that major ac�vity centers are designed to accommodate a range of 

transporta�on modes. 
e. Increase the region’s global and na�onal compe��veness by improving and enhancing 

regional freight infrastructure. 
f. Support the Reading Regional Airport Authority in strengthening the use of the airport 

for both business and commercial avia�on ac�vi�es. 
g. Support the efforts of the newly created Schuylkill River Passenger Rail Authority to 

reestablish passenger rail service between Reading and Philadelphia. 
h. Coordinate with agricultural community to iden�fy and address obstruc�ons to the 

movement of equipment and products. 
i. Other 

14. Goal 4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transporta�on choices that are in good 
condi�on.  Do you agree that goal 4 is a good goal for our transporta�on system?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with goal 4? 

15. What should we do to achieve goal 4? (Select all that apply) 
a. Support projects that expand the county trail and sidewalk network. 
b. Support projects that expand the public transporta�on network. 
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c. When designing roadways, include bicycle and pedestrian paths and transit stops where 
applicable and feasible. 

d. Support Transporta�on Demand Management (TDM) programs such as ridesharing, 
using public transporta�on, walking, biking, or working from home. 

e. Other 

16. Goal 5:  Enhance the performance of the county transporta�on system in environmentally 
sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and vulnerability.  Do you 
agree that goal 5 is a good goal for our transporta�on system?  

a. Agree 
b. Neutral 
c. Disagree 

i. Why do you disagree with goal 5? 

17. What should we do to achieve goal 5? (Select all that apply) 
a. Maintain the county’s air quality atainment status for both ozone and fine par�culates. 
b. Work closely with federal, state, municipal and private en��es to implement alterna�ve 

fuels use (i.e. electric, natural gas) throughout our region.   
c. Con�nue coordina�on with appropriate agencies to protect and provide resiliency for 

cri�cal transporta�on infrastructure against disaster by iden�fying vulnerable assets and 
preven�on strategies through an updated, current hazard mi�ga�on plan. 

d. Work with all local, regional, state, and federal organiza�ons and agencies to avoid, 
minimize, or mi�gate poten�al nega�ve impacts from planned projects. 

e. Assist in iden�fica�on of poten�al environmental mi�ga�on issues by acquiring, 
crea�ng, and upda�ng, as needed, geographic informa�on system data layers for use by 
the implemen�ng agencies and sharing them in a readily accessible format to 
municipali�es. 

f. Work with PennDOT to implement best management prac�ces and mi�ga�on strategies 
on transporta�on projects. 

g. Other 

18. Are there other goals in addi�on to the first five goals that you would like to see considered for 
inclusion in the LRTP? 
 

19. If you could instantaneously make one change (big or small) to the transporta�on system 
without concern for cost or other poten�al obstacles, what would it be? 
 

20. Any addi�onal comments? 
 

Ques�ons 21-24 will help us to understand more about our residents’ opinions based on differing 
demographic data.  These ques�ons are op�onal. 

21. What is your age? 
a. Under 25 
b. 25-34 
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c. 35-44 
d. 45-54 
e. 55-64 
f. 65-74 
g. 75+ 
h. Prefer not to answer 

22. What is your gender? 
a. Male 
b. Female 
c. Prefer not to answer 

23. What is your race/ethnicity? 
a. White 
b. Black or African American 
c. Hispanic/La�no 
d. Asian 
e. American Indian and Alaskan Na�ve 
f. Na�ve Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 
g. Two or more races 
h. Prefer not to answer 

24. What is your annual household income? 
a. Less than $30,000 
b. Between $30,000 and $50,000 
c. Between $50,000 and $100,000 
d. Between $100,000 and $250,000 
e. Above $250,000 
f. Prefer not to answer 

Thank you for your �me and par�cipa�on! 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #2 

NOVEMBER 18, 2024, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics Specialists) 
Alan Piper (BCPC staff) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber 
Alliance) 

Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 
Board Member) 

Keith Boatman (South Central Transit Auth.) Elaine Schaefer (Schuylkill River Greenways 
NHA) 

Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Kenana Zejcirovic (FHWA) 
Ashley Showers (BCPC staff) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
David Hunter (Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority) 

Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 

Nyomi Evans (PennDOT Central Office)  
 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:01 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting.   
 
Ms. Timochenko began by reviewing six LRTP Public Outreach meetings.  Four were held 
throughout the County between October 1 and October 10; one for eastern Berks on October 
16th was cancelled due to lack of registration; and a virtual meeting was held on October 15th.  
In total there were 45 registrants (not including staff) and 25 actual participants.  She reviewed 
the content of the public meetings and summarized the comments received.  (Editors Note:  
Comments received at the Public Meetings can be viewed in the meeting notes from each 
meeting.) 
 
Ms. Timochenko then reviewed the results of the Public Survey.  Overall statistics regarding the 
returned surveys include: 
 Roughly 1/3 telework to some extent, while those that did not primarily drove alone 

o Access and location were primary reasons to drive alone 
 Congested roadways and lack of bicycle accommodations were primary concerns; 
 Major roadways with specific concerns noted included PA 12 and PA 183, US 422 and US 

222 
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It was noted that, at the meetings, most responses pertained to text changes for enhanced readability.  
Some of those changes included using common synonyms for more ‘advanced’ language i.e., Resiliency. 

There were Survey responses regarding the Vision Statement.  One notable response suggested 
switching the text position of ‘goods’ and ‘people’. 

Goal #1:  Include an objective that references the need for Emergency Responder access?  Define the 
‘modes’ we consider within the Goal.  Ms. Timochenko stated that future iterations of the Goals and 
Objectives will include efforts to make the transportation planning process more understandable to 
people that do not encounter it every day. 

Goal #2:  Ms. Timochenko led a discussion on funding and how it is allocated, including discretionary 
grants.  Survey respondents noted that some goals and objectives seem contradictory.  She explained 
how we work to achieve balance in funding and project selection.   

Goal #3:  Many respondents noted that this Goal is very wordy and suggested splitting into two 
separate goals; one focused on local/regional issues and one focused on more widespread 
issues.  In the Chat, our FHWA representative agreed. 
 
Goal #4:  This was the least-commented on goal.  A discussion regarding sidewalks in general, 
unconnected developments and unmaintained sidewalks occurred.  While the LRTP clearly 
supports sidewalks, their placement is largely a function of mandates contained in municipal 
Land Development and Zoning ordinances. 
 
Goal #5:  Most of the comments on this Goal – and the attached Objectives – focused on 
condensing to make more concise.  There was discussion over the political ‘push’ toward 
electrification of the vehicle fleet and the need for electric charging infrastructure to be able to 
handle it.  The Commonwealth’s NEVI Plan was discussed. 
 
Question regarding making one change regardless of cost:  This survey question highlighted 
more current issues and needs vs. “grandiose” changes: 
 Necessary studies and resultant changes along the PA 183 corridor between US 222 and 

I-78 
 Finishing US 222 North 
 Locating a possible interchange on US 222 near Stoudt’s Ferry Bridge Road 
 Removing/regulating truck traffic on local roads 
 Better/more availability of public transportation, particularly in the rural areas 
 Better/more connections between modes of transportation including more Park and 

Ride lots 
 Intersection improvements at PA 724 and Gibraltar Road 
 Improvements to Shartlesville Road 
 Overall improvements to sections of US 422 throughout the County, including the 

planned US 422 West Shore Bypass reconstruction 
 Improvements to PA 12 (Pricetown Road) 
 Necessary improvements to the US 422/PA 10/Lancaster Ave. intersection 
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Ms. Timochenko that the next Steering Committee meeting will have rewritten Goals and Objectives for 
review.  A final call for general questions/comments was placed; the following were received: 

 (Chat) Mr. Burns stated that this was a good recap of the survey responses 
 Ms. Ahlskog mentioned that SCTA/BARTA does have Park and Ride lots but she is 

unfamiliar with where they all are and will research further 
 (Chat) Mr. Burns questioned how Lottery proceeds ‘cover’ elderly public transportation.  

Mr. Boatman explained which services are and are not covered by PA Lottery funds. 
 (Chat) Mr. Young placed a web link to PennDOT-maintained Park and Ride lots in the 

Chat. 
 

Ms. Timochenko outlined the next steps that staff will be undertaking.  As data in the current 
LRTP are updated, they will cover the 2019-2024 time frame.  Background data updates will be 
occurring and will take time.  There will be another round of Public Meetings in February/March 
2025, possibly in conjunction with the STC’s Twelve Year Program update. 

Ms. Zejcirovic asked if FHWA/FTA will have an opportunity to review the draft LRTP prior to final 
Public Input in early 2026?  Ms. Timochenko said yes. 

Ms. Timochenko thanked all for their time today and announced the next meeting date which is 
presently scheduled for Monday February 17, 2025.  That date coincides with the Presidents 
Day Holiday and some people including County staff are not working that day.  She asked for 
consensus to move the meeting to Monday, February 24, 2025, beginning at 1:00 PM, via MS 
Teams.  Most attendees concurred.  The meeting concluded at 1:46 PM. 

 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #3 

FEBRUARY 24, 2025, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics Specialists) 
Lawrence Peterson (PennDOT District 5-0) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber 
Alliance) 

Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 
Board Member) 

Keith Boatman (South Central Transit Auth.) Elaine Schaefer (Schuylkill River Greenways 
NHA) 

Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Ronnique Bishop (FHWA) 
Ashley Showers (BCPC staff) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
David Hunter (Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority) 

Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 

Nyomi Nonnemaker (PennDOT Central Office) Chris Kufro (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Stephanie Quigley (Abilities in Motion)  

 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:01 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting.   
 
(Slide 2)  Summary of Public Meetings & Outreach  Ms. Timochenko began by giving a brief 
overview of the series of LRTP Public Outreach meetings held throughout the county between 
October 1 and October 15th.  In total there were 45 registrants (not including staff) and 26 
actual participants, along with 15 Survey Responses received.  Today’s discussion is the result of 
the comments received at those meetings.  (Editor’s Note:  Slides reviewed by Ms. Timochenko 
can be accessed here).  Ms. Timochenko then reviewed the following slides which detailed the 
results of the comments received and staff’s responses.   
 
(Slide 3)  Vision Statement  Showed the proposed rewording of the Vision Statement.  All 
agreed with the proposal. 
(Slide 4)  Goal 1  No proposed changes; all agreed initially.  Mr. Hunter proposed changing “no 
matter” with “regardless of”.  Agreement was made on “…secure for all modes of…”. 
(Slide 5)  Goal 1 – Objective  Showed the proposed rewording of the Objective which condenses 
the original statement and addresses Performance Measures but does not affect what it says.  
All agreed with the proposal. 
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(Slide 6)  Goal 1 – Objective    Reduces the word count of the statement without materially 
changing the meaning, and also leaves it more encompassing.  All agreed with the proposal. 
(Slide 7)  Goal 1 – Objective  Removes the word “hazards” as it is implied in the statement.  All 
agreed with the proposal. 
(Slide 8)  Goal 1 – Objective  The proposed rewording consolidated the objective; however, the 
group wanted a slight modification to change “…plans and identify…” to “…plans to identify…”.  
All agreed with the reworded Objective and the modification. 
(Slide 9)  Goal 1 – Objective  Initially there were no changes proposed.  Mr. Burns commented 
that the objective as written could inadvertently be pointing out ‘lower safety’.  
Recommendation was made to change the wording to “…that increase safety awareness”.  All 
agreed with the proposed amendment. 
(Slide 10)  Goal 1 – NEW OBJECTIVE  Ms. Timochenko read the proposed new Objective to be 
added.  A recommendation was made to consolidate the wording to “…efficient emergency 
vehicle access where…”.  All agreed with the proposed change and the overall addition of the 
new Objective. 
(Slide 11)  Goal 2 – Slight rewording was proposed.  Mr. Burns recommended changing “fiscal 
constraints” to “budget”.  The group decided to keep “fiscal constraints” as it is the terminology 
used across transportation agencies and in guidance documents.  All agreed. 
(Slide 12)  Goal 2 – Objective  Slight rewording was proposed.  Question regarding the meaning 
of “effectiveness” within the context of this statement was asked.  After some discussion, 
“effectiveness” was changed to “efficiency”.  No other comments were received, and all agreed 
with the proposed rewording. 
(Slide 13)  Goal 2 – Objectives  No changes were proposed.  All agreed. 
(Slide 14)  Goal 2 – Objective  Slight rewording was proposed.  Suggestion was made to replace 
“utilizing” with “using”.  All agreed. 
(Slide 15)  Goal 2 – Objective  This was proposed for removal as it duplicates many other 
goals/objectives.  All agreed to remove it. 
(Slide 16)  Goal 3 – The overall goal was determined to be excessively wordy and proposed to be 
condensed.  All agreed with the proposed rewording. 
(Slide 17)  Goal 3 – Objective  Slight rewording was proposed.  “People” placed before “Freight”, 
and “freight” to replace “materials, goods”.  Ms. Showers recommended a further rewording, 
“Implement best practices that will enable the efficient movement of people and freight”.  All 
agreed with Ms. Showers’ recommendation. 
(Slide 18)  Goal 3 – Objectives  There were originally no proposed changes.  It was 
recommended to remove the words “newly created” from the Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority goal, since the Authority has been in existence for three years.  All agreed. 
(Slide 19)  Goal 3 – Objective  Minor rewording proposed, substituting “Promote” for “Provide”.  
No comments were received. 
(Slide 20)  Goal 3 – Objective  The proposal had two parts:  Rewording the original statement, 
and also moving this Objective from Goal 3 to Goal 4.  After some discussion, all agreed with 
both changes. 
(Slide 21)  Goal 3 – NEW OBJECTIVE  Adds a new Objective related to the implementation of the 
newly-adopted Eastern PA Freight Alliance’s Regional Freight Plan.  All agreed with adding. 
(Slide 22)  Goal 4 – No changes were proposed.  All agreed. 
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(Slide 23)  Goal 4 – Objectives  No changes were originally proposed.  Mr. Golembiewski 
recommended substituting “accommodations” for “paths” in the third goal to avoid the 
restrictive nature of the current wording.  The Objective from Goal 3 (slide 20) was proposed to 
replace the first and second Objectives due to duplication/repetition.  All agreed with the 
proposed changes. 
(Slide 24)  Goal 5 – This goal needed significant rewording due to overall difficulty in how it 
read.  The proposed rewording was deemed to be just as difficult to read.  Several suggested 
modifications were discussed at length.  The final suggestion was to break the overall Goal into 
one that was smaller, with some of the content turned into individual Objectives that support 
the revised Goal.  It was finally decided that staff would revise this Goal as suggested to state 
“Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts.”  The remaining 
wording from the proposed Goal will become a new Objective that states “Identify 
transportation system assets that are vulnerable to natural hazards and continue coordination 
with appropriate agencies to develop protection and recovery strategies through hazard 
mitigation planning.”   
(Slide 25)  Goal 5 – Objectives  There were originally no proposed changes.  Mr. Golembiewski 
suggested amending the Air Quality Objective to be more consistent with the current status:  
Maintain the County’s Air Quality attainment status for fine particulates and improve the 
marginal nonattainment status for Ozone.  All agreed with the proposed changes. 
(Slide 26)  Goal 5 – Objective  The Objective was proposed for rewording to consolidate it.  All 
agreed with the proposal. This Objective will be combined with the new Objective created from 
the remaining portion of Goal 5 that became a new Objective. 
(Slide 27)  Goal 5 – Objective  The Objective was proposed for minor revision for clarification.  
Ms. Showers suggested a full rewrite:  “Collaborate with local, regional, state and federal 
organizations and agencies to prevent, minimize, or mitigate potential negative environmental and social 
impacts from planned projects”.  All agreed with this rewrite. 
(Slide 28)  Goal 5 – Objective  This Objective was condensed for readability purposes.  There 
was discussion regarding the purpose being to provide information prior to reaching any type of 
mitigation stage of development.  Minor rewording was proposed to remove “mitigation” from 
the Objective.  All agreed with the proposal. 
(Slide 29)  Goal 5 – Objective  This Objective was slightly revised to incorporate the term 
“stormwater”.  All agreed.  Mr. Roche made a general comment that putting the Objectives in 
“plain language” would help in clarifying what they are trying to accomplish.  There was general 
agreement with this. 
(Slides 30 and 31)  Ms. Timochenko discussed the next round of Public Outreach meetings and 
proposed schedule.  We are considering six (6) public meetings (one each in most of the 
Planning Regions with two in the Metro Region), and two virtual meetings (morning and 
evening).  We would discuss the revised Goals and Objectives and start to get public input on 
current and perceived future transportation needs.  We are finalizing meeting dates and 
locations, but are targeting late March and into April.  The next Steering Committee meeting 
would review the outcomes of the second round of Public Meetings and would also have some 
draft Plan sections for review.   
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Ms. Timochenko thanked all for their time today and announced the next meeting date is 
presently scheduled for Monday, 
 May 19, 2025, beginning at 1:00 PM, via MS Teams.  Most attendees concurred.  The meeting 
concluded at 2:30 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #4 

MAY 19, 2025, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics Specialists) 
Lawrence Peterson (PennDOT District 5-0) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member, Cumru Twp. Commissioner) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member, City of Reading Council Pres.) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) 
Nyomi Nonnemaker (PennDOT Central Office) Alan Piper (BCPC staff) 
Stephanie Quigley (Abilities in Motion) Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 
Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Ronnique Bishop (FHWA) 
Zackary Tempesco (Reading Regional Airport) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
David Hunter (Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority) 

 

 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:02 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting.   
 
Ms. Timochenko began by showing four (4) different slides that outlined the results of both 
Public Outreach efforts (fall, 2024 and spring, 2025). 
 Slide 1: Map of Berks County showing planning regions and locations of all meetings 

held.  The meetings held in fall 2024 had better attendance.  Meetings held in spring 
2025 were not as well attended, but we still obtained valuable feedback from all 
participants. 

 Slide 2: A summary of comments from fall 2024 was discussed.  The slide had some 
notable examples of comments. 

 Slide 3: A similar summary of comments from spring 2025 was discussed.  Again, notable 
examples of input received were shown. 

 Slide 4: Examples of ‘non-mappable’ comments (i.e., line painting needs) were discussed 
along with more regional needs. 
 

Mr. Donchez asked if any analysis was undertaken of all comments and any locations that 
coincided with an existing Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) project?  Ms. Timochenko 
responded that those projects that were identified as TIP projects were still shown on the maps.  
Additionally, we are awaiting the results from the State Transportation Commission’s (STC’s) 
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Twelve Year Program (TYP) survey to combine public input from that effort with what we’ve 
received through our outreach.  When we get that information a more thorough analysis of 
requests vs. projects will be undertaken.  So far, less than approximately 25% of the publicly 
requested projects are part of an existing programmed project.  Once we receive and analyze 
the TYP public input, a list will be shared with Mr. Donchez.  Mr. Piper made note that some of 
the public requests were for maintenance-type projects vs. capital projects.  Maintenance 
projects would not necessarily show up on the TIP. 

Mr. Tempesco asked if the Reading Regional Airport (RDG) related requests were specific or 
general requests for restoration of scheduled passenger service?  Ms. Timochenko responded 
that they were general requests for the restoration of scheduled passenger service.  Mr. 
Tempesco offered to host a separate meeting or add time to a Steering Committee agenda to 
discuss airport-specific issues.  He said that RDG is physically ready to receive scheduled 
passenger service but is not being actively pursued by carriers.  RDG needs to ‘sell the airport 
and the community’ to attract service.  They have been and continue to do so.  He further said 
that offering scheduled service will not initially make any profit for the airport and would have 
to be subsidized.  Would the community be willing to provide those subsidies is a question that 
would have to be answered.  In the regional context that includes Lancaster (LNS), Allentown 
(ABE), and Harrisburg (HBG), RDG is not yet competitive enough. 

After asking for and receiving no additional questions or comments, Ms. Timochenko began to 
discuss the four (4) draft sections that were sent out.  She apologized that the text was not sent 
out sooner for Committee member review.  Upon questioning Committee members, it was 
confirmed that one (1) week’s lead time to review prior to a scheduled meeting is satisfactory to 
Committee members.  Section discussions included: 

A. Aviation:  Ms. Timochenko gave a brief overview of the section then asked for 
questions/comments.  Mr. Donchez mentioned that there were eight (8) private airports 
on the included chart, but only seven (7) were mapped.  Mr. Piper responded that staff 
would confirm.  Mr. Tempesco mentioned that RDG has the only public paved runway in 
the County; all others listed are grass.  We could add a column to the chart to 
distinguish this characteristic and reduce the amount of text.  Additionally, he added 
that we should consider addressing ‘Advanced Air Mobility’ concepts that are becoming 
more prolific such as Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAV’s, or drones), Vertical Take-Off 
and Landing (VTOL) and Electric VTOL (EVTOL) vehicles, all with both cargo and 
passenger capabilities. 

B. Non-Motorized Transportation:  Ms. Timochenko gave a brief overview of the section 
then asked for questions/comments.  Mr. Donchez mentioned that, within the 
Sidewalks and Pedestrians subsection, PennDOT faces difficulties in convincing 
municipalities to sign Sidewalk Maintenance Agreements for sidewalks on 
new/rehabilitated bridges.  PennDOT historically does not maintain sidewalks so will not 
place sidewalks on bridges without maintenance agreements in place.  It was suggested 
that we add generalized language into this section that encourages municipalities to 
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sign maintenance agreements so sidewalks can be added, and pedestrian networks can 
be connected.  Staff agreed.  Next, Mr. Piper mentioned that the paragraph on 
Micromobility, currently under the Bicycles subsection, should be broken out as its own 
subsection so more emphasis could be placed on this growing segment of nonmotorized 
transportation. 

C. Passenger Rail:  Ms. Timochenko gave a brief overview of the section then asked for 
questions/comments.  Ms. Ahlskog mentioned a new private intercity bus provider, 
FlixBus, is providing service to Philadelphia and other locations in eastern Pennsylvania.  
They are using the same bus berth in the BARTA Transportation Center that was 
formerly used by AMTRAK to provide similar service.  Mr. Tempesco added that 
historically airports have also served as bus hubs.  Since the LRTP covers a 20-year plan 
horizon, adding text regarding the consideration of RDG serving as a bus hub could be a 
future potential interest, particularly if it offers the potential to coordinate with future 
air service. 

D. Rail Freight:  Ms. Timochenko gave a brief overview of the section then asked for 
questions/comments.  Mr. Donchez asked if the list of rail users was general or 
prioritized in any way? Mr. McGough stated that is not prioritized as this information 
was taken directly from information obtained from the Federal Railroad Administration. 

 

There being no further discussion on the draft sections, Ms. Timochenko described some of the 
next immediate steps in the LRTP development process (in no specific order): 

A. Continue developing and revising draft sections.  
B. Review public input results from the STC public survey and combine with those we’ve 

received from our outreach efforts. 
C. Create an online mapping portal for the public to report issues. 

 

Mr. Piper stated that as we begin the process of creating the draft FFY 2027-2030 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP), certain development steps and document sections will run 
concurrently with the LRTP development.  One result of that is that proposed projects can be 
placed on either the draft TIP, in the draft LRTP, or on a ‘concept list’.  He also mentioned the 
challenges incurred with uncertainties in federal funding as the federal legislation that governs 
funding levels expires in the first year of the TIP/LRTP, so estimating future funding levels is 
difficult.  Ultimately funding levels determine what projects can be programmed and in what 
time frames. 
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Ms. Timochenko asked for any additional comments or questions.  Hearing none she thanked 
everyone for their time today and announced the next meeting date is presently scheduled for 
Monday, August 18, 2025, beginning at 1:00 PM, via MS Teams.  The meeting concluded at 1:56 
PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #5 

AUGUST 18, 2025, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Christopher Kufro (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Lawrence Peterson (PennDOT District 5-0) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member, Cumru Twp. Commissioner) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member, City of Reading Council Pres.) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) 
Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) Alan Piper (BCPC staff) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber 
Alliance) 

Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 

Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Keith Boatman (South Central Transit Auth.) 
Zackary Tempesco (Reading Regional Airport) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 

 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:01 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting.   
 
Ms. Timochenko mentioned that staff members would review their draft sections with the 
Steering Committee. She introduced Devon Hain to review the Berks County specific results 
from the Pennsylvania State Transportation Commission’s (STC) public survey that was 
conducted in spring, 2025.  Some items of note included: 
 Out of over 3,700 responses statewide that were mapped, there were 165 mapped 

issues specific to Berks County. 
 The Berks responses referenced various concerns by type:  115 roadway, 24 bridge, 13 

biking/walking, 6 transit, 7 freight, and 6 concerns that will be addressed by currently 
programmed projects. 

 There were six (6) specific corridors mentioned (I-78, US 222, US 422, SR 100, SR 183, 
and SR 1010).  Additionally, 87 non-corridor specific Highway and Bridge issues were 
listed in 30 municipalities; 11 Active Transportation issues were identified in five (5) 
municipalities; and three (3) Public Transportation issues were identified in Reading and 
Boyertown. 

 The top 3 transportation priorities by rank included Road Pavement, Traffic Flow, and 
Bridges. 

 These results, along with those received in a separate municipal survey, and the issues 
and needs identified during public outreach meetings will be used as part of the overall 
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process to guide the project selection process for both the Long Range Transportation 
Plan (LRTP) and the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

 Of note, 44 of the 165 responses were specific to Womelsdorf Borough, highlighting 
truck impacts within the Borough including tight turns, speeding, and issues at 
intersections. 
 

Mr. Donchez made note that PennDOT District 5-0 staff have had conversations with MPO staff 
regarding the issues in Womelsdorf Borough, and “a placeholder” has been added to the draft 
FFY 2027 -2030 TIP for consideration to add study phase funding. 

With no other questions, individual document section discussions followed. 

A. Freight:  Mr. McGough gave a brief overview of the draft Freight section. He discussed 
the impacts of increasing freight traffic on roadways and in neighborhoods.  The role of 
the Berks County roadway system in freight was discussed.  Federal, state and local 
freight planning efforts were investigated, as were the recently completed Eastern PA 
Freight Infrastructure Plan and Eastern PA Freight Alliance (EPFA).  Non-roadway freight 
modes were reviewed including rail and air cargo. 
 
Mr. McGough asked for questions.  Mr. Donchez commented that he liked the Truck 
Parking discussion as it will continue to be a growing concern both nationwide and 
locally.  The appropriateness of asking municipalities to address these concerns in their 
local zoning and land development ordinances was discussed.  Mr. Piper added that this 
specific recommendation was included in the EPFA Freight Plan, so it will be included.  
Mr. Donchez then commented specifically about the Freight Workplace Access Policy 
Actions (page 11, second bullet point, “Partner with transit operators to identify 
opportunities to expand workforce access options, including: active transportation 
improvements; public transit service expansion; and private or public-private partnership 
van services”.  He said that this should be expanded-on based on any prior experiences 
in the region.  Finally, Mr. Tempesco commented that he would attempt to gather data 
about one particular user at the airport (Quest Diagnostics) as they fly a significant 
amount of cargo into and out of the airport.  He suggested adding a line referencing that 
“Reading Regional Airport is ready to support increased air cargo operations and intends 
to market itself as a potential location for air cargo carriers looking to expand their 
operations in the region.” 
 

B. Transit:  Mr. Golembiewski began the Transit section with an overview of the South 
Central Transit Authority (SCTA) and their role in overseeing the operations of two 
separate systems [Red Rose in Lancaster County and Berks Area Regional Transportation 
Authority (BARTA) in Berks County].  Ridership figures for BARTA were reviewed, which 
show a general increase and recovery in ridership since the COVID pandemic in 2020.  
The various planning documents that SCTA is required to undertake were reviewed, 
including the Transit Development Plan (TDP) in 2024 and the Transit Asset 
Management Plan (TAMP) in 2025.  Mr. Golembiewski noted that another required 
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planning document, the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan should have also been 
included in this discussion but was inadvertently omitted.  Staff will be amending this 
part to include a discussion on the Safety Plan.  Other parts of this section that were 
discussed included more specific ridership demographics for both BARTA fixed route 
and Special Services divisions as derived from on-board surveys taken as part of the TDP 
process.  Additionally, other transit-like services such as private intercity transit, ride 
sharing, taxi services, and the CommutePA program were discussed.  Mr. Golembiewski 
asked for any questions; none were given.  Mr. Boatman and Ms. Ahlskog from SCTA 
both expressed their concurrence with the section as written. 
 

C. Safety:  Ms. Timochenko gave a brief overview of the Safety Section.  She mentioned 
that the RATS Annual Traffic Safety Report highlights many of the statistics shown in this 
section and is used to develop project recommendations.  She went on to discuss 
relevant Performance Measures (PM) and Targets, and some of the countermeasures 
used in the field to address those PM’s.  Various statistics were reviewed, such as 
crashes, persons and vehicles, crash corridors and locations, trends in crashes, and 
others.  She noted that the data was derived from PennDOT’s Pennsylvania Crash 
Information Tool (PCIT) and the data on PCIT is available to the public.  She asked for 
questions/comments. 
 
Mr. Donchez noted that the 20-year trend in fatal crashes graph shows an overall 
decrease, which is great, despite overall increases in Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) and 
vehicle registrations.  He also noted that overall, 2020-2024 data show increases in 
many categories.  He asked if we could include a chart that combines the trends in 
registrations, VMT, and population growth with crashes and the overall trend line.  Ms. 
Timochenko said that can and will be included. 
 

D. Security:  Ms. Hain gave a brief overview of the Security section.  She discussed many of 
the physical tools deployed that add to the security of the roadway system.  These 
measures include Dynamic Message Signs, cameras, Highway Advisory Radio and 
associated beacons, and the Freeway Service Patrol.  Something new is the addition of 
access gates at newly reconstructed interchanges along eastern Interstate 78.  These are 
used to restrict access to the Interstate during times of a crash incident or weather 
incidents and can be closed by local law enforcement.  Ms. Hain asked for 
questions/comments; none were received. 

 

There being no further discussion on the draft sections, Ms. Timochenko described some of the 
next immediate steps in the LRTP development process (in no specific order): 

A. Make changes to the sections as discussed today. 
B. Continue developing and revising additional draft sections.  
C. Once today’s sections are revised and the meeting notes from today are generated, the 

information will be uploaded to the online LRTP Portal. 
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The sections to be reviewed by the Steering Committee in November include Amendment 
Procedures, Congestion Management Process, Issues and Needs, and Roads & Bridges.  
Additionally, the draft Plan will be presented at an Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) on 
December 10th.  The next meeting of the LRTP Steering Committee will be on November 17 @ 
1:00 p.m. via MS Teams.  Mr. Tempesco mentioned an Aviation Career Fair happening at the 
Reading Regional Airport on October 10th and 11th and invited all to stop in. 

Ms. Timochenko asked for any additional comments or questions.  Hearing none she thanked 
everyone for their time and input.  The meeting concluded at 2:13 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE



139Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #6 

NOVEMBER 17, 2025, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Christopher Kufro (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Lawrence Peterson (PennDOT District 5-0) Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee 

Board Member, Cumru Twp. Commissioner) 
Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) 
Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) Alan Piper (BCPC staff) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber 
Alliance) 

Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 

Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Pamela Menet (Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority) 

Zackary Tempesco (Reading Regional Airport) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
Ashley Showers (Berks County Planning 
Commission) 

Elaine Schaeffer (Schuylkill River National 
Heritage Area) 

Ronnique Bishop (Federal Highway Admin.)  
 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:02 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the 
agenda for the meeting.   
 
Ms. Timochenko mentioned that staff members would review their draft sections with the 
Steering Committee. She introduced Mr. McGough to review the Congestion Management 
Process (CMP) for Berks County.  Some items of note included: 
 The CMP is required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) based on an Urban 

Area population >200,000 persons 
 It evaluates 33 corridors in the County and helps to feed projects into the LRTP and 

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
 He described the factors used to evaluate the corridors 
 Included in the LRTP is a table showing the ‘Top 10’ most congested corridors based on 

Travel Time Index (TTI) 
o SR 3023 State Hill Rd. had the highest TTI and is, therefore, considered the most 

‘congested’ 
 The CMP is reviewed every two (2) years, with one result being a demonstration of how 

projects – once completed – affect congestion 
 The CMP was just updated and approved in November, 2025 
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Ms. Menet requested clarification on what determines “congestion”; is it volume or Travel Time 
Index (TTI)?  Mr. McGough explained that TTI is a measure of actual travel times vs. expected 
times based on ‘free flow’ conditions.  Actual traffic volumes may be higher on certain 
roadways, but if the roadway has the capacity (freeway vs. local, for example) then higher 
volumes may be able to be accommodated.  TTI is a more realistic measure of actual conditions 
vs. just traffic volumes.   
 
Ms. Showers asked if any mapping of the ‘Top 10 Congested Corridors’ was available.  Mr. 
McGough replied that a countywide map of the corridors is included in the LRTP and the 
individual corridor maps are available in the recently approved Congestion Management 
Process. 
 
Next, Ms. Hain described the ‘Roads and Bridges’ section.  This section describes the physical 
condition of the roadway and bridge system, with overviews by several descriptors including 
Functional Class, National Highway System status, Intermodal Connectors, Daily Vehicle Miles 
Traveled (DVMT), and ownership.  Several maps are included which give graphic representation 
of many of those attributes.  Additional attributes of the system discussed include International 
Roughness Index (IRI), Bridge Deck Condition, and ownership (local vs. state).  Charts showing 
the number of Licensed Drivers in Berks County were also shared. Additional road and bridge 
information is found in the RATS Annual Pavement and Bridge Condition Report, 2020-2024 that 
was adopted by the MPO in November 2025.  The annual report helps guide investment 
decisions through identification and analysis of Berks County roads and bridges and aids in 
determining potential projects for inclusion in the RATS TIP and LRTP. 
 
Mr. Donchez requested several text clarifications including: 
 Explaining that the percentage of roads (by various factors) should be described by 

roadway mileage, not the number of roads 
 Bridge inspections are completed on a two (2)-year cycle at a minimum, with increased 

frequency as needed 
 The Traffic Volume map appears to have several roadways showing low volumes.  

(STAFF NOTE: It was later determined that incomplete volumes were shown on many of 
the divided highways in the County, as only a single direction of volume was captured by 
GIS.  These discrepancies will be fixed by staff). 

 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the ‘Issues and Needs’ section next.  This can be considered a brief 
synopsis of the many challenges that face the transportation system in Berks County.  All the 
items discussed in this section are further expanded upon throughout the document.  The 
issues and needs discussed were wide-ranging in scope including:  current federal funding 
legislation and the need for reauthorization in the next fiscal year; safety and modernization of 
the transportation system; crashes and young drivers; the installation of roundabouts which are 
a federal proven safety countermeasure; truck parking; increases in truck and freight movement 
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locally and regionally; maintenance of the system, both state and local roads and bridges; 
strategic capacity improvements; increase in Alternative Fuels vehicles and road user charges; 
automated vehicles; electric micromobility; passenger rail restoration, aviation and the Reading 
Regional Airport; and funding for local bridges. 
 
Ms. Showers asked how these issues and needs were identified.  Ms. Timochenko explained 
how they came about through public comments, federal and state mandates, and in completing 
the background sections of the draft LRTP that analyzes data relating to these issues and needs. 
 
Ms. Schaeffer described how the need for investments in nonmotorized transportation should 
include investments in the multi-county trail system, specifically the Schuylkill River Trail (SRT).  
Staff acknowledged the role that the SRT plays in the countywide trail system for both 
recreation and transportation. Mr. Piper further offered that the Delaware Valley Regional 
Planning Commission (DRVPC) will make funding available for trail needs outside of their 
planning area, beginning in 2026.  Sections of the trail in Berks County would be considered 
eligible for DVRPC funding. 
 
Mr. Golembiewski discussed the ‘Amendment Procedures’ section next.  Though only a few 
pages, this section needed to be updated.  It describes the processes that must be followed for 
formal changes to the LRTP.  Mr. Piper noted that there has only ever been one LRTP 
amendment.  That was for a Transit project, and that was many years ago.  There are two (2) 
types of formal changes that can occur to the LRTP: 
 Administrative Modification happens when a minor change in the project is equal or less 

than ten (10) percent of the total project/phase cost; adding a new phase or changing 
the timing of a listed project that would move it from one time band to another, if that 
movement does not affect air quality conformity determination. 

 Plan Amendment is a major revision to the LRTP.  Actions that could warrant an 
Amendment include but are not limited to: 

o Adding a new project where no phases of the project are listed 
o A change in any project that affects its Air Quality significance 
o Deleting projects from the plan 
o Significant changes to project costs (greater than 10% of the project or phase cost), 

start dates (which may require an updated air quality conformity determination), or 
design concepts and scopes (eg., changing project termini, changing the number of 
traffic through lanes) for existing projects. 

 
Mr. Golembiewski questioned Ms. Bishop (FHWA) regarding the second bullet point under the 
Administrative Modification section (Identification of planned use of federal funds for the 
existing cost feasible plan projects if federal funds are not initially programed for a project but 
are added to a project funded with only state or local funds in the adopted LRTP).  Mr. Porochniak 
(FHWA) had requested clarification on this point.  Mr. Golembiewski responded that the bullet point 
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should probably be removed and requested final guidance from Ms. Bishop.  She responded that she 
would speak with Mr. Porochniak and get back to us. 
 
Mr. Golembiewski explained that Administrative Modifications do not require any type of formal 
public involvement, but Plan Amendments have public involvement requirements that must follow 
the MPO’s Public Participation Plan.  If the proposed Amendment could potentially have an adverse 
air quality conformity impact, there is a separate process that must be undertaken – including the 
issuance of a Conformity Report.  A Conformity Report must be included with the public input 
documents and approved by the MPO prior to submitting to various federal agencies for their 
approval.   It was noted that Plan Amendments will: 

 Require an update to the revenue and cost estimates supporting the plan to use an inflation 
rate(s) to reflect year of expenditure dollars, based on reasonable financial principles and 
information.  These estimates must demonstrate that the change preserves the financial 
feasibility of the plan. 

 Provide a purpose and need for the change.  This should include supporting data and 
analysis. 

 Determine if a proposed project is Air Quality (AQ) significant.  The proposed project will 
be submitted to the PA Interagency Consultation Group (ICG) for that determination 
and, if so determined to be AQ significant, perform the required travel demand and air 
quality conformity modeling and prepare the requisite Air Quality Conformity Report.   

 Follow a public involvement period consistent with the RATS Public Participation Plan.  
This includes review of the full draft proposal and the Air Quality Conformity Report (if 
required), followed by a 30-day public input period.  Staff will review and respond to any 
comments received, and then the amendment will be adopted by a recorded majority 
vote of the RATS Coordinating Committee at a publicly advertised meeting. 

 
Next, Mr. Piper described the Project Development Process.  He reviewed the detailed process 
of updating and funding the draft FFY 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
and draft FFY 2027-2050 LRTP.  He reviewed the various projects, costs, funding, and issues 
facing many of the projects.  It was noted that this draft TIP is “maintaining the status-quo”, 
meaning most projects are carrying-over from the current FFY 2025-2028 TIP, with very few new 
projects being added but several changes to existing projects were occurring.  One item of note 
is the additional $335,000/year Urban funding from DRVPC resulting from the Census defined 
Philadelphia Urban Area extending into Berks County.  Mr. Piper then discussed several 
individual projects. 
 
