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BRADFORD COUNTY (Engineering District 3.0) 
 
Highways 
 
1. US 6 sec. M19 


Tracy Rd. to (T-624) 
Standing Stone Township 
MPMS# 77058 
(C-$2.04M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
2. US 6 sec. 025 


US 6/SR 2010 Intersection 
Monroe Township, Monroeton Borough, New Albany Borough, North Towanda 
Township, Towanda Township 
MPMS# 81587 
(C-$1.05M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010-2011) 


 
3. US 6 sec. 104 


State Street 
Towanda Borough 
MPMS# 68144 
(C-$2.8M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
4. US 6 sec. 104 
      State Street Resurface 
      Wyalusing Borough and Township 
      MPMS# 68144 
      (C-$2.80M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2010) 
 
5. US 220 sec. M03 


US 6 to SR 4018 
North Towanda Township, Ulster, Athens Township 
MPMS# 79680 
(C-$4.86M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010-2011) 


 
 







6. US 220 sec. M09 
3-6 Line to New Albany 
Albany Township 
MPMS# 82193 
(C-$3.25M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 


 
7. US 220 M10 


N. Albany to Monroeton 
Monroe Township, Monroeton Borough, New Albany Borough 
MPMS# 82194 
(C-$2.94M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
8. US 220 sec. 102 


New Albany Super Elevation Correction 
Albany Township 
MPMS# 76482 
(C-$832K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
9. PA 414 sec. 24M 


West Franklin-Monroeton Borough 
Franklin Township to Monroeton Borough 
MPMS# 75443 
(C-$684K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
10.  PA 467 sec. 004 
      Soil Slide Repair 
      Rome and Pike Township 
      MPMS# 82535 
      (PE-$62K/ 2009)(FD-$42K/ 2009)(U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$908K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
11. PA 706 sec. 030  


Seg./Offset- 0010/0000 to 0050/0959 
Improvements/Wyalusing Borough to Taylor Packing 
Wyalusing Borough, Wyalusing Township and Stevens Township 
1.5 miles in length 
MPMS# 4983 
($1.45M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
 
 







12. SR 1043 sec. 003 
      Sheshequin Slides Repair 
      Athens and Sheshequin Township 
      MPMS# 82541 
      (PE-$83K/ 2009)(FD-$108K/ 2010)(U-$45K, R-$45K/ 2011)(C-$2.08M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
13. SR 2023 sec. 14M 


PA187 to PA187 
Rehabilitate  Terminal Apron 
Connellsville Airport 
MPMS# 82378 
(FD-$37K/ 2012)(C-$559K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
14. SR 3016 sec. 05M 


3-7 line to PA 14 
Armenia Township, Canton Borough, Canton Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 82354 
(FD-$28K/ 2011)(C-$523K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
15. SR 4024 sec. 11M 
 Berwick Turnpike to Wilawanna 
 Athens Township, Ridgebury Township 
 MPMS# 82111 
 (C-$1.55M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2010) 
 
16. SR 4031 sec. 03M 
 PA 14 to PA 549 
 Columbia Township, Wells Township 
 MPMS# 82355 
 (FD-$61K/ 2011)(C-$1.34M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011) 
 
17. SR 4039 sec. 03M 
      Coryland Rd. to SR 549 
      Wells Township 
      MPMS# 82353 
      (C-$2.35M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
 
 







Bridges (State) 
 
18. US 6 sec. 0SF 
       SR 6 over Sugar Creek 
      Sylvania Borough 
      MPMS# 5288 
      BMS#08000600502236 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$42K/ 2009 BND)(C-$812K BND) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
19. US 6 sec. 105 
      SR 6 over Sugar Creek 
      Burlington Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82302 
      BMS#08000604100285 
      Bridge Preservation 
      (C-$728K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 


 20. US 6 sec. 106 
     Sugar Creek Bridge 
     Columbia Township 
     MPMS# 5132 
     BMS#08000600700000 
     Bridge Replacement 
     (PE-$86K/ 2010)(FD-$34K, R-$45K/ 2011)(C-$906K)(1st 4 years) 
     FFY (2012) 
 
21. US 6 sec. 107 
      SR 6 over Morgan Creek 
      Sylvania Borough 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 79037 
      BMS# 08000600402204 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$58K/ 2009)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