The LRTP is not about only roadways and bridges.  Staff consulted with South Central Transit 
Authority (SCTA) regarding their 20-year Capital Improvements Program.  That Program will be 
incorporated into the LRTP.  Similarly, the Master Plan and Capital Improvement Plan for the 
Reading Regional Airport will also be incorporated. 
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Ms. Timochenko mentioned that TIP updates include projects derived from the LRTP.  There are 
three (3) time frames that are used with these related documents: 

 TIP = Short Term in the LRTP (first 4 years) 
 TYP = Mid Term (next 8 years), part of the state’s Twelve-Year Program (TYP) 
 Late = The final 8 years and beyond of the LRTP 

 
The final topic of discussion by Ms. Timochenko was related to our Next Steps: 

 Presenting the draft LRTP, including the draft project list, at the quarterly Agency 
Coordination Meeting (ACM) on December 10th.  ACM is a group of environmental 
related organizations, PennDOT representatives, Federal Highway Administration 
representatives and other MPOs that review items such as specific high impact projects 
and draft MPO LRTPs to identify potential environmental impacts to natural resources, 
agricultural lands, and historic resources.  ACM reviews the draft LRTP against those 
resources and looks to see if we missed anything within our analysis that may need to 
be addressed.  The overall goal is to avoid those resources and, if they cannot be 
avoided, look to mitigate any effects to them. 

 Planning our next meeting.  Presently the next scheduled meeting would be held on 
February 16, 2026.  That happens to be the President’s Day Holiday when MPO staff 
would not be available.  After discussion it was decided to move the next scheduled 
meeting to Monday February 9, 2026, starting at 1:00 p.m. 

 Discussing the possibility of an interim Steering Committee meeting in January.  After 
discussion it was decided that an additional meeting would be held on January 26, 2026, 
at 1:00 p.m. 

 A link to the final formatted draft LRTP would be provided to all Steering Committee 
members on or before February 26, 2026. 

 
Ms. Timochenko asked for any additional comments or questions.  Hearing none she thanked 
everyone for their time and input.  The meeting concluded at 2:32 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #7 

JANUARY 28, 2026, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Zackary Tempesco (Reading Regional Airport) 
Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 
Board Member, Reading City Council Pres.) 

Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee Board 
Member, Cumru Twp. Commissioner) 

Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics) 
Scott Vottero (PennDOT District 5-0) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
Nyomi Nonnemaker (PennDOT Central Office) Alan Piper (BCPC staff) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber Alliance) Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 
Ronnique Bishop (Federal Highway 
Administration) 

Elaine Schaeffer (Schuylkill River National 
Heritage Area) 

Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0)  
 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:01 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the agenda for 
the meeting.  There will be three (3) sections reviewed today: Introduction, Environmental Integration, 
and Public Participation. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the Introduction Section first.  Notable discussion items in this section 
include: 
 What must be included in the LRTP 
 The Vision Statement as adopted by the MPO 
 Who is RATS, the various committees and staff, and the history of the MPO 
 A history of the LRTP, local needs, and current focus issues 

o Asset Management and Fiscal Constraint 
o Federal legislation to be addressed and the LRTP’s consistency with it 
o How the current federal legislation [Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA)] ends 

on September 30, 2026, and the effect of ‘flat’ federal funding assumptions made for 
time periods after that date 

 State legislative requirements and consistency with them 
 Consistency with the Berks County Comprehensive Plan 
 The LRTP Steering Committee structure, membership, and function 
 The Public Participation Process and Plan Adoption processes 

 
Ms. Rowe commented that the wealth of information in this section “…was amazing…”, as it was easy to 
read and thought it was overall a great introduction into the LRTP document and process. 

Mr. Donchez commented that the first page should mention the Federal Gasoline Tax has not been raised 
since 1993 which has a large effect on federal funding (the primary source of funds), and while the State 
raised its gas tax in 2023 that was repealed.  Also, on Page 3, a definition/explanation of what a 
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Transportation Management Area (TMA) should be included (Census-defined Urban Area with a 
population >200,000 persons, but also additional planning requirements). 

With no other questions or comments, the Environmental Integration Section was reviewed next.  This 
section discusses environmental impacts that must be considered in the project planning process and 
possible mitigation strategies for those impacts.  Federal and state laws that need to be addressed as 
part of the process include but are not limited to: 
 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
 Clean Air Act Amendments of 1991 
 Clean water legislation 
 Stormwater legislation 
 Noise impacts 
 Wetlands 
 Agricultural and historic preservation 

 
The PennDOT Connects process gives municipal officials the opportunity to highlight local plans and 
priorities early in the project planning process. Additionally, Geographic Information Systems (GIS) 
inform the process with mapped features of many types.  The overall goal of the environmental review 
process is to avoid negative impacts as much as possible and mitigate where necessary. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a ‘Potential Project Impacts’ chart that displayed the number of projects that 
had various environmental impacts.  The “Top 3” impacts were PA Act 167 (Stormwater), Prime 
Agricultural Soils, and Flood Plains. 

The goal of Resiliency in this section is to minimize the impacts of extreme weather events and natural 
disasters to the transportation system.  There was coordination with the Berks County Department of 
Emergency Services (DES) that included a Historical Events review that documents previous natural 
weather events that impacted Berks County.  Additionally, there was coordination with PennDOT’s 
Extreme Weather Vulnerability study. 

Ms. Bishop questioned whether this section was to satisfy the appropriate Federal Planning Factors.  Ms. 
Timochenko confirmed that it was.  Ms. Bishop then asked what the MPO’s ‘environmental resource 
inventory’ is?  She would like to see that statement expanded upon.  Mr. Golembiewski mentioned that 
BCPC / MPO staff maintains an extensive GIS library of environmentally related layers that make up that 
inventory.  Ms. Bishop was satisfied with that explanation. 

The Public Participation section was next to be reviewed.  This section reiterates the relevant content of 
the MPO’s Public Participation Plan as it relates to what specifically is required for the LRTP and how 
those requirements are related to certain Executive Orders.  There are specific yet similar processes for 
the LRTP and TIP, including the requirement to have the Air Quality Conformity Determination Report 
completed for inclusion in the Public Input process.  (EDITORS NOTE:  The Air Quality Conformity 
Determination Report will be discussed in further detail during the Travel Demand Modeling and Air 
Quality Conformity sections to be reviewed at the February 9,, 2026 meeting). 

Mr. Donchez mentioned on Page 1, last paragraph, a grammatical error (too many ‘communities’).  
Sentence will be corrected.  Ms. Bishop requested that the reference to Executive Order 12898 related to 
Environmental Justice be removed based on current Executive Orders.  Additionally, a typographical 
error needed to be corrected (Title VIA). 
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Ms. Timochenko made mention of the Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) presentation that was made 
on December 10, 2025.  The presentation went well with few negative comments; many were very 
positive.  A wide range of natural resources were reviewed.  A request was made by the Meeting 
attendees to include Important Bird Areas and Naturally Reproducing Trout Streams in various analyses.  
Additionally, a discussion on Wildlife Crossings needs to be included.  Since PennDOT’s draft guidance is 
not yet finalized, we should include our own, which at least references PennDOT’s Design Manual #2 
(DM2) which does mandate wildlife crossing reviews at the project level and references relevant safety 
issues. 

Ms. Timochenko asked for questions and comments; none were offered.  She next discussed the Next 
Steps in the LRTP process: 
 The final sections will be reviewed at the next Steering Committee meeting on February 9th 
 The LRTP is being created in conjunction with the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
 The travel demand and air quality modeling processes and conformity determination will be 

undertaken in the next few weeks 
 MPO Board approval for release and to begin Public Input and Comment period is anticipated 

for March 19, with the Public Comment Period to take place (tentatively) March 22 – April 24 
 Four (4) public meetings will be held 

o 4/7, 1:30 p.m., Berks County South Campus (in-person only) 
o 4/14, 6:00 p.m., Berks County Agricultural Center (in-person only) 
o 4/21, 11:00 a.m. AND 6:00 p.m. (virtual only) 

 

The next Steering Committee meeting will take place on February 9, 2026, starting at 1:00 p.m.  To be 
reviewed will be all of Chapter 4 (Recommendations, Performance Measures, Federal Planning Factors, 
Project listing, other items), and the Demographics and Economics section.   

The full, final draft of the LRTP will go to the group when completed for a final review. 

Ms. Timochenko asked for any additional comments or questions.  Hearing none she thanked everyone 
for their time and input.  The meeting concluded at 1:43 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING #8 

FEBRUARY 9, 2026, VIA MICROSOFT TEAMS 
 

Attendance: 

Amanda Timochenko (BCPC staff) Michael Donchez (PennDOT District 5-0) 
Michael Golembiewski (BCPC staff) Zackary Tempesco (Reading Regional Airport) 
Donna Reed (RATS Coordinating Committee 
Board Member, Reading City Council Pres.) 

Lisha Rowe (RATS Coordinating Committee Board 
Member, Cumru Twp. Commissioner) 

Lauri Ahlskog (South Central Transit Auth.) Ed Burns (Burns Logistics) 
Chris Kufro (PennDOT District 5-0) Matthew McGough (BCPC staff) 
Nyomi Nonnemaker (PennDOT Central Office) Alan Piper (BCPC staff) 
Alex Roche (Greater Reading Chamber Alliance) Devon Hain (BCPC staff) 
Ron Young (PennDOT District 5-0) Pamela Menet (Berks County Economic 

Development) 
Lawrence Peterson (PennDOT District 5-0) Elaine Schaeffer (Schuylkill River National 

Heritage Area) 
David Mattes (BCPC Board Member) Nick Raio (PennDOT Central Office) 

 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 1:01 PM.  She welcomed everyone and reviewed the agenda for 
the meeting.  There will be three (3) sections reviewed today: Demographics & Economics, Travel 
Demand Modeling & Air Quality Conformity, and Goals & Strategic Performance Measures, along with 
several draft Maps. 
 
Mr. McGough reviewed the Demographics & Economics section first.  Notable discussion items in this 
section include: 
 Current population trends and population projections 
 Urban vs. Rural population (Note: Ms. Menet commented that the US Dept. of Agriculture uses 

different metrics to determine Urban vs. Rural) 
 Other demographic components of the population including 

o Households and composition 
o Income and Poverty 
o Elderly 
o Disabled 
o Limited English Proficient 
o Zero Vehicle Households 

 All the above factors have effects on the transportation and transit networks, travel needs, and 
changes that may affect future travel 

 
Next, Mr. McGough reviewed the Economy section with highlights that included 
 How changes in Economy affects regional traffic 
 Employment and Unemployment trends, and employment projections 
 The County’s and regional Gross Domestic Product (GDP) 
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 Commuting patterns (distances and locations) 
 Mode of travel (Single vehicle, carpool, transit, bike/walk) and travel times 
 Major traffic generators 

 
Mr. Donchez made several comments including 
 It would be beneficial to sort the various tables in descending order (numeric versus 

alphabetically) as it would better highlight where Berks County ranks 
 Berks County 2021 Annual Averages table, please check the math as there appear to be some 

errors in calculations 
 Top 25 Employers table, why is Kutztown University not included?  Mr. Piper noted that it is 

included in the #18 entry (PA State System of Higher Education) 
 Referencing the bar graph, the second paragraph above it should include a discussion on the 

emergence of E-Commerce and resulting fewer ‘brick and mortar’ stores and the effects of e-
commerce on traffic 

 Question regarding the Persons per Household by Municipality (Map #3), why is western Berks 
so high in household size?  Is it due to large farmsteads, or the effect that a low number of 
households has on the calculation.  Same could be considered in Hereford Township and New 
Morgan Borough 
 

Ms. Menet asked why the American Community Survey (ACS) was used so extensively for data when 
there are other sources available.  She specifically highlighted a report recently approved by the Berks 
County Workforce Development Board (WDB) pertaining to future workforce development.  Mr. 
Golembiewski responded that to get data at the municipal level, the ACS 5-year Survey is the most 
consistently updated and the most comprehensive of the data reported.  While certain items like the 
WDB’s report can be valuable – and we will include a reference in the LRTP – we use ACS primarily for 
consistency between both municipal and county data.    
 
With no other questions or comments, Mr. Golembiewski reviewed the Travel Demand Modeling & Air 
Quality Conformity section.  He began by giving an overview of the Berks County Travel Demand 
Forecasting Model (BCTM) including its history, why it’s required, some of its components and how it 
works.  Output from the BCTM is forwarded to a consultant who runs the USEPA’s 5th-generation Motor 
Vehicle Emissions Simulator (MOVES5), which is required based on the Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1990.  The MOVES5 model uses BCTM traffic information to generate estimates of pollutants that 
contribute to ground level ozone. 
 
RATS is required by the CAAA to prove that future transportation plans and projects do not increase 
levels of ozone-creating pollutants; using the BCTM and MOVES5 are how we accomplish that.  The Air 
Quality Conformity process (Conformity) involves coding future roadway projects into the BCTM, running 
the model, then taking the resultant output and using it as input into USEPA’s MOVES5 air quality model.  
The resulting amount of pollutants created by the roadway network is compared to emissions ‘budgets’ 
– allowable limits of motor vehicle pollution – to ensure that planned projects don’t add to overall 
vehicle emissions.  Should emissions exceed the budgets, then the overall grouping of plans and projects 
would need to be adjusted and the models re-run to ensure exceedances do not occur. 
 
Mr. Golembiewski discussed the various National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) that have 
affected Berks now or in the past: 
 1997 and 2008 8-Hour Ozone 
 2015 8-Hour Ozone 
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 1997 Annual PM2.5 and 2006 24-Hour PM 2.5 
 2012 annual PM2.5 

 
At one time we were designated as ‘nonattainment’ and therefore responsible for modeling against the 
1997 Annual PM2.5 standard.  Subsequently, Berks was designated as ‘in attainment’ as of the updated 
2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard and, effective April 2015, is no longer responsible for modeling PM2.5. 
 
At present, we are still considered nonattainment against the 2008 Ozone standard and, therefore, 
model the ‘criteria pollutants’ [Oxides of Nitrogen (Nox) and Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)] against 
the aforementioned Emission Budgets.  There is a more stringent 2015 8-hour Ozone NAAQS, but 
numerous court cases nationwide have delayed the implementation of that standard. 
 
Finally, the actual analysis was discussed.  The models must be run (for the current TIP and LRTP) for 
three (3) analysis years: 2030, 2040, and 2050.  Based on FHWA guidance, these years are chosen as 
(2030) a year within the draft TIP; (2050) the last year of the LRTP; and (2040) an interim year that is no 
more than 10 years beyond prior analysis years.  Regionally significant highway projects are coded into 
the respective years based on the year they are expected to be substantially complete and open to 
traffic.  The resulting pollutant estimates are reviewed against the budgets and either a ‘Pass’ or ‘Fail’ for 
each year are issued, thus resulting in a final conformity determination. 
 
Mr. Donchez had the only comment, asking that examples of PM2.5 (i.e., brake dust, tire wear) be added 
to the text to provide context.  Staff agreed. 
 
With no other questions or comments, Ms. Timochenko reviewed the Goals and Strategic Performance 
Measures section.  This section builds on all of the background information, federal requirements, and 
various processes to ultimately assemble project lists.  Items included are: 
 Goals and Objectives and how they relate to ten (10) Federal Planning Factors 
 Project prioritization strategies and federal Performance Measures (PM’s), along with funding 

sources pertinent to those PM’s 
 FHWA’s Transportation Performance Management (TPM), including nationwide Goals, 

Performance-Based Planning and Programming and associated PM’s and related target setting 
o PM-1, Safety, and how the LRTP and project selection works toward meeting PM-1 

targets 
o PM-2, System Conditions, and how the LRTP and project selection works toward 

meeting PM-2 targets 
o PM-3, Congestion, hand how the LRTP and project selection works toward meeting PM-

3 targets 
 Transit PM’s and related targets, as set by SCTA 

 
Various initiatives and key projects (Highway/Bridge and Transit) by period were discussed.  Related to 
this, the Financial Plan was reviewed.  Numerous issues include 
 Issues related to federal transportation reauthorization or extension of the current 

Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) which ends on September 30, 2026 
 Without reauthorization, we cannot assume more federal funding than already authorized 
 Longer-range time periods show many line items due to the difficulty of programming projects 

so far out, due to lack of funding estimates, inflation effects, and other factors 
 Financial tables from the Reading Regional Airport’s Capital Improvement Program have been 

included in the LRTP 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE
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 Due to the uncertainty surrounding future funding, a list of ‘unfunded projects’ is included.  This 

can be considered our ‘wish list’ of projects to be considered in future updates of the LRTP and 
TIP 

 The Schuylkill River Passenger Rail Authority’s (SRPRA) Passenger Rail project is identified in the 
LRTP but is presently outside of any TIP/LRTP funding streams 

 The statewide Interstate Maintenance (IM) TIP items are listed on our TIP only but are not 
funded out of any RATS allocations 

 The SCTA/BARTA Capital Improvement Program is attached 
 
Discussion regarding several of the maps ensued.  Mr. Piper mentioned that the IM TIP projects shown 
are considered Draft, since the final IM TIP has not yet been released by PennDOT.  Also, PA Turnpike 
projects are shown but need to be added to the Bridge and IM project lists as the are funded completely 
by Turnpike funds and not TIP allocations. 
 
Mr. Raio mentioned the PM discussion, specifically PM-1.  The header information in the table had a 
wrong date; 2024 Safety Measures and Targets should read 2026.  Staff will correct the text. 
 
Public Outreach and next steps were the last to be discussed.  Staff noted that a full draft of the LRTP 
document is being prepared and will be sent to the Steering Committee members when completed for 
their feedback.  Additionally: 
 The formal Public Input and Comment period is anticipated to take place from March 22 – April 

24, with the advertisement running (English and Spanish) in the Sunday (3/22) Reading Eagle 
 Four (4) public meetings are anticipated to be held 

o 4/7, 1:30 p.m., Berks County South Campus (in-person only) 
o 4/14, 6:00 p.m., Berks County Agricultural Center (in-person only) 
o 4/21, 11:00 a.m. AND 6:00 p.m. (virtual only) 

 
This was the last scheduled Steering Committee meeting.  Ms. Timochenko extended to the members 
her gratitude for their participation and attention to the materials.  Their participation made staff’s jobs 
much easier.  A number of members expressed their thanks to Ms. Timochenko for presiding over the 
Committee.  The meeting concluded at approximately 2:30 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

RATS LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE



151Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

2/25/2026

1

RReeaaddiinngg  AArreeaa  TTrraannssppoorrttaattiioonn  SSttuuddyy  ((RRAATTSS))

FFFFYY  22002277--22005500
LLoonngg  RRaannggee  TTrraannssppoorrttaattiioonn  PPllaann  UUppddaattee

LLRRTTPP  OOvveerrvviieeww

•Update to FFY 2023-
2045 LRTP, adopted 
2022

•LRTP Steering 
Committee

•Public outreach

•Fiscally constrained

•Addresses the 10 
Federal planning factors

Federal Planning Factors

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight.

Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality 
of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local 
planned growth and economic development patterns.

Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight.

Promote efficient system management and operation.

Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 
stormwater impacts of surface transportation.

Enhance travel and tourism.

Berks County 
Planning 

Commission 

Reading Area 
Transportation 

Study

Federal Highway 
Administration

Federal Transit 
Administration

PennDOT 
District 5-0

PennDOT Central South Central 
Transit Authority

Reading Regional 
Airport Authority

Schuylkill River 
Passenger Rail 

Authority

Schuylkill River 
Greenways 
Association

Abilities in Motion Greater Reading 
Chamber Alliance

Freight 
Representatives 
(Penske, Burns 

Logistics)

LLRRTTPP  SStteeeerriinngg  CCoommmmiitttteeee  
PPaarrttiicciippaattiinngg  OOrrggaanniizzaattiioonnss

PPuubblliicc  OOuuttrreeaacchh
• 2 rounds of initial public 

outreach – total of 14 
meetings

• 165 responses from STC 12 –
Year Program Update survey

• Municipality solicitation – 6 
project request responses

• Agency Coordination 
Meeting – 12/10/25

• Minimum of 2 public 
meetings during public 
comment period – April 2026

Legend

_̂ LRTP 2024 Public Outreach Meetings

_̂ LRTP 2025 Public Outreach Meetings

LLRRTTPP  GGooaallss
• Keep travelers safe and secure, for all 

modes of transportation
• Maintain and improve the existing 

multimodal transportation system 
and services within fiscal constraints.

• Invest in projects that strengthen and 
enhance economic development and 
tourism opportunities.

• Give travelers a variety of well-
designed transportation choices that 
are in good condition.

• Enhance the County transportation 
system to address environmental 
impacts.

LLooccaattiioonn  –– BBeerrkkss  CCoouunnttyy

1 2

3 4

5 6

AGENCY COORDINATION MEETING PRESENTATION



TIP and LRTP Appendix

152 Reading MPO

2/25/2026

2

DDeemmooggrraapphhiiccss EExxiissttiinngg  LLaanndd  
UUssee

FFuuttuurree  LLaanndd  
UUssee

RRooaaddwwaayy  
CCllaassssiiffiiccaattiioonn

Reading Area Transportation Study
Long Range Transportation Plan FFY 2027-2050

Map 21

NNaattiioonnaall  
HHiigghhwwaayy  
SSyysstteemm

TTrraaffffiicc  
VVoolluummeess

7 8

9 10

11 12
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PPaavveemmeenntt  
CCoonnddiittiioonnss

BBrriiddggee  
CCoonnddiittiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

13 14

15 16

17 18
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4

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
CCoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

LLRRTTPP  
PPrroojjeecctt  

LLooccaattiioonnss

LLRRTTPP  
PPrroojjeecctt  

LLooccaattiioonnss

LLRRTTPP  PPrroojjeecctt  
LLooccaattiioonnss

19 20

21 22

23 24
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LLRRTTPP  PPrroojjeecctt  
LLooccaattiioonnss

LLRRTTPP  
PPrroojjeecctt  
LLooccaattiioonnss

LLRRTTPP  PPootteennttiiaall  
PPrroojjeecctt  IImmppaaccttss

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
1
1
1
1

3
3
3

5
9
10

16
16
16

20
20
20

28
44

46
52

60
62

72
78

98

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Wilderness Trout Streams
Stafford Act Properties

Commercial Waste Operations
Section 6(f) LWCF Grants

State Forests
State Parks

State Gamelands
Soils of Local Importance
Ch. 93 EU Trout Stocking

Class A Streams
Existing Use HQ/EV

Section 6(f) LWCF Acquisitions
Protected Federal Lands

Designated Use HQ/EV
Municipal Waste

Historic Sites (Listed)
Important Bird Areas

Historic Districts (Listed)
Land Recycling Cleanup

Water Trails
Trout Natural Reproduction

USACE Navigable Waters
Captive Hazardous Waste

DCNR Trails
Agricultural Conservation Easements

NHA Core Habitats
Hydric Soils

NWI Wetlands
Storage Tanks

EPA Waste Sites
Soils of Statewide Importance

100 Year Floodplain
Prime Farmland Soils

Act 167 Plans

Potential Project Impacts

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  IImmppaacctt  
MMiittiiggaattiioonn

LRTP Mitigation Strategies
• Continue to assist PennDOT District 5-0 to find 

suitable seasonal wetland bank sites as 
appropriate

• Continue to work with PHMC to identify historic 
sites in Berks County and mitigate impacts to 
historic resources

• Continue to utilize the PennDOT Connects policy 
to determine potential environmental impacts 
early in the project development process

• Continue to coordinate with resource agencies for 
all projects to mitigate impacts

• Continue to implement Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) for all projects

EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  
IImmppaacctt  MMiittiiggaattiioonn
LRTP Mitigation Strategies
• Continue to work with the 

Berks County Emergency 
Services department to 
implement mitigation 
efforts identified in the 
Berks County Hazard 
Mitigation Plan

• Continue to utilize 
PennDOT’s Extreme 
Weather Vulnerability Study 
to identify strategies to 
improve transportation 
system resiliency

LLRRTTPP  NNeexxtt  
SStteeppss

LLRRTTPP  
DDeevveellooppmmeenntt  
PPoorrttaall
wwwwww..bbeerrkkssppaa..ggoovv//ddeeppaarrttmm
eennttss//ppllaannnniinngg--
ccoommmmiissssiioonn//ttrraannssppoorrttaattiioonn--
rreeaaddiinngg--mmppoo//ppllaannss--aanndd--
pprrooggrraammss//22005500--lloonngg--rraannggee--
ttrraannssppoorrttaattiioonn--ppllaann

We are 
here

25 26

27 28

29 30
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6

TThhaannkk  yyoouu!!

QQuueessttiioonnss  oorr  ccoommmmeennttss??

31
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READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN UPDATE 
 
 

ADOPTED SEPTEMBER 21, 2023 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
C/o 

Berks County Planning Commission 
633 Court St. FL 14 

Reading, PA  19601-4302 
Ph:  610-478-6300 

FAX:  610-478-6316 
Email:  planning@countyofberks.com 

Web:  https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-commission 
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The preparation of this report has been financed in part through grants from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation.  The 
contents of this report reflect the views of the authors who are responsible for the facts and the 
accuracy of the data presented herein.  The contents do not necessarily reflect the official 
policies of the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania at the time of 
publication.  This report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation. 
 
The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination 
statutes and regulations in all programs and activities. The Berks County/RATS website 
provides language translation software, offering translation between English, Spanish, and 
multiple other languages. Publications and other public documents can be made available in 
alternative languages and formats, if requested.  Any person who believes they have been 
aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by RATS under Title VI has a right to file a 
formal complaint. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with RATS's Title VI 
Compliance Officer and/or the appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged 
discriminatory occurrence. For more information on RATS' Title VI program, or to obtain copies 
of RATS’ Title VI Policies, Complaint Procedures, or Complaint Form, please contact the Title VI 
Compliance Officer at (610) 478-6300 x6304, email planning@countyofberks.com, or visit our 
website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-commission/transportation-
reading-mpo/reading-area-transportation-study-2023-meeting-schedule. 
 
In accordance with the requirements of Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
("ADA"), RATS will not discriminate against qualified individuals with disabilities based on 
disability in its services, programs, or activities.  RATS’ 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 (7) days prior to a meeting.  
Requests made within seven (7) days will be accommodated to the greatest extent possible.  
Anyone who requires an auxiliary aid or service for effective communication, or a modification of 
policies or procedures to participate in a program, service, or activity of RATS, or has 
complaints that a program, service, or activity of RATS is not accessible to persons with 
disabilities please contact the ADA Point of Contact at (610) 478-6300 x6304, email 
planning@countyofberks.com, or visit our website at 
https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-commission/transportation-reading-
mpo/reading-area-transportation-study-2023-meeting-schedule 
 
Documents will be made available in alternative languages or formats if requested.  Persons 
requiring additional accommodations or those with questions should call 610-478-6300. 
 
Estos informes y/o documentos estarán disponibles en diversos lenguajes y formatos si es 
necesario. Personas que necesiten acomodo razonable o con preguntas pueden comunicarse 
al 610-478-6300.  

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN
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English
ATTENTION: If you speak another language, language assistance is available to you FREE OF CHARGE.
Call 610.478.6300 

Español
Atención: Si habla español, tiene a su disposición servicios gratuitos de asistencia lingüística.
Llame al 610.478.6300

中文
注意：如果您講廣東話或普通話，您可以免費獲得語言援助服務。請致電 610.478.6300

Tiếng Việt
CHÚ Ý: Nếu bạn nói Tiếng Việt, có các dịch vụ hỗ trợ ngôn ngữ miễn phí dành cho bạn.
Gọi số 610.478.6300

한국어
주의: 한국어를 사용하시는 경우, 언어 지원 서비스를 무료로 이용하실 수 있습니다. 610.478.6300

Français
ATTENTION: Si vous parlez français, des services d'aide linguistique vous sont proposés gratuitement.
Appelez le 610.478.6300

العربیة 
ملحوظة: إذا كنت تتحدث اللغة العربیة، فإن خدمات المساعدة اللغویة تتوافر لك بالمجان. اتصل برقم المبرقة الكاتبة: 610.478.6300

עברית
שים לב :אם אתה מדבר עברית ,סיוע בשפה  ,ללא תשלום ,זמינים עבורך .התקשר 610.478.6300

Hmoob
LUS CEEV: Yog tias koj hais lus Hmoob, cov kev pab txog lus, muaj kev pab dawb rau koj.
Hu rau 610.478.6300

Pусский
ВНИМАНИЕ: Если вы говорите на pyccком языке, то вам доступны бесплатные услуги перевода.
Звоните 610.478.6300

Tagalog
PAUNAWA: Kung nagsasalita ka ng Tagalog, maaari kang gumamit ng mga serbisyo ng tulong se wika
nang walang bayad. Tumawag sa 610.478.6300

Deutsche
ACHTUNG: Wenn Sie Deutsch sprechen, erhalten Sie kostenlose sprachliche Unterstützungsdienste.
Telefonnummer 610.478.6300

日本人
注：日本語を話す人は、無料で言語サポートを利用することができます。電話番号 610.478.6300

Italiano 
ATTENZIONE: se parli italiano, l'assistenza linguistica, a titolo gratuito, è a tua disposizione. Chiama il
numero 610.478.6300  

610.478.6300 

610.478.6300. 

: 610.478.6300
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Português
POR FAVOR, OBSERVE: se você fala português, assistência linguística, grátis, está à sua disposição.
Ligue para 610.478.6300

Nederlands
LET OP: als u Nederlands spreekt, is taalondersteuning gratis. Bel 610.478.6300

Ελληνικά
ΠΡΟΣΟΧΗ: αν μιλάτε ελληνικά, η υποστήριξη γλώσσας είναι διαθέσιμη δωρεάν. Καλέστε 610.478.6300

Polskie
UWAGA: jeśli mówisz po polsku, obsługa języków jest dostępna bezpłatnie. Zadzwoń 610.478.6300

Српски
ПАЖЊА: Ако говорите српски, на располагању вам је бесплатна помоћ. Позив 610.478.6300

Hrvatski
Pažnja: Ako govorite hrvatski, besplatna vam je pomoć dostupna. Nazovite 610.478.6300

Українська
Увага: якщо ви розмовляєте по-українськи, ви можете отримати безкоштовну допомогу.
Зателефонуйте за номером 610.478.6300

فارسی
توجھ: اگر حرف فارسی رایگان رایگان دریافت کمک. تماس 610.478.6300

: , : . 
610.478.6300

বাঙািল

Română
Atenție: Dacă vorbești limba română, poți obține ajutor gratuit. Telefon 610.478.6300

Albanian
Kujdes: Nëse ju flisni gjuhën shqipe, mund të merrni ndihmë falas. Telefoni 610.478.6300

Laotian
ຂໍ້ ຄວນລະວັ ງ: ຖ້າທ່ານເວົ້າພາສາລາວ, ທ່ານຈະໄດ້ຮັ ບການຊ່ວຍເຫື ຼ ອຟຣີ . ໂທ 610.478.6300

Türk
Dikkat: Türkçe konuşursanız, ücretsiz yardım alırsınız. 610.478.6300 'i arayın

ਪੰਜਾਬੀ
ਨੋਟ: ਜੇ ਤੁਸੀ ਂ ਪੰਜਾਬੀ ਬੋਲਦ ੇ ਹੋ ਤਾਂ ਤੁਸੀ ਂ ਮੁਫਤ ਮਦਦ ਲੈ ਸਕਦ ੇ ਹੋ. ਕਾਲ 610.478.6300

610.478.6300: 

: , . 610.478.6300

: 
. 610.478.6300

: , 610.478.6300
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Bahasa Indonesia
Perhatian: Jika Anda berbicara bahasa Indonesia, Anda dapat menerima bantuan gratis.
Hubungi 610.478.6300

አማርኛ
ማስጠንቀቂያ: በአማርኛ የሚናገሩ ከሆነ, ነጻ እርዳታ ማግኘት ይችላሉ. በ 610.478.6300 ላይ መደወል

Yorùbá
Ifarabalẹ: Ti o ba sọ ni Yorùbá, o le gba iranlọwọ ọfẹ. Pe 610.478.6300

Igbo
Ntị: Ọ bụrụ na ị na-asụ Igbo, ịnwere ike ịnweta enyemaka n'efu. Kpọọ 610.478.6300

ລາວ
ໂປດຊາບ: ຖ້າວ່າ ທ່ ານເວ້ົ າພາສາ ລາວ, ການບໍ ລິ ການຊ່ວຍເຫຼື ອດ້ານພາສາ, ໂດຍບໍ ່ ເສັ ຽຄ່ າ, ແມ່ ນມີ ພ້ ອມໃຫ້ ທ່ ານ. ໂທຣ
610.478.6300

日本語
注意事項：日本語を話される場合、無料の言語支援をご利用いただけます。610.478.6300.まで、お電
話にてご連絡ください。

610.478.6300

610.478.6300

: , 610.478.6300
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Public Participation Plan 
FINAL September 2023 

Reading Area Transportation Study 
Page 1 of 22 

 

 

Section 1: Introduction 
 

1.1 Introduction to the Public Participation Plan 
 
The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) is the designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for all of Berks County and is responsible for regional transportation 
planning activities.  RATS communicates with interested parties to ensure effective and 
innovative transportation planning that is representative of and responsive to the needs 
of the entire region.  To achieve this goal, RATS provides the public with an active role in 
the development of transportation plans, programs, and projects, beginning in the early 
stages of and throughout the planning processes. 

 
This Public Participation Plan (PPP) provides a framework to ensure that the RATS 
transportation planning process includes a proactive participation process and complies 
with federal participation plan requirements. This PPP identifies current and previous 
outreach efforts and outlines steps to be taken to improve. 

 
 
1.2 Background 

 

Public participation processes involve the timely notification of information to the public to 
provide input early in and throughout the planning and programming processes. RATS 
provides interested parties with opportunities to comment on those processes, including 
this Public Participation Plan. The Public Participation Plan ensures that the public 
involvement activities of RATS transportation planning processes comply with the 
proactive public involvement requirements of Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR). The requirements for public involvement are set forth primarily in 23 CFR Section 
450.316(a)(1)(2)(3) and (b) which addresses elements of the metropolitan planning 
process. The requirements pertaining to the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) (23 
CFR 450.322) also include provisions addressing public outreach [450.322(f)(7), 
450.322(g), 450.322(i), and 450.322(j)]. The process that addresses public involvement 
in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) (CFR 450.32) is described in Section 
450.316(a). Additionally, regulations require an opportunity for at least one public 
meeting in air quality nonattainment Transportation Management Areas (TMA’s) should 
be addressed through the PPP described in 450.316(a). A TMA is designated by the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as an urbanized area with a population greater 
than 200,000 as determined by the most recent Decennial Census. 

 
The PPP details strategies and procedures RATS will use to achieve its long-standing 
commitment to participation in regional transportation planning efforts. The PPP applies 
to transportation planning activities for which participation by interested parties is a 
required component, and outlines RATS transportation planning activities that comply 
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with Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and 
other applicable standards for collecting and addressing public comments. 

 
1.3 Federal Certification Review Recommendations 

 
Pursuant to 23 Unites States Code (USC) Section 134(k) and 49 USC 5303(k), the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
must jointly certify the metropolitan transportation planning in Transportation 
Management Areas (TMA’s) every four years. A TMA is an urbanized area, as defined 
by the U.S. Census Bureau, with a population of over 200,000. The latest Certification 
Review conducted for RATS occurred in November 2020, with the final report of that 
Review released on March 3, 2021. The review did not make any formal 
recommendations for improvements to this PPP.  There were several subject areas 
within the Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Plan where the MPO was encouraged to 
make improvements.  Those areas will be addressed within that LEP Plan but are noted 
here for consistency. 

 
1. The Review Team finds that RATS did not address the recommendations using the 

specific techniques identified in the 2017 report; however, the Team finds that the MPO 
addressed the intent of most of the recommendations. Specifically, the Review Team 
finds the MPO has made certain documents available to the region’s largest LEP 
population in its native language; and, provided notices to that language group concerning 
the availability of language assistive services in its native language as a foreword to the 
document. Nonetheless, the Review Team finds that based on demographic data 
provided in the LEP Plan, the region has other LEP language groups that need to be 
made aware of the language assistive services the MPO provides. Accordingly, the Team 
encourages the MPO to add language Tag Lines for its current “front piece”, relevant to its 
linguistic population, for inclusion in vital documents. Examples of language Tag Lines 
can be found in Pennsylvania’s 2021 Transportation Program General and Procedural 
Guidance document. 

 
2. The Review Team found that the recommendation concerning the website, although 

addressed in the MPOs LEP Plan, is not readily observable on the website. The Team 
found that the reason that changes have not been made to the website as indicated is 
that the website is not within the MPOs direct authority and control to address. During the 
virtual review discussion, the MPO revealed that the website is administered and 
maintained by Berks County. As a result, RATS is unable to unilaterally alter the website: 

 
3. To improve the overall process, the Review Team encourages RATS to revisit the 

language in the LEP Plan, and anywhere else that it appears, concerning the availability 
of translation of the website. This information should be revised to accurately reflect how 
the MPO communicates information contained on its website to LEP language groups. 
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1.4 RATS Contact Information 
 
For more information on this Public Participation Plan or on RATS regional transportation 
planning activities, please contact us through the Berks County Planning Commission 
using the information shown on the front cover of the document. 

 
Section 2: Public Participation Goals: 

 

2.1 Overview 
 
RATS recognizes the obligation to provide adequate information to persons regarding 
transportation plans and programs. It also seeks out and encourages participation in the 
development of these plans and programs as well as any substantial amendments to 
them. Therefore, RATS will ensure that adequate information is provided to individuals 
and groups to evaluate various proposals. RATS will also provide forums to obtain views 
on transportation planning and project related issues. 

 
RATS recognizes that persons affected by public action should have a voice in policy 
formulation. Although the various transportation planning and programming activities are 
designed to have long term beneficial effects on the community, these activities may also 
have an adverse impact on some individuals. Therefore, it is important that everybody 
knows what is being planned and is given every opportunity to present their views. 

 
RATS recognizes the need to consult and coordinate with appropriate public and private 
agencies such as federal and state departments, local municipalities, county 
departments, and private organizations. It will also confer with social service agencies 
regarding the needs of their clients including the elderly, persons with disabilities, low 
income, and those of minority and/or Limited English Proficient groups. 

 
To comply with the various requirements, RATS sets forth these Public Participation 
Goals, including: 

 
 Ensure that interested parties in Berks County have an active and ongoing 

role in the regional transportation planning process 
 Guarantee an established and dependable process with open meetings and 

public access to technical data and non-technical information 
 Increase the level of understanding of the transportation planning process in 

the region and identify how interested parties can become more involved 
 Provide interested parties with multiple opportunities for meaningful 

involvement in the regional transportation planning process 
 Identify, seek out and engage minority populations, low-income populations, 

Limited English Proficient populations, persons with disabilities, and all groups 
and organizations listed in Section 4.1 as Interested Parties 

 Employ effective techniques for outreach and communication 
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 Serve as a guide to RATS / BCPC staff for outreach and participation activities 
and efforts for transportation and other planning activities 

 Document what we learn from interested parties in a format for 
consideration and use by the MPO Board (‘the Board’), Berks County 
Planning Commission (BCPC), BCPC staff, and others to improve our 
outreach and participation efforts. 

 
Section 3: Outreach Techniques and Strategies 

 

3.1 Overview 
 
RATS uses a wide range of communication mechanisms and community engagement 
techniques to provide for meaningful participation from interested parties, including: 

 
 Communication by mail, phone, fax, email, or person-to-person contact 
 BCPC’s website containing documents, meeting schedules, agendas and 

minutes, transportation-related announcements, and educational tools 
 Input at public meetings, public hearings, and workshops that are held at 

convenient and accessible locations and times 
 Partnering with community, civic, and business groups to produce forums and 

input sessions when requested 
 Distribution of planning documents, brochures, fact sheets, and maps 

documenting planning efforts 
 Distribution of public notices and press releases 
 Internet and direct mailed surveys 
 Using the BCPC’s eFlash electronic notifications of important events 
 Using the BCPC’s Facebook page 
 Exploring the creation of a separate RATS Facebook page, along with other 

social media 
 Visualization techniques to help board members and the public understand 

potential outcomes of transportation plans and/or programs 
 Consultation with agencies and officials responsible for planning activities 

within the county that are affected by transportation 
 Ensuring that vital documents are translated into Spanish and made available 

digitally and in print 
 Including notices on all documents and on the website that certain translated 

documents are available, and other translations are available on request 
 Incorporating virtual public outreach and input 

 
3.2 Contact Lists 

 
RATS staff continually develops and maintains databases of stakeholders, media and 
interested organizations and parties.  These lists are updated regularly to reflect current 
information. Contact lists expand throughout the transportation planning process as 
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people, organizations and agencies become involved and offer their opinions or just 
want more information. To establish new contacts, RATS uses a range of strategies, 
such as: 

 
 Mailing list registration is available at all public meetings / hearings 
 Mailing list registration is available via the BCPC website or email 
 Announcements of public meetings, public hearings, workshops, and other 

project-specific opportunities made available online, through news releases, 
email notification, targeted mailings, social media (Facebook), or announced 
at public meetings 

 Working with existing stakeholders to suggest potential participants or 
encourage participation 

 Working with professional, civic and community organizations to provide 
representatives, suggest participants, and encourage participation 

 Making special efforts to engage social service providers who work with 
transportation-challenged clients 

 
3.3 Visualization Techniques 

 
RATS uses a wide range of accessible information resources to help participants 
understand different proposals, impacts and possible outcomes related to regional 
transportation programs and plans. Visualization techniques used to illustrate these 
concepts may include, but are not limited to, one or more of the following materials and 
practices: 

 
 Printed small and large scale maps 
 Aerial photographs, alone or with GIS mapping overlays 
 Photographs, sketches, artist renderings, images, diagrams, charts, and 

other graphics 
 Printed maps that allow comparison of proposals 
 Scenario planning discussions 
 Online maps 
 Virtual public engagement that includes visual aids and voice descriptions 
 Internet web based content that is: 

o Easy to read (sans serif fonts) 
o Does not require extensive page scrolling or multiple ‘click-throughs’ 
o No advertising 
o Documents available for download in standard software formats, i.e., 

Adobe .PDF, Microsoft products 
 
3.4 Virtual Public Involvement 

 
The COVID-19 Pandemic forced public meetings to go from in-person gatherings to 
virtual environments for many months.  RATS staff adapted to these challenges and 
continues to improve where possible.  Since all online processes are controlled by 
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County of Berks Information Services Department policies and procedures, RATS staff 
uses the following products and techniques: 
 Microsoft Teams Live, Facebook Live, and YouTube for live meeting 

broadcasts 
 Incorporation of screen-shared agendas, attachments, documents, and 

presentations 
 Ensuring the public is aware that meetings are recorded for transcription 

purposes 
 Allowing for Public Comment at the beginning and end of all meetings 
 Posting agendas and meeting links on the Berks County, Planning 

Commission, and RATS websites at least seven (7) days prior to the meeting 
 Posting all meeting materials at least 48 hours prior to the meeting 

 
Section 4: Consultation with Interested Parties 

 

4.1 Overview 
 
Federal guidance originally from SAFETEA-LU legislation dictates that: 

 
“The MPO shall develop and use a documented participation plan that 
defines a process for providing citizens, affected public agencies, 
representatives of public transportation employees, freight shippers, 
providers of freight transportation services, private providers of 
transportation, representatives of users of public transportation, 
representatives of users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, and other 
interested parties with reasonable opportunities to be involved in the 
metropolitan planning process”. [§ 450.316(a) Interested parties, 
participation and consultation] 

 
4.2 Consultation with Tribes and Federal Land Management Agencies 

 
MPO’s must consult with federally recognized Tribes and Nations to provide 
opportunities for review and comment on key planning documents.  PennDOT maintains 
their Tribal Consultation Guide which describes which Tribes and Nations have interests 
throughout the Commonwealth, specifies which are to be included in review activities 
and how they are to be addressed.  Many Tribes and Nations accept electronic 
submissions however there are still some who require hardcopies of all draft documents. 
 
Regulations also require coordination with Federal Land Management agencies in the 
development of the TIP and LRTP.  There are two (2) federal lands in Berks County:  
Hopewell Furnace National Historic Park, administered by the National Park Service, 
and Blue Marsh Lake, administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
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4.3 Consultation in Developing this Public Participation Plan 
 
The Reading Area Transportation Study develops all plans and programs in consultation 
with the interested parties defined above. To develop this Public Participation Plan, 
RATS first assembled a draft list of participation strategies and ideas based on a review 
of the existing Public Involvement Process Resolution, past experiences, and guidance 
from federal transportation planning legislation.  All activities undertaken during the 
Public Comment Period are documented in the Appendix. 

 
Section 5: Title VI and Environmental Justice 

 

5.1 Overview 
 
RATS Environmental Justice Summary serves as a guide for RATS to use to identify 
concentrations of Title VI and Environmental Justice populations, including minorities 
and low-income populations.  This Summary is updated with every TIP and LRTP 
update; at a minimum of every two (2) years.  The foundation for these efforts is stated 
in Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964: 

 
“No person in the United States shall, on the basis of race, color, or 
national origin be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, 
or be subjected to discrimination under any program receiving Federal 
financial assistance.” --Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 
2000) 

 

The President’s 1994 Executive Order on Environmental Justice states: 
 

“Each Federal agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of 
its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental 
effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and 
low-income populations.” --Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to 
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations, 1994 

 
As concentrations of these groups are located, RATS will work with agencies and 
organizations that encompass these groups to ensure they are aware of draft Plans 
and Programs and have opportunities to provide input. 

 
5.2 Target Outreach Areas 

 
RATS uses its data collection and analysis capabilities within the Environmental Justice 
Summary process to support participation efforts and help ensure meaningful access to its public 
participation opportunities.  RATS uses the Environmental Justice Summary to analyze the 
relationship between the region’s populations and its regional investments, plans and programs.  
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Geographic analysis assists RATS to identify environmental justice communities and 
target outreach to these areas as necessary. Using the Environmental Justice Summary, 
RATS will specifically: 

• Identify the locations of environmental justice communities throughout Berks 
County 

• Where possible, host public meetings in accessible locations and times within 
these communities, and 

• Identify one or more organizations that serve these communities and proactively 
share information with the organizations to disseminate throughout their respective 
networks and communication channels.   

Additionally, staff will work with PennDOT officials to help guide their public outreach 
efforts when project-specific meetings are being planned.  RATS will develop and 
maintain an updated listing of accessible locations that may be used for public meetings 
in environmental justice communities. 

 
Section 6: Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 

 

6.1 Overview 
 
“Limited English Proficient” or “LEP” persons are those individuals who do not speak 
English as their primary language, and who also have a limited ability to read, speak, 
write, or understand English. The key commonality among LEP persons is their inability 
to communicate effectively in the English language, regardless of their native tongue.  
Persons who are multi-lingual, in that they speak one or more other languages in 
addition to being proficient in English, are not considered to be Limited English 
Proficient. 

 
6.2 LEP Assessment 

 
As a recipient of federal financial assistance, RATS has an obligation to reduce 
language barriers that can preclude meaningful access to RATS’ programs, information 
and services by LEP individuals. An integral part of this effort is the completion of a 
“Limited English Proficiency Self-Assessment” or LEP Assessment, which is designed to 
balance four factors: 

 
1. The number or proportion of LEP persons eligible to be served or likely to be 

encountered by the program or service. 
2. The frequency with which LEP individuals encounter the program and/or 

activities. 
3. The nature and importance of the program, activity or service provided to people’s 

lives, and 
4. The resources available to the federal financial recipient and costs. 

 
This assessment along with detailed reviews of the latest Census data examines the 
most prevalent non-English speaking populations and their geographic dispersion 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN



TIP and LRTP Appendix

172 Reading MPO

Public Participation Plan 
FINAL September 2023 

Reading Area Transportation Study 
Page 9 of 22 

 

 

throughout Berks County.  That analysis is detailed in a separate Limited English 
Proficiency (LEP) Plan that accompanies this PPP.  Presently, under LEP guidelines, 
translation of ‘vital documents’ is provided in Spanish only.  However, the front piece of 
all RATS documents will include language taglines in over 30 different languages stating 
that assistance will be provided in those languages on request. 

 
6.3 Meaningful Access for LEP Individuals 

 
RATS will take reasonable steps to endure that LEP persons have meaningful access to 
key transportation planning decisions and have opportunities to become involved in the 
regional transportation planning processes.  RATS will use one or more of the following 
tools to reasonably accommodate LEP individuals: 
 Provide on request, with seven (7) days advanced notice (based on document 

size and complexity), translated copies of materials in Spanish as well as other 
languages if requested. RATS, through the County of Berks, has an active 
contract with a firm that provides translation services. 

 Provide on request, with seven (7) days advanced notice, oral interpretation 
services for public meetings. RATS, through the County of Berks, has an 
active contract with a firm that provides interpretation services. 

 To actively engage LEP persons, meeting announcements, press releases 
and public notices will be distributed to organizations that target these groups 
in appropriate languages. 

 RATS will provide notices to local minority media outlets and community 
service organizations regarding the availability of language translation 
services.  Those outlets and organizations currently include the Daniel Torres 
Hispanic Center, WFMZ-Spanish Edition (television), Rumba 92.3 (WRAW) 
FM (radio), WXAC 91.3 FM Albright College (radio), and Palo (monthly 
subscription print magazine). 

 RATS’ vital documents will include statements in Spanish, the most common 
non-English language identified by Census data, that translations are available 
free on request. RATS, through the County of Berks, has an active contract 
with a firm that provides translation services. 

 The Berks County website, which hosts content for RATS, will continue to 
provide language translation software. That software provides translation 
between English and Spanish, as well as translation between multiple other 
languages.  RATS will continually make efforts to develop points of contact 
with representatives of non-English speaking communities. 

 RATS will make available vital documents and Executive Summaries, where 
appropriate, in Spanish. 

 RATS will Include notices on all documents and on the website that certain 
translated documents are available, and other translations are available on 
request. 

 BCPC staff will undergo periodic training in products and procedures provided 
through Berks County contracts to be used to communicate with individuals 
needing language assistance. 
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6.4 ‘Vital’ Documents 

 
RATS considers vital documents to be those that convey critical information to the public 
or are required by law or federal regulation.  Based on this definition, the MPO will 
consider vital documents to include, but not limited to, the following: 

--Title VI Policy 
--Title VI Complaint Procedures 
--Title VI Complaint Forms 
--Annual Meeting Schedule 
--Notices for special Public Meetings 

 
Additionally, the following documents will be either condensed into ‘Executive Summary’ 
formats and will have those Executive summaries translated into Spanish, or will be 
translated in their entirety (based on document size and complexity): 

--Long Range Transportation Plan 
--Transportation Improvement Program 
--Environmental Justice Summary 
--Public Participation Plan 
--Limited English Proficiency Plan 

 
These documents will be made available in print and online.  Vital documents will be 
made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. Other documents 
may also be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. 

 
Section 7: Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

 

7.1 Overview 
 
To ensure compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), RATS’ Public 
Meeting Notices and comment opportunities provide multiple input methods. Public 
meetings and hearings are always held at ADA-accessible locations on established 
public transportation routes.  Anyone who requires an auxiliary aid or service for 
effective communication, or a modification of policies or procedures to participate in a 
program, service, or activity of RATS, or has complaints that a program, service, or 
activity of RATS is not accessible to persons with disabilities should call the ADA Point 
of Contact at (610) 478-6300 x6304, email planning@countyofberks.com, or visit our 
website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo/reading-area-transportation-study-2023-
meeting-schedule  
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7.2 Meaningful Access for Persons with Disabilities 
 
RATS staff coordinates with local disability advocacy groups to ensure information is 
readily available to all. RATS may use one or more of the following tools to reasonably 
accommodate people with disabilities: 
 
 Provide on request, with advanced notice, copies of materials in larger, sans-

serif type 
 Provide on request, with reasonable advanced notice (based on document 

size and complexity), Braille or raised-print notices and materials 
 Provide on request, with advance notice, sign language interpreters 
 Record materials to audio/visual media 
 Verbalize information provided through visual presentations or written 

materials 
 On request, structure seating to provide visibility for participants who lip-read 

or cannot adequately hear deliberations 
 When necessary, mount microphones at wheelchair height 
 When necessary, provide hand-held microphones to participants 
 Ensure that persons who speak during virtual meetings can be heard 
 Provide on request, with reasonable advanced notice, Closed Captioning 

services for virtual public meetings 
 
7.3 Web Access for Persons with Disabilities 

 
The County of Berks instituted web content for departments of county government.  The 
County uses the same web content administration software provided by the County 
Commissioners Association of Pennsylvania (CCAP).  One of the many reasons behind 
that decision included the accessibility options within the software.  Those options, along 
with countywide website design standards, include: 
 Minimal use of images 
 Those images that exist must have an “ALT-TEXT” option 
 Image maps must have a text equivalent 
 A ‘text-only’ web page browser option that removes all images 
 No ‘roll-overs’ 
 Use of easily readable Sans-Serif fonts 
 Pages and content designed for the least number of click-throughs 
 Pages designed to minimize scrolling 
 Documents designed for download are created in standard software packages 

i.e., Microsoft products and Adobe PDF; and 
 
7.4 Notifications and Services 

 
Representatives of the disabled have been included on our mailing lists and were 
forwarded surveys (Section 4.2) to garner their input.  At all in-person meetings hosted 
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by RATS, accommodations will be made for wheelchair access and, with four (4) days 
advanced notice, American Sign Language interpretation services.  Documents in Braille 
or large print type and audio recordings can be made available with appropriate notice, 
depending on the size and complexity of the document.  The availability of these 
services is detailed in Public Notices.  Any questions, concerns, requests for 
accommodations or complaints should be made to the ADA Point of Contact listed in 
Section 7.1. 

 
 
Section 8: Public Participation in Meetings 
8.1 Overview 

 
RATS welcomes comments and ideas related to regional issues from interested parties 
from the Berks County area as well as adjacent counties/MPO’s as applicable.  There 
are many opportunities and levels of involvement for persons related to the regional 
planning process, and for those who wish to address the Board directly.  Except for 
those meetings that are appropriate Executive Sessions, all meetings of the Reading 
Area Transportation Study Technical and Coordinating committees are open to 
interested parties and include opportunities to comment on both agenda and non-agenda 
items. 

 
8.2 Public Comments at Board Meetings 

 
All those in attendance will be asked to sign-in at the meeting location or, if virtual, to 
announce their presence for the record.  Those wishing to comment will be asked to 
indicate those wishes at their signature or in the Chat feature.  Individuals may be 
requested to limit the length of their comments, and individuals may also be requested 
not to duplicate like or similar comments of others preceding them. 

 
Proceedings of meetings of the Boards are made available as meeting minutes or 
meeting summaries, which are posted on the Berks County Planning Commission’s 
website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, and also for review at the Berks County 
Planning Commission’s offices.  Please call the BCPC at 610-478-6300 for more 
information. 

 
8.3 RATS Committees 

 
RATS has several committees that meet on an as-needed basis in which citizens, 
advocates, private sector representatives and others can obtain the same information 
given to the representatives of the professional planning and transportation agencies 
involved in RATS activities.  Committee meetings give interested parties an opportunity 
to learn the pertinent facts surrounding an issue.  All committee meetings are advertised 
and open to the public. 
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Section 9:  Public Notices 
 

9.1 Overview 
 
To ensure that the public has ample opportunity to take part in the regional planning 
process, RATS is committed to providing timely notification, complete information, and 
full public access to key decisions.  This section describes the procedures that RATS will 
use for all public notices. 

 
9.2 Public Notice Requirements 

 
RATS uses public notices to announce the following types of events and participation 
opportunities: 
 The Boards’ annual meeting schedules – advertised annually through the 

Berks County Commissioners and on the RATS website 
 Special, rescheduled, or cancelled Board meetings – advertised according to 

PA Sunshine Law requirements 
 Comment Periods – advertised at least 30 days prior to the date the Board is 

scheduled to take formal action on any major decisions (45 days for the PPP, 
see Section 10); and 

 Meetings related to Comment Periods – advertised at least seven (7) days in 
advance (see Section 10.2). 

 
Public Notices for these events and participation opportunities will be: 
 Advertised in the form of paid legal advertisements.  One paid advertisement 

will be placed in a newspaper of general circulation in the region (Reading 
Eagle) and, if available, one in a newspaper with circulation targeted to 
minority communities 

 Public notices for special public meetings or major forums may be advertised 
in the form of paid display advertisements 

 Distributed to other media outlets or organizations that serve targeted outreach 
groups identified in this document 

 Posted on the agency’s web pages at 
https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo; 

 Sent electronically through the BCPC’s eFlash electronic mail system 
 Posted on the BCPC’s Facebook page 
 Sent to libraries with a request for posting 
 Sent to SCTA/BARTA (transit provider) with a request for posting 

 
Public Notices will provide the following information (where applicable): 
 Type or name of meeting/participation event/activity/public comment period 
 Subject of meeting/participation event/activity/public comment period 
 The date, time, and location of meeting/participation event/activity 
 The web link for a virtual meeting 
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 Start and end dates for public comment periods 
 Contact information (Address, Telephone Number, E-mail address and/or 

website) 
 ADA Point of Contact information 
 Brief summary of the proposed action, plan, program or amendment 
 Where to obtain copies of the plan or materials 
 How to provide formal public comments 
 If formal action on a major decision will be taken by the Board, the date, time 

and location of the meeting where that action will be taken 
 Offer to provide accommodations for people with Limited English Proficiency; 

and 
 Offer to provide accommodations for people with disabilities; and 
 Directions on how to file complaints under Title VI and other nondiscrimination 

statutes 
 
Section 10: Public Review and Comment Periods at Key Decision 
Points 

 

10.1 Overview 
 
RATS values the efforts stakeholders and the public make to participate in the regional 
planning process. RATS will provide at least 30 days for public review and comment 
before taking formal action on any major decisions (45 days for PPP). This Public 
Participation Plan defines a major decision as the official adoption of: 
 the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 
 the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
 Air Quality Conformity Determination 
 Public Participation Plan (PPP) 
 A Major Amendment to the regional plan or TIP 

 
10.2 Public Comment and Review Period Requirements 

 
RATS will inform the public and interested parties of Public Comment Periods, using the 
Public Notice procedures described above, at least 30 days prior to the date scheduled 
for Board adoption or major amendment of a Regional LRTP, TIP, Air Quality Conformity 
Determination, or major amendment (45 days for PPP). 

 
Documents and information on which public comments are being sought will be made 
available to stakeholders, other interested parties, and the public at locations throughout 
the County.  These locations include BARTA offices, BCPC offices, PennDOT District 5-
0 offices, and the BCPC website https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo.  Information on where and how to access public 
comment documents will be included in the Public Notice. 

 
Prior to formal action by the Board on the adoption of a regional LRTP, TIP, Air Quality 
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Conformity Determination, Public Participation Plan, or major amendment, at least one 
public meeting will be held for the purpose of providing information to and obtaining 
comment from the public.  The public meeting may be held as part of a regular meeting 
of the Board or held as a separate public meeting.  Public Notice for this meeting can be 
combined with the Public Notice issued for the related Public Comment Period described 
in Section 10.2. 

 
10.3 Additional Public Review and Comment Periods 

 
If the draft regional LRTP, TIP, Air Quality Conformity Determination, or major 
amendment differs significantly from the version that was made available for public 
comment by the MPO and raises new material issues that interested parties could not 
reasonably have voreseen from the initial public involvement effort, an additional 15-day 
Public Comment period will be offered. 

 
If the draft Public Participation Plan changes appreciably during the review and 
comment period, an additional 30-day public review and comment period is provided 
prior to the Board taking formal action. 

 
Additional Public Review and Comment periods will be conducted in accordance with 
procedures for regular Public Review and Comment periods listed in Section 11.2. 

 
10.4 The Regional Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 

 
The regional LRTP is a long range (20+ years) strategy and capital improvement 
program developed to guide the effective investment of public funds in multi-modal 
transportation facilities in the context of the regional vision.  The regional plan provides 
the context from which the region’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), a short- 
range capital improvement program for implementing transportation projects, is drawn.  
The LRTP is updated every four years in consultation with interested parties. 

 
RATS’ early and ongoing public participation process in developing the LRTP will follow 
these steps: 
 Step 1: Public Participation Surveys, through the internet and targeted mailing, 

will be used to gather initial input (when update cycles correspond, this can 
occur in concert with the TIP update).  When available, staff will also use input 
gathered as part of any of PennDOT’s public input processes 

 Step 2: At the same time, Public Officials Surveys sent to local officials and 
the legislative delegation, will be used to gather governmental input. 

 Step 3: Initial input, including at least one (1) Public Meeting/Workshop, will be 
compiled, and used in the design of the next phase of outreach and 
participation, such as workshops and other public meetings.  This Public 
Meeting/Workshop may be held in conjunction with a regularly scheduled 
RATS MPO Technical or Coordinating Committee meeting. 

  

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN



179Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Public Participation Plan 
FINAL September 2023 

Reading Area Transportation Study 
Page 16 of 22 

 

 

 Step 4: Ongoing input will be used to develop draft regional plan materials in 
consultation with interested parties. 

 Step 5: Draft regional plan materials will be presented for review and comment 
by the public and interested parties using the Public Review and Comment 
procedures for a 30-day public comment period.  Draft materials will be made 
available during the 30-day public comment period on the BCPC website at 
https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, BCPC’s offices, BARTA’s offices, 
and PennDOT District 5-0’s offices, and local libraries.  Information on where 
and how to access public comment documents will be included in the Public 
Notice with Information to be included that details how to access documents 
electronically or in printed form.  Vital draft regional plan documents will be 
made available in Spanish and alternative formats on request in accordance 
with the procedures for accommodating Limited English Proficient persons 
and persons with disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan.  
During this stage, two (2) Public Meetings will be held.  These generally 
include one during the day in a hybrid format that includes both in-person and 
electronic access in a downtown Reading location, and a second meeting held 
in the evening in a rural location that is generally in-person only.  Staff strives 
to accommodate requests for presentations at other meetings. 

 Step 6: All comments received will be considered and the response to 
comments will be documented and provided to the Board prior to taking action 
on the draft regional plan materials 

 Step 7: The Board takes formal action on the regional plan 
 Step 8: A Public Participation Report for the regional plan will be developed. 

The Report will document all comments received and the response to 
comments and will also document all public participation and outreach 
activities.  This Report may take the form of a Chapter or Appendix in the 
LRTP 

 Step 9: Adopted final regional plan materials will be made available on the 
BCPC website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, BCPC’s offices, BARTA’s offices, 
PennDOT District 5-0’s offices.  Vital regional plan documents will be made 
available in Spanish and alternative formats on request in accordance with the 
procedures for accommodating Limited English Proficient persons and 
persons with disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan.  
Information will be included that details how to access documents 
electronically or in printed form. 

 
10.5 The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 

 
The regional Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) identifies the region’s highest 
priority transportation projects, develops a multi-year program of implementation, and 
identifies available federal and non-federal funding sources for the identified projects. 
The TIP covers a four-year period of investment and is updated every two years through 
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a cooperative effort of local, state and federal agencies including participation by the 
general public and consultation with interested parties.  Transportation projects included 
on the TIP are to be consistent with the regional LRTP.  The entire range of projects 
included in the TIP must conform to federal air quality standards. 

 
RATS early and ongoing public participation process in developing the TIP will follow 
these steps: 
 Step 1: Public Participation Surveys, through the internet and targeted mailing, 

will be used to gather initial input.  When update cycles correspond, this can 
occur in concert with the regional LRTP update and /or any PennDOT public 
input processes 

 Step 2: At the same time, Public Officials Surveys sent to local officials and 
the legislative delegation, will be used to gather governmental input 

 Step 3: Initial input will be compiled and used in the design of the next phase 
of outreach and participation, such as workshops and other public meetings 

 Step 4: Ongoing input will be used to develop draft TIP materials in 
consultation with interested parties 

 Step 5: Draft TIP materials will be presented for review and comment by the 
public and interested parties using the Public Review and Comment 
procedures for a 30-day public comment period.  Draft materials will be made 
available during the 30-day public comment period on the BCPC website at 
https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, BCPC’s offices, BARTA’s offices, 
PennDOT District 5-0’s offices, and local libraries.  Information on where and 
how to access public comment documents will be included in the Public Notice 
with information included that details how to access documents electronically 
or in printed form.  Vital draft regional plan documents will be made available 
in Spanish and alternative formats on request in accordance with the 
procedures for accommodating Limited English Proficient persons and 
persons with disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan.  
Information will be included that details how to access documents 
electronically or in printed form.  During this stage, two (2) Public Meetings will 
be held.  These generally include one during the day in a hybrid format that 
includes both in-person and electronic access in a downtown Reading 
location, and a second meeting held in the evening in a rural location that is 
generally in-person only.  Staff strives to accommodate requests for 
presentations at other meetings. 

 Step 6: All comments received will be considered and the response to 
comments will be documented and provided to the Board prior to taking action 
on the draft TIP materials 

 Step 7: The Board takes formal action on the TIP 
 Step 8: A Public Participation Report for the TIP will be developed. The Report 

will document all comments received and the response to comments, and will 
also document all public participation and outreach activities 

 Step 9: Adopted final regional plan materials will be made available on the 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN



181Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

Public Participation Plan 
FINAL September 2023 

Reading Area Transportation Study 
Page 18 of 22 

 

 

BCPC website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, BCPC’s offices, BARTA’s offices, 
and PennDOT District 5-0’s offices.  Vital regional plan documents will be 
made available in Spanish and alternative formats on request in accordance 
with the procedures for accommodating Limited English Proficient persons 
and persons with disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan.  
Information will be included that details how to access documents 
electronically or in printed form. 

 
10.6 Major Amendments to the Regional LRTP or TIP 

 
Once a TIP or LRTP has been developed and approved the program is subject to 
revisions as the budgeted transportation program experiences changes in project 
scheduling and estimated costs.  The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will only authorize projects and approve grants for 
projects where the total cost is programmed in the current approved TIP.  RATS must 
modify the TIP or regional LRTP to adjust to the changing cost and schedule if a 
planning partner or the Commonwealth would like to continue to advance the project. 

 
The definition of a major amendment varies by the type and/or cost of program to be 
amended. Definitions and procedures for regional LRTP and TIP major amendments are 
included in the respective regional LRTP and TIP documents and are available on the 
BCPC’s website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo.  If a proposed revision to the TIP or regional 
LRTP adds a project, deletes a project, or impacts the schedule or scope of work 
to an air quality significant project, RATS will review the proposal and determine if 
a new Air Quality Conformity Determination is required prior to formal approval of 
the change.  If the revision requires that a new Air Quality Conformity 
Determination is necessary, an amendment to the regional LRTP shall also be 
developed. 

 
RATS’ public participation and comment for major amendments to the regional LRTP or 
TIP will follow these steps: 
 Step 1: RATS will inform the public and interested parties of the comment 

period for the proposed major amendment using the Public Notice procedures 
described in Section 10.2, at least 30 days prior to the date scheduled for 
Board action on the proposed major amendment 

 Step 2: Proposed major amendment information will be presented for review 
and comment by the public and interested parties using the Public Review and 
Comment procedures for a 30-day Public Comment Period described in 
Section 10.2. Proposed major amendment information will be made available 
during the 30-day public comment period on the BCPC website, at the BCPC 
offices, BARTA’s offices, and PennDOT District 5-0’s offices. Information on 
where and how to access public comment documents will be included in the 
public notice 
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 Step 3: All comments received and the response to comments will be 
documented and provided to the Board prior to taking action on the proposed 
major amendment 

 Step 4: The Board takes action on the major amendment 
 Step 5: After federal and state approval of the requested changes, RATS will 

update the appropriate TIP or regional LRTP documents on the BCPC 
website. Updated documents will also be available at the BCPC offices, 
BARTA offices, and PennDOT District 5-0 offices. 

 
10.7 Air Quality Conformity Determination Report 

 
The Air Quality Conformity Determination report is a companion document to the 
regional LRTP and to the TIP.  The Air Quality Conformity Determination report 
documents the process used by RATS for making the transportation-related conformity 
determination for the regional LRTP and TIP for ground-level ozone and fine particulate 
matter (PM2.5). The Conformity Determination is required by the federal Clean Air Act. 
RATS conformity finding is based on criteria and procedures in EPA’s Transportation 
Conformity Rule (40 CFR Part 93) and satisfies all applicable conformity requirements. 
The Air Quality Conformity Determination report is developed as part of the regional 
LRTP or TIP update, in which case public participation and public comment procedures 
for the regional LRTP or TIP update will be followed as described in Sections 10.4 and 
10.5, respectively. The Air Quality Conformity Determination report is also updated as 
required by certain amendments to the TIP or regional LRTP, in which case public 
participation and comment procedures for major amendments to the regional LRTP or 
TIP will be followed as described in Section 10.6. 

 
10.8 The Public Participation Plan 

 
This Public Participation Plan describes the various objectives, strategies, and tools to 
engage the public and encourage participation in the development of transportation 
plans and programs.  RATS will periodically update the Public Participation Plan.  This 
may be due to new official planning regulations and procedures, or after any public or 
Board evaluations of the Plan’s effectiveness. 

 
RATS’ public participation and public comment process for updating the Public 
Participation Plan will follow these steps: 
 Step 1: Revisions to the Public Participation Plan are developed in 

consultation with interested parties before the draft document is submitted for 
the public review and comment process 

 Step 2: The draft Public Participation Plan will be presented for review and 
comment by the public and interested parties using the Public Review and 
Comment procedures for a 45-day Public Comment Period described in 
Section 10.2.  The draft Public Participation Plan will be made available during 
the 45-day public comment period on the BCPC website at 
https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
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commission/transportation-reading-mpo, at the BCPC offices, BARTA’s 
offices, and PennDOT District 5-0’s offices.  Information on where and how to 
access public comment documents will be included in the public notice. The 
draft Public Participation Plan will be made available in Spanish and 
alternative formats on request in accordance with the procedures for 
accommodating Limited English Proficient persons and persons with 
disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan 

 Step 3: All comments received and the response to comments will be 
documented and provided to the Board prior to taking action on the draft 
Public Participation Plan 

 Step 4: The Board acts on the draft Public Participation Plan 
 Step 5: A Public Participation Plan will be produced and made available on the 

BCPC website at https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo, athe BCPC offices, BARTA’s offices, 
and PennDOT District 5-0’s offices.  The Public Participation Plan will be 
made available in and alternative formats on request in accordance with the 
procedures for accommodating Limited English Proficient persons and 
persons with disabilities contained in this Public Participation Plan. 

  
Section 11: Access to Information 

 

11.1 Overview 
 
RATS will provide reasonable access to public information, including technical 
information and meeting notices: 
 In electronically accessible formats on the BCPC website at 

https://www.countyofberks.com/departments/planning-
commission/transportation-reading-mpo; 

 Links to the website will be provided on the BCPC Facebook page 
 Links will also be advertised digitally through the BCPC eFlash service 
 In print at the Berks County Planning Commission office in the Berks County 

Services Center, 633 Court St., 14th Floor, Reading, PA 19601; and 
 BARTA’s offices located at 1700 N. 11th St., Reading, PA 19604; and 
 at PennDOT District 5-0 offices located at 1002 Hamilton St, Allentown, PA 

18101. 
 
11.2 Response to Special Request 

 
To facilitate public involvement while also using limited staff resources efficiently, RATS 
will make information available to interested parties on a regular basis through the 
various processes and activities outlined in this Public Participation Plan. 
 
When RATS receives special requests to perform an analysis that is not considered as 
part of the planning process, or other special data or information, the agency will 
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determine the reasonableness of the request.  Parameters for determining the 
reasonableness (as used in this document) will evolve around the preparation time and 
costs to respond, as well as the relevancy to the transportation planning process and the 
agency mission.  RATS will determine reasonableness of and respond to all requests on 
an individual basis. 

 
Section 12: Evaluation of Public Participation Plan and Public 
Meetings 

 

 The Board will review and revise the Public Participation Plan and processes 
based on input from the public, interested parties, and the Document Review 
Network in terms of their effectiveness in providing full and open access to all. 

 Public Meetings, Public Hearings and special workshops scheduled for the 
public and interested parties will include a means of providing feedback on the 
effectiveness of the process of communication and meeting format. 

 The Public Participation Plan will be reviewed at a minimum every two years, 
in the year prior to a TIP update, to ensure effectiveness and completeness. 

 

Section 13: Applicability 
 

This Public Participation Plan and any subsequent amendments shall be effective 
immediately upon the adoption by the Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating 
Committee (the Board).  This Public Participation Plan replaces any previously adopted 
Public Involvement Process resolutions. 

 
Section 14: Future Efforts 

 

14.1 Overview 
 
RATS recognizes the need to continuously enhance our outreach efforts and periodically 
update this Public Participation Process.  The following activities will take place to fulfill 
these goals: 
 Further identify and consult with interested parties (ongoing) 
 Continue to seek out EJ/LEP organizations, resources, and points of contact 

in the various communities (ongoing) 
 Review and evaluate the effectiveness of the Public Participation Plan (every 

two years in year prior to updating TIP) 
 Continue to review and, if necessary, update Limited English Proficiency 

Assessment every two years consistent with the Public Participation Plan 
evaluation 

 Conduct review of ADA accessibility features of meeting spaces and the 
website (annually) 

 Continue working with disability advocates to continuously make online 
materials easier to access using electronic methods. 
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 Consider the formation of a Public Participation Panel or Subcommittee, with 
appointment opportunities extended to the public and interested parties (on 
adoption of this Process). 
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The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS), the federally 
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for Berks 
County, is updating its Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  
The LRTP helps direct transportation investments and land use 
decisions over a 20-year period.  As part of the process, we will be 
conducting public outreach meetings across Berks County to review 
the goals and objectives identified in the current plan and identify 
any recommended changes needed for the new plan.  The goals and 
objectives provide the framework for the plan. Your participation 
will help direct these revisions and provide insight on current and 
future issues and needs of Berks County’s transportation system.

Registration is required as a 
light meal will be provided.
REGISTRATION LINK: 
bit.ly/LRTP_Registration 

IF YOU ARE UNABLE TO ATTEND OUR IN-PERSON MEETINGS, 
PLEASE CONSIDER JOINING US FOR OUR VIRTUAL MEETING!

If unavailable to
attend any meetings,

please consider taking our survey.
survey link: bit.ly/LRTP_Survey

Encuesta sobre Metas y Objetivos del 
Plan de Transporte a Largo Plazo

bit.ly/LRTPencuesta

SOUTHERN HIGHLANDS
REGION MEETING
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2024
6PM-7PM

Robeson Township Municipal Building
2689 Main Street ∙ Birdsboro

TULPEHOCKEN 
REGION MEETING
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2024
6PM-7PM
Jefferson Township Municipal Building
5 Solly Lane ∙ Bernville

METRO 
REGION MEETING
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 3, 2024
6PM-7PM
Muhlenberg Township Municipal Building
210 George Street ∙ Reading

HAWK MOUNTAIN  
REGION MEETING
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2024
6PM-7PM
Perry Township Municipal Building
680 Moselem Springs Road ∙ Shoemakersville

OLEY HILLS  
REGION MEETING
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2024
6PM-7PM

Washington Township Municipal Building
120 Barto Road ∙ Barto

COUNTYWIDE
VIRTUAL MEETING  
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2024 
1PM-2PM

Via Microsoft Teams

READING AREA
TRANSPORTATION STUDY

FFY 2027-2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC MEETINGS

PLEASE
JOIN US!  

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION
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Reading Area Transporta�on Study  

(Estudio de Transporte del Área de Reading) 

FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transporta�on Plan Goals and Objec�ves Public 
Mee�ngs 

(Reuniones públicas en torno a las Metas y Obje�vos del Plan de Transporte a 
Largo Plazo) 

El estudio Reading Area Transporta�on Study (RATS, por sus siglas en inglés), 
encomendado para el condado de Berks por la Metropolitan Planning 
Organiza�on (MPO, por sus siglas en inglés), está actualizando su plan: Long 
Range Transporta�on Plan, (LRTP, por sus siglas en inglés).  

El LRTP ayuda a encaminar las decisiones en torno al transporte y uso del suelo 
dentro de un plazo de 20 años hacia el futuro. Como parte del proceso, estaremos 
llevando a cabo reuniones de divulgación a través del condado de Berks para 
revisar las metas y obje�vos iden�ficados en el plan actual y para iden�ficar si se 
necesita recomendar algún cambio para el nuevo plan. Las metas y obje�vos nos 
proveen el marco para plan. La par�cipación de usted en estas reuniones nos 
ayudará a dirigir estas revisiones, así como nos proveerá información sobre 
necesidades y temas actuales y futuros en torno al sistema de transporte del 
condado de Berks. 

**Se requiere que usted se registre. (El enlace para el registro es: 
htps://bit.ly/LRTP_Registra�on) 

Se llevarán a cabo cinco (5) reuniones presenciales y una reunión virtual: 

martes 1 de octubre de 2024 
6 p.m.– 7p.m. 
Robeson Township Municipal Building 
2689 Main Street, Birdsboro, PA 19508 
 
miércoles 2 de octubre de 2024 
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6 p.m.– 7 p.m. 
Jefferson Township Municipal Building 
5 Solly Lane, Bernville, PA 19506 
jueves 3 de octubre de 2024 
6 p.m.– 7 p.m. 
Muhlenberg Township Municipal Building 
210 George Street, Reading, PA 19605 
 
jueves 10 de octubre de 2024 
6 p.m.– 7 p.m. 
Perry Township Municipal Building 
680 Moselem Springs Road, Shoemakersville, PA 19555 

 
miércoles 16 de octubre de 2024 
6 p.m.– 7 p.m. 
Washington Township Municipal Building 
120 Barto Road, Barto, PA 19504 

Reunión virtual 
martes 15 de octubre de 2024 
1 p.m.-2 p.m. 
(A través de “Microso� Teams”) 
 
Si usted no pudiera asis�r a ninguna de estas reuniones, por favor, considere 
contestar nuestra encuesta: (htps://bit.ly/LRTP_Survey).  
 
El MPO de Reading, en todos los programas y ac�vidades que administra, está 
comprome�do con el cumplimiento de los estatutos, órdenes ejecu�vas, 
regulaciones y polí�cas aplicables contra la discriminación . Nos esforzamos por 
organizar eventos inclusivos y accesibles que les permitan a todas las personas 
involucrarse y par�cipar plenamente. Para solicitar acomodo razonable o para 
preguntas sobre accesibilidad, por favor, comuníquese con el señor Michael 
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Golembiewski al (610) 478-6300 o al enlace planning@berkspa.gov con al menos 
72 horas de an�cipación al evento programada. El MPO intentará  
conceder, si fuese posible, las pe�ciones que se soliciten con menos de 72 horas. 
Si usted considera que se le han negado oportunidades para par�cipar, o 
considera que se ha discriminado contra usted de alguna otra manera por mo�vos 
de discapacidad, el Título VI u otra disposición cubierta contra la discriminación, 
usted podrá radicar una querella/queja usando los procedimientos establecidos 
en nuestro documento complaint process document o mediante comunicación 
con el señor Michael Golembiewski al (610) 478-6300 o al enlace 
planning@berkspa.gov. 