22. PA 187 sec. 003 
      SR 187 over Ellis Creek 
      Asylum Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83657 
      BMS# 08018704200018 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$166K/ 2009)(FD-$43K, R-$32K/ 2010)(C-$786K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
23. PA 187 sec. 004 
      PA 187 over Wappasening Creek 
      Windham Towship 
      MPMS# 5292 
      BMS# 08018708800000 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$79K/ 2012 BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
24. PA 187 sec. 0SF 
      SR 187 over Bullard Creek 
      Rome Borough and Township 
      MPMS# 78766 
      BMS# 08018706301040 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$42K/ 2009 BND)(C-$707K BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
25. US 199 sec. 004 
      N-S Bridge 
      Athens Township 
      MPMS# 5247 


BMS# 08019900100006 
Bridge Replacement 


      (C-$960K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
26. US 220 sec. 094 
 Wolcott Creek Bridge 
      Athens Township 
 MPMS# 5037 
 BMS# 08022007100000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$20K, U-$20K, R-$20K/ 2009)(C-1.3M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 







27. US 220 sec. 107 
      US 220 Bridge over Bridge Street 
      Towanda Borough and Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 5323 
      BMS# 08022003800000 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (C-$312K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
28. US 220 sec. 108 
 US 220 Bridge over SR 3020 
 Towanda Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5324 
 BMS# 08022003900000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$312K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
29. US 220 sec. 113 
 US 220 over Towanda Creek 
 Monroeton Borough and Monroe Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 82770 
 BMS# Multiple 
 Bridge Preservation 
 (PE-$16K/ 2009)(FD-$11K/ 2010)(C-$995K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 
30. PA 414 sec. 027 
      PA 414 over Tb Towanda Creek 
      Leroy Township 
      MPMS# 82728 
      BMS# 08041401200208 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$90K/ 2011)(FD-$23K, R-$47K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







31. PA 328 sec. 023 
 Dagget Creek Bridge 
 Wells Township 
 MPMS# 5286 
 BMS# 08032800401125 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$83K/ 2009)(FD-$20K, U-$32K, R-$109K/ 2009)(C-$1.09M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
32. PA 367 sec.003 
 Steam Mill Creek Bridge 
 Tuscarora Township 
 MPMS# 5091 
 BMS# 08036700702331 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$ 87K/ 2011)(FD-$23K, R-$47K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
33. PA 414 sec. 025 
 Towanda Creek Bridge 
 Franklin Township 
 MPMS# 5048 
 BMS# 08041403000000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$22K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2011)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
34. PA 467 sec. 005 
 PA 467 Johnson Creek 
      Orwell Township 
 MPMS# 5240 
 BMS# 08046701000000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$70K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, R-$, U-$ C-$/ Remaining 8 years) 
 
35. PA 514 sec. 002 
 N. Branch Towanda Creek 
      Granville Township 
 MPMS# 5267 


BMS# 08051400602283 
Bridge Replacement 


 (C-$1.56K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
 







36. PA 514 sec. 003 
 PA 514/ Towanda Creek Bridge 
      Granville Township 
 MPMS# 5039 
 BMS# 08051402000863 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$67K/ 2011)(FD-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
37. PA 549 sec. 015 
      PA 549 over Daggett Creek 
      Wells Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 5328 
      BMS# 08054900400000 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$58K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
38. PA 549 sec. 016 
      SR 549 over Beckwith Creek 
      Wells Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 78770 
      BMS# 08054900300245 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$58K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
39. PA 706 sec. 020 
      Bradford Scour 2009 
      Various Municipalities  
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82300 
 BMS# Multiple 
      Bridge Preservation 
 (C-$150K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







40. SR 1007 sec. 010 
 Wyalusing Creek Bridge 
 Stevens Township 
 MPMS# 72217 
 BMS# 08100702300179 
 Deck Rehab 
 (PE-$22K, FD-$22K/ 2010)(C-$1.24M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011) 
 
41. SR 1013 sec. 06M 
      SR 1013 over Mill & Rockwell Creek 
      Pike Township 
 Act 44 
  MPMS# 79852 
 BMS# 081013005200002 & 08101300560000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$208K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
42. SR 1017 sec. 006 
      SR 1017 over South Creek 
 Orwell Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83709 
 BMS# 08101701800000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (R-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
43. SR 1021 sec. 002 
 Over Rummerfield Creek 
 Standing Stone Township 
 MPMS# 82301 
 BMS# 08102100301155 
 Bridge Preservation 
 (C-$206K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







44. SR 1022 sec. 009 
 Bridge over Bullards Creek 
 Rome Township 
 MPMS# 75698 
 BMS# 08102201801635 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$22, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2011)(C-$1.2M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
45. SR 1022 sec. 8PM 
 SR 1022 Bridge Paint 