Estos informes y/o documentos estarán disponibles en diversos lenguajes y 
formatos de ser necesario. Las personas que necesiten acomodo razonable o que 
tengan preguntas pueden comunicarse al 610-478-6300. 

Alan Piper, Secretario del MPO  
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Timochenko, Amanda

From: Piper, Alan
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2024 11:51 AM
To: Piper, Alan
Cc: Timochenko, Amanda
Subject:  Provide your input! – RATS Long Range Transportation Plan Public Meetings
Attachments: RATS LRTP Public Meeting Invite.pdf

The Reading Area Transporta�on Study (RATS), the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organiza�on (MPO) for 
Berks County, is upda�ng its Long Range Transporta�on Plan (LRTP). 
 
The LRTP helps direct transporta�on investments and land use decisions over a 20-year period. 
 
As part of the process, we will be conduc�ng public outreach mee�ngs across Berks County to review the goals and 
objec�ves iden�fied in the current plan, and iden�fy any recommended changes needed for the new plan. 
 
Please join us at our public mee�ngs! 
 
Registra�on is required. 
 
Please see the a�ached flyer for registra�on and mee�ng informa�on. 
 
Feel free to share the informa�on. 
 
Thank you! 
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION

SENT TO:

•	 READING AREA TRANSPORTATIN STUDY MAIL LIST
•	 LEGISLATORS (PA AND U.S.)
•	 RATS COORDINATING/TECHNICAL COMMITTEES, ALTERNATES, AND STAFF
•	 BERKS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, COO STAFF, PUBLIC RELATIONS 

DEPARTMENT, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR, BERKS COUNTY 
PLANNING COMMISSION DIRECTOR

•	 LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS
•	 HUMAN SERVICES MAIL LIST
•	 FREIGHT CONTACTS MAIL LIST
•	 BERKS COUNTY MUNICIPALITIES
•	 BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD MEMBERS
•	 SCHOOL DISTRICTS MAIL LIST
•	 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MAIL LIST
•	 LIBRARIES MAIL LIST
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Effec�ve Immediately – Our e-mail addresses have changed. My new address is Apiper@berkspa.gov   
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Our web site address has also been changed. It is now www.berkspa.gov/planning 
Please update your records accordingly.  Thank you. 
 

 

 
Alan Piper | Planner III - Transportation 
Berks County Planning Commission 
633 Court Street, 14th Floor, Reading, PA 19601 
Phone: 610-478-6300 ext. 6313 Fax: 610-478-6316 
 
 
 
Email: Apiper@berkspa.gov  
Web:   www.berkspa.gov/planning 

 
 
 
 
 
 

The County of Berks has changed email addresses of county staff and departments to “@berkspa.gov” . 
All email addresses from Berks County staff and departments use the new “@berkspa.gov” domain. 
Email can be sent to the “@countyofberks.com” addresses through 2024. Please edit your email 
addresses and lists to include the county’s new email addresses.  

This message and the attachment(s) are intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure 
under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent 
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
retention, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication including attachments is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by 
telephone or reply to the original message at the above address and then delete all copies of the 
message.  

Thank you.  
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October 15, 2024, Microsoft Teams

RATS
Federally designated 
Metropolitan Planning 

Organization (MPO) for 
Berks County

Technical Committee 
Recommending body

Coordinating Committee 
Acting body

PENNDOT DISTRICT 
5-0 (1)

PENNDOT CENTRAL 
OFFICE (1)

BERKS COUNTY 
PLANNING 

COMMISSION (2)

CITY OF READING (2) SOUTH CENTRAL 
TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

(1)

READING REGIONAL 
AIRPORT 

AUTHORITY (1)

PennDOT 
District 5-0 (1)

PennDOT 
Central Office 

(1)

Berks County 
Commissioners 

(1)

Berks County 
Planning 

Commission (1)
City of Reading 

(1)

Berks County 
Boroughs (1)

Berks County 1st

Class Townships 
(1)

Berks County 
2nd Class 

Townships (1)

South Central 
Transit Authority 

(1)

Reading 
Regional Airport 

Authority (1)

 Required by federal transportation regulations
 Has a minimum 20-year planning horizon reflecting program 

goals and their application to project prioritization
 Identifies transportation system assets and their conditions, 

sensitive environments and the evolving needs of the users of 
that system

 Reflects needs related to safety, maintenance, congestion, 
and climate change

 Includes Performance Measures for achieving plan goals
 Must be fiscally constrained and identify funding sources
 Must be updated every four years through cooperative 

process that includes federal, state, local agencies and the 
public

 Serves as the foundation for the development of the 
Transportation Improvement Program
 Projects must be identified in the LRTP prior to programming 

phases for construction on the TIP

 Chapter 1 – Introduction

 Provides the context for why the plan is 
done and its relationship with other federal, 
state, and local plans

 Vision Statement:  The Reading Area 
Transportation Study will provide and 
maintain a balanced, multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and 
efficiently move goods and people.

1 2

3 4

5 6
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 Chapter 2 – Background

 Demographics

 Economics

 Environmental Integration

 Resiliency

 Chapter 3 – State of the System

 Roads and Bridges

 Congestion Management Process

 Safety and Security

 Transit

 Freight

 Non-Motorized Transportation

 Aviation

 Issues and Needs

 Chapter 4 - Recommendations

 Goals, Objectives and Strategic 

Performance Measures

 Project Prioritization

 Project and Financial Planning

 Travel Demand Modeling

 Air Quality

 Appendix

 Public Participation Process

 Amendment Procedures

 Highway and Transit Program Funding

FEDERAL 
PLANNING 

FACTORS

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, 
especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and 
efficiency.

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized 
and non-motorized users.

 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized 
and non-motorized users.

 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight.
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy 

conservation, improve the quality of life, and promote 
consistency between transportation improvement and State 
and local planned growth and economic development patterns.

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation 
system, across and between modes, for people and freight.

 Promote efficient system management and operation.
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation 

system.
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation 

system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation.

 Enhance travel and tourism.

GOAL 1 –

KEEP TRAVELERS 
SAFE AND 
SECURE, NO 
MATTER THE 
MODE OF 
TRANSPORTATION

 Reduce the number, frequency, and severity of 
crashes on our highway system through proper 
analysis of the transportation system and 
implement projects to address safety issues for all 
users.

 Work closely with municipalities, PennDOT and 
SCTA/BARTA to ensure the safe interaction of 
vehicles, transit, and bicyclists/pedestrians and 
other vulnerable road users.

 Increase public awareness of construction zone 
safety hazards for workers and users.

 Evaluate proposed development plans for 
transportation safety issues during both the county 
review and PennDOT’s Highway Occupancy 
Permit processes.

 Educate the public on future transportation 
projects and changes that may impact safety.

7 8

9 10

11 12
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GOAL 2 –

MAINTAIN AND 
IMPROVE THE 
TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM AND 
SERVICES WE 
ENJOY TODAY 
WHERE 
FINANCIALLY 
FEASIBLE.

 Minimize maintenance costs of roadways and bridges 
through proper routine maintenance planning utilizing 
PennDOT’s Transportation Asset Management Plan.

 Improve the effectiveness of the existing 
transportation system and services.

 Implement a variety of methods to improve the flow of 
traffic during peak travel times.

 Use available transportation funding to maintain a 
state of good repair for all systems.

 Major roadway widening or relocation should only be 
considered if efforts to improve capacity and safety of 
existing roadways can not meet desired service 
levels.

 Reduce congestion, improve air quality, and increase 
the reliability of the transportation system.

 Develop a full range of public transportation options 
using available funding.

GOAL 3 –

INVEST IN PROJECTS 
THAT STRENGTHEN 
THE ABILITY OF 
BERKS COUNTY 
COMMERCE TO 
ACCESS NATIONAL 
AND INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE MARKETS 
AND SUPPORT 
REGIONAL ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT AND 
TOURISM 
OPPORTUNITIES. 

 Study implementable solutions that will speed the movement 
of materials, goods, and people.

 Ensure that major activity centers are designed to 
accommodate a range of transportation modes.

 Increase the region’s global and national competitiveness by 
improving and enhancing regional freight infrastructure.

 Support the Reading Regional Airport Authority in 
strengthening the use of the airport for both business and 
commercial aviation activities.

 Support the efforts of the newly created Schuylkill River 
Passenger Rail Authority to reestablish passenger rail service 
between Reading and Philadelphia. 

 Provide multiple modes of convenient transportation to tourist 
destinations.

 Provide regional bicycle, pedestrian, bus, and rail routes 
(when feasible/available).

 Coordinate with agricultural community to identify and 
address obstructions to the movement of equipment and 
products.

GOAL 4 –

GIVE TRAVELERS A 
VARIETY OF WELL-
DESIGNED 
TRANSPORTATION 
CHOICES THAT ARE 
IN GOOD CONDITION. 

 Support projects that expand the county trail 
and sidewalk network.

 Support projects that expand the public 
transportation network.

 When designing roadways, include bicycle and 
pedestrian paths and transit stops where 
applicable and feasible.

 Support Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) programs such as ridesharing, using 
public transportation, walking, biking, or working 
from home.

GOAL 5 –

ENHANCE THE 
PERFORMANCE OF 
THE COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM IN 
ENVIRONMENTALLY 
SUSTAINABLE WAYS 
THAT INCREASE 
RESILIENCY TO BOTH 
CLIMATE CHANGE 
AND VULNERABILITY. 

 Maintain the county’s air quality attainment status for 
both ozone and fine particulates.

 Work closely with federal, state, municipal and private 
entities to implement alternative fuels use (i.e. electric, 
natural gas) throughout our region.

 Continue coordination with appropriate agencies to 
protect and provide resiliency for critical transportation 
infrastructure against disaster by identifying vulnerable 
assets and prevention strategies through an updated, 
current hazard mitigation plan.

 Work with all local, regional, state, and federal 
organizations and agencies to avoid, minimize, or 
mitigate potential negative impacts from planned 
projects.

 Assist in identification of potential environmental 
mitigation issues by acquiring, creating, and updating, 
as needed, geographic information system data layers 
for use by the implementing agencies and sharing them 
in a readily accessible format to municipalities.

 Work with PennDOT to implement best management 
practices and mitigation strategies on transportation 
projects.

ANTICIPATED 
TIMELINE

 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting

 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee

 October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings

 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information

 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in 
coordination with STC public outreach on the State’s Twelve—
Year Program Update)

 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses

 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with 
PennDOT

 November/December 2025 – Present at ACM meeting

 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP

 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and 
conduct public meetings

 May 2026 – Response to comments

 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS MPO Adoption

 September 2026 – Anticipated FHWA and FTA approval

13 14

15 16

17 18
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English Spanish

Bit.ly/LRTP_Survey Bit.ly/LRTPencuesta

19 20

21
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #1 

ROBESON TWP. BUILDING, SOUTHERN HIGHLANDS REGION MEETING, OCTOBER 1, 2024 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:00 PM.  There were 6 attendees.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief 
overview of the purpose for this meeting which is to review and gather public input on the Goals and Objectives of 
the current LRTP and revise them based on public input.  He mentioned that specific projects will be discussed at 
the end of the meeting.   

Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes). 

Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 

Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transportation (LRTP) is along with some of the necessary items to 
be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process; performance measures; and serving 
as the foundation for the development of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components by Chapter. 

Chapter 1 is the Introduction.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its relationship with other 
federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The Reading Area Transportation 
Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal transportation system that will safely and efficiently move 
goods and people.  The following comments were received: 
 

• Ms. Johnston – Vision is so generic that it does not have real meaning. RATS is not responsible for 
all roads (ex: local). 

• Mr. Meraj – Remove “efficiently”. RATS provides guidance and assistance. 
• Mr. Tucci – “aims to establish a balanced multimodal transportation system”. Existing vision 

statement is too cumbersome. 

Chapter 2 contains the background Information, including demographics, economics, environmental integration, 
and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sections examine Roads and Bridges, the Congestion Management 
Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized Transportation, Aviation, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommendations of the plan.  These include Goals/Objectives/Strategic Performance Measures, 
Project Prioritization, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documentation of the Public Participation Process, Amendment Procedures, and 
detailed tables/descriptions of the Highway and Transit Program Funding assumptions and calculations. 
 
There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global competitiveness, 
productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, and 

promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns. 
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 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between modes, for 
people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater 

impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs.   

• Mr. Meraj – Some of these contradict each other ex: motorized vs nonmotorized. 
• Ms. Timochenko – We consider all modes of transportation throughout PennDOT Connects for 

design. 

Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure, no matter the mode of transportation.  The 
five (5) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.  She asked for questions/comments regarding the Goal and 
Objectives. 

• Ms. Johnston – Include access for First Responders/Emergency Service Access. 
• Mr. Meraj – Drainage issues create dangerous situations. *This is addressed in Resiliency 

Section.* 
• Mr. Tucci – asked if we look up crashes. *PCIT was explained.* then he asked if we could share 

that information with first responders.  Discussed crashes on Lancaster Avenue. 
• Mr. Lubenow – Asked if PCIT provides the cause for the accident. *Explained that it provides 

factors.* 
• Ms. Showers – Replace “our highway system” with “the highway system” in Objective 1 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the transportation system and services we enjoy today 
where financially feasible, then read the associated seven (7) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Ms. Johnston – What is the meaning of effectiveness in Objective 2?  
• Mr. Lubenow – Development is in conflict by creating congestion. *It does and doesn’t.  

Municipalities force traffic on principal arterials rather than connecting local roads to each other, 
which forces traffic onto major roads. Municipalities should encourage connected subdivisions, 
not divide them.* Mr. Lubenow agreed and thought this would be good to include in the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan that is currently being worked on that includes St. Lawrence Borough. 

• Ms. Johnston – Cumru has 70 dedicated cul-de-sacs. *Municipalities should connect across 
township lines, instead traffic needs to use primary corridors and main highways even for local 
trips.* 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks County commerce to 
access national and international trade markets and support regional economic development and tourism 
opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Ms. Showers – What is a major activity center? *Shopping/business/entertainment centers.* 
• Mr. Meraj – How do you support the airport? *Ensuring access to rest of transportation network.  

If airport wants air freight. Make sure there is access via transit and highways.* 
• Ms. Johnston – Tourist destinations are not always in the most accessible locations. Ex: Nolde 

Forest. *This goal and associated objectives allow for supporting more access to these types of 
places.  Using Nolde Forest as an example, we can support and encourage further access of 
different types to this State Park, like Angelica Creek Trail Extension.* 
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Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in 
good condition., then read the associated four (4) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Ms. Johnston – Local officials do not enjoy mandating sidewalks and mandating repair to 
sidewalks and curbing by residents. 

• Mr. Lubenow – St. Lawrence Borough insists new development include sidewalks. The developer 
is allowed to complete within 2 years. 

• Ms. Johnston – Permitting traffic signal needs, pedestrian signals even though no pedestrians are 
allowed on roadway. Ex: Freemansville Rd/SR 10 Intersection, SR 10/SR 724 Intersection. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the performance of the county transportation system in 
environmentally sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and vulnerability, then read the 
associated six (6) Objectives.  She asked for questions/comments: 

• Ms. Showers – The objective that starts with “assist” is basically saying to share data. 
• Ms. Johnston – Lancaster Avenue in Shillington.  What are fine particulates? *Explained how our 

projects relate to transportation emissions.* 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed the anticipated LRTP development timeline: 
 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information. 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordination with State Transportation 

Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program Update) 
 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) meeting 
 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public meetings. 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Adoption 
 September 2026 – Anticipated Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA) approval. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #18 and asked the question: “If you could instantaneously make one change (big or 
small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other potential obstacles, what would it be?"  
Responses included: 

• Mr. Tucci – Signs on exit ramps corresponding to letters they are assigned so that users of the 
transportation system that are broken down or in a crash can identify their location and 
communicate that to first responders. 

• Mr. Meraj – Passenger rail to Reading. 
• Ms. Johnston – BARTA Route along the east side of Cumru Township and underserved 

communities. The bridge at Church Rd/SR 625 Intersection to be replaced. *This bridge is 
currently scheduled for rehabilitation. * 

Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, bridges, or other 
transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 
 

• Notes were put onto map for this. 
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• Mr. Tucci – Intersection improvements (left turn lanes and signals) from SR 724 onto Gibraltar 
Road. Speed limit signs along SR 724. 

• Mr. Meraj – Improvements to 6th Street and Heister Lane Intersection at Norfolk Southern 
underpass. *This is difficult due to 3 owners: state, city, and railroad. Also difficult due to need to 
maintain train service along this track during entirety of project.* 

Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming and their 
participation.  The meeting concluded at 7:28 PM.   
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #2 

JEFFERSON TWP. BUILDING, TULPEHOCKEN REGION MEETING, OCTOBER 2, 2024 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:00PM.  There were 6 attendees.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief 
overview of the purpose for this meeting which is to review and gather public input on the Goals and Objectives of 
the current LRTP and revise them based on public input.  He mentioned that specific projects will be discussed at 
the end of the meeting.   

Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes). 

Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 

Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transportation (LRTP) is along with some of the necessary items to 
be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process; performance measures; and serving 
as the foundation for the development of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components by Chapter. 

Chapter 1 is the Introduction.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its relationship with other 
federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The Reading Area Transportation 
Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal transportation system that will safely and efficiently move 
goods and people.  The following comments were received: 
Questions: 

• Ms. Reifsnyder - Why does goods come before people in the Vision Statement? Is there any reason for 
that?  Mr. Piper replied that after these meetings, staff will review the comments and can make the 
recommended change putting ‘people’ before ‘goods’ in the statement.  He also noted that the Vision 
Statement will be edited to remove the word ‘provide’ as RATS does not provide the transportation 
system. 

Chapter 2 contains the background Information, including demographics, economics, environmental integration, 
and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sections examine Roads and Bridges, the Congestion Management 
Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized Transportation, Aviation, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommendations of the plan.  These include Goals/Objectives/Strategic Performance Measures, 
Project Prioritization, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documentation of the Public Participation Process, Amendment Procedures, and 
detailed tables/descriptions of the Highway and Transit Program Funding assumptions and calculations. 
 
There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global competitiveness, 
productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, and 

promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns. 
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 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between modes, for 
people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater 

impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs.   

• Mr. Gable - How do the formulas for funding for our area work? Mr. Piper explained the process 
and how funding formulas work. 

• Ms. Reifsnyder - What is resiliency? Mr. Piper explained that resiliency in this instance is the 
ability of the transportation system to adapt and withstand impacts from natural hazards.  

Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure, no matter the mode of transportation.  The 
five (5) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.  She asked for questions/comments regarding the Goal and 
Objectives. 

• Mr. Deck – definitely agree with goal and objectives. He asked how the speed enforcement in 
work zones is working and if work zone cameras be incorporated into this process because we 
need more of them.  Mr. Piper replied that the program is working and it is incorporated into the 
LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the transportation system and services we enjoy today 
where financially feasible, then read the associated seven (7) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Mr. Himmelberger – What is the timeline for these plans? Mr. Piper replied that these plans will 
take some time to prepare.  The anticipated approval of these plans will be sometime in Spring 
2026. 

• Mr. Gable - How do you predict warehousing? Do you see these coming? How does that work 
when they just pop up? Mr. Piper discussed the subdivision and land development review process 
at the County and the County Comprehensive Plan.  He noted that municipalities are the 
approving body for plans and development involving warehousing. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks County commerce to 
access national and international trade markets and support regional economic development and tourism 
opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• There was agreement on the Goals and Objectives. 
• There was discussion regarding the current state of agriculture. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in 
good condition., then read the associated four (4) Objectives.   

• There were no comments on this Goal and Objectives. 
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Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the performance of the county transportation system in 
environmentally sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and vulnerability, then read the 
associated six (6) Objectives.  She asked for questions/comments: 

• Mr. Deck - Does this include alternative fuels? Or plainly, different fuels for vehicles, NG, hydro, 
electric, etc? Mr. Piper explained the current planning initiatives for electric vehicle 
infrastructure. 

• Mr. Gable – Where are we now? What plan are we under technically?  Mr. Piper commented that 
the current plan is the FFY 2023-2045 LRTP and the update will be for FFY 2027-2050. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed the anticipated LRTP development timeline: 
 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information. 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordination with State Transportation 

Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program Update) 
 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) meeting 
 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public meetings. 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Adoption 
 September 2026 – Anticipated Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA) approval. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #18 and asked the question: “If you could instantaneously make one change (big or 
small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other potential obstacles, what would it be?"  
Responses included: 

• Ms. Greth – lights all the way along Route 183. People speeding and truck traffic. 
• Ms. Raifsnyder – agreed with the need for lights along Route 183. 
• Mr. Deck – all of Route 183 needs to be looked at. Upgrade all of it. Traffic is heavy all of the time. 

Unsafe driving. It should be 4 lanes from Route 222 to Interstate 78. 
• Ms. Greth – how does the state pick and choose projects? Money? Agree with the need for lights 

along Route 183.  Mr. Piper discussed the prioritization process used by the State and RATS to 
identify projects. 

• Mr. Gable – suggested turning lanes on Route 183 through the Borough of Bernville. 
• Mr. Gable – recommended public transportation for the elderly. 

The next step in the LRTP development process is continued public outreach.  Staff has four (4) more in-person 
meetings scheduled, and an additional meeting will be held virtually.  A survey is available in English and Spanish as 
part of this initial public outreach, and she encouraged the meeting attendees to take the survey and spread it 
among their peers to garner more input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, bridges, or other 
transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 

• Mr. Gable – Church Road intersection with Route 183 is an issue. Not sure if that is being looked 
at with the existing study that will be done. 

• Mr. Gable – asked if any of the projects along Route 183 include Shartlesville Road?  Mr. Piper 
discussed the current projects and study phases for the Route 183 corridor. 
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• Mr. Gable – The culvert along Shartlesville Road near his home creates a water sitting issue that 
freezes over in the winter. Could be a drainage issue. Mr. Piper directed Steve to PennDOT 
Customer Care center. 

• Mr. Deck – Road painting has not been what it used to be. Especially in rain because you cannot 
see the lines. They hear a lot of excuses.  Mr. Piper noted that the paint mixture has changed over 
the years to be more environmentally friendly. 

• Ms. Raifsnyder – Enforcement by the State Police is non-existent. How can we get more 
enforcement activities from the SP.  Mr. Piper discussed factors that influence the ability for 
police enforcement on roadways. 

• Mr. Gable – mobile cameras for speed enforcement might be a good idea. 
• Mr. Gable – Traffic lights…who pays for them? Mr. Himmelberger explained how it works. 
• Ms. Raifsnyder – question about bridge near Christmas Village. What is happening with that 

bridge?  Mr. Piper explained that the bridge is closed and will be removed. 
• Mr. Deck – the newly reconstructed bridge on Route 625 is still posted but just redone – posted 

signs need to be taken down. 
• Mr. Gable – North Heidelberg Road sharp turn hard to navigate and guardrail has been impacted 

a number of times. 

Hearing no other comments, Mr. Piper and Ms. Timochenko thanked the attendees for coming and their 
participation.  The meeting concluded.at 7:29 PM. 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #3 

MUHLENBERG TWP. BUILDING, METRO REGION MEETING, OCTOBER 3, 2024 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:05 PM.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of 
the purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input on the Goals and 
Objectives of the current LRTP and revise them based on public input.  He mentioned that 
specific projects will be discussed at the end of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these 
notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee 
structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some 
of the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update 
process; performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development of the 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components, by Chapter. 
 
Chapter 1 is the Introduction.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its relationship 
with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move goods and people. 
 
Chapter 2 contains the background Information, including demographics, economics, 
environmental integration, and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sections examine Roads and Bridges, the 
Congestion Management Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized 
Transportation, Aviation, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommendations of the plan.  These include Goals/Objectives/Strategic 
Performance Measures, Project Prioritization, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand 
Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documentation of the Public Participation Process, Amendment 
Procedures, and detailed tables/descriptions of the Highway and Transit Program Funding 
assumptions and calculations. 
 
There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   
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 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 

users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the 

quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State 
and local planned growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs.   

Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure, no matter the mode of 
transportation.  The five (5) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.  She asked for 
questions/comments regarding the Goal and Objectives. 
 Mr. Lerch commented that the Goal certainly applies and should be a top priority.  Ms. 

Reed agreed. 
 Mr. Lerch commented that we should define all the modes we consider including rail 

(passenger and freight). 
 Mr. Hoffmaster questioned why only major highways have speed enforcement cameras 

and not smaller roads.  Mr. Piper explained the legislative process behind speed 
cameras in the Philadelphia and Pittsburgh regions as well as those in construction 
zones. 

 
Ms. Timochenko asked if we needed to add any Objectives to the current lists. 
 Ms. Reed asked about clarifying ‘vehicles’ to specifically list them.  Mr. Piper responded 

the term ‘vehicles’ is already all-encompassing. 
 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the transportation system and 
services we enjoy today where financially feasible, then read the associated seven (7) 
Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

 Mr. Piper reiterated that Safety is first; Maintenance including optimization is 
secondary; and increasing capacity is a last resort. 

 Mr. Reed opined that local roads tend to “fall by the wayside” when it comes to 
maintenance due to costs.  Mr. Piper responded that we can only program based on the 
funding allocated. 
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 Mr. Lerch commented that it becomes a “Catch-22”; areas are allocated limited funds 
yet costs continually increase, causing a difficult balancing act between small vs large 
maintenance projects. 

 Mr. Piper explained in detail the various funding sources and associated constraints, 
including ‘discretionary’ funds (which are never a guarantee).  He cited some historical 
recipients of discretionary funds including the Park Road Corridor, U.S. 222 South, and 
U.S. 422-West Shore Bypass. 

 Ms. Reed related experiences in England with centuries-old infrastructure being 
maintained and still used. 

 Mr. Hoffmaster said that Muhlenberg Township was told today that a water line on the 
SR 2016 Bellevue Ave. Bridge had to be moved as part of the bridge replacement 
project.  He was frustrated that this project has been in design/engineering for years, 
but they were told only today about this need. 

 Mr. Lerch asked how often funding formulas were evaluated.  Mr. Piper answered that 
they are reviewed every two years (prior to Transportation Improvement Program 
updates) through a Financial Guidance Working Group convened by PennDOT. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks 
County commerce to access national and international trade markets and support regional 
economic development and tourism opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) 
Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

 Ms. Timochenko specifically mentioned that the last Objective, Coordinate with 
agricultural community to identify and address obstructions to the movement of 
equipment and products, was added based on a request from the Berks County Dept. of 
Agriculture. 

 Mr. Piper explained the various statewide ‘networks’ that Pennsylvania used to promote 
but has since stopped promoting.  However, we are looking to possibly add some of 
these back into the LRTP based on historical inclusion.  He also discussed bridges; 
approximately 6 percent of state bridges are considered ‘poor’ (down significantly after 
prioritizing improvements), but approximately 30-35 percent of local bridges are 
considered ‘poor’. 

 After a brief discussion about the Reading Regional Airport, Ms. Reed asked if there was 
a market for and ‘air taxi service’, similar to the regional flights that used to be available.  
Mr. Piper answered that RATS is limited in what it can do to market the Airport; 
however, the Airport Authority and Executive Director are in constant communications 
with air carriers to try and reestablish passenger service.  Discussion continued about 
marketing budgets.  Mr. Lerch made a general statement about municipalities and the 
County discussing regional growth and how coordinating with the Airport Authority 
could play into that. 
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Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation 
choices that are in good condition., then read the associated four (4) Objectives.  Ensuing 
discussion included: 

 Mr. Lerch commented that they get local requests for bicycle and pedestrian projects, 
but the public thinks mostly about highways only and not Bike/ped improvements.  
However, it is important to include non-motorized modes in planning for 
redevelopment. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the performance of the county transportation 
system in environmentally sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and 
vulnerability, then read the associated six (6) Objectives.  She asked for questions/comments: 

 Mr. Piper described the Air Quality conformity process and the National Electric Vehicle 
Infrastructure (NEVI) program. 

 Ms. Timochenko commented that the six Objectives are particularly ‘wordy’ and will be 
rewritten for easier reading.  The audience nodded agreement. 

 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the anticipated LRTP development timeline: 
 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information. 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordination with State 

Transportation Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program 
Update) 

 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) meeting 
 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public meetings. 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Adoption 
 September 2026 – Anticipated Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA) approval. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #18 and asked the question: “If you could instantaneously make 
one change (big or small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other 
potential obstacles, what would it be?"  Responses included: 

 Mr. Lerch mentioned the need for another access onto Stoudt’s Ferry Bridge Road in the 
area of U.S. 222. 
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 He also mentioned the need to ensure proposed expansion projects on U.S. 222 North 
between Reading and Allentown are completed, along with the proposed 
expansion/reconstruction of U.S. 422 – West Shore Bypass 

 Ms. Pummer mentioned one issue in Topton Borough is that of tractor-trailers going 
through the borough based on GPS directions even though borough streets are not 
sufficient for this kind of traffic. 

 
The next step in the LRTP development process is continued public outreach.  Staff has two (2) 
more in-person meetings scheduled, and an additional meeting will be held virtually.  A survey 
is available in English and Spanish as part of this initial public outreach, and she encouraged the 
meeting attendees to take the survey and spread it among their peers to garner more input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, 
bridges, or other transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 
.   

• Mr. Lerch asked general questions about the two projects on PA 12 (Pricetown Road).  
Mr. Piper explained the proposals for each project (both in the design stage).  Several 
audience members expressed concerns regarding traffic movements in winter 
particularly at the proposed traffic signal at PA 12/Skyline Drive.  Mr. Piper further 
explained the proposed improvements and their impacts on winter movements. 

• Hearing no other comments, Mr. Piper discussed the U.S. 222 North improvement 
schedules along with those for U.S. 422 – West Shore Bypass. 

• Ms. Pummer mentioned that funding for maintenance of local roads is sorely lacking 
and noted the need for additional funds.  She mentioned that the local trail upgrades 
(completed under a Transportation Alternatives Program grant) are working well for the 
community. 

 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  
The meeting concluded at 7:20 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #4 

PERRY TWP. BUILDING, OLEY HILLS REGION MEETING, OCTOBER 10, 2024 

Ms. Timochenko started the meeting at 6:15 PM.  There were 2 attendees.  She welcomed everyone and gave a 
brief overview of the purpose for this meeting which is to review and gather public input on the Goals and 
Objectives of the current LRTP and revise them based on public input.  She mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed at the end of the meeting.   

Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes). 

Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 

Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transportation (LRTP) is along with some of the necessary items to 
be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process; performance measures; and serving 
as the foundation for the development of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 

The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components by Chapter. 

Chapter 1 is the Introduction.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its relationship with other 
federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The Reading Area Transportation 
Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal transportation system that will safely and efficiently move 
goods and people.  The following comments were received: 

• Ms. Timochenko – mentioned that we have received comments that the Vision Statement needs 
a few edits including replacing ‘provide’ with ‘promote’ as RATS does not provide the 
transportation system. 

• Mr. Mattes – Is fine with Vision Statement. 
• Mr. Anderson – Is happy that it covers the whole County, concerns with local infrastructure 

funding, larger/heavier truck lobbying that could quicken the deterioration of roads, large trucks 
traveling on local/back roads. *Discussed funding allocations and condition/repair schedule of 
state vs local infrastructure, agreed with heavier trucks can cause quicker deterioration, and GPS 
apps that keep drivers off local roads.* 

Chapter 2 contains the background Information, including demographics, economics, environmental integration, 
and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sections examine Roads and Bridges, the Congestion Management 
Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized Transportation, Aviation, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommendations of the plan.  These include Goals/Objectives/Strategic Performance Measures, 
Project Prioritization, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documentation of the Public Participation Process, Amendment Procedures, and 
detailed tables/descriptions of the Highway and Transit Program Funding assumptions and calculations. 
 
There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global competitiveness, 
productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
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 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, and 
promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned growth and 
economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between modes, for 
people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater 

impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs.   

Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure, no matter the mode of transportation.  The 
five (5) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.  She asked for questions/comments regarding the Goal and 
Objectives. 

• Mr. Anderson – Asked if there is a way to educate the public on how to travel 
differently/encourage use of transit *Discussed carpooling and travel demand management 
programs.*  Expressed concern regarding high volume of DEKA employees using Main St. as well 
as local roads causing congestion in the borough and unsafe conditions due to volume on local 
roads driven to avoid congestion. *Discussed BARTA service (Route 22) that runs to DEKA and 
Commute PA.* 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the transportation system and services we enjoy today 
where financially feasible, then read the associated seven (7) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• No comments. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks County commerce to 
access national and international trade markets and support regional economic development and tourism 
opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Mr. Mattes - Felt objectives for this goal were spot on. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in 
good condition., then read the associated four (4) Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

• Mr. Mattes – It is important for people to walk and bike.  Expressed concern regarding lack of safe 
active transportation infrastructure along Green Valley Road developments to school and to 
Sheetz. *Assured of inclusion in County Bike/Ped Plan, discussed Lower Heidelberg Townships 
issue/need to get residents safely to Blue Marsh Lake recreation areas without use of car and 
Lower Heidelberg Township’s desire to complete an Active Transportation Plan looking ahead.* 

• Mr. Anderson – Concerns with developments in Maidencreek Township that do not have 
sidewalks and all the residents that walk in the street. *Discussed how sidewalk requirements are 
up to the municipalities.  BCPC suggests that sidewalks are included during the review process.  
We state in Bike/Ped Plan that sidewalks should be included 2 miles around schools and .5 miles 
around bus stops.  Discussed how the burden of sidewalks effects municipalities requiring them 
including developer deciding not to develop there and resident opposition to maintain.* 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the performance of the county transportation system in 
environmentally sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and vulnerability, then read the 
associated six (6) Objectives.  She asked for questions/comments: 
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• Mr. Golembiewski – Regarding 1st objective: “Maintain and improve”. 
• Mr. Mattes – Regarding Goal: take out the word sustainable, replace with friendly or another 

synonym. 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed the anticipated LRTP development timeline: 
 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information. 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordination with State Transportation 

Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program Update) 
 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) meeting 
 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public meetings. 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Adoption 
 September 2026 – Anticipated Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA) approval. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #18 and asked the question: “If you could instantaneously make one change (big or 
small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other potential obstacles, what would it be?"  
Responses included: 

• Mr. Anderson – 1: Get cars off the road.  2: Need mass transit, especially to Philadelphia, 
Allentown, and New York.  3: Reading Airport needs to expand service including flights to 
Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. 

• Mr. Mattes – Passenger rail to Philadelphia. 

Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, bridges, or other 
transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 

• Mr. Anderson – Asked about the tolling of the Lenhartsville Bridge on I-78.  *Informed him of how 
that was off the table and would not be a possibility.* 

• Mr. Mattes – 1: West Shore Bypass.  *Informed of website, discussed widening, bridges, on ramp 
from 176N to 422W, and multiple phases.*  2: Sinking Spring Penn Avenue/724 intersection.  
*Discussed progress.*  3: Lancaster Avenue and Bingaman Street Bridge.  *Discussed planned 
projects including the reconfiguration of that interchange.* 

Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko thanked the attendees for coming and their participation.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:21 PM.   
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #5 

VIRTUAL MEETING, OCTOBER 15, 2024 
 

Meeting Notes: 
 
Mr. Piper started the meeting at 1:05 PM.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of 
the purpose of this afternoon’s meeting which was to review and gather public input on the 
Goals and Objectives of the current LRTP and revise them based on public input.  He mentioned 
that specific projects will be discussed at the end of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these 
notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee 
structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some 
of the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update 
process; performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development of the 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
The next few slides detailed the LRTP Plan Components, by Chapter. 
 
Chapter 1 is the Introduction.  This provides the context for why the plan is done and its relationship 
with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is included in this chapter:  The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will provide and maintain a balanced, multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move goods and people. 
 
Chapter 2 contains the background Information, including demographics, economics, 
environmental integration, and resiliency. 
 
Chapter 3 is the State of the System.  Individual sections examine Roads and Bridges, the 
Congestion Management Process, Safety and Security, Transit, Freight, Non-motorized 
Transportation, Aviation, and Issues & Needs. 
 
Chapter 4 is the recommendations of the plan.  These include Goals/Objectives/Strategic 
Performance Measures, Project Prioritization, Project & Financial Planning, Travel Demand 
Modeling, and Air Quality Conformity. 
 
Contained in the Appendix is documentation of the Public Participation Process, Amendment 
Procedures, and detailed tables/descriptions of the Highway and Transit Program Funding 
assumptions and calculations. 
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There are ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 

users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the 

quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State 
and local planned growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs.   

Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure, no matter the mode of 
transportation.  The five (5) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.  She asked for 
questions/comments regarding the Goal and Objectives. 
 Mr. Bingaman responded in the Chat feature, “Looks good to me”. 
 No other comments were received. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the transportation system and 
services we enjoy today where financially feasible, then read the associated seven (7) 
Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

 Mr. Roche questioned if this goal includes specific support for the proposed re-
establishment of passenger rail service?  Mr. Piper responded that specific support is 
contained in Goal #3. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen the ability of Berks 
County commerce to access national and international trade markets and support regional 
economic development and tourism opportunities, then read the associated eight (8) 
Objectives.  Ensuing discussion included: 

 Ms. Timochenko pointed out that this Goal is ‘wordy’ and it would be revised to make it 
more readable. 
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 She also mentioned the last Objective, Coordinate with agricultural community to 
identify and address obstructions to the movement of equipment and products, was 
added. 

 Mr. Burns stated that the while overall Goal sounds very nice, it can have unintended 
consequences.  For example, a community in Georgia made extensive accommodations 
for cyclists and pedestrians which resulted in lengthy lines of traffic having to yield for 
them.  He further stated that we need to balance bike/ped accommodations with those 
for vehicular traffic. 

 Mr. Burns mentioned how difficult it is traveling to and through Philadelphia Intl. Airport 
and, if an airport is successful, so is economic development.  We need to get passenger 
reestablished at Reading Regional Airport. 

 Mr. Burns asked if the reestablishment of passenger rail service is fiscally responsible, 
and will it pay for itself?  Mr. Piper responded that we must provide balanced systems.  
He agreed with the need for fiscal responsibility.  The Schuylkill River Passenger Rail 
Authority is working through the study process now.  RATS will support whatever 
findings the studies report. 

 Mr. Roche asked if Goal #3 should be separated into two Goals, as 
national/international opportunities can be separate from local/regional economic 
development and tourism.  Ms. Timochenko answered that this will be considered.  This 
could also help address some of Mr. Burns’ concerns. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation 
choices that are in good condition., then read the associated four (4) Objectives.  Ensuing 
discussion included: 

 Mr. Burns mentioned the need for safe truck parking, knowing that this is a nationwide 
issue but local as well with all the recent warehouse growth.  Mr. Piper responded that 
there will be specific recommendations coming out of the recently completed Regional 
Freight Study. 

 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the performance of the county transportation 
system in environmentally sustainable ways that increase resiliency to both climate change and 
vulnerability, then read the associated six (6) Objectives.  She asked for questions/comments: 

 Mr. Roche asked if there could be a specific objective to market public transit services?  
Mr. Piper answered that, here, we reference the relationship with Commute PA 
specifically instead of a generic objective. 

 Mr. Burns stated that, under Environmental Sustainability, we need to be cautious with 
electrification as the supporting infrastructure is not yet widespread, is very expensive, 
and vehicle ranges (especially heaver duty vehicles) are still limited.  Mr. Piper 
responded that we need to incorporate this Objective since this is a 20-year Plan. 

 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed the anticipated LRTP development timeline: 
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 October 2023 – 30-month Kickoff Meeting 
 July/August 2024 – Establish Steering Committee 
 September/October 2024 – Public Outreach Meetings 
 November 2024 – June 2025 – Gather background information. 
 March-May 2025 – Gather public input on issues and needs (in coordination with State 

Transportation Commission [STC] public outreach on the State’s Twelve—Year Program 
Update) 

 July 2025 – Review STC survey responses 
 August-December 2025 – TIP and LRTP project meetings with PennDOT 
 November/December 2025 – Present at Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) meeting 
 February 2026 – Complete Draft LRTP 
 March/April 2026 – Begin 30-day public comment period and conduct public meetings. 
 May 2026 – Response to comments 
 May 2026 – Anticipated RATS Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Adoption 
 September 2026 – Anticipated Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA) approval. 
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #18 and asked the question: “If you could instantaneously make 
one change (big or small) to the transportation system without concern for cost or other 
potential obstacles, what would it be?"  Responses included: 

 Mr. Roche would ensure equitable and accessible transit throughout the region. 
 Mr. Bingaman (chat) would lessen congestion and have smoother roadways. 
 Mr. Burns would work to reestablish commercial passenger air service at Reading 

Regional Airport 
 
Ms. Timochenko mentioned that the next step in the LRTP development process is continued 
public outreach.  A survey is available in English and Spanish as part of this initial public 
outreach, and she encouraged the meeting attendees to take the survey and spread it among 
their peers to garner more input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, 
bridges, or other transportation issues in the area that attendees considered problematic. 
.   

• Mr. Miller asked a general question about “What’s within the realm of possibility”? 
• Mr. Burns mentioned that he’s noticed many repaired/replaced bridges in northern 

Berks County.  Mr. Piper replied that we need a response to local bridge issues that is 
equivalent to that being given to state bridges. 

• Mr. Bingaman (chat) mentioned PA 662, Old Airport Road, and Blacksmith Road (all in 
Amity Twp.) needing improvements, along with U.S. 422 from Exeter through Douglass 
townships. 

• Mr. Piper followed-up to Mr. Burns’ comments that we need a response to local bridge 
issues that is equivalent to that being given to state bridges.  
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• Mr. Young mentioned the U.S. 222 corridor from Maidencreek Township north to the 
Lehigh County line.  Mr. Piper outlined the multiple projects planned for the corridor 
and their status to-date. 

 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  
The meeting concluded at 1:52 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Hawk Mountain Region Meeting #5 Attendance
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First Name Last Name Email Address Registered LRTP Outreach Meeting Confirmed

Matthew Edmond Matthew.Edmond@montgomerycountypa.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Anthony Tucci atucci@wbems.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Lori Stoudt Lstoudt@connectionswork.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Randy Miller manager@westreadingborough.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Kris Thompson krthompson@pa.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Amanda Timochenko atimochenko@berkspa.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Alan Piper apiper@berkspa.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Michael Golembiewski mgolembiewski@berkspa.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Danielle Monahan dani@marysshelter.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Brian Hoffa Hoffabrian@gmail.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Travis Blanchard travis_blanchard@fetterman.senate.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Leo Scott lscott@entecheng.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Alexander Roche Aroche@greaterreading.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Troy Bingaman Tbingaman@amitytownshippa.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Mariska van Aalst Mariska_vanAalst@casey.senate.govq
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Mariska van Aalst Mariska_vanAalst@casey.senate.gov
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Jason Reichert jreichert@springtwpberks.org
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Dave Mattes dmattes@goberkscounty.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting

Ed Burns biged@burnslogistics.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting

H David Miller hdmiller@entecheng.com
Countywide Virtual Meeting
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READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY
FFY 2027-2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

2025 PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETINGS
The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS), the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
for Berks County, is updating its Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  The LRTP helps direct transportation and land 
use decisions over a 20-year period.  As part of the process, we will be conducting public outreach meetings across 
Berks County to review the goals and objectives, discuss currently planned projects, and discuss existing and future 
transportation issues and needs.  Your participation will provide valuable insight on the condition of Berks County’s 
transportation system and help guide the development of the LRTP.

FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE, SEVEN (7) IN PERSON MEETINGS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTY AND TWO (2) VIRTUAL MEETINGS WILL BE HELD:

PUBLIC MEETINGS

WE WANT YOUR INPUT!

CITY HALL 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

CITY OF READING 
WED, APRIL 2 • 6PM-7PM 
815 Washington Street, Reading

WOMELSDORF 
BOROUGH HALL 

MON, APRIL 14 • 6PM-7PM 
101 West High Street, Womelsdorf

TILDEN TOWNSHIP 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING 

WED, APRIL 16 • 6PM-7PM 
874 Hex Highway, Hamburg

COLEBROOKDALE 
TOWNSHIP 

MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
TUES, APRIL 22 • 6PM-7PM 

765 West Philadelphia Ave., Boyertown

CUMRU  TOWNSHIP 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING 

THURS, APRIL 24 • 6PM-7PM 
1775 Welsh Road, Mohnton

CAERNARVON   
TOWNSHIP 

MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
TUES, MAY 13 • 6PM-7PM 
3307 Main Street, Morgantown

MAIDENCREEK  
TOWNSHIP 

MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
TUES, APRIL 29 • 6PM-7PM 

1 Quarry Road, Blandon

The Reading MPO is committed to compliance with nondiscrimination statutes, executive orders, regulations, and policies applicable to the 
programs and activities it administers. We strive to host inclusive, accessible events that enable all individuals to engage and participate fully. 
To request accommodation or for inquiries about accessibility, please contact Michael Golembiewski at (610) 478-6300 or planning@berkspa.gov 
at least 72 hours before the scheduled event. The MPO will attempt to honor requests made after this time as it is able.

If you believe you have been denied participation opportunities, or otherwise discriminated against based on disability, Title VI, or another covered 
nondiscriminatory basis, you may file a complaint using the procedures provided in our complaint process document or by contacting 
Michael Golembiewski at (610) 478-6300 or planning@berkspa.gov

Estos informes y/o documentos estarán disponibles en diversos lenguajes y formatos si es necesario. 
Personas que necesiten acomodo razonable o con preguntas pueden comunicarse l 610-478-6300.

*Registration is required to 
receive the link to participate 

in the Virtual Meetings
Registration link:

https://arcg.is/0f901O

VIRTUAL
MEETINGS* 
WED, APRIL 23 

11AM-12PM

THURS, MAY 1 
6PM-7PM
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Reading Area Transportation Study  
(Estudio de Transporte del Área de Reading) 
FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan Public Outreach Meetings 
(Reuniones Públicas de Divulgación sobre el Plan de Transporte a Largo Plazo) 
 
El estudio Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS, por sus siglas en inglés), 
encomendado federalmente para el condado de Berks por la Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO, por sus siglas en inglés), está actualizando su Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP, por sus siglas en inglés). El LRTP ayudará a encaminar 
decisiones en torno al transporte y uso del suelo durante un periodo de 20 años. Como parte 
de este proceso, estaremos celebrando reuniones públicas de divulgación a través del 
condado de Berks para la revisión de objetivos y metas, la discusión de proyectos planeados 
en la actualidad, así como también la discusión de asuntos y necesidades actuales y futuras 
relacionadas con el transporte. La participación de usted nos proporcionará una perspectiva 
valiosa sobre las condiciones del sistema de transporte del condado de Berks y ayudará a 
dirigir el desarrollo del LRTP. 

Para la conveniencia del público, se llevarán a cabo siete (7) reuniones presenciales a través 
de Berks y dos (2) reuniones virtuales: 

miércoles 2 de abril de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
City Hall, City of Reading 
815 Washington Street, Reading, PA 19601 
 
lunes 14 de abril de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.  
Womelsdorf Borough Hall 
101 West High Street, Womelsdorf, PA 19567 
 
miércoles 16 de abril de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Tilden Township Municipal Building 
874 Hex Highway, Hamburg, PA 19526 
 
martes 22 de abril de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Colebrookdale Township Municipal Building 
765 West Philadelphia Avenue, Boyertown, PA 19512 
 
Jueves 24 de abril de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Cumru Township Municipal Building 
1775 Welsh Road, Mohnton, PA 19540 
 
martes 29 de abril de 2025 
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6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Maidencreek Township Municipal Building 
1 Quarry Road, Blandon, PA 19510 
 
martes13 de mayo de 2025 
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Caernarvon Township Municipal Building 
3307 Main Street, Morgantown, PA 19543 
 
Para participar en las reuniones virtuales, es necesario que se registre para recibir el 
enlace (“link”) de acceso. (Puede registrarse aquí: https://arcg.is/0f901O) 
 
Reunión Virtual 
miércoles 23 de abril de 2025 
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. 
Microsoft Teams 
 
Reunión Virtual 
martes 1 de mayo de 2025 
6:00 p.m.- 7:00 p.m. 
Microsoft Teams 

El MPO de Reading está comprometido con el cumplimiento de estatutos de no 
discriminación, órdenes ejecutivas, regulaciones y políticas aplicables a los programas y 
actividades que este administra. Nos esforzamos por auspiciar eventos inclusivos y 
accesibles que permitan que todas las personas puedan participar y se involucren de forma 
plena. Para solicitar acomodo razonable o para preguntas sobre la accesibilidad, por favor 
comuníquese con Michael Golembiewski al (610) 478-6300 o a planning@berkspa.gov  con 
al menos 72 horas de anticipación a la fecha programada para el evento. El MPO intentará 
atender las solicitudes luego de estas fechas límites en la medida que sea posible. 

Si usted considera que se le han negado las oportunidades de participación, o que se ha 
discriminado contra usted conforme el Titulo VI, Ley ADA/Discapacidad, o en virtud de 
alguna otra disposición de no discriminación, usted puede radicar una querella/queja 
(“complaint”) siguiendo los procedimientos descritos en nuestro documento  
complaint process document  o puede comunicarse con Michael Golembiewski al (610) 
478-6300, o a planning@berkspa.gov. 
 
Estos informes y/o documentos estarán disponibles en diversos lenguajes y formatos si fuese 
necesario. Las personas que necesiten acomodo razonable o que tengan preguntas pueden 
comunicarse al 610-478-6300. 
 
Alan Piper, secretario MPO  
 
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION



TIP and LRTP Appendix

228 Reading MPO

Classifieds
Reading Eagle

Email: classified@allaroundphilly.com Phone: 610-371-5138

ANNOUNCEMENTS
AUCTION
ANNOUNCEMENTS

DICK HENRY
AUCTIONEER/REALTOR

610-858-3065

MERCHANDISE
COLLECTIBLES &
MEMORABILIA

Assorted Trains and Buildings 
from the 1950’s. No boxes, lots 
of tracks. Call 610-780-3763

MISCELLANEOUS
Balance scale - $40; Back 
massager - $25; ConAir Bath 
Spa - $25; Revlon Hot Rollers 
- $20. 610-375-7199

GETHSEMANE Cemetery Lot 
For Sale, # MC-139-7 near 
gazebo Pictures available

carolnichols22@gmail.com

Hain’s Church Cemetery, 
Wernersville - 7 sites avail. 
Located in original cemetery. 
Negotiable. 610-780-3763

Inogen One G5 portable oxy-
gen concentrator, w/case 
& spare battery. Like new, 
$1000. ******SOLD ******

MERCHANDISE 
0BUYING-Antqs./collectibles 
1 item to contents. Moving or 
downsize. 484-529-0851

Vintage Dolls Wanted - pro-
duced before the year 2000. 
Call 570-339-7102

Vinyl Record Collections 
Wanted, Cash paid for LPs and 
45s. Rock/Soul/Jazz. Leave a 
message. 484-655-2881.

Wanted to Buy - Estate Jewel-
ry, incl. costume & old watch-
es. Vtg. clothing, Antiques. 
Call Nancy, 484-432-9770

ANIMALS
HORSES

BUYING HORSES, 
PONIES, TRAILERS, TACK  
CASH PAID  610-385-6594

EMPLOYMENT
HELP WANTED
FULL TIME

Electromechanical Engineer 
(Giorgio Foods Inc., Blandon, 
PA): Devise solutns for elc-
trcl & mechncl probs; Perfrm 
elctrcl & mechncl repairs to 
manufctring equip; Trble-
shoot engr’ing systms & apps; 
Systms incl: Elctrcl & cntrol 
systms, auto vision inspctn 
systms, & compound apps; 
Leverag elctro- mechncl 
engr’ing expertise; Ensure 
prevntive maintnc; Test 
equip perfrmnce & recalbrt 
compnents; Cmply w/ safety 
prcdures; Docmnt repairs 
& account for tools; Design 
mechncl parts w/ CAD sftwre 
& operate 3D print machnes; 
& Navigte comptr sftwre to 
trbleshoot PLCs. Req’d Exp: 
Wrkng w/& slvng probs w/elc-
trcl, mechncl & mechatronic 
systms; w/design & calcula-
tions of  elctrcl instals; w/elc-
trcl panel instals, incl wiring, 
PLC, power cntrol & electrnc 
devices; Work w/ pneumatic 
& hydraulic systms; W/repair 
& imprvmnt of automated 
systms; w/mechncl design & 
use of CAD as Solidworks & 
Autocad; W/set up & op of 3D 
printers; Knwldge of Studio 
5000 PLC program sftwre; & 
w/prject control sftwre & doc 
maintnc. Reqs Bachelor’s or 
frgn equiv in Electrclmechncl 
Engrng or rltd fld, & 2 yrs exp 
as an Electrclmechncl Eng or 
rltd occ. SolidWorks Mechncl 
Dsgn Cert req’d. Slry: $85,634/
yr. Send c.v. to 
lalers@giorgiofoods.com

HELP WANTED
PART TIME

Job Opening at Calvary United 
Church of Christ, 1231 RT. 100 
Barto, PA. Office Manager. 
Part-time 20 hours per week. 
$17.00 per hour. Combination 
of office and at-home 
work. Professional skills 
required. Contact: Rev. David 
Brumbaugh 484-447-0458

LAW ENFORCEMENT
SECURITY

POLICE OFFICER POSITION
The Borough of Mohnton is 
now accepting Applications  
for one Full-Time Police 
Officer position.  Applicant 
testing will take place on the 
following schedule:

Physical Agility Exam
May 17th @ 9:30 am

Written Exam
May 17th @ 1:00 pm

Oral Exam
May 24th @ 1:00 pm

Application deadline is April 
30, 2025.  Application forms 
and additional job informa-
tion can be acquired at the 
Mohnton Borough  Hall locat-
ed at 21 N. O’Neil St., Mohnton 
or downloaded at 
https://www.co.berks.pa.us/
Muni/Mohnton/Pages/Home.
aspx.

CLASSIFIEDS hold many,
many opportunities. They give
opportunity for you to buy items,
meet people, sell unwanted items,
find housing, save money, earn a
couple bucks, and much, much
more.

PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES

Sure Tech Services, Inc.
is seeking qualified candi-
dates for multiple positions 
of Programmer Analysts to 
create, modify, and test the 
code, forms, and script that 
allow computer business ap-
plications to run. Work from 
specifications drawn up by 
software developers or cus-
tomers. Assist senior soft-
ware developers by analys-
ing user needs and designing 
software solutions. Develop 
and write computer programs 
to store, locate, and retrieve 
specific documents, data, and 
information using skills that 
include C++, Java, SQL, UNIX, 
Microsoft Active Server Pages 
(ASP), Oracle, Visual Basic 
(VB), JavaScript, PL/SQL, 
Shell scripting and XML.
The Candidates must have 
solid technical knowledge 
and work experience in the 
above skills. Travel and Re-
location may be required, to 
perform consulting services 
at various unanticipated cli-
ent sites, located throughout 
the country for both long- and 
short-term projects.  Must 
have a bachelor’s degree and 
carry 2 or more years of work 
experience. Degrees can be 
foreign equivalent, but must 
be in the disciplines of Sci-
ence, Technology, Computer 
Science, Business Admin, or 
Engineering (any). Any four 
years of college education 
or college equivalency edu-
cation that is evaluated to a 
Bachelor’s degree by a cre-
dential evaluator is accept-
able. 8-5; M-F; 40hrs/wk.; $30 
per hour or Prevailing wages. 
Mail the resume to Sure Tech 
Services, Inc., 4950 Dunham 
Drive, Reading PA 19606.

REAL ESTATE
RESIDENTIAL SALES
In~Law Suite on 21 Acres

Gov. Mifflin Schools
Oh Yeah ~ there’s a beautiful

4 BR home above. 
Destination Realty   

484 - 769- 3209

APARTMENTS FOR
RENT (UNFURNISHED)

Muhlenberg - Basement Apt. 
on country estate. Discount 
rent for maintenance handy-
man. Call for interview. 610-
939-9897

HOUSES FOR
RENT (UNFURNISHED)

Near Millmont Elementary - 
4BR, end of row, completely 
remodeled, new flooring, 
kitchen & windows. $1500/
mo. TEXT 610-698-5203

AUCTIONS
5 Bedroom Home + 21 Acres
Saturday April 12th ~ Noon

665 Fairmont Ave 19540
Details on Ebay 

D. Hayward Auction
 610-780-9821

TRANSPORTATION
AUTOS WANTED

00000000000000000000000000
AUTO/TRUCKS, any cond. 

A-Z U-Pull-It Used Auto Parts
  

For TOP DOLLAR call

A-Z  610-741-9555
Paying up to $500 for com-
plete junk, wrecked & un-
wanted vehicles. J&J Towing, 
484-955-8386

SERVICES
HOME IMPROVEMENT

PAVE & SAVE!
Classic Paving
& Sealcoating 

Stoning & Grading 
No job too big or small!

SPRING
SPECIAL
20% OFF

FREE ESTIMATES
            484-877-8528   
Blandon, PA  PA Lic 013513
Backed by 4 generations!  
All Work Guaranteed

ANNOUNCEMENTS
LEGAL NOTICES
NOTICE TO THE RESIDENTS 

OF THE TOWNSHIP OF 
BRECKNOCK

The Board of Supervisors of 
Brecknock Township, Berks 
County, Pennsylvania on 
Tuesday, April 1, 2025, begin-
ning at 7:00 p.m. in the Brec-
knock Township Municipal 
Building at 889 Alleghenyville 
Road in Brecknock Township, 
will consider enactment of 
the Ordinance summarized 
below. The complete title and 
summary of the proposed Or-
dinance are as follows:  

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 
CHAPTER 26 OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF THE TOWN-
SHIP OF BRECKNOCK, BERKS
COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, BY 
RESTATING IN ITS ENTIRETY
PART 5, STORMWATER MAN-
AGEMENT, AUTHORIZING THE
TOWNSHIP TO ESTABLISH A 
COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM 
OF STORMWATER MANAGE-
MENT, INCLUDING REASON-
ABLE REGULATION OF DE-
VELOPMENT AND ACTIVITIES 
CAUSING ACCELERATED ERO-
SION, FUNDAMENTAL TO THE 
PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY AND 
WELFARE AND THE PROTEC-
TION OF THE PEOPLE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF BRECKNOCK 
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AND ALL OF THE PEOPLE OF 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF 
PENNSYLVANIA, THEIR RE-
SOURCES AND THEIR ENVI-
RONMENT. 

The proposed ordinance 
amends the Code of Ordi-
nances of the Township of 
Brecknock, Chapter 26 en-
titled “Water”, Part 5 entitled 
“Stormwater Management” in 
its entirety, as set forth in full 
in the proposed ordinance.  

All interested residents are in-
vited to attend and be heard. 
A complete copy of the pro-
posed Ordinance is on file 
with this newspaper. A com-
plete copy of the proposed 
Ordinance is available for in-
spection without charge and 
for copying at a charge not 
greater than the cost thereof 
at the Municipal Building at 
889 Alleghenyville Road in 
Brecknock Township during 
regular office hours. 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
BRECKNOCK TOWNSHIP 

BERKS COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Elizabeth A. Magovern, 
Esquire, Solicitor
RE Mar. 23 A-1

Reading Area Transportation 
Study 

(Estudio de Transporte del 
Área de Reading)

FFY 2027-2050 Long Range 
Transportation Plan Public 

Outreach Meetings
(Reuniones Públicas de 

Divulgación sobre el Plan de 
Transporte a Largo Plazo)

El estudio Reading Area Trans-
portation Study (RATS, por 
sus siglas en inglés), enco-
mendado federalmente para 
el condado de Berks por la 
Metropolitan Planning Orga-
nization (MPO, por sus siglas 
en inglés), está actualizando 
su Long Range Transporta-
tion Plan (LRTP, por sus siglas 
en inglés). El LRTP ayudará 
a encaminar decisiones en 
torno al transporte y uso del 
suelo durante un periodo de 
20 años. Como parte de este 
proceso, estaremos celeb-
rando reuniones públicas de 
divulgación a través del con-
dado de Berks para la revisión 
de objetivos y metas, la dis-
cusión de proyectos planea-
dos en la actualidad, así como 
también la discusión de asun-
tos y necesidades actuales y 
futuras relacionadas con el 
transporte. La participación 
de usted nos proporcionará 
una perspectiva valiosa sobre 
las condiciones del sistema 
de transporte del condado de 
Berks y ayudará a dirigir el 
desarrollo del LRTP.
Para la conveniencia del pú-
blico, se llevarán a cabo siete 
(7) reuniones presenciales a 
través de Berks y dos (2) re-
uniones virtuales:
miércoles 2 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
City Hall, City of Reading
815 Washington Street, Read-
ing, PA 19601

lunes 14 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 
Womelsdorf Borough Hall
101 West High Street, Wom-
elsdorf, PA 19567

miércoles 16 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Tilden Township Municipal 
Building
874 Hex Highway, Hamburg, 
PA 19526

martes 22 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Colebrookdale Township Mu-
nicipal Building
765 West Philadelphia Ave-
nue, Boyertown, PA 19512

Jueves 24 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Cumru Township Municipal 
Building
1775 Welsh Road, Mohnton, 
PA 19540

martes 29 de abril de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Maidencreek Township Mu-
nicipal Building
1 Quarry Road, Blandon, PA 
19510

martes13 de mayo de 2025
6:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Caernarvon Township Munici-
pal Building
3307 Main Street, Morgan-
town, PA 19543

Para participar en las reunio-
nes virtuales, es necesario 
que se registre para recibir el 
enlace (“link”) de acceso. (Pu-
ede registrarse aquí: https://
arcg.is/0f901O)

Reunión Virtual
miércoles 23 de abril de 2025
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.
Microsoft Teams

Reunión Virtual
martes 1 de mayo de 2025
6:00 p.m.- 7:00 p.m.
Microsoft Teams

El MPO de Reading está com-
prometido con el cumplimien-
to de estatutos de no discrim-
inación, órdenes ejecutivas, 
regulaciones y políticas apli-
cables a los programas y 
actividades que este admin-
istra. Nos esforzamos por 
auspiciar eventos inclusivos y 
accesibles que permitan que 
todas las personas puedan 
participar y se involucren de 
forma plena. Para solicitar 
acomodo razonable o para 
preguntas sobre la accesibi-
lidad, por favor comuníquese 
con Michael Golembiewski al 
(610) 478-6300 o a planning@
berkspa.gov  con al menos 72 
horas de anticipación a la fe-
cha programada para el even-
to. El MPO intentará atender 
l  li i d  luego de estas 
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  con al menos 72 

h      
    

     
las solicitudes luego de estas 
fechas límites en la medida 
que sea posible.
Si usted considera que se 
le han negado las oportuni-
dades de participación, o 
que se ha discriminado con-
tra usted conforme el Titulo 
VI, Ley ADA/Discapacidad, 
o en virtud de alguna otra 
disposición de no discrimi-
nación, usted puede radicar 
una querella/queja (“com-
plaint”) siguiendo los proced-
imientos descritos en nuestro 
documento 
complaint process document  
o puede comunicarse con Mi-
chael Golembiewski al (610) 
478-6300, o a planning@berk-
spa.gov.

Estos informes y/o documen-
tos estarán disponibles en 
diversos lenguajes y formatos 
si fuese necesario. Las perso-
nas que necesiten acomodo 
razonable o que tengan pre-
guntas pueden comunicarse 
al 610-478-6300.

Alan Piper, secretario MPO 
RE Mar. 23

Reading Area Transportation 
Study

FFY 2027-2050 Long Range 
Transportation Plan Public 

Outreach Meetings

The Reading Area Transporta-
tion Study (RATS), the feder-
ally designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) 
for Berks County, is updating 
its Long Range Transporta-
tion Plan (LRTP).  The LRTP 
helps direct transportation 
and land use decisions over a 
20-year period.  As part of the 
process, we will be conduct-
ing public outreach meetings 
across Berks County to re-
view the goals and objectives, 
discuss currently planned 
projects, and discuss existing 
and future transportation is-
sues and needs.  Your partici-
pation will provide valuable 
insight on the condition of 
Berks County’s transportation 
system and help guide the de-
velopment of the LRTP.

For your convenience, sev-
en (7) in person meetings 
throughout the County and 
two (2) virtual meetings will 
be held:

Wednesday, April 2, 2025
6PM – 7PM
City Hall, City of Reading
815 Washington Street, Read-
ing, PA 19601

Monday, April 14, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Womelsdorf Borough Hall
101 West High Street, Wom-
elsdorf, PA 19567

Wednesday, April 16, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Tilden Township Municipal 
Building
874 Hex Highway, Hamburg, 
PA 19526

Tuesday, April 22, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Colebrookdale Township Mu-
nicipal Building
765 West Philadelphia Ave-
nue, Boyertown, PA 19512

Thursday, April 24, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Cumru Township Municipal 
Building
1775 Welsh Road, Mohnton, 
PA 19540

Tuesday, April 29, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Maidencreek Township Mu-
nicipal Building
1 Quarry Road, Blandon, PA 
19510

Tuesday, May 13, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Caernarvon Township Munici-
pal Building
3307 Main Street, Morgan-
town, PA 19543

Registration is required to re-
ceive the link to participate in 
the Virtual Meetings.  (Reg-
istration link: https://arcg.
is/0f901O)

Virtual Meeting
Wednesday, April 23, 2025
11AM-12PM
Via Microsoft Teams

Virtual Meeting
Thursday, May 1, 2025
6PM – 7PM
Via Microsoft Teams

The Reading MPO is com-
mitted to compliance with 
nondiscrimination statutes, 
executive orders, regulations, 
and policies applicable to the 
programs and activities it ad-
ministers. We strive to host 
inclusive, accessible events 
that enable all individuals to 
engage and participate fully. 
To request accommodation 
or for inquiries about accessi-
bility, please contact Michael 
Golembiewski at (610) 478-
6300 or planning@berkspa.
gov at least 72 hours before 
the scheduled event. The 
MPO will attempt to honor 
requests made after this time 
as it is able.

If you believe you have been 
denied participation oppor-
tunities, or otherwise dis-
criminated against based on 
disability, Title VI, or another 
covered nondiscriminatory 
basis, you may file a com-
plaint using the procedures 
provided in our complaint 
process document or by con-
tacting Michael Golembiews-
ki at (610) 478-6300 or plan-
ning@berkspa.gov.

E  informes y/o documen-
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MAKE YOUR WALLET
HAPPY shopping the classi-
fieds. They offer a variety of
affordable goods & services.
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Estos informes y/o documen-
tos estarán disponibles en 
diversos lenguajes y formatos 
si es necesario. Personas que 
necesiten acomodo razonable 
o con preguntas pueden co-
municarse l 610-478-6300.

Alan Piper, MPO Secretary
RE Mar. 23 A-1

BIDS & PROPOSALS
DANIEL BOONE AREA 

SCHOOL DISTRICT
ATTENTION:  FOOD SERVICE 
MANAGEMENT COMPANIES

The Daniel Boone Area School 
District is requesting propos-
als for school food service 
management services.  The 
Food Service Management 
Company will provide man-
agement services according 
to United States Department 
of Agriculture (USDA) regula-
tions and guidelines, as well 
as the Pennsylvania Depart-
ment of Education (PDE) poli-
cies and guidelines.

For more information regard-
ing the RFP, please go to the 
Daniel Boone Area School Dis-
trict website at www.dboone.
org or contact Mr. Christian 
Lellig, Chief Financial Officer 
at christian.lellig@dboone.
org or at 610-582-6140 ext. 
1163.

Food Service Management 
Companies and/or their 

representatives may submit 
proposals to:

Daniel Boone Area School 
District

In C/O FSMC Contact
501 Chestnut Street – Door 22

Birdsboro, PA  19508

The Daniel Boone Area School 
District Board of Education re-
serves the right to accept or 
reject any and/or all propos-
als or to accept the proposal 
that it finds, in its sole discre-
tion, to be in the best interest 
of the school district.

A walk-through meeting is 
scheduled for March 25, 2025 
at 10AM at 501 Chestnut 
Street - Door 22, Birdsboro, PA  
19508.
All proposals must be sub-
mitted no later than 2PM on 
or before April 30, 2025.  All 
proposals should be delivered 
in a sealed envelope and ad-
dressed to the Daniel Boone 
Area School District and be 
clearly marked: Food Service 
Management Proposal.
RE Mar. 15, 20 & 23 A-1

DANIEL BOONE AREA 
SCHOOL DISTRICT

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS – 
ROOF PROJECT

The Daniel Boone Area School 
District will receive sealed 
bids for the Daniel Boone Mid-
dle School Roof Project. Bids 
shall be received by the Dan-
iel Boone Area School District 
(“DBASD”) by 1:00 p.m. local 
time on April 7, 2025, at its 
business office located at 501 
Chestnut Street, Birdsboro, 
PA 19508.

Bid Documents, including 
the Specifications, will be 
available beginning, Monday, 
March 17, 2025, by contact-
ing Jason Withers, Director of 
Facilities, at jason.withers@
dboone.org or (610) 582-6140.

Question regarding the Bid 
Documents shall be submit-
ted by email to Jason Withers, 
Director of Facilities, at jason.
withers@dboone.org no later 
than March 28, 2025 at 3:00 
p.m.

Timely submitted Bids will 
be publicly opened and read 
aloud on April 7, 2025 at 1:00 
p.m. local time in DBASD’s Ad-
ministration Building located 
at 501 Chestnut Street, Birds-
boro, PA 19508.
RE Mar. 17, 23 & 31 A-1

The Reading School District is 
soliciting sealed bids for the 
HS Athletics Facility Phase 
1 Renovation (“Project”) lo-
cated in the City of Reading, 
Berks County, Pennsylvania. 
Sealed Bids for all contracts 
shall be delivered no later 
than 2:00 PM prevailing time 
on Tuesday, April 9, 2025, to 
The Reading School District 
Administration Building, 800 
Washington Street, Reading, 
PA 19601, at which time bids 
will be publicly opened and 
read.

A MANDATORY pre-bid con-
ference for ALL contracts 
will be held at Reading High 
School, 801 N. 13th Street, 
Reading, PA 19604, at 2:00 PM 
prevailing time on Wednes-
day, March 26, 2025. Atten-
dance by all Prime Contract 
Bidders is mandatory.

Construction will be bid for 
the following Prime Con-
tracts:

Contract No. 1: General Con-
struction 
Contract No. 2: HVAC Con-
struction  
Contract No. 3: Electrical Con-
struction 
Contract No. 4: Plumbing Con-
struction

The Project Architect is 
SchraderGroup Architecture, 
555 E. North Lane, Suite 5100, 
Building D, Conshohocken, PA 
19428, Phone: 215-482-7440. 
The Project Construction 
Manager is CHA, 1 East Broad 
Street, Suite 310, Bethlehem, 
PA 18018, Phone: 610-865-
3000. 

Contracts 1 through 4: To 
bid the Project, prospec-
tive bidders must obtain the 
Contract Documents in PDF 
f  directly from CHA by 
c  
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format directly from CHA by 
contacting dei@chasolutions.
com. Documents will be sent 
electronically after receipt of 
a non-refundable fee of one 
hundred dollars ($100.00). 
Checks shall be made pay-
able to “CHA” and mailed to 
1 E. Broad Street, Suite 310, 
Bethlehem, PA 18018. Bid-
ders must supply the follow-
ing information with their 
request for documents: the 
contract(s) you are bidding 
on, company name, contact 
person, complete address, 
phone and cellular numbers, 
and email address. Docu-
ments will be available March 
21, 2025.

By Order of the BOARD OF 
SCHOOL DIRECTORS

READING SCHOOL DISTRICT
RE Mar. 15, 16 & 23 A-1

HOW TO WRITE a classified
ad that sells: First -  Be com-
plete. Second - Include the
price. And third - Be available.
Call today and we will be happy
to help you write the most effec-
tive ad.CLASSIFIED

 SELLS
A

ll D
ay, 

Every D
ay

4 Reading Eagle  |  Section C  |  Sunday, March 23, 2025  
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From: Piper, Alan
To: Piper, Alan
Subject: Berks County Input Requested - State Transportation Commission Public Comment Survey and On-Line Forum
Date: Friday, March 21, 2025 12:06:00 PM
Attachments: 12 Year Trans Program Survey V1.pdf
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Attached please find an announcement from the Pennsylvania State Transportation Commission announcing the availability of public comment survey and
an Online Public Forum regarding transportation needs throughout Pennsylvania and here in Berks County.  The Public Forum will be conducted on April

10th and the survey is available through April 30th. 
 
The results of these surveys and forum comments help to inform both state and local planning efforts.
 
Please feel free to participate in this effort and to circulate this to your constituents and other persons / organizations that may have an interest in our
transportation system.
 
Thank you!
 

 
 
______________________________________________________________________________
 
Berks County Planning Commission Relocation Notice – April 2025
 
The Berks County Planning Commission will be relocating to the County of Berks South Campus April 7, 2025. 
 

• Beginning April 1st, please forward ALL Subdivision and Land Development plans, applications, and checks to our new address: 400 E Wyomissing Ave.,
Box 2, Mohnton, PA 19540.
• All other correspondence such as ACT 67/68, zoning/ subdivision ordinance amendments and Act 14 Notifications can be forwarded via email to
planning@berkspa.gov.
• Subdivisions and Land Development Endorsements will be postponed April 7th through the 21th. If there is an emergency that plans must be endorsed
please email planning@berkspa.gov. planning
• Appointments for endorsement will resume on or before April 21st.
• Our telephone number will remain the same.
 

Alan Piper | Planner III - Transportation
Berks County Planning Commission
633 Court Street, 14th Floor, Reading, PA 19601
Phone: 610-478-6300 ext. 6313 Fax: 610-478-6316
 
 
 

Email: Apiper@berkspa.gov
Web:   www.berkspa.gov/planning

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION

SENT TO:

•	 READING AREA TRANSPORTATIN STUDY MAIL LIST
•	 LEGISLATORS (PA AND U.S.)
•	 RATS COORDINATING/TECHNICAL COMMITTEES, ALTERNATES, 

AND STAFF
•	 BERKS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, COO STAFF, PUBLIC 

RELATIONS DEPARTMENT, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR, BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
DIRECTOR

•	 LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS
•	 HUMAN SERVICES MAIL LIST
•	 FREIGHT CONTACTS MAIL LIST
•	 BERKS COUNTY MUNICIPALITIES
•	 BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD MEMBERS
•	 SCHOOL DISTRICTS MAIL LIST
•	 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MAIL LIST
•	 LIBRARIES MAIL LIST
•	 BERKS COUNTY EMPLOYEES
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This message and the attachment(s) are intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any retention, use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication including attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us immediately by telephone or reply to the original message at the above address and then delete all copies of the message.

Thank you.
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From: Notifications
Subject: Transportation Survey
Date: Tuesday, March 25, 2025 9:03:31 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 

 
 
To:                      All County of Berks Employees including Heim Admin
From:                  The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS)
Subject:               Transportation Survey
 
 

 

Participation
Needed For
12 Year
Transportation
Program
Every two years the State
Transportation Commission (STC) and
PennDOT update the 12- Year
Transportation Program (TYP). The
2025 Public Comment Period for the
TYP update began Monday, March
3rd, and continues through
Wednesday, April 30th.
 
All Pennsylvanians are welcome to
participate in the public comment period
via the Transportation Survey, or by
emailing comments to mailto:RA-
PennDOTSTC@pa.gov , or calling 717-
783-2262 from 7:30 AM - 4:00 PM to
request a printed copy of the Survey, or
to complete the Survey by telephone.
 
Additionally, PennDOT is hosting an
Online Public Forum on Thursday,
April 10, from 6:30 PM to 7:30 PM.
The event will be conducted virtually
and will feature a presentation from
PennDOT Secretary of Transportation
Michael Carroll as well as a live Q&A
session with PennDOT personnel and
State Transportation Commission

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION
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members.
 
The STC and PennDOT will document,
review, and use the public feedback
provided to help identify needs and
prioritize transportation projects across
the state. This feedback is also used to
inform other regional and statewide
transportation plans and programs.
After this survey closes, the comments
for Berks County are also reviewed by
Reading Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) Staff.
Transportation issues/needs that are
identified aid in guiding investment
decisions to keep Berks County roads
safe and in good condition.  The
comments are also compiled based on
municipality and reported to each.
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From: Piper, Alan
To: Piper, Alan
Subject: Provide your input! - RATS Long Range Transportation Plan Update Public Outreach Spring 2025
Date: Tuesday, March 25, 2025 4:44:02 PM
Attachments: LRTP Public Meeting Invites 2025 - FINAL.pdf
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The Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) is updating its Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  The LRTP helps direct
transportation and land use decisions over a 20-year period.
 
We want your input!
 
We are conducting public outreach meetings across Berks County to review the goals and objectives, discuss currently planned
projects, and discuss existing and future transportation issues and needs.
 
These meetings are separate from that being held by PennDOT on the Statewide Twelve Year Program (TYP) and will focus
exclusively on Berks County!!
 
Please see the attached flyer for the dates, times, and locations for each public outreach meeting. 
 
*Registration is required only for the Virtual Meetings to receive the link to participate.
 
Please feel free to share this information.
 
Thank you!
 
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION

SENT TO:

•	 READING AREA TRANSPORTATIN STUDY MAIL LIST
•	 LEGISLATORS (PA AND U.S.)
•	 RATS COORDINATING/TECHNICAL COMMITTEES, ALTERNATES, AND STAFF
•	 BERKS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, COO STAFF, PUBLIC RELATIONS 

DEPARTMENT, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR, BERKS COUNTY 
PLANNING COMMISSION DIRECTOR

•	 LRTP STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS
•	 HUMAN SERVICES MAIL LIST
•	 FREIGHT CONTACTS MAIL LIST
•	 BERKS COUNTY MUNICIPALITIES
•	 BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD MEMBERS
•	 SCHOOL DISTRICTS MAIL LIST
•	 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MAIL LIST
•	 LIBRARIES MAIL LIST
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______________________________________________________________________________
 
Berks County Planning Commission Relocation Notice – April 2025
 
The Berks County Planning Commission will be relocating to the County of Berks South Campus April 7, 2025. 
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• Beginning April 1st, please forward ALL Subdivision and Land Development plans, applications, and checks to our new address: 400 E
Wyomissing Ave., Box 2, Mohnton, PA 19540.
• All other correspondence such as ACT 67/68, zoning/ subdivision ordinance amendments and Act 14 Notifications can be forwarded
via email to planning@berkspa.gov.
• Subdivisions and Land Development Endorsements will be postponed April 7th through the 21th. If there is an emergency that plans
must be endorsed please email planning@berkspa.gov. planning
• Appointments for endorsement will resume on or before April 21st.
• Our telephone number will remain the same.
 