Athens, Columbia, Leroy, Rome, Smithfield, Springfield, Standing Stone, Wyalusing 
Township 


 Act 44 
 MPMS# 80937 
 BMS# Various 
 Bridge Paint/Preservation 
 (C-$878K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
46. SR 1026 sec. 003 
 Wyalusing Creek Bridge 
 Pike Township 
 MPMS# 5293 
 BMS# 08102600802265 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$34K, R-$45K/ 2011)(C-$1.08)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
47. SR 1029 sec. 002 
 Bullard Creek Bridge 
 Sheshequin Township 
 MPMS# 75697 
 BMS# 08102901900000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$22K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2011)(C-$1.08M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







48. SR 1029 sec. 0SF 
 SR 1029 over Bullard Creek 
 Rome Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 79244 
 BMS# 02102901501278 
 Bridge Rehabilitation 
 (PE-$42K/ 2009 BND)(C-$588K BND)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009-2010) 
 
49. SR 1033 sec. 001 
 Over Lanning Creek 
 Wysox Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 82303 
 BMS# 08103301000000 
 Bridge Preservation 
 (C-$120K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
50. SR 1041 sec. 006 
 James Street Bridge Preservation 
 North Towanda Township, Wysox Township 
 MPMS# 82825 
 BMS# 08104100200512 
 Bridge Preservation 
 (PE-$21K, FD-$10K/ 2009)(C-$1.85M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
51. SR 1049 sec. 001 
 Pendleton Creek Bridge 
 Warren Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5043 
 BMS# 08104901401433 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$26K, F-$26K, U-$10K, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$184K)(1st 4 years 
 FFY (2010) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







52. SR 1055 sec. 0SF 
 SR 1005 over Parks Creek 
 Rome Township 
 MPMS# 78774 
 BMS# 08105500300000 
 Bridge Rehabilitation 
 (PE-$42K/ 2009 BND)(C-$613K BND)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010-2011) 
 
53. SR 1057 sec. 001 
 SR 1057 over Satterlee Creek 
 Litchfield Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 82769 
 BMS# 08105701600543 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$21K/ 2009)(FD-$11K/ 2010)(C-$380K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 
54. SR 1058 sec. 001 
 Sackett Run Bridge 
      Litchfield Township 
 MPMS# 5206 
 BMS#08105801300943 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$90K, FD-$22K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2011)(C-$1.18M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
55. SR 1058 sec. 002 
 SR 1058 over Trib. Sattlerlee Creek 
 Litchfield Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 79248 
 BMS# 08105800100877 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$58K/ 2012)(R-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-4, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







56. SR 1067 sec. 001 
 SR 1067 over Sattlerlee Creek 
 Litchfield Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83500 
 BMS# 08106700401168 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$28K, FD-$26K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2011)(C-$140K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
57. SR 2010 sec. 004 
 Wyalusing Conrail Bridge 
      Wyalusing Borough 
 MPMS# 5216 
 BMS# 08201002502050 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (U-$52K, R-$83K/ 2009)(C-$2.16M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010-2011) 
 
58. SR 2010 sec. 009 
 Bridge over Towanda Creek 
 New Albany Borough & New Albany Township 
 MPMS# 5303 
 BMS# 08201000100973 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$42K, U-$21K, R-$21K/ 2009)(C-$973K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010-2011) 
 
59. SR 2014 sec. 102 


Membrane and Overlay 
Asylum, Columbia, Smithfield, Springfield, Troy Township 
MPMS# 82349 
Bridge Preservation 
(PE-$6K, FD-$6K/ 2011)(C-$270K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 


 
60. SR 3004 sec. 04M 
 SR 3004 over Ladds Creek 
 Albany Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 79853 
 BMS# 08300400400143 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$26K, FD-$26K, U-$10K, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$130K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 







61. SR 3005 sec. 009 
 SR 3005 over Towanda Creek 
 Canton Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5251 
 BMS# 08300500102254 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$260K/ 2009 BND)(FD-$87K, R-$32K/ 2010)(C-$1.12M BND)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011-2012) 
 
62. SR 3006 sec. 011 
 Millstone Creek Bridge 
      Monroe Township 
 MPMS# 5036 
 BMS# 08300600400000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$1.35M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009-2010) 
 
63. SR 3009 sec. GRP 


Membrane and Overlay 
Burlington, Canton, Franklin, W. Burlington, Ridgebury, Springfield Township 
Various Bridges 
MPMS# 82226 
(C-$1.16M)(1st 4 years) 