Alan Piper | Planner III - Transportation
Berks County Planning Commission
633 Court Street, 14th Floor, Reading, PA 19601
Phone: 610-478-6300 ext. 6313 Fax: 610-478-6316
 
 
 

Email: Apiper@berkspa.gov
Web:   www.berkspa.gov/planning

 
 
 
 
 

This message and the attachment(s) are intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any retention, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication
including attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
telephone or reply to the original message at the above address and then delete all copies of the message.

Thank you.
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E-FLASH March 2025

In preparation for this move:

• Beginning April 1st forward ALL Subdivision and Land  
 Development plans, applications, and checks, to our new  
 address:  400 E Wyomissing Ave, Mohnton, PA 19540.

• All other correspondence such as ACT 67/68, zoning/
 subdivision ordinance amendments and Act 14 Notifications 
 can be forwarded via email to planning@berkspa.gov

• Subdivisions and Land Development Endorsements will be 
 postponed April 7th through the 21st. If there is an emergency 
 that plans must be endorsed please email:
 planning@berkspa.gov. Appointments for endorsement will 
 resume on or before April 21st.

• Our telephone number will remain the same.

We appreciate your patience as we transition to our new office. 

Participation Needed For
12 Year Transportation Program
Every two years the State Transportation Commission (STC) and PennDOT update the 
12- Year Transportation Program (TYP). The 2025 Public Comment Period for the TYP 
update began Monday, March 3rd, and continues through Wednesday, April 30th.

All Pennsylvanians are welcome to participate in the public comment period via the 
Transportation Survey, or by emailing comments to RA-PennDOTSTC@pa.gov , or 
calling 717-783-2262 from 7:30 AM - 4:00 PM to request a printed copy of the Survey, 
or to complete the Survey by telephone. 

Additionally, PennDOT is hosting an Online Public Forum on Thursday, April 10, from 
6:30 PM to 7:30 PM. The event will be conducted virtually and will feature a presentation 
from PennDOT Secretary of Transportation Michael Carroll as well as a live Q&A session 
with PennDOT personnel and State Transportation Commission members.

The STC and PennDOT will document, review, and use the public feedback provided to 
help identify needs and prioritize transportation projects across the state. This feedback 
is also used to inform other regional and statewide transportation plans and programs. 
After this survey closes, the comments for Berks County are also reviewed by Reading 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Staff. Transportation issues/needs that are 
identified aid in guiding investment decisions to keep Berks County roads safe and in 
good condition.  The comments are also compiled based on municipality 
and reported to each.

Subdivision & Land Development Report

APRIL 7TH 2025

400 E. WYOMISSING AVE.

MOHNTON

BERKS COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION

The Planning Commission will be
on the move beginning April 7th 
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E-FLASH March 2025

Join Us For The 
Comprehensive 
Plan Kickoff

Thursday, March 27, 2025 | 10:00 AM-11:00 AM

During the Commsioners Meeting, the Planning Commission 
will formally present their plan for the NEW Berks County 
Comprehensive Plan.

This is a public meeting that will be available in-person located: 
13th Floor Commissioners’ Boardroom,
Services Center, 633 Court Street • Reading
and live via Microsoft Teams, BCTV, Facebook, and YouTube

PennDOT Connects
Outreach District 5

Thursday, March 27, 2025 • 1 PM-3 PM
1002 Hamilton Street
Allentown, PA 18101

(In-person or Virtual)

Attending a PennDOT Connects Municipal Outreach 
session is an opportunity for communities to make 
connections, learn about resources, and improve 
transportation projects.

PA Land Use Institute
Saturday, April 5, 2025

8:00 AM Registration and Hot Breakfast
8:30 AM – 1:00 PM training

Please join the Attorney Joan London,  along with the Berks County 
Planning Commission and the Berks County Department of Agriculture 
for the PA Land Institute on Saturday April 5th!

Come hear about the Recent Land Use Court Decisions and Pending 
Legislation, The New Berks County Comprehensive Plan, the Berks 
County Agricultural Land Conservation Program and the recently 
adopted Growing Berks Agriculture Economic Study. 

The latest Planning Advice for
Utility Scale Solar Facilities is now available.
CLICK TO VIEW THE UPDATED DOCUMENT.

LTAP Course 
PEDESTRIANS AND CROSSWALKS
Thursday, April 17, 2024 
8:00 AM-12:00 PM

Berks County Agricultural Center
1238 County Welfare Road,
Leesport, PA 19533

TO REGISTER:
gis.penndot.gov/ltap/

Or Contact Matt McGough
at the Berks County Planning Commission
at 610 478-6300 Ext. 6306
or via email at mmcgough@berkspa.gov

CLICK TO REGISTER

CLICK TO REGISTER
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BERKS COUNTY

Meetings set on transportation plan

Comments sought on issues, nee�s

BY STEVEN HENSHAW

SHENSHAW@READINGEAGLE.COM

The Reading Area Transportation Study, or RATS, will be conducting public outreach meetings across Berks County, starting this

week, to gather input on its Long Range Transportation Plan.

The plan helps direct transportation and land-use decisions for 20 years.

“This is the opportunity for the public to tell us exactly what they feel about transportation issues and needs,” said Alan Piper,

county transportation planner.

The job of the transportation planners will be to try to incorporate feasible suggestions into the long-range plan and the

transportation improvement plan (TIP) that makes up the ifrst four years of the overarching plan.

The long-range plan doesn’t just address highway and bridge needs, Piper said. It addresses all facets of transportation,

including bicycle and pedestrian movement and transit.

Not to be confused, he said, but apart from the Berks meetings, PennDOT recently opened the public comment period for the

statewide 12-year transportation plan. An online public forum that is part of that project will be hosted by PennDOT Secretary

Mike Carroll on April 10.

The meetings being hosted by RATS, which is PennDOT’s designated metropolitan planning organization for Berks, will focus

exclusively on Berks.

Seven in-person sessions and two virtual meetings are scheduled, including Wednesday evening in Reading.

RATS representatives will review the goals and objectives that were identiifed based on the ifrst phase of public input in the fall

as well as current and future planned projects.

Registration is required only for the virtual meetings to receive the link to participate.

These one-hour meetings are scheduled:

Reading City Hall Council Chambers, Wednesday at 6 p.m.

Womelsdorf Borough Hall, April 14 at 6 p.m.

Tilden Township Municipal Building, April 16 at 6 p.m.

Colebrookdale Township Municipal Building, April 22 at 6 p.m.

Cumru Township Municipal Building, April 24 at 6 p.m.

Maidencreek Township Municipal Building, April 29 at 6 p.m.

Caernarvon Township Municipal Building, May 13 at 6 p.m.

Virtual meetings will be conducted April 23 at 11 a.m. and May 1 at 6 p.m. Register at: https://survey123.arcgis.com/

4/1/25, 12:40 PM Reading Eagle

https://enewspaper.readingeagle.com/html5/reader/production/default.aspx?pubname=&pubid=10c34668-3b28-47c6-9a88-3ee534f3ebc1 1/1
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606 Court Street, Reading PA 19601-3542 | 610.376.6766   | info@GreaterReading.org | www.GreaterReading.org 

 
 

Business & Community Advocacy Council Meeting 
 

April 11th, 2024 
Reading Regional Airport 

8:00 am – 10:00 am 
    
       
 

I. Welcome & Introduction 
a. Introductions 
b. Stakeholder Meetings 

i. To schedule: aroche@greaterreading.org 
 
 

II. Transportation: What is Going on and How Can We Be Stewards of Change 
a. Alan Piper, Berks County Planning 
b. Zackary Tempesco, Reading Regional Airport 
c. Tom Frawley, SRPRA 

 
 
III. Economic Development Update 

a. Economy Update – Aaron Gantz, GRCA 
b. State of the Workforce – Keith Stamm, GRCA 
c. State of Housing- Mark Mohn, RBAR 

 
IV. Open Discussion/BCAC Member Updates 

 
 
 

V. Future Dates/Upcoming Events 
a. Next BCAC Meeting – Thursday, June 12th, New start time 8am, Berks Career 

and Tech Center West 
b. GRCA State Legislator Breakfast – May 1st, Reading Hospital Main Campus, 

7:30-9:30am 
 

 
VI. Adjourn 
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READING MPO 

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

COUNTYWIDE MEETING

April 23, 2025, Microsoft Teams

RATS
Federally designated 

Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Berks 

County

Technical Committee 
Recommending body

Coordinating Committee 
Acting body

PENNDOT 
DISTRICT 5-0 (1)

PENNDOT 
CENTRAL OFFICE 

(1)

BERKS COUNTY 
PLANNING 

COMMISSION (2)

CITY OF READING 
(2)

SOUTH CENTRAL 
TRANSIT 

AUTHORITY (1)

READING 
REGIONAL 
AIRPORT 

AUTHORITY (1)

PennDOT 
District 5-0 (1)

PennDOT 
Central Office 

(1)

Berks County 
Commissioners 

(1)

Berks County 
Planning 

Commission (1)

City of Reading 
(1)

Berks County 
Boroughs (1)

Berks County 1st

Class Townships 
(1)

Berks County 
2nd Class 

Townships (1)

South Central 
Transit 

Authority (1)

Reading 
Regional Airport 

Authority (1)

 Required by federal transportation regulations

 Has a minimum 20-year planning horizon reflecting program goals 
and their application to project prioritization

 Identifies transportation system assets and their conditions, 
sensitive environments and the evolving needs of the users of that 
system

 Reflects needs related to safety, maintenance, congestion, and 
climate change

 Includes Performance Measures for achieving plan goals

 Must be fiscally constrained and identify funding sources

 Must be updated every four years through cooperative process that 
includes federal, state, local agencies and the public

 Serves as the foundation for the development of the Transportation 
Improvement Program
 Projects must be identified in the LRTP prior to programming phases for 

construction on the TIP

FEDERAL 
PLANNING 

FACTORS

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially 
by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and 
non-motorized users.

 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized 
and non-motorized users.

 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight.

 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy 
conservation, improve the quality of life, and promote consistency 
between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns.

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation 
system, across and between modes, for people and freight.

 Promote efficient system management and operation.

 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system 
and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation.

 Enhance travel and tourism.

1 2

3 4

5 6
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 2024
 4 In Person Meetings

 Robeson, Jefferson, Muhlenberg, 
Perry

 1 Virtual Meeting via Microsoft 
Teams

 Survey

 2025
 7 In Person Meetings

 City of Reading, Womelsdorf, 
Tilden, Colebrookdale, Cumru, 
Maidencreek, Caernarvon

 2 Virtual Meetings via Microsoft 
Teams

Legend

_̂ LRTP 2024 Public Outreach Meetings

_̂ LRTP 2025 Public Outreach Meetings

LRTP 
VISION 

STATEMENT

The Reading Area 
Transportation Study will 
promote a well maintained 
and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that 
will safely and efficiently 
move people and goods.

Goal 1 
Keep travelers safe 
and secure for all 

modes of 
transportation.

Reduce the number, frequency, and severity of crashes on our highway 
system by implementing projects to address safety issues for all users.

Work closely with municipalities, PennDOT, and SCTA/BARTA to ensure the 
safe interaction between all transportation modes and users.

Increase public awareness of construction zone safety for workers and 
users.

Evaluate proposed land development plans to identify potential 
transportation safety issues during local and PennDOT review processes.

Educate the public on future transportation projects and changes to 
increase safety awareness.

Coordinate with appropriate agencies to identify and provide efficient 
emergency vehicle access to the transportation system where feasible.

Goal 2
Maintain and 

improve the existing 
multimodal 

transportation 
system and services 

within fiscal 
constraints.

Minimize maintenance costs of roadways, bridges, and public 
transportation through proper routine maintenance using 
Transportation Asset Management planning.

Improve the efficiency of the existing transportation system and 
services.

Major roadway widening or relocation should only be considered if 
efforts to improve capacity and safety of existing roadways can not 
meet desired service levels.

Reduce congestion, improve air quality, and  increase the reliability of 
the transportation system.

Develop a full range of public transportation options using available 
funding.

Implement best practices that will enable the efficient movement of people and 
freight.

Ensure that major activity centers are designed to accommodate a range of 
transportation modes.

Increase the region’s global and national competitiveness by improving and 
enhancing regional freight infrastructure.

Support the Reading Regional Airport Authority in strengthening the use of the 
airport for both business and commercial aviation activities.

Support the efforts of the Schuylkill River Passenger Rail Authority to reestablish 
passenger rail service between Reading and Philadelphia.

Provide multiple modes of convenient transportation to tourist destinations.

Coordinate with the agricultural community to identify and address obstructions to 
the movement of equipment and products.

Coordinate with appropriate agencies to review, update as needed, and implement 
recommendations identified in the EPFA Regional Freight Plan.

Goal 3 
Invest in projects 

that strengthen and 
enhance economic 
development and 

tourism 
opportunities.

Promote coordinated regional bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities, transit, and rail routes.

When designing roadways, include bicycle and 
pedestrian accommodations and transit stops where 
applicable and feasible.

Support Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
programs such as ridesharing, using public 
transportation, walking, biking, or working from home.

Goal 4
Give travelers a 
variety of well-

designed 
transportation 

choices that are in 
good condition.

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Identify transportation system assets that are vulnerable to natural hazards and 
continue coordination with appropriate agencies to develop protection and recovery 
strategies through hazard mitigation planning.

Maintain the County’s Air Quality attainment status for fine particulates and improve 
the marginal nonattainment status for Ozone.

Work closely with federal, state, municipal, and private entities to implement 
alternative fuels use (i.e. electric, natural gas) throughout our region.

Collaborate with local, regional, state and federal organizations and agencies to 
prevent, minimize, or mitigate potential negative environmental and social impacts 
from planned projects.

Assist in identification of potential environmental issues by maintaining and providing 
geographic information system data layers in a readily accessible format.

Work with PennDOT to implement stormwater best management practices and 
mitigation strategies on transportation projects.

Goal 5
Enhance the County 

transportation 
system to address 

environmental 
impacts.

BICYCLE PEDESTRIAN PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION

AVIATION BRIDGE HIGHWAY

 The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is an agreed upon list of 
specific priority transportation projects that intend to use federal funds 
along with non-federally funded projects that are regionally significant.
 It covers a four-year period and is updated every two years.
 It shows estimated costs and funding sources and documents the anticipated 

schedule for each project and project phase.
 It must be fiscally constrained to the amount of funding available.
 It is NOT a final schedule of project implementation or guarantee of 

implementation.
 Projects are drawn from the Long Range Transportation Plan and must help meet 

the goals of the LRTP.

13 14

15 16

17 18
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US 222 Widening
Widening to 4 lanes with median barrier from 
Schaeffer Road to Kutztown Bypass

Estimated Let: Summer, 2026
Estimated Completion: Winter, 2029

Roundabouts: 
Pleasant Hill Road 
and Richmond Road Ramp for U-Turns

US 222 Widening – Kutztown Bypass to 
Lehigh County
MPMS# 97234
Widening to four lanes from Kutztown Bypass to 
Berks/Lehigh County Line
Preliminary Engineering Funding – FFY 2029 ($6M)
No additional phases programmed
Estimated Bid Date: Spring, 2036

US 222 @ Long Lane - Roundabout

Let Date: January, 2025
Estimated Completion: Fall, 2027

Estimated Total 
Project Cost 

(2023$)
Project Description/MunicipalityFederal Fiscal 

Year

FFY 2025

$15,883,300PA 61 Restoration Phase 2B – Perry and Windsor TownshipsMPMS# 10867

$500,000SR 61 Median Barrier – Perry and Windsor TownshipsMPMS# 97258

$6,984,043SR 2016 Bellevue Avenue Bridge over RBMN RR – Muhlenberg TownshipMPMS# 10527

FFY 2026

$4,887,168SR 12 Alsace Manor – Alsace TownshipMPMS# 110318

$14,898,900SR 12 Elizabeth Avenue – Alsace TownshipMPMS# 79467

$17,150,000US 222 Auxiliary Lanes – Wyomissing BoroughMPMS# 110008

$92,529,825US 222 Widening – Maidencreek and Richmond TownshipsMPMS# 61972

$8,807,500PA 419 Bridge over Tulpehocken Creek – Marion and Heidelberg TownshipsMPMS# 91908

$8,817,153US 422 Intersection – Sinking Spring BoroughMPMS# 87688

FFY 2027

$375,550,000US 422 West Shore Bypass Phase 1 – City of Reading, West Reading Borough, Cumru TownshipMPMS# 114439

$5,357,965PA 662 @ Oley Turnpike Road – Oley TownshipMPMS# 105963

$12,560,000SR 3023 State Hill Road – Colony Drive to Mall Drive – Wyomissing BoroughMPMS# 105954

FFY 2028

$12,355,000SR 3023 State Hill Road – Mall Drive to NS RR – Wyomissing BoroughMPMS# 117603

$9,998,750SR 2087 Centre Avenue over NS RR – ReadingMPMS# 91995

$4,594,000SR 2005 Fifth Street over NS RR – ReadingMPMS# 10613

19 20

21 22

23 24
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https://survey.talk
patransportation.
com/#/Survey

THANK YOU FOR 
YOUR 

PARTICIPATION!

Contact Us via Email at planning@berkspa.gov or via Phone at 610-478-6300

25 26

27 28

29 30
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READING MPO

LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING

May 19, 2025, City of Reading, City Hall

RATS
Federally designated 

Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Berks 

County

Technical Committee 
Recommending body

Coordinating Committee 
Acting body

PENNDOT 
DISTRICT 5-0 (1)

PENNDOT 
CENTRAL OFFICE 

(1)

BERKS COUNTY 
PLANNING 

COMMISSION (2)

CITY OF READING 
(2)

SOUTH CENTRAL 
TRANSIT 

AUTHORITY (1)

READING 
REGIONAL 
AIRPORT 

AUTHORITY (1)

PennDOT 
District 5-0 (1)

PennDOT 
Central Office 

(1)

Berks County 
Commissioners 

(1)

Berks County 
Planning 

Commission (1)

City of Reading 
(1)

Berks County 
Boroughs (1)

Berks County 1st

Class Townships 
(1)

Berks County 
2nd Class 

Townships (1)

South Central 
Transit 

Authority (1)

Reading 
Regional Airport 

Authority (1)

 Required by federal transportation regulations

 Has a minimum 20-year planning horizon reflecting program goals 
and their application to project prioritization

 Identifies transportation system assets and their conditions, 
sensitive environments and the evolving needs of the users of that 
system

 Reflects needs related to safety, maintenance, congestion, and 
climate change

 Includes Performance Measures for achieving plan goals

 Must be fiscally constrained and identify funding sources

 Must be updated every four years through cooperative process that 
includes federal, state, local agencies and the public

 Serves as the foundation for the development of the Transportation 
Improvement Program
 Projects must be identified in the LRTP prior to programming phases for 

construction on the TIP

FEDERAL 
PLANNING 

FACTORS

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially 
by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and 
non-motorized users.

 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized 
and non-motorized users.

 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight.

 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy 
conservation, improve the quality of life, and promote consistency 
between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns.

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation 
system, across and between modes, for people and freight.

 Promote efficient system management and operation.

 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system 
and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation.

 Enhance travel and tourism.

1 2

3 4

5 6
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 2024
 4 In Person Meetings

 Robeson, Jefferson, Muhlenberg, 
Perry

 1 Virtual Meeting via Microsoft 
Teams

 Survey

 2025
 7 In Person Meetings

 City of Reading, Womelsdorf, 
Tilden, Colebrookdale, Cumru, 
Maidencreek, Caernarvon

 2 Virtual Meetings via Microsoft 
Teams

Legend

_̂ LRTP 2024 Public Outreach Meetings

_̂ LRTP 2025 Public Outreach Meetings

LRTP 
VISION 

STATEMENT

The Reading Area 
Transportation Study will 
promote a well maintained 
and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that 
will safely and efficiently 
move people and goods.

Goal 1 
Keep travelers safe 
and secure for all 

modes of 
transportation.

Reduce the number, frequency, and severity of crashes on our highway 
system by implementing projects to address safety issues for all users.

Work closely with municipalities, PennDOT, and SCTA/BARTA to ensure the 
safe interaction between all transportation modes and users.

Increase public awareness of construction zone safety for workers and 
users.

Evaluate proposed land development plans to identify potential 
transportation safety issues during local and PennDOT review processes.

Educate the public on future transportation projects and changes to 
increase safety awareness.

Coordinate with appropriate agencies to identify and provide efficient 
emergency vehicle access to the transportation system where feasible.

Goal 2
Maintain and 

improve the existing 
multimodal 

transportation 
system and services 

within fiscal 
constraints.

Minimize maintenance costs of roadways, bridges, and public 
transportation through proper routine maintenance using 
Transportation Asset Management planning.

Improve the efficiency of the existing transportation system and 
services.

Major roadway widening or relocation should only be considered if 
efforts to improve capacity and safety of existing roadways can not 
meet desired service levels.

Reduce congestion, improve air quality, and  increase the reliability of 
the transportation system.

Develop a full range of public transportation options using available 
funding.

Implement best practices that will enable the efficient movement of people and 
freight.

Ensure that major activity centers are designed to accommodate a range of 
transportation modes.

Increase the region’s global and national competitiveness by improving and 
enhancing regional freight infrastructure.

Support the Reading Regional Airport Authority in strengthening the use of the 
airport for both business and commercial aviation activities.

Support the efforts of the Schuylkill River Passenger Rail Authority to reestablish 
passenger rail service between Reading and Philadelphia.

Provide multiple modes of convenient transportation to tourist destinations.

Coordinate with the agricultural community to identify and address obstructions to 
the movement of equipment and products.

Coordinate with appropriate agencies to review, update as needed, and implement 
recommendations identified in the EPFA Regional Freight Plan.

Goal 3 
Invest in projects 

that strengthen and 
enhance economic 
development and 

tourism 
opportunities.

Promote coordinated regional bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities, transit, and rail routes.

When designing roadways, include bicycle and 
pedestrian accommodations and transit stops where 
applicable and feasible.

Support Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
programs such as ridesharing, using public 
transportation, walking, biking, or working from home.

Goal 4
Give travelers a 
variety of well-

designed 
transportation 

choices that are in 
good condition.

7 8

9 10
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Identify transportation system assets that are vulnerable to natural hazards and 
continue coordination with appropriate agencies to develop protection and recovery 
strategies through hazard mitigation planning.

Maintain the County’s Air Quality attainment status for fine particulates and improve 
the marginal nonattainment status for Ozone.

Work closely with federal, state, municipal, and private entities to implement 
alternative fuels use (i.e. electric, natural gas) throughout our region.

Collaborate with local, regional, state and federal organizations and agencies to 
prevent, minimize, or mitigate potential negative environmental and social impacts 
from planned projects.

Assist in identification of potential environmental issues by maintaining and providing 
geographic information system data layers in a readily accessible format.

Work with PennDOT to implement stormwater best management practices and 
mitigation strategies on transportation projects.

Goal 5
Enhance the County 

transportation 
system to address 

environmental 
impacts.

BICYCLE PEDESTRIAN PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION

AVIATION BRIDGE HIGHWAY

 The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is an agreed upon list of 
specific priority transportation projects that intend to use federal funds 
along with non-federally funded projects that are regionally significant.
 It covers a four-year period and is updated every two years.
 It shows estimated costs and funding sources and documents the anticipated 

schedule for each project and project phase.
 It must be fiscally constrained to the amount of funding available.
 It is NOT a final schedule of project implementation or guarantee of 

implementation.
 Projects are drawn from the Long Range Transportation Plan and must help meet 

the goals of the LRTP.

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Estimated Total Project 
Cost (2023$)Project Description/MunicipalityFederal Fiscal 

Year

FFY 2025

$15,883,300SR 2016 Bellevue Avenue Bridge over RBMN RR –
Muhlenberg Twp.

MPMS# 10527

FFY 2026

$17,150,000US 222 Auxiliary Lanes – Wyomissing BoroughMPMS# 110008

$8,817,153US 422 Intersection – Sinking Spring BoroughMPMS# 87688

FFY 2027

$375,550,000US 422 West Shore Bypass Phase 1 – City of Reading, West 
Reading Borough, Cumru TownshipMPMS# 114439

$12,560,000SR 3023 State Hill Road – Colony Drive to Mall Drive –
Wyomissing Borough

MPMS# 105954

FFY 2028

$12,355,000SR 3023 State Hill Road – Mall Drive to NS RR – Wyomissing 
BoroughMPMS# 117603

$9,998,750SR 2087 Centre Avenue over NS RR – ReadingMPMS# 91995

$4,594,000SR 2005 Fifth Street over NS RR – ReadingMPMS# 10613

https://www.talkp
atransportation.c
om/how-it-
works/typ#

19 20

21 22

23 24
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THANK YOU FOR 
YOUR 

PARTICIPATION!

Contact Us via Email at planning@berkspa.gov or via Phone at 610-478-6300

25
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #6 

CITY OF READING, METRO REGION MEETING, APRIL 2, 2025 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:05 PM.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of the 
purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during the Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
 Mr. Lerch asked what exactly is a Long Range Transportation Plan? Mr. Piper briefly explained 

what an LRTP is and informed Mr. Lerch that as the meeting progresses staff will be informing 
the audience on all of the aspects of an LRTP and how it is developed.  

 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process; 
performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development of the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko  informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
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Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff has 7 in-person meetings scheduled in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams. The meetings 
schedule is as follows: 
 

1. April 2, 2025 – City of Reading 
2. April 14, 2025 – Womelsdorf Borough 
3. April 16, 2025 – Tilden Township 
4. April 22, 2025 – Colebrookdale Township 
5. April 23, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
6. April 24, 2025 – Cumru Township 
7. April 29, 2025 = Maidencreek Township 
8. May 1, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
9. May 13, 2025 – Caernarvon Township 

 

Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.  
The six (6) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.   
 
 Mr. Lerch commented that the LRTP is not only interested in vehicular modes of transportation 

but all modes including, pedestrian, bus, train, air, and boat. Mr. Piper explained that Mr. Lerch 
is correct – the LRTP involves all modes of transportation 

 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation 
system and services within fiscal constraints., then read the associated five (5) Objectives.   

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic 
development and tourism opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) Objectives.   

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that 
are in good condition., then read the associated three (3) Objectives.   

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address 
environmental impacts., then read the associated six (6) Objectives. Ensuing discussion included: 
 
 Mr. Lerch inquired if the environment plays a factor in project selection. Mr. Piper explained 

that yes, the environment does play a factor when planning for projects. Projects should not 
have any adverse impacts to the environment. That determination is made during project 
planning/preliminary engineering phases of a project. 

 Mr. Lerch asked how air quality is monitored? Mr. Piper explained that air quality is monitored 
by a variety of sensors that are located at various points across Berks County. Projects must not 
negatively affect air quality. 
 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #14 and asked the question: “What transportation issues do you 
currently experience?"  Responses included: 
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 Mr. Lerch added that he sees a need for intercity public transit. Although he does not currently 

use public transit there is a need. Mr. Lerch explained that in the past he would use the previous 
intercity bus service for trips from Reading to New York City. Mr. Lerch added that since the 
operations have ceased he is not sure how people are traveling between Reading and New York 
City. Mr. Piper explained that there are other providers that are operating a similar service just 
not from the same intercity bus station that was utilized in the past. 

 Mr. Lerch added that there are conflicts between vehicles and pedestrians, especially in the 
more urban areas. Mr. Lerch stated that pavement maintenance is important because the lack 
of well-maintained sidewalks is directing pedestrians into the street where there is more 
opportunity for vehicle and pedestrian conflicts to occur. Mr. Piper answered by agreeing that 
pavement maintenance/ADA accessibility can be an issue. Mr. Piper proceeded to describe the 
process for maintaining and/or adding pedestrian infrastructure when planning road projects. 

 Mr. Lerch commented that bridge repair is important and the maintenance of the existing 
infrastructure is a hard issue to address. Mr. Piper explained everything that goes into planning 
and ultimately constructing a project.  

 

Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper presented planned projects that are currently on the County’s 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) 
describing the relationship between the TIP and the LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting the locations of current TIP projects throughout 
the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Metro region of 
the County. Mr. Piper went on to describe the projects that were located within the Metro region. 

Mr. Piper described the US 422 Corridor (West Shore Bypass) project to the attendees. Some of the key 
takeaways from this presentation included: 

 Project includes the complete reconstruction to 6 lanes including: Lancaster Avenue 
interchange, Penn Avenue interchange, Bingaman Street Bridge, and bike and pedestrian 
connections. 

 Preventative maintenance on the bridges over the Schuylkill River and Brentwood Drive 
 Complete replacement and ramp adjustment at I-176 NB to US 422 WB 
 Final design is currently in progress 
 Estimated bid opening in approximately 2027 
 Estimated completion date post 2030 

 

Mr. Piper presented and went over a list of significant projects anticipated to start during the Reading 
MPO’s FFY 2025-2028 TIP in the Metro Region. Mr. Piper provided more detailed information on the 
projects presented on slide 23 of the presentation. 

Ms. Timochenko presented slide 24 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Program Update 
and the availability of a survey. Ms. Timochenko explained how results from the survey will come back to 
the MPOs and any information listed as pertinent to Berks County will be reviewed and could make its 
way onto one of the programs for potential implementation. Ms. Timochenko presented the link to the 
survey: https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/#/survey 
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Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, bridges, or 
other transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 
.   
 Ms. Reed presented about the City’s need for improved safety along Hampden Boulevard. Ms. 

Reed explained some of the ideas that have been brought up and how the City is currently in the 
process of working with PennDOT to improve the problems they are having along Hampden 
Boulevard. 

 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:23 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Matthew McGough 
Transportation Planner 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #7 

WOMELSDORF BOROUGH HALL, TULPEHOCKEN REGION MEETING, APRIL 14, 2025 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:07 PM.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of the 
purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during the Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
 Mayor Melissa Dean asked for clarification regarding updates. Does that mean we complete 5 

LRTP updates every 20 years. Ms. Timochenko confirmed that we do. 
 Mayor Melissa Dean asked if federal funding is the same as was planned. Mr. Piper explained 

that the current legislation ends in a year. Either they will write new legislation or extend 
current legislation, but at this time it is unknown what the current administration will decide. 
Changes in administration almost always result in changes to program funding and priorities. 

 Mr. Scott Wilson acknowledged that transportation infrastructure is important for all and quality 
of life. All agreed. 

 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 
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Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff has 7 in-person meetings scheduled in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams. The meetings 
schedule is as follows: 
 

1. April 2, 2025 – City of Reading 
2. April 14, 2025 – Womelsdorf Borough 
3. April 16, 2025 – Tilden Township 
4. April 22, 2025 – Colebrookdale Township 
5. April 23, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
6. April 24, 2025 – Cumru Township 
7. April 29, 2025 = Maidencreek Township 
8. May 1, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
9. May 13, 2025 – Caernarvon Township 

 

Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.  
The six (6) Objectives attached to Goal #1 were also read.   
 
Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation 
system and services within fiscal constraints, then read the associated five (5) Objectives.   

 Mayor Melissa Dean asked if we rip up roads or look for ways to improve them without a total 
overhaul. Mr. Piper explained that there are many roadway and bridge projects where repairs 
are made to in an effort to extend the lifespan of a roadway or bridge in a cost-effective 
process. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean asked if the area of flooding on Spring Street under the railroad has been 
considered for improvements. Mr. Piper explained that it has been mentioned and considered, 
however ownership is an issue as the railroad owns the bridge and PennDOT owns the roadway 
underneath. We are currently looking for proper funding to address this issue. 
 

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic 
development and tourism opportunities., then read the associated eight (8) Objectives.   

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that 
are in good condition., then read the associated three (3) Objectives.   

Ms. Timochenko reviewed Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address 
environmental impacts, then read the associated six (6) Objectives. 
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Ms. Timochenko reviewed Slide #14 and asked the question: “What transportation issues do you 
currently experience?"  Responses included: 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues: 
 
 Mayor Melissa Dean mentioned that there are no regulations for E bikes. They are not licensed 

or registered, but people are using them to drive in roadways. 
 Mr. Scott Wilson mentioned that a lot of cyclists are on the back roads in the Tulpehocken 

Region, however, there are some on roads such as Lincoln Rd and Old 22. Also mentioned is that 
Penn Ave through Wernersville is not as wide as Penn Ave in Womelsdorf or Robesonia. This 
places Wernersville into a situation where there is not room for bike lanes. All agreed. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that Wernersville is pursuing crosswalks across Penn Avenue 
themselves despite PennDOT saying they would take care of this for free. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that the paint on the roadways needs to be retroreflective and have 
a longer useful life. All agreed. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that without a bridge over the RR tracks in Wernersville it can take a 
bit to drive around to find another road to get to the other side of the tracks if trains are 
stopped at the at-grade crossings. Mr. Piper stated that a faster route would be Furnace Road. 
He also mentioned that South Heidelberg Township has desired a bridge over the railroad tracks 
on Krick Lane for years and it is a project we would support.  

 Speaking of Krick Lane Mr. Scott Wilson added that there is a plan for a new warehouse on this 
road. Mr. Piper stated that the Berks County Planning Commission was aware of that plan and 
potential for additional traffic. 
 

Transit: 

 Mayor Melissa Dean noted that BARTA will no longer drop off/pick up riders at both shopping 
centers on Penn Ave in Sinking Spring as Tractor Supply threatened to sue BARTA due to access. 
This forces transit riders to cross Krick Lane. This is dangerous. She stated that a crosswalk is 
needed here. She also feels that public transportation is not utilized as much as it should be, 
even by those with limited mobility. Mr. Piper was unaware of the BARTA issue at the shopping 
centers on either side of Krick Lane, and noted that the majority of BARTA’s ridership is centered 
around the City of Reading. 
 

Aviation: 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that there were no aviation issues that she is aware of. 
 

Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper presented planned projects that are currently on the County’s 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) 
describing the relationship between the TIP and the LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting the locations of current TIP projects throughout 
the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Tulpehocken 
region of the County. Mr. Piper went on the describe the projects that were located within the confines 
of the Tulpehocken region. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean wanted to know about the multiple projects on Interstate 78. Mr. Piper 
explained that the majority of those projects consists of repaving. There is also work at the 
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78/61 interchange. Mr. Piper explained the funding split and how certain money has been 
dedicated to maintaining and repairing the Interstate. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean asked if there is a project that is not planned during this current TIP, can it 
be planned in the future? Mr. Piper replied, yes, RATS coordinates with PennDOT and other 
partners to identify projects to add if funds are available.  RATS maintains a list of candidate 
projects for consideration for inclusion when updating the Reading MPO LRTP and TIP.  The TIP 
covers 4 years, and we update it every 2 years. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean wanted to know what the projects were along Old Route 22. Mr. Piper 
explained that those are bridge projects as PennDOT has taken back control of Old Route 22 
along the corridor due primarily to its use as a detour when accidents occur on Interstate 78. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that there are issues with utilities tearing up and patching roads 
after PennDOT resurfaces. Mr. Piper acknowledged this issue. He stated that contact with 
utilities is one of the 1st in the design process.  In that way utilities can make any necessary 
improvements prior to roadway construction.  There are limits, though, to what can be done to 
address emergency repairs or new service hookups that were not anticipated. 

 Mayor Melissa Dean acknowledged the multiple bridge projects in the Tulpehocken region 
including those along Route 419. The cost of the bridge project over Tulpehocken Creek 
(MPMS# 91908) surprised her. Mr. Piper stated that this is bridge is approximately 200 feet long 
and cost also goes up when keeping it open to the flow of traffic during reconstruction. Mr. 
Scott Wilson inquired if the improvements to this bridge included shoulders. Mr. Piper 
acknowledged that there would be shoulders on both sides. Mr. Scott Wilson agreed the 
improvements and keeping the bridge open to traffic would raise costs and discussed rises in 
material pricing. 

 Mr. Piper elaborated on the future projects in other regions of the County that will be occurring 
along the Route 222 corridor, the Route 183 corridor, the 78/61 interchange, the Route 422 
corridor, and Route 12 (Pricetown Rd). 

 Mayor Melissa Dean stated that she is in favor of the roundabouts, however, is concerned that 
not everyone knows how to use them and recommended more education. Mr. Piper stated that 
there is a multitude of educational material which can be found on the Berks County Planning 
Commission website, the PennDOT website, and brochures are given to the municipalities that 
explain how to drive through a roundabout. Ms. Timochenko stated that part of the overall 
objective of roundabouts is to prevent suspected serious injuries and fatalities and that the 
roundabouts in Berks County have reduced the level of crash severity at intersections where 
roundabouts exist. 

 Mr. Scott Wilson was curious about the taking of properties and buildings along Route 222. Mr. 
Piper stated that only a few total property takes are needed for the Route 222 improvements 
but there are sliver takes to most properties along the corridor. Mayor Melissa Dean asked if the 
homeowners were aware. Mr. Piper stated that this is already in progress and PennDOT is 
working with the owners. He went on to explain PennDOT’s process when land is needed for a 
roadway improvement which includes gathering various estimates and addressing any disputes 
if additional issues arise.  It was noted the AADT along this section is between 25,000 to 30,000 
vehicles. 
 

Mr. Piper described the US 422 Corridor (West Shore Bypass) project to the attendees. Some of the key 
takeaways from this presentation included: 
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 Project includes the complete reconstruction to 6 lanes including: Lancaster Avenue 
interchange, Penn Avenue interchange, Bingaman Street Bridge, and bike and pedestrian 
connections. 

 Preventative maintenance on the bridges over the Schuylkill River and Brentwood Drive 
 Complete replacement and ramp adjustment at I-176 NB to US 422 WB 
 Preliminary engineering is currently in progress 
 Estimated bid opening in approximately 2027 
 Estimated completion date post 2030 

 

Mr. Piper reviewed a list of additional projects anticipated to start during the Reading MPO’s FFY 2025-
2028 TIP in the Tulpehocken Region. Mr. Piper provided more detailed information on the projects 
presented on slide 19 of the presentation. 

Ms. Timochenko presented slide 21 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Twelve-Year 
Program Update and the availability of a survey. Ms. Timochenko explained how results from the survey 
are shared with the MPOs across the state.  Any information relating to Berks County will be reviewed 
and considered for inclusion onto one of the programs (LRTP / TIP) for potential implementation. Ms. 
Timochenko presented the link to the survey: https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/#/survey 

Ms. Timochenko asked for any final questions or comments. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:30 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Devon Hain 
Transportation Planner 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #8 

TILDEN TOWNSHIP MUNICIPAL BUILDING, HAWK MOUNTAIN REGION MEETING, APRIL 16, 2025 
 

The presentation was scheduled to begin at 6:00 p.m.  No members of the public attended.  At 
approximately 6:15 p.m., Ms. Monica Flowers, Township Secretary, arrived. 
 
Informal discussion between Ms. Flowers and staff ensued.  Mr. Piper asked if there were any problems, 
issues, or potential projects in the region that she wanted us to be aware of.  She mentioned two (2) 
issues: 

1. The signalized intersection at Jetson Dr./Cabela Dr. and PA 61 has separate left-turn lanes for 
traffic turning onto PA 61, but only Cabela Dr. has a protected turn arrow/phase as part of the 
signal plan.  Jetson Dr. does not have the protected turn arrow/phase.  She requested that a 
protected left turn arrow/phase be explored for Jetson Dr. as traffic does back up and creates 
safety issues. 

2. Lowland Rd. has two offset intersections with PA 61 (north of the Jetson Dr./Cabela Dr. 
intersection).  The southern intersection is signalized; the northern one is not.  Ms. Flowers 
suggested that a signal is necessary at the northern intersection but noted that PennDOT has 
denied that request due to the level of traffic not meeting warrants.  Mr. Piper mentioned a 
proposed warehouse project on the east side of PA 61 and how that may impact the area.  The 
developers are working with PennDOT to gain access to PA 61.  Those plans are working through 
the HOP process, but final designs and impacts are not yet known. 

 
Staff asked Ms. Flowers if she had any other comments or issues.  A brief conversation about the LRTP 
process was had.  Hearing no other comments from Ms. Flowers, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked 
her for her input.  The meeting concluded at 6:30 p.m. 
 
Prepared by, 
 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION



273Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION



TIP and LRTP Appendix

274 Reading MPO

RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #9 

COLEBROOKDALE TOWNSHIP MUNICIPAL BUILDING, OLEY HILLS REGION MEETING, APRIL 22, 2025 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:00 PM.  Mr. Piper welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of 
the purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during the Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff has 7 in-person meetings scheduled in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams.  
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Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep Travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 

Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  

Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 
 
Mr. Piper reviewed Slide #14 and asked the question: “What transportation issues do you currently 
experience?"  Responses included: 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues: 
 
 Douglass Township representatives indicated that they had no bike and pedestrian 

infrastructure except in the southern portion of the Township. 
 

Transit: 

 Colebrookdale Township representative Mr. Todd Gamler confirmed that transit service from 
Pottstown still exists. He indicated that service went to the Weis shopping complex in 
Gilbertsville and the Giant complex along Rt. 100. No service extends into Berks County. 
 

Aviation: 

 Mr. Piper indicated he was not aware of any aviation issues within the region and the attendees 
concurred.  

 
Highways and Bridges:  

 Mr. Piper explained we are interested in understanding issues involving maintenance, safety and 
congestion.  

 Mr. Gamler from Colebrookdale shared that the bridge along County Line Road along the Berks 
and Montgomery County border that crosses Swamp Creek recently closed. 

 Douglass Township indicated they had no bridge issues. However, they would like to investigate 
the removal of the median along the Benjamin Franklin Highway and install turn lanes.  
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Safety:  

 Safety concerns along Route 100 were discussed. Specifically, Rt. 100 and Chestnut Street.  
 Douglass Township requested consideration of flood gates to be installed at Pine Forge Road 

where fatalities have occurred during extreme weather events.  Additionally, gates could be 
installed at Glendale Road and Manatawny Drive near the grist mill. Mr. Piper indicated this 
could be investigated as a PROTECT Program candidate project.  
 

Rail lines:  

 Douglass Township did express their desire to have railroad crossing gates installed at 
Manatawny Drive and Greshville Road in response to the Colebrookdale railroad tours. 

 Additional coordination and collaboration is needed with Colebrookdale railroad. Specifically, 
more understanding of easements and their ownership as well as the status of the transfer 
station project. Mr. Piper indicated that BCPC/MPO would request a meeting with the County 
Redevelopment Authority and railroad.  

 
Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) describing the relationship between the TIP 
and the LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting the locations of current TIP projects throughout 
the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Oley Hills region 
of the County. Mr. Piper went on the describe the projects that were located within the confines of the 
Oley Hills region. 

 
Mr. Piper described the US 422 Corridor (West Shore Bypass) project to the attendees. Some of the key 
takeaways from this presentation included: 

 Project includes the complete reconstruction to 6 lanes including: Lancaster Avenue 
interchange, Penn Avenue interchange, Bingaman Street Bridge, and bike and pedestrian 
connections 

 Preventative maintenance on the bridges over the Schuylkill River and Brentwood Drive 
 Complete replacement of bridges over Schuylkill River and Norfolk Southern Railroad and ramp 

adjustment at I-176 NB to US 422 WB 
 Final engineering is currently in progress 
 Estimated bid opening in approximately 2027 
 Estimated completion date post 2030 

 

Mr. Piper reviewed a list of additional projects anticipated to start during the Reading MPO’s FFY 2025-
2028 TIP in the Oley Hills Region. Mr. Piper provided more detailed information on the projects 
presented on slides 18 and 19 of the presentation. 

Mr. Piper presented slide 22 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Twelve-Year Program 
Update and the availability of a survey. Mr. Piper explained how results from the survey are shared with 
the MPOs across the state.  Any information relating to Berks County will be reviewed and considered for 
inclusion onto one of the programs (LRTP / TIP) for potential implementation. Ms. Timochenko 
presented the link to the survey: https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/#/survey 
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Mr. Piper asked for any final questions or comments. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:02 PM. 
 
 
Prepared by, 
Ashley Showers 
Assistant Director 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #10 

MS TEAMS VIRTUAL COUNTYWIDE MEETING, APRIL 23, 2025 
 

Meeting Attendees: 
• Members of the Public 

o Bonnie Coldren, eastern Berks resident 
o Kent Himelright, Trails Director (Schuylkill River Greenways Nat. Heritage Area) 
o Gabriel Hirsch, resident 
o Chris Brasler, resident 

• PennDOT District 5 
o Scott Vottero 

• Berks County Planning Commission Staff 
o Alan Piper, Transportation Planner III 
o Amana Timochenko, Planner II 
o Michael Golembiewski, Transportation Modeler 

 
Mr. Piper started the presentation at 11:02 AM.  He thanked all for attending, noting that this is the first 
of two virtual countywide meetings to be held as part of the overall nine-meeting outreach effort in 
Spring 2025 for the LRTP.  He introduced Ms. Timochenko who will give a brief presentation on the 
results of the Fall Outreach efforts as well as gathering input regarding local transportation issues and 
needs. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
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 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 
stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 

 Enhance travel and tourism. 
 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff scheduled 7 in-person meetings in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well, staff scheduled two Countywide virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams.  
 

Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 

Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  

Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then turned the presentation back to Mr. Piper for a discussion on local transportation 
issues.  Issues were separated into six (6) major types:  Bicycle, Pedestrian, Public Transportation, 
Aviation, Bridge, and Highway.  He noted that staff’s desire with this LRTP update was to gather public 
input at the beginning and throughout the Plan development process, not just during the required Public 
Input period prior to adoption.  Later this year or early next year, after updating data and draft Plan 
sections, and gathering responses to public input, there will be another round of public meetings. 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues:   
 
 Mr. Himelright stated that the Schuylkill River Trail (SRT) is a regional asset connecting 

Philadelphia with Schuylkill County.  One of the goals of the SRT is to connect to communities; 
not go around them.  Trail providers want the trail to connect economic and community 
‘centers’.  His request was that, as roads are improved, make sure that bicycle and pedestrian 
access is maintained and improved.  (Editor’s note:  There are several trail sections in Berks 
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County that are still signed on-road portions.)  He made a similar request related to bridge 
replacements noting that consideration should be given to bicycle and pedestrian access along 
bridges in the event that a trail needs to be detoured to maintain access. 

 
Transit: 
 
 There were no comments.   

 
Aviation: 
 
 Mr. Piper mentioned that, although Berks County owns and operates the Reading Regional 

Airport, RATS does not have much direct influence on aviation planning or programming.  The 
difficulty in restoring scheduled passenger service was also discussed.  There were no 
comments. 

 
Highways and Bridges: 
 
 Mr. Himelright asked for an update on the U.S. 422 West Shore Bypass project.  Mr. Piper 

responded that we will be discussing that in more detail in a few minutes.  There were no 
comments. 

 
Mr. Piper next showed a slide showing a Berks County map with all the planned projects in the current 
FFY 2025-2028 TIP.  He gave a brief description of the TIP and where it fits into the planning process.  
Although it covers a four-year period, it is updated every two years with minor shifts in funding and 
schedules occurring regularly.  Projects on the TIP are mostly drawn from the LRTP; minor additions of 
bridges and small site safety improvements are added as needed. 
 
Several slides detailing major projects were shown and described.  These included U.S. 422 West Shore 
Bypass Phases I and II; the U.S. 222 North Widening (south of Kutztown); and the U.S. 222 North 
Widening (north of Kutztown, currently only the Long Lane intersection roundabout is programmed).  A 
list of other significant projects anticipated to start on the current TIP was shown.  Going back to the 
countywide map, several planned studies for different sections of PA 183 were also discussed. 
 
 Mr. Himelright mentioned the bridge replacements/improvements as part of the U.S. 422 West 

Shore Bypass project.  In this area, the SRT parallels U.S. 422 and crosses the Schuylkill River on 
two stone railroad bridges that are both 110-120 years old.  He requested that the two new 
bridges on U.S. 422 directly adjacent to the SRT include bike/ped access.  He is aware of the 
difficulty associated with this request but this could be the only detour option for the trail 
should either of the two trail bridges over the river be closed.  Mr. Piper responded that it was 
not possible to include access on the eastern bridge (just west of I-176) due to where the bridge 
is in the design process for Phase I, but it may be possible to consider the western bridge as part 
of Phase II. 

 
 Mr. Coldren commented on the Public Transportation situation in eastern Berks, specifically in 

the Birdsboro Borough area.  There is only one (1) fixed route that serves the Birdsboro area, 
however there is a growing elderly population in the area with increasing transit needs.  Many 
of them depend on family or neighbors for their transportation needs.  Mr. Piper responded that 
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the extension of fixed-route service by BARTA could be a possibility.  Additionally, the use of 
existing on-demand Paratransit service is available. 

 
Mr. Piper discussed the PA State Transportation Commission’s Public Input survey related to the update 
of the Twelve-Year Program (TYP).  Results from that survey is shared with local regions like RATS and 
serves as additional input into our LRTP and TIP processes.   
 
The next steps in the LRTP development process were shared, including continued public outreach, 
revision of various sections, and creation of final project lists based on financial guidance from PennDOT.  
In Spring 2026 the final recommendations for both the LRTP and TIP will be presented for review and 
approval. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Mr. Piper and Ms. Timochenko thanked all present for attending and 
providing input.  The meeting concluded at 11:58 AM. 
 
Prepared by, 
 
Michael D. Golembiewski 
Transportation Modeler 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #11 

CUMRU TOWNSHIP MUNICIPAL BUILDING, METRO REGION MEETING, APRIL 24, 2025 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:06 PM. Mr. Piper welcomed everyone, introduced staff, and gave a 
brief overview of the purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during 
the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific 
projects will be discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure 
and how they operate. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
 Ms. Leonti asked how projects were funded? Mr. Piper explained the formula process. 

 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
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Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff has 7 in-person meetings scheduled in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams.  
 

Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 

Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  

Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 
 

 Ms. Leonti inquired about environmental issues and their impacts. What type of issues are 
environmentally sensitive? Does it mean something like bog turtles? Mr. Piper explained that 
yes, indeed this is the type of environmentally sensitive issues that could impact a project.  It 
also covers air quality, noise, and stormwater impacts as well as community impacts. 

 
Mr. Piper introduced Slide #14 and asked the question: “What transportation issues do you currently 
experience?"  Responses included: 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues: 
 
 Ms. Johnston explained that Cumru Township experiences mostly bicyclists on the road along 

Welsh and Church Roads near the municipal building. Most of these bicyclists are serious riders 
so there does not seem to be too much of a problem with them on the street.  

 

Transit: 

 Ms. Johnston stated that she is concerned that BARTA’s Route 11 (Mohnton via Shillington) may 
cease to exist because of the dissolution of the candy factory in Mohnton.  

 Ms. Johnston expressed concerns with customers of the DMV along Lancaster Avenue accessing 
a bus stop through the parking lot. The main concern included potential conflicts between 
pedestrians trying to access the bus depot through the strip mall parking lot. She suggested that 
maybe some type of signage or crosswalk could be implemented to alleviate this issue. 
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Aviation: 

 Ms. Leonti asked about the operations at the airport and if commercial airlines would ever 
operate out of the Reading Regional Airport. Alan explained the history of operations at the 
airport and why there currently are no commercial carriers there.   

 

Highways and Bridges:  

 Ms. Johnston noted heavy congestion along the Route 724/Lancaster Pike corridor. Ms. 
Johnston explained some of the issues and explained the many impacts that would happen to 
surrounding properties if the intersection of Route 724 (Revere Boulevard) and Business 222 
(Lancaster Pike) would be improved. Mr. Piper stated that moving forward there is a need to 
examine the issues and come up with ideas to improve it. 

 Ms. Johnston stated that both the intersections of Rt. 724/New Holland Road and Rt. 724/Cedar 
Top Road are issues. 

 Ms. Johnston identified Summit Avenue and Lancaster Avenue as issues and Cumru Township 
receives complaints about signal timing and congestion.  

 Ms. Johnston noted that Elkins Avenue (private road) at Lancaster Avenue intersection 
experiences issues with congestion. 

 Rt. 625 is an issue when trees come down along the road. Closures impact traffic and it seems it 
takes a long time to clear the road when there are trees down in the road. 

 Wyomissing Avenue and Fairmont Avenue culverts need replacements – maintenance issues.  
. 

Safety:  

 Attendees expressed safety concerns at the intersections of Rt. 724 with Kennel Road and Rt. 
724 with Poplar Neck Road after the Hawthorne Ridge development is finalized. The proposed 
development will have impact on traffic flow and congestion once the development is 
constructed and residents are living there. 

 

Rail lines:  

 Ms. Johnston explained Cumru Township receives complaints from residents regarding the rail 
crossing on Rt. 724 near Ridgewood Soils. These complaints are mostly from Schuylkill River Trail 
users. The issue is with the speed at which vehicles are now moving over the railroad tracks 
after improvements by the railroad were completed. 
 

Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) describing the relationship between the TIP 
and the LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting the locations of current TIP projects throughout 
the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Metro region of 
the County. Mr. Piper went on the describe the projects that were located within the confines of the 
Metro region. 
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Mr. Piper described the US 422 Corridor (West Shore Bypass) project to the attendees. Some of the key 
takeaways from this presentation included: 

 Project includes the complete reconstruction to 6 lanes including: Lancaster Avenue 
interchange, Penn Avenue interchange, Bingaman Street Bridge, and bike and pedestrian 
connections 

 Preventative maintenance on the bridges over the Schuylkill River and Brentwood Drive 
 Complete replacement of bridges over Schuylkill River and Norfolk Southern Railroad and ramp 

adjustment at I-176 NB to US 422 WB 
 Final engineering is currently in progress 
 Estimated bid opening in approximately 2027 
 Estimated completion date post 2030 

 

Mr. Piper provided more detailed information on the projects presented on slides 16 and 17 of the 
presentation. 

Mr. Piper presented slide 23 that identified the significant regional projects anticipated to start during 
the FFY 2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Program.  

Mr. Piper presented slide 24 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Twelve-Year Program 
Update and the availability of a survey. Mr. Piper explained how results from the survey are shared with 
the MPOs across the state.  Any information relating to Berks County will be reviewed and considered for 
inclusion onto one of the programs (LRTP / TIP) for potential implementation. Ms. Timochenko 
presented the link to the survey: https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/#/survey 

Mr. Piper asked for any final questions or comments. 
 
 Ms. Johnston thanked Mr. Piper and staff for the presentation and described how helpful these 

types of presentations are. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:47 PM. 
 
 
Prepared by, 
Matt McGough 
Transportation Planner 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #12 

MAIDENCREEK TOWNSHIP, HAWK MOUNTAIN REGION MEETING, APRIL 29, 2025 
 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:01 PM.  He welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of the 
purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during the Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process; 
performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development of the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff has 7 in-person meetings scheduled in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams. The meetings 
schedule is as follows: 
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1. April 2, 2025 – City of Reading 
2. April 14, 2025 – Womelsdorf Borough 
3. April 16, 2025 – Tilden Township 
4. April 22, 2025 – Colebrookdale Township 
5. April 23, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
6. April 24, 2025 – Cumru Township 
7. April 29, 2025 – Maidencreek Township 
8. May 1, 2025 – Virtual Meeting 
9. May 13, 2025 – Caernarvon Township 

 

 Ms. Hollenbach stated that this meeting was shared on Maidencreek Township’s Facebook 
page. 
 

Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 
 
Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  
 
Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 

 
Ms. Timochenko then turned the presentation back to Mr. Piper for a discussion on local transportation 
issues.  Issues were separated into six (6) major types:  Bicycle, Pedestrian, Public Transportation, 
Aviation, Bridge, and Highway.  He noted that staff’s desire with this LRTP update was to gather public 
input at the beginning and throughout the Plan development process, not just during the required Public 
Input period prior to adoption.  Later this year or early next year, after updating data and draft Plan 
sections, and gathering responses to public input, there will be another round of public meetings. 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues: 
 
 Ms. Hollenbach mentioned Amish/Mennonites traveling on shoulders of 222 using bicycles and 

horse and buggies needing wider shoulders. Mr. Piper stated wider shoulders throughout the 
length of 222 through Maidencreek and Richmond Townships should take care of this issue as 
wider shoulders will be added to the areas where they still do not exist as we finish off last piece 
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of the US 222 Widening project. Ms. Hollenbach mentioned this is more of an issue on the 
Evansville Road and Molltown area of US 222 through these townships. Further discussion 
included the number and severity of horse and buggy as well as bicycle crashes experienced by 
this community. 

 Ms. Hollenbach stated she does not see a lot of pedestrian traffic on 222. 
 Ms. Hollenbach stated she does not see anyone crossing SR 73 to access Andrew Maier 

Elementary School. Trucks go more than 15mph in the school zone. Mr. Piper asked the 
question: do you think if there were safer provisions, people would walk to school? Ms. 
Hollenbach and Mr. Milligan stated that people might walk their kids to school but likely not 
those that would cross Park Road.  Park Road has too much traffic traveling at too high a speed 
to be able to cross safely. 

 Ms. Hollenbach stated that sidewalk enforcement for new developments at local municipal 
planning commission meetings is often brought up and has often been waived. 

 Mr. Milligan stated that there are not a lot of employers in Maidencreek Township, therefore 
there is not a need for public transit to a manufacturer and this also leads to seeing less 
individuals walking to jobs. 

 Pedestrians can be seen on Park Road between Golden Drive and the Dollar General/Fiore’s 
Chill-n-Grill Café near Sofia Boulevard. Ms. Hollenbach noted that there is currently a path in the 
other direction from Golden Drive into the Community Park between Golden Drive and South 
View Road. 
 

Public Transportation: 

 Mr. Piper stated that BARTA does not provide transportation to Maidencreek residents or 
employers. Ms. Hollenbach mentioned that the developer of a new warehouse is applying for 
conditional use and part of that requirement by the township is that public transportation is 
provided. 

 Ms. Hollenbach mentioned that Greenwich Township is looking at warehouse development and 
if they are built, they may need public transportation from Reading to those areas in Greenwich 
Township. Mr. Piper stated that if warehouses in Greenwich Township are built, the workforce 
would most likely be composed of Lehigh Valley residents rather than City of Reading residents 
traveling to Greenwich Township for employment.   

 Mr. Piper mentioned that the BARTA Master Plan mentions the potential for a fixed route that 
would come out to Temple, and then a supplemental service could be used, similar to an on-
demand service (BARTA sponsored Uber). The bus would drop off at the last stop of the fixed 
route. Then the individual could schedule a ride to their final destination from that last stop. 
Discussion continued between Mr. Piper and Ms. Hollenbach regarding a potential extension of 
a bus route to Kutztown as well as the benefits of staggered East Penn Manufacturing shifts. 
 

Aviation: 

 On a small scale, Mr. Milligan mentioned that Mr. Tempesco of the Reading Regional Airport 
runs the RC Club for Berks County within this planning region. 

 Mr. Milligan stated that certain car manufacturers are testing electric Vertical Take-Off and 
Landing (eVTOL) aircraft technology, essentially large drones that can hold 12-15 people, often 
referred to as air taxis or flying taxis. Car dealerships, like Honda could be putting helipads as 
hubs at their dealerships. This is farfetched, but currently being tested. Mr. Piper noted that Mr. 
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Tempesco made sure to include some language in the Reading Airport Strategic Plan as 
something to consider as well as the electrification of aircrafts. 

 

Highways and Bridges: 

 Ms. Hollenbach brought up the bridge on West Shore Drive in Maidencreek Township that no 
one wants. She mentioned issues such as bonfires, races, graffiti, and holes in the bridge deck. 
Ms. Hollenbach recommends that the bridge be removed. 

 Mr. Piper stated that Kutz Mill Rd. Covered Bridge that is currently County-owned and in poor 
condition is being rehabilitated after heavy rain damaged a portion of wall adjacent to one end 
of the bridge that eroded and collapsed. 

 Ms. Hollenbach asked if there were any plans for the county owned bridge on Dutch Mill Road 
over Sacony Creek near Dutch Mill Campground. She stated that this bridge is currently posted 
for weight at 7 tons. Mr. Piper stated that it is on the County bridge inventory list to be 
addressed. Ms. Hollenbach stated that it is a concern for Greenwich Township because it is 
narrow and hard to plow. Mr. Piper stated that before rehabilitation happens to this bridge, the 
steel truss bridge to the west, Heffner’s Bridge on Garman Rd, a steel truss bridge will be 
addressed. The volume of traffic on this road is very low, and because there is almost no traffic, 
this would likely not be worth it to keep open. It is actively marketed if someone wants to buy 
the steel truss bridge and move it to another location. Most people want the original owner to 
dismantle, make sure there is no lead, and deliver the bridge. When the County talked to 
Greenwich Township, they were told that when it is deemed unsafe for travel, then it will be 
closed. 

 Ms. Hollenbach asked if the Calcium Rd. realignment with SR 73 is still on the TIP. Mr. Piper 
stated the this is a future project on the FFY 2025-2028 TIP and in final design.   

 Ms. Hollenbach suggested a roundabout at 73/Park Rd, if not a roundabout, at least some sort 
of intersection improvements. 
 

Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper presented planned projects that are currently on the County’s 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) 
describing the relationship between the TIP and the LRTP. 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting all of the locations of current TIP projects 
throughout the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Hawk 
Mountain region of the County. Mr. Piper went on the describe the projects that were located within the 
confines of the Hawk Mountain region. 

 Mr. Milligan asked if we inflate costs on the TIP. Mr. Piper explained that the TIP is fiscally 
restrained. The current federal funding cycle ends September 2026. That is the end of the 
current transportation federal funding program, the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act 
(IIJA). RATS is very conservative and assumes that there will not be an increase in funding than 
the amount allotted for the last year of the legislation. RATS maintains a robust, unfunded 
project list out to 20 years and as funding becomes available, then projects can be moved to the 
TIP. 

 Ms. Hollenbach mentioned that crashes have increased where US 222 was widened in the 
proximity of Snyder Rd. She has been told that drivers are crossing the median and suggests 
barriers be added. Mr. Piper noted that is area could be revisited to consider including median 
barriers. 
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Mr. Piper presented and went over a list of significant projects anticipated to start during the Reading 
MPO’s FFY 2025-2028 TIP in the Hawk Mountain Region. Mr. Piper provided more detailed information 
on the projects presented on slide 18 of the presentation. 

Mr. Piper presented slide 21 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Program Update and the 
availability of a survey. Mr. Piper explained how results from the survey will come back to the MPOs and 
any information listed as pertinent to Berks County will be reviewed and could make its way onto one of 
the programs for potential implementation. Mr. Piper presented the link to the survey: 
https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/#/survey 

Mr. Piper asked for any final questions/comments, particularly related to roadways, bridges, or other 
transportation issues in the area that are considered problematic. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Mr. Piper and Ms. Timochenko thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 6:57 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
Devon Hain 
Transportation Planner 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #13 

MS TEAMS VIRTUAL COUNTYWIDE MEETING, May 1, 2025 
 

Meeting Attendees: 
• Members of the Public 

o Mary Himmelberger 
o Donald Himmelberger 

• Berks County Planning Commission Staff 
o Alan Piper, Transportation Planner III 
o Amana Timochenko, Planner II 
o Devon Hain, Planner II 

 
Mr. Piper started the presentation at 6:06 PM.  He thanked all for attending, noting that this is the 
second of two virtual countywide meetings scheduled as part of the overall nine-meeting outreach effort 
in Spring 2025 for the LRTP.  He introduced Ms. Timochenko who will give a brief presentation on the 
results of the Fall Outreach efforts as well as gathering input regarding local transportation issues and 
needs. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 
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Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that staff scheduled 7 in-person meetings in various 
municipalities in 2025. As well, staff scheduled two Countywide virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams.  
 
Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 
 
Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  
 
Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 

 
Ms. Timochenko then turned the presentation back to Mr. Piper for a discussion on local transportation 
issues.  Issues were separated into six (6) major types:  Bicycle, Pedestrian, Public Transportation, 
Aviation, Bridge, and Highway.  He noted that staff’s desire with this LRTP update was to gather public 
input at the beginning and throughout the Plan development process, not just during the required Public 
Input period prior to adoption.  Later this year or early next year, after updating data and draft Plan 
sections, and gathering responses to public input, there will be another round of public meetings. 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues:   
 
 Ms. Himmelberger stated that overall people are using backroads to bike on in the Tulpehocken 

Region. She thinks those biking on back roads near Shartlesville is dangerous. She realizes the 
roads are the way they are and cannot be changed.  

 Ms. Himmelberger mentioned that there is no regional trail network for transportation 
throughout the County except for the north-south SRT, which still has a lot of gaps. She realizes 
the cost of bike lanes is astronomical and does not see a feasible solution.  

 Ms. Himmelberger noted that one area of concern for pedestrians is Industrial Drive between 
Hamburg Borough and Tilden Township. There are many pedestrians on that road, but there are 
no sidewalks, so they walk on the road, through puddles and mud. She noted that there seems 
to be a larger population in Hamburg that does not own or drive a car.  
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 Mr. Himmelberger noted that there is excessive speeding along the section of SR 61 by Leesport, 
between Wall Street and Bellemans Church Rd. Mr. Piper noted that improvements were made 
to address congestion in that area.  In some instances, improvements made can inadvertently 
affect safety. Ms. Himmelberger noted that it seemed like cars speed on SR 61 the whole way 
between Shoemakersville Borough and Muhlenberg Township.  

 Ms. Himmelberger asked about the intersections that have a bright blue tinted light and noted 
how well drivers can see. She recommended that all intersections should have blue lights to see 
well at night, like the one at Bellemans Church Rd and SR 61. 

 Ms. Himmelberger identified an area in Shartlesville needing pedestrian accommodations. She 
noted that residents of the town of Shartlesville walk along Old Route 22 and up Mountain Road 
to visit the Love’s gas station, McDonald’s, Subway, Amazon Locker, and Dunkin Donuts. She has 
also noted that many truck drivers staying in the Love’s parking lot walk south on Mountain 
Road to patronize the Dollar General located just off Old Route 22 on Roadside Drive. 

 
Transit: 
 
 Building off of the comment made by Ms. Himmelberger that there is a lack of driving 

population in the Borough of Hamburg, Mr. Piper noted an industry there closing and how that 
could hurt those who work there and live in Hamburg that do not have the ability to drive to a 
similar job. Ms. Himmelberger stated that if rural warehouses are concentrated then they can 
supply public transit, but that is hard to provide when those are scattered. Ms. Himmelberger 
noted that the further the warehouse employment opportunity is from the City of Reading, the 
harder it is to get that employee base to the warehouse. Developers build along Interstates, 
which is far away from the City of Reading and the employment base. 
 

Aviation: 
 
 Ms. Himmelberger acknowledged that commercial air is not likely to be provided in large 

quantities at the Reading Regional Airport but would be happy to have access to nearby air 
travel even if it were to limited destinations. 

 
Highways and Bridges: 
 
 No comments 

 
Mr. Piper next showed a slide showing a Berks County map with all the planned projects in the current 
FFY 2025-2028 TIP.  He gave a brief description of the TIP and where it fits into the planning process.  
Although it covers a four-year period, it is updated every two years with minor shifts in funding and 
schedules occurring regularly.  Projects on the TIP are mostly drawn from the LRTP; minor additions of 
bridges and small site safety improvements are added as needed. Mr. Piper went on the describe 
multiple projects located throughout Berks County. 
 
Several slides detailing major projects were shown and described.  These included U.S. 422 West Shore 
Bypass Phases I and II; the U.S. 222 North Widening (south of Kutztown); and the U.S. 222 North 
Widening (north of Kutztown, currently only the Long Lane intersection roundabout is programmed).  A 
list of other significant projects anticipated to start on the current TIP was shown.  Going back to the 
countywide map, several planned studies for different sections of PA 183 were also discussed. 
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 Ms. Himmelberger was very supportive of the improvements included in U.S. 422 West Shore 
Bypass Phases I and II, especially those involving improvements to merge points.  

 Ms. Himmelberger says that many individuals travel from the Lehigh Valley area to Reading to 
the arena and other events. She stated that in her discussions with these individuals, they 
absolutely love the roundabouts on US 222! Mr. Piper elaborated on the lack of congestion after 
the roundabouts were constructed. Ms. Timochenko mentioned the improvement to safety 
following the installation of the roundabouts. Ms. Himmelberger mentioned an article PennDOT 
put out on the improvements to safety provided by roundabouts. 

 Ms. Himmelberger inquired about the signs that direct drivers not to drive next to a truck in a 
roundabout. Mr. Piper said that should be policy for most roundabouts. These roundabouts 
were built so that truck drivers would stay in the inside lane and have the ability to use the skirt 
along the apron. However, it seems that many truck drivers do not want to stay on the inside 
lane. Due to this, it is advised that drivers do not enter a roundabout next to a tractor trailer, so 
that trucks have enough room. Ms. Himmelberger is excited for the Long Lane intersection and 
other roundabouts in Richmond Township along the US 222 corridor to be completed. 

 Ms. Himmelberger asked if the federal money received helps fund short term projects. Mr. Piper 
confirmed that funds move from federal to state to MPO. For the most part it is federal 
transportation money that may come from a wide variety of different programs with different 
rules and regulations for each program. The MPO cannot plan more projects than the funding 
amount received, so it gets distributed between different projects for different phases. It is a lot 
of money juggling. Mr. Piper stated that there have been many changes over his tenure with 
RATS. Following the improvements to US 422, US 222, and Route 12, there should be a lack of 
major projects that require large sums of funding. That would mean more funding would be 
available for additional smaller projects that have more local impact as opposed to regional 
impact. 

 Ms. Himmelberger noted that Shartlesville Rd. has now become a speedway and identifies the 
speeding as an enforcement issue. She questioned if speed humps are pretty much out of the 
question on rural roads.  Mr. Piper confirmed that speed humps can work in residential 
developments, but they do not work so well on through roads. 

 Ms. Himmelberger noted that stormwater on back roads can be excessive sometimes. She asked 
if there is a program that can be tapped into to address this issue. Mr. Piper stated that 
PennDOT is spending more time combatting stormwater issues. Drainage improvements along 
state roads in rural areas are being done by PennDOT.  

 Ms. Himmelberger inquired about extra funding for local roads. Mr. Piper stated that liquid fuels 
money was never meant to be the sole funding for maintaining local roads. 

 
Mr. Piper discussed the PA State Transportation Commission’s Public Input survey related to the update 
of the Twelve-Year Program (TYP).  Results from that survey is shared with local regions like RATS and 
serves as additional input into our LRTP and TIP processes. 
 
 Mr. Piper stated that the survey ended yesterday and went on to explain that the Reading MPO 

is going to try to duplicate the STC survey.  This would involve sending the survey to 
municipalities to identify issues by putting dots on a map and providing a description or 
category for the issue. If that works well, the future plan is to leave on the BCPC webpage that 
anyone can go to anytime to submit roadway concerns. Ms. Himmelberger recognized that is 
very forward thinking, ambitious, and will be beneficial. 
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Hearing no other comments, Mr. Piper and Ms. Timochenko thanked all present for attending and 
providing input.  The meeting concluded at 6:58 PM. 
 
Prepared by, 
 
Devon Hain 
Transportation Planner II 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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RATS FFY 2027 - 2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP) 
PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETING #14 

CAERNARVON TOWNSHIP MUNICIPAL BUILDING, SOUTHERN HIGHLANDS REGION MEETING 
MAY 13, 2025 

 

Mr. Piper started the meeting at 6:15 PM.  Mr. Piper welcomed everyone and gave a brief overview of 
the purpose of tonight’s meeting which was to review and gather public input during the Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP) update development process. He mentioned that specific projects will be 
discussed in the second half of the meeting. 
 
Ms. Timochenko next shared a PowerPoint presentation (see attachment at the end of these notes).   
 
Ms. Timochenko described the Reading Area Transportation Study (RATS) and the Committee structure. 
 
Ms. Timochenko then explained what the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) is along with some of 
the necessary items to be included under federal requirements; planning horizon and update process 
(every four years minimum); performance measures; and serving as the foundation for the development 
of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Ms. Timochenko summarized the ten (10) Federal Planning Factors that must be incorporated into the 
LRTP:   

 Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
 Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
 Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 

and promote consistency between transportation improvement and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns. 

 Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight. 

 Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate 

stormwater impacts of surface transportation. 
 Enhance travel and tourism. 

 
The LRTP must be consistent with state and local transportation plans and programs. 

Ms. Timochenko then summarized the public outreach staff has done to date and plans on doing in the 
future. Ms. Timochenko informed the audience that in 2024 staff held 4 in-person meetings in multiple 
municipalities throughout Berks County. Staff also held one virtual meeting via Microsoft Teams and 
distributed a survey for public input. 
 
Ms. Timochenko informed the attendees that staff planned 7 in-person meetings for 2025 in various. As 
well as two scheduled virtual meetings via Microsoft Teams.  
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Ms. Timochenko then presented the vision statement for the plan. This provides the context for why the 
plan is done and its relationship with other federal, state, and local plans.  The Vision Statement is: The 
Reading Area Transportation Study will promote a well maintained and balanced multimodal 
transportation system that will safely and efficiently move people and goods. 
 
Ms. Timochenko introduced and reviewed all five goals which are: 
 

Goal #1:  Keep travelers safe and secure for all modes of transportation.   
 
Goal #2:  Maintain and improve the existing multimodal transportation system and services 
within fiscal constraints. 
  
Goal #3:  Invest in projects that strengthen and enhance economic development and tourism 
opportunities. 

Goal #4:  Give travelers a variety of well-designed transportation choices that are in good 
condition.  

Goal #5:  Enhance the County transportation system to address environmental impacts. 
 
Mr. Piper reviewed Slide #14 and asked the question: “What transportation issues do you currently 
experience?"  Responses included: 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Issues: 
 
 Mr. Piper acknowledged that the region is home to an Amish community who regularly use 

regional roadways for bicycling and horse and buggy transportation.   
 
Transit: 

 Mr. Piper discussed that transit service was previously provided by BARTA linking the Reading 
urban area to the regional industrial park in Caernarvon Township but service was ended due to 
lack of ridership. However, with several new warehousing and residential developments proposed 
in the region, coordination with transit providers should occur to evaluate the feasibility of a 
potential resumption of service 

 
Aviation: 

 Mr. Piper indicated he was not aware of any aviation issues within the region and the attendees 
concurred.  

 
Highways and Bridges:  

 No new issues were identified or discussed.  
 

Safety:  

  No new issues were identified or discussed.  
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Rail lines:  

 No new issues were identified or discussed.  
 

Mr. Piper explained the TIP and presented a visual (slide 15) describing the relationship between the TIP 
and the LRTP. 
 

Ms. Timochenko shared a Countywide map depicting the locations of current TIP projects throughout 
the County. The TIP map was further reduced to show only projects located within the Southern 
Highlands region of the County. Mr. Piper went on the describe the projects that were located within the 
confines of the Southern Highlands region. He noted that most of the projects in this region involve 
bridge replacement projects including those on PA 724 and on Alleghenyville Road in Robeson Township, 
and on PA 10 east of the PA Turnpike interchange in Caernarvon Township / New Morgan Borough. 

 

Mr. Piper then discussed projects under development by the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission (PTC).  
As a part of their initiative to provide increased safety and capacity in its eastern region, the PTC is 
conducting a phased widening project extending westward.  An initial phase of this project involves the 
replacement of overhead bridges to facilitate the mainline widening.  To date, bridge widening has been 
completed through the recent replacement of the SSR 82 bridge in neighboring Chester County.  The 
next two bridges scheduled for replacement are those carrying Twin Valley Road, on the Chester/ Berks 
County line, and SR 23 in Caernarvon Township.  PTC officials estimate that work on these two bridges 
will begin in late 2026.  There is no current schedule for the mainline widening in this area.  Also of note 
is the PTC’s initiative to implement On Road Tolling (ORT) by installing gantries over the mainline.  
Following implementation of this system, the PTC intends to reconstruct existing interchanges to remove 
toll booths to improve safety and traffic flow. 

 
Mr. Piper described the US 422 Corridor (West Shore Bypass) project to the attendees. Some of the key 
takeaways from this presentation included: 

 Project includes the complete reconstruction to 6 lanes including: Lancaster Avenue 
interchange, Penn Avenue interchange, Bingaman Street Bridge, and bike and pedestrian 
connections 

 Preventative maintenance on the bridges over the Schuylkill River and Brentwood Drive 
 Complete replacement of bridges over Schuylkill River and Norfolk Southern Railroad and ramp 

adjustment at I-176 NB to US 422 WB 
 Final design is currently in progress 
 Estimated bid opening in approximately 2027 
 Estimated completion date post 2030 
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Mr. Piper presented slide 25 regarding the State Transportation Commission’s Twelve-Year Program 
Update.  As part of their update and public outreach efforts, a survey was available from March 3, 2025 
to April 30, 2025.  Mr. Piper explained how results from the survey are shared with the MPOs across the 
state.  Any information relating to Berks County will be reviewed and considered for inclusion onto one 
of the programs (LRTP / TIP) for potential implementation. Ms. Timochenko presented the link to the 
Twelve-Year Program Update process and how it works: https://survey.talkpatransportation.com/how-it-
works/typ# 

Mr. Piper asked for any final questions or comments. 
 
Hearing no other comments, Ms. Timochenko and Mr. Piper thanked the attendees for coming.  The 
meeting concluded at 7:00 PM. 
 
 
Prepared by, 
Ashley Showers 
Assistant Director 
BERKS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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From: Piper, Alan
To: Piper, Alan
Bcc: 21 Albany; info@alsacetownship.org; pkisch@amitytownshippa.com; 25 Bally; Borough@Bechtelsville.org;

bpotts@berntownship.org; 29 Bernville; 30 Bethel; 31 Birdsboro; 33 Boyertown; Kyoung@brecknockberks.com;
hbrendle@caernarvon.org; 37 Centerport; office@centretownship.com; 38 Colebrookdale; 39 Cumru; 40 District;
ROD_41 Douglass; 42 Earl; manager@exetertownship.com; 44 Fleetwood; 45 Greenwich; admin@hamburgboro.com;
48 Heidelberg; hedwards@herefordtownship.org; 53 Jefferson; 54 Kenhorst; 55 Kutztown; 57 Laureldale; 92 Leesport;
info@lenhartsville.com; 59 Longswamp; 23 Lower Alsace; 49 Lower Heidelberg; 60 Lyons; clhafer@maidencreek.net;
62 Marion; 63 Maxatawny; info@mohntonboro.org; admin@mtpennborough.com; jbobeck@muhlenbergtwp.com;
awhittingham@newmorganboro.org; 50 North Heidelberg; 67 Oley; 68 Ontelaunee; 69 Penn; 70 Perry; 71 Pike;
ROD_01 City of Reading; 72 Richmond; contact@robesontownship.com; 74 Robesonia; 75 Rockland; 76
Ruscombmanor; 77 Shillington; 78 Shoemakersville; mhart@sinkingspringboro.org; 51 South Heidelberg;
jgroller@springtwpberks.org; 81 St. Lawrence; 84 Tilden; 85 Topton; 86 Tulpehocken; contactus@unionberks.org; 28
Upper Bern; 87 Upper Tulpehocken; sbrownwashtwp@comcast.net; 90 Wernersville; ROD_93 West Reading; 94
Windsor; 95 Womelsdorf; info@wyomissingboro.org

Subject: Municipal Project Solicitation
Date: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 12:24:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image003.png
image007.png
image008.png

Dear Municipal Official,
 
The Berks County Planning Commission, acting in its capacity as staff to the
Reading Area Transportation Study, has begun the process of updating the FFY
2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the FFY 2027-2050
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) for Berks County.  As part of this process,
we are requesting municipal input on potential highway and bridge and transit
projects that are recommended for consideration to be included in these plans. 
 
The following survey link describes the eligibility requirements and the process to
be followed to submit recommendations.
The link also contains resources for assisting in this process. 
 
Survey Link for Municipal Project Requests:  https://arcg.is/15rb5K2

 
Please forward this to all appropriate elected officials and staff in your municipality
with interest in this matter.
 
Responses are due by June 27, 2025.
 
Any additional documentation that you would like to submit in support of your
request that cannot be incorporated into the survey can be sent directly to
Amanda Timochenko at atimochenko@berkspa.gov
 
If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me.  My contact information
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is listed below.
 
Thank you in advance for your participation in this effort.
 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________
 
The Berks County Planning Commission has  relocated to the County of Berks South Campus.
The address here is 400 East Wyomissing Avenue, Box 2, Mohnton, PA 19540.
 
Our telephone numbers and e-mail addresses remain the same.
 
 

Alan Piper | Planner III - Transportation
Berks County Planning Commission
400 E. Wyomissing Avenue, Box 2, Mohnton, PA 19540
Phone: 610-478-6300 ext. 6313 Fax: 610-478-6316
 
 
 

Email: Apiper@berkspa.gov
Web:   www.berkspa.gov/planning
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c/o Berks County Planning Commission 
 400 E. Wyomissing Ave., Box 2 
 Mohnton, PA 19540 
 Phone: 610.478.6300 
 
 
 

TO:  Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating Committee 
INFO:  FFY 2027 Transportation Improvement Program Municipal Project Solicitation 

Survey Results 
FROM: Amanda Timochenko, Transportation Planner II 
DATE: July 17, 2025 
 
The FFY 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program development process began in March 
2025 with the MPO actively promoting the State Transportation Commission’s online public survey 
and public meeting.  The STC survey was followed by a solicitation of transportation project 
recommendations from Berks County municipalities in May 2025.  Municipalities were given 
details of the eligibility requirements for new project additions as well as resources for completing 
the survey.  The municipal transportation project solicitation survey was available from May 6, 
2025, through June 27, 2025.  The survey was promoted through email correspondence, the 
Berks County Planning Commission E-Flash, and at several RATS Long Range Transportation 
Plan (LRTP) Public Outreach meetings. 
 
In total, six municipal transportation project survey responses were received.  These include: 
Municipality Problem Type Problem Location Problem Category 
Fleetwood 
Borough Bridge Park Road over Willow Creek Bridge Maintenance - deteriorating concrete 

City of Reading Highway Hampden Blvd. near College 
Ave. 

Safety - intersection improvements to reduce 
speeds and crashes 

Cumru 
Township Bridge Werner St. over Wyomissing 

Creek Safety - posted bridge at 27/40 tons 

Upper 
Tulpehocken 
Township 

Highway Intersection of SR183 and 
Old Route 22 (SR4040) Safety - Intersection improvements   

Douglass  Highway Ben Franklin Highway near 
Squirrel Hollow Rd. 

Safety, Land Use & Economic Development, 
Transit, Bicycle/Pedestrian - reduce roadway from 
4 lanes to 2 lanes with center left turn lanes 

Caernarvon Highway Intersection of Main St. and 
Morgantown Expressway Congestion 

 
These projects will be considered through the TIP development process and LRTP development 
process.  New projects are evaluated based on their ability to address Performance Measures 
and consistency with other state and regional plans.  The addition of new projects to either the 
TIP and/or the LRTP is also based on available funding. 
 
Recommended projects through the municipal transportation project solicitation are added to an 
ongoing list of potential projects for consideration in future updates to the TIP and LRTP if the 
projects are unable to be included during this TIP and LRTP update.  
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c/o Berks County Planning Commission 
 400 E. Wyomissing Ave., Box 2 
 Mohnton, PA 19540 
 Phone: 610.478.6300 
 
 
 

TO:  Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating Committee 
INFO:  2025 State Transportation Commission (STC) Public Survey Results for the 
 2027 Twelve Year Program (TYP) 
FROM: Devon B. Hain, Transportation Planner II 
DATE: July 17, 2025 
 
In the Pennsylvania State Transportation Commission’s (STC’s) effort to gain public input for the 
2027 Twelve Year Program (TYP), they opened a 60-day public comment period in spring of 2025.  
This public outreach generated 9,186 survey responses with 3,710 transportation issues to be 
identified statewide. Berks County received 165 survey responses with mapped transportation 
issues. The results were separated by responses focused on highways and bridges, active 
transportation, and public transportation. Examining the data from the 165 responses has 
provided us with the following information. 
 
Eighty-seven (87) distinct highway and bridge issues were identified. Approximately 20% of the 
highway issues identified showed public concern with congestion, maintenance, and safety along 
major corridors within Berks County including I-78, US 222, US 422, SR 183, SR 100, and SR 
1010. The remaining issues were identified on highways and bridges within 30 of the 72 
municipalities within Berks County. Issues identified include intersection improvements and 
realignments, interchange improvements, enforcement of speeding, congestion, inadequate sight 
distances, bridge and highway maintenance, and issues with tractor trailers within multiple 
boroughs. The most comments regarded specific issues within the City of Reading and the 
Borough of Womelsdorf. Thirty-six (36) of the eighty-seven (87) identified issues are addressed 
by projects that are underway or currently planned. 
 
There were eleven (11) active transportation issues identified this survey period.  Places where 
conflict between vehicles and pedestrians were identified that could include a need for active 
transportation infrastructure where it does not currently exist, filling sidewalk gaps, need for 
sharrows or bicyclist accommodations, and pedestrian safety improvements such as signage or 
crosswalks. These issues were identified in Exeter and Maidencreek Townships, as well as St. 
Lawrence, Topton, and West Reading Boroughs. 
 
Public Transportation comments consisted of three (3) identified issues. There was one (1) 
request for public transit into and around Boyertown. Two (2) requests were made for public 
transportation into and out of the City of Reading via rail and bus to major cities such as 
Philadelphia and Harrisburg. 
 
The issues identified will be considered in upcoming transportation plans and programs. MPO 
staff has provided the issues identified, broken down by corridor and municipality, with projects 
that address these. The STC TYP results and summaries and the interactive map are also 
available to achieve a broader view of what was identified within Berks County.  
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TalkPATransportation.com

State Transportation
Commission

June 2025

2027 12-Year Program Update: Regional Transportation Survey Summary

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY
(RATS)

ReadingReading

78

176

422

422

222

222

A CLOSER LOOK AT YOUR REGION

Transportation Issues Identified
Statewide, survey participants mapped 
3,710 transportation concerns,
165 of these are located within 
the RATS region.

During the mapping 
exercise, some survey 
participants discovered 
their concerns were already 
addressed by projects on the 
2025 TYP. See the map and data 
below for more details. 

Number of Issues Identified
The icons below correspond with the same color dots on the map.

115
ROADWAY

24
BRIDGE

13
BIKING/

WALKING

6
TRANSIT

7
FREIGHT

6
CONCERN(S)

ALREADY 
ADDRESSED

Examples of a 2025 TYP Project  
that Addressed Public Concerns
SR 422 BEN FRANKLIN CONGESTED 
CORRIDOR

WEST SHORE BYPASS - PHASE 1

DWIGHT STREET BRIDGE

 

High St. is too narrow to 
accommodate trucks and is in 

need of major repair. Traffic must 
wait for trucks to make turns 

from  2nd St. onto High St.

Local Survey
Participant 

The State Transportation Commission held a 60-day Public Comment Period for the update of the 2027 12-Year 
Program (TYP) from March 3 through April 30, 2025. The public was invited to provide input through taking 
the Transportation Survey and participating in an Online Public Forum, which was broadcast live on PAcast 
and Facebook Live on Thursday, April 10. The public also had the option to request assistance to participate in 
the Survey or Online Public Forum by contacting PennDOT’s Program Center. All public feedback received was 
reviewed and compiled to better understand current transportation priorities and trends regionally and statewide.  
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717.783.2262
RA-PennDOTSTC@pa.gov

TalkPATransportation.com Office of the State Transportation Commission
and Transportation Advisory Committee
P.O. Box 3365 | Harrisburg, PA 17105

State Transportation
Commission

2027 12-Year Program Update: Regional Transportation Survey Summary

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY
(RATS)

Transportation Priorities Ranking

ROAD PAVEMENT
Repairing, restoring, reconstructing, and maintaining 
Pennslyania’s 120,000 miles of state and local roadways 
to impove your travel 

TRAFFIC FLOW
Using technology to improve traffic flow and construction 
of new roads and additional travel lanes to safely move 
people and goods more efficiently

BRIDGES
Repairing, replacing, and maintaining Pennsylvania’s 
31,000 state and local bridges 

INTERSTATE HIGHWAY
Specific, prioritized investments in reconstructing 
Pennsylvania’s 1,868 miles of interstate highway 

PASSENGER RAIL
Intercity and commuter rail service across Pennsylvania 
with out-of-state connections

WALKING
Accessible and connected routes to get you where you 
need to go safely 

TRANSIT
Accessible and timely public transportation that covers 
an extensive service area and crosses regions

AVIATION
Modern facilities, operations, and a wide range of 
commercial airline choices at airports

FREIGHT
Modern highways, railways, airports, and waterways to 
support the economy and ensure the efficient movement 
of goods and services 

BICYCLING
Safe bicycle routes and facilities throughout the 
commonwealth to get you where you need to go 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

ABOUT THE SURVEY PARTICIPANTS IN YOUR REGION

Over 9,150 individuals participated in the survey 
statewide, and 318 of the survey participants 
identified with the RATS region through feedback 
provided. Learn more about the participants from 
this region.

Male 124 47%

Female 131 49%

Third gender/Nonconforming 0 0%

I prefer to self-describe 0 0%

I prefer not to answer 11 4%

1

DRIVE ALONE

2

WALKING

3

RIDE SHARING

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0 35-44
YEARS

25-34
YEARS

55-64
YEARS

45-54
YEARS

75+
YEARS

65-74
YEARS

Under 25 
YEARS

3%
7%

17%
22% 21% 21%

9%

Age Top Transportation Modes

Responses to demographics questions were optional.
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717.783.2262
RA-PennDOTSTC@pa.gov

TalkPATransportation.com Office of the State Transportation Commission
and Transportation Advisory Committee
P.O. Box 3365 | Harrisburg, PA 17105

State Transportation
Commission

2025 2023

About the Survey Participants
2025 2023

Age
50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0
Under 25
YEARS

25-34
YEARS

35-44
YEARS

45-54
YEARS

55-64
YEARS

65-74
YEARS

75+
YEARS

June 2025

Responses to demographic questions were optional.

Male 47%
Female 49%
Third gender/Nonconforming 0%

I prefer to self-describe 0%

I prefer not to answer 4%

Male 52%
Female 44%
Third gender/Nonconforming 1%

I prefer to self-describe 0%

I prefer not to answer 3%

318
SURVEY 
PARTICIPANTS

165 MAPPED ISSUES

6 RESOLVED

2027 12-Year Program Update: 2023 and 2025 Regional Survey Results Comparison

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY
(RATS)

185
SURVEY 
PARTICIPANTS

109 MAPPED ISSUES

6 RESOLVED

3% 2%
7% 6%

17%
12%

22% 24% 21% 22% 21%
27%

9%

 - 2025  - 2023

Top Transportation Modes

2025

2023

Highest Ranked Priorities

2025 2023

7%

1 DRIVE
ALONE

2
WALKING

3
AVIATION

1 DRIVE 
ALONE

2
WALKING

3 RIDE
SHARE

ROAD
PAVEMENT

TRAFFIC
FLOW

BRIDGES

1

2

3

ROAD
PAVEMENT

BRIDGES

TRAFFIC
FLOW

1

2

3

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION



319Reading MPO

TIP and LRTP Appendix

STC Survey Highway and Bridge Results 
(87 Issues Identified) 

 
Interstate 78 Corridor: 

• (2) The eastbound lanes of I-78 are in need of repair. The condition of these lanes will be improved due to 
concrete rehabilitation through Project 120121 and highway resurfacing through Project 72807. 

• (1) Drainage issue along I-78 surrounding the SR 143 interchange near Lenhartsville. The I-78 bridge 
reconstruction project at the Lenhartsville interchange will resolve this issue. 

 
US 222 Corridor: 

• (2) Enforcement needed between Lancaster County line and Reading due to excessive speeding 
• (1) Congestion occurs from Reading to Lehigh County line. US 222 congestion has been and will continue to be 

addressed by multiple projects in the current TIP. Project 92414 has been implemented from the 2021-2024 TIP, 
which included the improvements at the intersection of 222 and 73, two new roundabouts on 222 at 
Tamarack/Genesis Drive and Schaeffer Road, as well as widening 222 to four lanes to the west and east of 73. 
Project 61972 will widen US 222 to four lanes from Schaeffer Road in Maidencreek Township to the Kutztown 
Bypass, this project also includes the construction of two new roundabouts: one at Pleasant Hill Rd and one at 
Richmond Road. Project 90569 consists of intersection improvements and the construction of a roundabout at 
Long Lane Rd in Maxatawny. Project 97234 includes the preliminary engineering phase for widening 222 to two 
lanes in both directions for 3.81 miles between the 222/Kutztown Bypass north to the Berks/Lehigh County Line.   

• (4) Repaving/concrete work needed along Kutztown Bypass 
• (1) Need to widen lanes and reduce curves in roundabouts to accommodate width of tractor trailers 
• (1) Need wider shoulders through Maidencreek and Richmond to accommodate the Mennonite Community. 

Projects 92414 and 61972 will address this issue. 
 
US 422 Corridor: 

• (2) Congestion from Douglassville to Reifton. 13 signalized intersections will be upgraded to be more traffic 
responsive between Pineland Rd and River Bridge Rd along US 422 in Amity and Exeter Townships through 
Project 110075. 

• (6) Safety issues exist due to the speed of vehicles and the volume of traffic between Park Road and I-176 
Interchanges. Maintenance concerns along this stretch were also noted due to an abundance of potholes. These 
issues will be addressed by the reconstruction of US 422 through Projects 114439 and 72814, which will focus on 
widening shoulders, adding capacity, and repair/rehabilitation/reconstruction of various bridges and 
interchanges. 

• (1) Repaving needed from along corridor from start of US 422 Limited Access Highway in Douglass Twp to SR 
4036/Armand Hammer Blvd interchange in Montgomery County 

• (1) Speed limit should be raised to 70MPH on highway portion 
• (1) Congestion from Spring Township to Lebanon County line (Penn Ave/Conrad Weiser Pkwy portion). Project 

87688 will address congestion in the Sinking Spring area of this corridor. 
 
SR 100 Corridor: 

• (2) Repaving needed from Pottstown north to Bally. Project 101786 addresses this issue. 
 
 

 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DOCUMENTATION



TIP and LRTP Appendix

320 Reading MPO

SR 183 Corridor: 
• (3) High volume of traffic and truck traffic as well as speeding and illegal passing on this corridor between I-78 

and US 222. Projects 11719 and 91976 address improvements from I-78 to New Schaefferstown Rd. Project 
120974 is currently studying safety and intersection improvements in the Bernville area. Project 117721 will 
widen SR 183 between W. Leesport Rd and US 222. 

 
SR 1010 Corridor: 

• (1) Need wider shoulders along this road from Business 222/Allentown Pike in Ontelaunee Township to SR 
1035/Chestnut St in Mertztown, Longswamp Township to accommodate the Mennonite Community 

 
Alsace: 

• (1) Skyline Drive needs to be widened between List Rd and Bingaman Rd  
 
Amity: 

• (1) Realign intersection of Old Airport Rd and SR 662/Old Swede Rd 
• (1) Realign intersection of Weavertown Rd and SR 662/Old Swede Rd 
• (1) Realign intersection of SR 662/Old Swede Rd and US 422/Benjamin Franklin Hwy and Church Lane 
• (1) Realign and signalize intersection of Tollgate Rd and SR 662/Old Swede Rd (with Nicholson Ave) 
• (1) Enforce/readdress speed limits on US 422/Benjamin Franklin Hwy throughout Amity 
• (1) Consider better traffic light positioning at intersection of River Bridge Rd and US 422/Benjamin Franklin Hwy 

as motorists can see the next traffic control light on River Bridge Rd when heading northbound and cross over 
eastbound US 422 on red, not green 

 
Bern: 

• (1) Widening of SR 183 between US 222 and West Leesport Rd is needed to ease congestion and make left hand 
turns safer.  Capacity will be added to SR 183 through Project 117721, which involves the widening of SR 183 to 
eliminate the narrow section between US 222 and West Leesport Rd. 

• (1) Intersection improvements to add capacity through left turn lanes on Palisades Dr/Plum Creek Rd onto SR 
183 

 
Bernville: 

• (1) Lefthand turns in the Bernville section of SR 183/Bernville Rd are dangerous, need at least one controlled 
intersection to allow for these movements. Project 120974 is currently studying safety and intersection 
improvements in the Bernville area. 

 
Bethel: 

• (1) The eastbound lanes of I-78 in Bethel Township are in need of repair. The condition of these lanes will be 
improved through concrete rehabilitation associated with Project 120121, which is included in the current 
Interstate TIP. 

 
Colebrookdale: 

•  (2) Repairs needed to the closed bridge on Funk Rd. This bridge will be replaced through Project 10751. 
 
Cumru: 

• (4) Merging lane onto US 422 from I-176 needs to be extended. The reconstruction of this interchange will be 
addressed by the West Shore (US 422) Reconstruction Projects 72814 and 114439. 
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• (1) Bridge on Church Rd at intersection with SR 625 needs to be widened, as guiderail often gets hit and there 
are no shoulders. This bridge is included in Project 114378 to be repaired and preserved. This should address the 
widening and addition of shoulders to this bridge. 

• (1) Timing of the light at SR 724/Revere Blvd and Business 222/Lancaster Pike should be reviewed due to 
congestion on SR 724 at intersection 

• (1) Sight line at intersection of Business 222/Lancaster Pike and Hilgert Ave should be reviewed. It was stated 
that the U-Haul business vehicles block the view of Business 222/Lancaster Pike making it dangerous to turn 
onto from Hilgert Ave 

 
Douglass: 

• (2) Remove median barrier and add center turn lane to accommodate volume of traffic on SR 2022/Ben Franklin 
Hwy between Quarry Rd and SR 2057/Township Line Rd. 

• (1) Improve sight distance by removing/trimming trees in ROW along SR 562/Reading Ave when turning from 
Douglass Dr. 

 
Exeter: 

• (1) Congestion was noted along Business 422/Perkiomen Ave and US 422/Benjamin Franklin Hwy through 
Exeter. 13 signalized intersections will be upgraded along 422 in Amity and Exeter Townships through Project 
110075. 

• (1) Repaving needed along US 422/Benjamin Franklin Hwy from end of bypass to SR 345/Center Rd. Project 
121057 will cover this area. 

 
Fleetwood: 

• (2) State-owned Poor condition bridge on SR 1010/W. Main St by Fleetwood Park needs to be fixed 
• (1) Address issue caused by confusing nature of the intersection of SR 662/S. Richmond St and W. Locust Street 

as the addition of the traffic light at the RR tracks is still causing drivers to stop on the RR tracks to turn left to 
access businesses when vehicles block this entrance 
 

Hereford: 
• (1) Intersection improvements needed at SR 100/Chestnut St and SR 1022/Huffs Church Rd, suggestions include 

a left turning lane and/or signalization. 
 
Maidencreek: 

• (2) Left turn arrow needed to allow turning from US 222/Allentown Pike onto SR 73/Main St/Lake Shore Dr. 
PennDOT has reviewed this intersection, and traffic does not currently meet left turn arrow warrants. 

• (2) Intersection improvements needed at SR 1010/Park Rd and SR 73/Main St to accommodate high volume, left 
turns, and wide truck turning movements 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed at SR 1010/Park Rd and E Wesner Rd 
• (1) Intersection improvements needed at US 222/Allentown Pike and SR 1011 Pleasant Hill Rd. Project 61972 

includes the construction of a roundabout at this intersection. 
• (1) Enforcement and signs needed due to speeding and lack of yielding at US 222/Allentown Pike and Genesis 

Dr/Tamarack Blvd roundabout 
 
Marion: 

• (7) State-owned poor condition bridge on SR 419/N Third St over the Tulpehocken Creek needs to be fixed. 
Project 91908 involves the bridge replacement including the addition of shoulders to the structure. 
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• (1) Enforcement needed along Canal Rd and Main St through Stouchsburg due to speeding 
 
Maxatawny: 

• (1) Speed limit needs to be reduced from 55MPH along SR 1021/Noble St between Lyons and Kutztown 
Boroughs 

• (2) Congestion and safety issues were noted along US 222/Kutztown Rd between the end of the Kutztown 
Bypass and SR 1024 Long Lane. Project 90569 which consists of intersection improvements and the construction 
of a roundabout at Long Lane to improve safety and reduce congestion.  Project 97234 includes initiating the 
preliminary engineering phase for widening US 222 to two lanes in both directions for 3.81 miles between the 
Kutztown Bypass north to the Berks/Lehigh County Line, which will also address congestion concerns along US 
222. 

• (1) Consider addition of ramp at northern end of US 222/Kutztown Bypass for northbound traffic that would 
potentially use this and alleviate congestion turning left from Constitution Blvd onto SR 1029/Main St in 
Kutztown Borough. Potential to consider evaluation for inclusion in Project 97234. 

• (1) Need to fix/repair pipe under Bowers Rd as metal plate on roadway is sinking 
 
Oley: 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed at SR 73/Blandon Rd and SR 2023/Friedensburg Rd due to high volume 
resulting in congestion. Project 10815 is currently in future development aiming to improve this intersection. 

 
Penn: 

• (1) Intersection control/improvements needed at SR 183/Bernville Rd and SR 4011/Shartlesville Rd due to high 
volume and speed of vehicles. Project 120974 is currently studying safety and intersection improvements in the 
Bernville area. 

 
Perry: 

• (1) Enforcement needed due to speeding along Main St between Zweizig Rd and Shoemakersville Borough 
 
Reading:  

• (4) The Lancaster Ave Interchange needs to be repaved and redesigned to minimize congestion and increase 
safety. This issue will be addressed by Project 114439, which is Phase 1 of the West Shore (US 422) 
Reconstruction.  This project will reconstruct the Lancaster Avenue interchange. 

• (1) The left turn light at the southern end of the Schuylkill Avenue Bridge/SR 183 over the Schuylkill River should 
be lengthened to allow vehicles enough time to make the left onto W Windsor St 

• (1) Bern St/J003 needs to be repaved between Business 222/Fifth St and SR 61/Centre Ave 
• (1) Parking enforcement needed on Cherry St between Sixth St/J001 and Seventh St due to excessive double 

parking making it difficult to see when crossing Cherry St as a pedestrian and when driving to exit the South 
Penn Garage 

• (1) Repaving needed on Business 222/Fifth St between Penn St/J002 and Walnut St/SR 2012 
• (1) The entirety of Reed St (between Buttonwood St and Court St) needs to be repaved 
• (1) Interchange improvements/lengthening of on ramp needed at River Rd and SR 12/Warren St Bypass 
• (1) Interchange improvements/lengthening of on ramp needed at SR 61/Pottsville Pike and SR 12/Warren St 

Bypass 
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Robeson: 
• (1) Bridge construction taking very long on Rock Hollow Rd over Hay Creek just north of intersection with SR 

2082/Hay Creek Rd leaving this road closed. This issue is currently being addressed by Robeson Township. 
 
Rockland: 

• (2) Bridge closed on Smoketown Rd needs to be fixed to reopen Smoketown Rd, this is an inconvenience for the 
Mennonite Community. Project 116478 involves this bridge replacement. 

• (1) Provide a more direct route from the eastern end of SR 2026/Pricetown Rd to SR 1022/Fredericksville Rd so 
drivers can more easily travel between SR 2026/Pricetown Rd and SR 100/Main St in Hereford Township 
 

Ruscombmanor: 
• (1) Houck Road is sagging and cracking due to poor drainage during rain events where water flows under the 

roadway on the incline 
 
Sinking Spring: 

• (1) The entirety of Park Ave needs to be repaved from southern terminus to the northern terminus at US 
422/Penn Ave 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed for safety at US 422/Penn Ave and Park Ave intersection 
• (1) Intersection improvements needed to alleviate congestion at US 422/Penn Ave and SR 724/Shillington Rd 

and SR 3055/Mull Ave intersection. Project 87688 will realign these intersections to reduce congestion. 
 
Spring: 

• (1) Dwight St Bridge over railroad tracks needs to be given priority on list of bridges to repair due to the time 
added to emergency response and school buses having to find a route around this restricted bridge. Project 
10727 is currently in development to restore/replace this bridge. 

• (1) Harvard Blvd needs to be repaved from Jefferson Blvd/J050 to SR 724/Revere Blvd. Township street repairs 
are in progress. 

 
Tilden: 

• (1) Need SR 61/ northbound to be resurfaced through Tilden Township. Projects 96373, 10328, and 10867 
involve highway resurfacing and restoration in this section. 

• (1) Need to fill the joint between the bridge and I-78 in the eastbound lefthand lane between Exits 29 and 30. 
This was addressed by Project 93494. 

 
Topton: 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed at SR 1010/E Weis St and Haas St to accommodate trucks turning from SR 
1010 onto Haas St which is the truck route for East Penn Manufacturing/DEKA 

• (1) Truck restriction signage needed at intersection of SR 1010/Weis St and S Home Ave as the end of this street 
is very complicated for trucks to maneuver and has led to property damage and other incidents 

 
Union: 

• (1) Resurfacing needed along Hay Creek Rd/SR 2082 between Fire Tower Rd (Robeson Township) and Chapel Rd 
due to 3 years of utility work  
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Upper Tulpehocken: 
• (1) Intersection improvements needed at SR 183/Bernville Rd and SR 4040/Old Route 22/SR 4018/Main St. This 

intersection is in the early stages of being studied to determine the best improvement under Project 117719. 
 
West Reading: 

• (1) Enforcement needed to reduce speeding throughout the borough especially due to heavy amounts of 
pedestrians, this includes locations such as S Seventh Ave and Parkside Dr N/J040 

 
Womelsdorf: (Note 44 out of 165 comments) 

• (27) High volume of truck traffic on SR 3022/High St, SR 419/N 3rd St/S 2nd St and residential roads within the 
borough causing roadway damage. Projects 119764 and 122594 are in development to address pavement 
conditions. 

• (10) High volume of truck traffic on SR 3022/High St and SR 419/N 3rd St/S 2nd St causing excessive noise and 
safety issue to residents as they are on residential roads, through the commercial core of the borough, and near 
the Elementary School 

• (11) Intersection improvements or truck restrictions needed for intersections of SR 3022/High St and SR 419/N 
3rd St/S 2nd St as they are not wide enough to easily accommodate truck turning movements causing property 
damage, trucks on sidewalks in a pedestrian heavy area, and/or congestion 

• (3) Enforcement of speeding and brake retarders needed on US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy through Womelsdorf 
Borough with a focus on the hills on either side of SR 3039/Water St 

• (1) Enforcement or traffic control at intersection of US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy and SR 3002/High St as turning 
movements from SR 3002/High St often leads to close calls  

• (2) Intersection improvements needed at US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy and SR 3039/Water St as those turning 
left onto SR 3039/Water St can more easily be rear ended as the left lane is not designated for turns only and 
can be used as a passing lane. Turning left onto US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy from the northern segment of SR 
3039/Water St is also a risk due to the lack of sight distance to the west as vehicles come over the hill at high 
speeds 

• (1) Enforcement needed at US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy and SR 419/N 3rd St as many vehicles run this light, left 
turn arrows for traffic turning onto SR 419/N 3rd St was also suggested 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed at US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy and SR 419/N 3rd St such as left turn 
arrows from US 422/Conrad Weiser Pkwy onto SR 419/N 3rd St 

• (1) Intersection improvements needed for SR 3022/High St and SR 419/S 2nd St/N 2nd St to accommodate 
pedestrians such as repainted crosswalks and traffic control to stop or slow vehicles (the Womelsdorf 
Community Library is located at the NW corner of this intersection) 

 
Wyomissing: 

• (2) Intersection improvements needed at Business 422/Penn Ave and SR 3023/State Hill Rd. Project 117620 
intersection improvements to reduce congestion and improve safety. 

• (3) Improvements needed to the interchanges around the merge of US 222, US 422, and SR 12 which currently 
experiences congestion and safety issues. Project 110008 involves the addition of an auxiliary lane along US 222 
southbound between Paper Mill Rd and the US Routes 222 and 422 Interchanges. The southbound US 222 
portion of the project begins where Berkshire Boulevard passes over US 222 and continues around the hard 
curve to the Paper Mill Road exit. The northbound US 222 portion of the project involves the creation of a 
corresponding northbound auxiliary lane from the entrance ramp of the State Hill Rd interchange to the US 422 
eastbound exit ramp. The additional northbound lane will be created through a combination of minor widening, 
existing shoulder conversion, minor cross slope adjustments, and rechannelization of the existing lane 
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configuration. The project also includes concrete patching, bituminous overlay (including portions of the 
associated ramps), and preventative maintenance to the bridge spanning Crossing Drive in both directions. 

 
STC Survey Active Transportation Results 

(11 Issues Identified) 
 

Exeter: 
 

• (2) There is a need for active transportation infrastructure along East Neversink Rd between Business 
422/Perkiomen Ave and Trout Run Park/Sports Complex as this corridor is frequented by active transportation 
users from the residential developments and industries along it accessing businesses at the north end and the 
park at the south end 

• (1) There is a need for active transportation infrastructure along Shelbourne Rd as another residential 
development is planned without any access to the Shelbourne Square Shopping Center 

• (1) There is a need for active transportation infrastructure along Rittenhouse Dr and neighborhood roads 
surrounding Lorane Elementary School 

• (1) There is a need for active transportation infrastructure along Lincoln Dr to allow access between 
neighborhoods and shopping center/businesses located at Lincoln Rd intersection with US 422/Benjamin 
Franklin Hwy 

• (1) There is a need for active transportation infrastructure along Gibraltar Rd to allow access between 
neighborhoods and the Exeter Commons Shopping Center to the north and the Exeter Scenic River Trail to the 
south 

 
Maidencreek: 

• (1) Sidewalk gaps need to be filled along SR 73/Main St between Grove Rd and SR 1010/Park Rd 
 
St Lawrence: 

• (1) Sidewalk needed to accommodate pedestrians along SR 2034/St Lawrence Ave between Grant St and 
Business 422/Perkiomen Ave 

 
Topton: 

• (1) Sidewalk needed along Elementary School property north side of SR 1010/Weis St between Barkley St and 
Herbein Dr 

• (1) Sidewalk needed along south side of SR 1010/Weis St between Henningsville Rd and Herbein Dr 
• (1) Sharrows needed along SR 1010/Weis St through Topton Borough to accommodate local bicyclists in addition 

to those using PA Bicycle Route L 
 

West Reading: 
• (1) Pedestrian safety improvements needed where Third Avenue crosses Business 422/Penn Ave such as better 

signage for motorists to slow down and be aware of the crossing 
 

STC Survey Public Transportation Results 
(3 Issues Identified) 

 
Boyertown: 

• (1) Public transit needed into and around Boyertown 
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Reading: 

• (1) Restore rail service between Reading and Philadelphia. The Schuylkill River Passenger Rail Authority (SRPRA) 
is working with the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) to plan the restoration of this service. 

• (1) Restore bus service between Reading and Harrisburg 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
 

READING AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 
PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT OPPORTUNITY 

DRAFT FFY 2027-2050 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
DRAFT FFY 2027-2030 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, 

DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS, 
AND 

DRAFT COMMUNITY DEMOGRAPHIC ASSESSMENT 
 

 
The Reading Area Transportation Study Coordinating Committee announces the availability for 
citizens, local governments and interested organizations to review and comment on the following 
documents: the Draft FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan, Draft FFY 2027-2030 
Transportation Improvement Program, Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis, and the Draft 
Community Demographic Assessment for Berks County.  These are planning documents that 
list various roadway, public transit, and off-road transportation projects and planning efforts in 
Berks County.  The Long Range Transportation Plan provides detailed background materials on 
Berks County’s land use, demographics, and transportation system and makes 
recommendations for addressing deficiencies and new issues.  The Transportation Improvement 
Program serves as a capital budget and provides details on transportation projects to be 
undertaken over the next four (4) years.  Comments will be accepted beginning Sunday March 
22, 2026, through the close of business on Friday April 24, 2026. 
 
Copies of the Draft FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan, Draft FFY 2027-2030 
Transportation Improvement Program, Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis, and the Draft 
Community Demographic Assessment are available for public review on the Berks County 
Planning Commission’s web page at https://www.berkspa.gov/departments/planning-
commission and in print at the Berks County Planning Commission, 400 E. Wyomissing Ave., 
Mohnton, PA  19540; BARTA, 1700 N. 11th Street, Reading, PA  19604; and PennDOT District 
5-0, 1002 Hamilton Street, Allentown, PA  18101. 
 
Four (4) Public Meetings to review the Draft FFY 2027-2050 Long Range Transportation Plan, 
Draft FFY 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program, Draft Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis, and the Draft Community Demographic Assessment will be held.  The first two will be: 
Tuesday, April 7, 2026, beginning at 1:30 p.m., in the Multipurpose Room at the Berks County 
South Campus, 400 E. Wyomissing Ave., Mohnton, PA  19540; and Tuesday, April 14, 2026, 
beginning at 6:00 p.m., in the Harvest Room at the Berks County Agricultural Center, 1238 
County Welfare Road, Leesport, PA  19533.  These two meetings will be conducted in-person 
only.  The following two meetings will both be conducted virtually-only using Microsoft Teams.  
Both meetings will be on Tuesday April 21, 2026, the first meeting beginning at 11:00 a.m. and 
the second meeting beginning at 6:00 p.m.  Registration is required to receive the link to 
participate in the virtual meetings (https://arcg.is/0XO4Wy1).   
 
The Berks County South Campus and Agricultural Center are handicapped accessible.  The 
South Campus is served by BARTA Route #11.  Spanish language interpretation services will 
be provided with a minimum of ninety-six (96) hours prior notice.  These documents will be made 
available in alternative languages or formats if requested no less than seven (7) days prior to 
the meetings.  Persons requiring additional accommodation or those with questions should call 
610-478-6300. 
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Please submit written comments to:   LRTP/TIP Comments 
 Berks County Planning Commission 
 400 E. Wyomissing Blvd., Ste. D 
 Mohnton, PA 19540 
 
Comments may also be emailed to planning@berkspa.gov 

The Reading MPO is committed to compliance with nondiscrimination statutes, executive orders, 
regulations, and policies applicable to the programs and activities it administers. We strive to 
host accessible events that enable all individuals to engage and participate fully. To request 
accommodation or for inquiries about accessibility, please contact the ADA/Title VI Coordinator 
at (610) 478-6300 or planning@berkspa.gov at least 72 hours before the scheduled event. The 
MPO will attempt to honor requests made after this time as it is able.   

If you believe you have been denied participation opportunities, or otherwise discriminated 
against based on ADA/Disability, Title VI, or another covered nondiscriminatory basis, you may 
file a complaint using the procedures provided in our complaint process document or by 
contacting the ADA/TITLE VI Coordinator at (610) 478-6300, at planning@berkspa.gov or at the 
address listed above. 
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Coordinating Committee 
 
PennDOT District 5-0 Mr. Chris Kufro, District Executive (Chairman) 
 Ms. Jennifer Ruth, Planning & Program Manager* 

 
PennDOT Central Office Mr. Ray Green, Division Chief, Center for Program 

Development and Management. 
 Mr. Nick Raio, Trans. Planning Specialist Supervisor * 
 
Berks County Commissioners Mr. Michael Rivera, Commissioner 

 
Berks County Planning Commission Mr. Thomas McKeon, Board Member (Vice Chairman) 

Mr. Alan Piper, Transportation Planner III (MPO Secretary)* 
 
City of Reading Ms. Donna Reed, Council Member 
 Mr. O. Chris Miller, Council Member* 

 
Berks County Boroughs Mr. Brian Hoffa, Borough Council Member 

(Sinking Spring Borough) 
 
Berks County 1st Class Townships Ms. Lisha Rowe, Township Commissioner 

(Cumru Township) 
 
Berks County 2nd Class Townships Mr. Arthur “Ray” Lambert, Township Supervisor 

(Upper Bern Township) 
 
South Central Transit Authority / Mr. Greg Downing, Executive Director 
Berks Area Regional Transportation Authority Mr. Keith Boatman, Assoc. Director of Capital Projects/Planning 
 
Reading Regional Airport Authority Mr. Dante Santoni, Jr., Board Member 

 
Technical Committee 

 
PennDOT District 5-0 Mr. Scott Vottero, District Executive for Design (Chairman)  
 Mr. Michael Donchez, Transportation Planning Specialist* 

 
PennDOT Central Office Ms. Nyomi Evans, Transportation Planning Specialist (Vice Chairman)  
 Mr. Nick Raio, Trans. Planning Specialist Supervisor * 

 
Berks County Planning Commission Mr. Alan Piper, Transportation Planner III (MPO Secretary) 

Ms. Amanda Timochenko, Transportation Planner II* 
 
Berks County Planning Commission Mr. Michael Golembiewski, Transportation Modeler 

Ms. Amanda Timochenko, Transportation Planner II* 
 
City of Reading Mr. Donald Edwards, Reading City Engineer 
 
City of Reading Mr. Kyle Zeiber, Department of Public Works 

 
South Central Transit Authority / Mr. Keith Boatman, Assoc. Director of Capital Projects/Planning 
Berks Area Regional Transportation Authority Ms. Lauri Ahlskog, Manager of Transit Planning & Compliance* 

 
Reading Regional Airport Authority Mr. Zackary Tempesco, Airport Manager 
* denotes alternate 
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