 FFY (2012) 
 
64. SR 3013 sec. 001 
 SR 3013 over Trib. of Towanda Creek 
 Franklin Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 68004 
 BMS# 08301300200000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$58K/ 2012)(R-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







65. SR 4002 sec. 001 
 SR 4002 over Brown’s Creek 
 Burlington Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5266 
 BMS# 08400200500000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$260K/ 2009 BND)(FD-$87K, R-$32K/ 2010)(C-$1.46M BND)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011-2012) 
 
66. SR 4013 sec. DNT 
 Justice Run Bridge 
 Ridgebury Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5287 
 BMS# 08401303000000 
 Bridge Rehabilitation 
 (C-$488K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
67. SR 4013 sec. 012 
 Bridge over Tomjack Creek 
 West Burlington Township 
 MPMS# 75702 
 BMS# 08401300501670 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$624K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
68. SR 4013 sec. 014 
 Bentley Creek Bridge 
 Ridgebury Township 
 MPMS# 75700 
 BMS# 08401302600915 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$22K, R-$45K/ 2011)(C-$1.02M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







69. SR 4022 sec. DNT 
 SR 4022 over Stone Lick Creek 
 Athens Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 76864 
 BMS# 08402200101945 
 Bridge Rehabilitation 
 (C-$488K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
70. SR 4022 sec. 003 
 SR 4022 over Trib. of Chemung River 
 Athens Township 
 MPMS# 82734 
 BMS# 08402200301743 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$67K/ 2011)(FD-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$)(Remaining 8 years) 
 
71. SR 4031 sec.004 
 Trib. of Beckwith Creek 
 Wells Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 5290 
 BMS# 08403101601855 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (P-$27K, FD-$27K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2010)(C-$162K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011) 
 
72. SR 4033 sec. 004 
 SR 4033 over Trib. of Sugar Creek 
 Columbia Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83647 
 BMS# 08403300300000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$28K, FD-$28K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2011)(C-$140K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







73. SR 4037 sec. 001 
 SR 4037 over Trib. of Sugar Creek 
 Columbia Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83497 
 BMS# 08403700200000 
  Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$26K, FD-$26K/ 2009)(U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2010)(C-$135K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011) 
 
Bridges (County) 
 
74. T-328 County Bridge #17 
      Over Towanda Creek 
      Leroy Township 
      MPMS# 4986 
      BMS# 08721203280017 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (FD-$104K/ 2009)(R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$1.57M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011) 
 
75. T- 330 County Bridge #16 
      Over Towanda Creek 
      Leroy Township 
      MPMS# 5279 
      BMS# 0821203300016 
      Bridge Removal 
      (FD-$42K/ 2009)(R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$225K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011) 
 
76. T- 544 County Bridge #32 
      Sugar Creek Bridge 
      North Towanda Township 
      MPMS# 57570 
      BMS# 08721505440032 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$1.02M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2010) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Bridges (Local) 
 
77. T-623 Hoblet Road 
      Over Tomjack Creek 
      Smithfield Township 
      MPMS# 5124 
      BMS# 08722206230007 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$173K/ 2010)(FD-$112K/ 2011)(C-$585K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
78. T- 
     Over S. Branch Towanda Creek 
      MPMS# 5108 
      BMS# 08721404020022 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$187K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      (U-$, R-$ C-$ Remaining 8 years) 
      FFY (TBD) 
 
79. T-730 
     Over Spaulding Creek 
     Sheshequin Township 
     MPMS# 5276 
     BMS# 08722107300026 
     Bridge Replacement 
     (PE-$180K/ 2011)(FD-$117K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
     FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$ Remaining 8 years)   
 
Line Items 
 


• Valley Business Park Acs 
Athens Township 
MPMS# 69303 
(C-$2.56M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
• Hwy/Bridge S Line item 


MPMS# 84354 
(C-$1.10)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010-2012) 


 
 
 
 
 







• Rail Xing GRP-NTIER 3.0 
MPMS# 65102 
(C-$182K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 
 


• N. TIER HSIP line 
MPMS# 76483 
(C-$2.04M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010-2012) 


 
• NTIER TE Line Item 


MPMS# 71069 
(C-$1.84M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 
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#* State Bridges
#* County Bridges
#* Local Bridges


MPMS #
77058
81587
68144
79680
82193
82914
75443
4983
82541
82378
82354
82111
82355
82353
68144
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DOCUMENT NOTE: 
 
Bond Funding 
 
 
The Governor’s 2008-09 budget proposal contains a “Rebuilding 
Pennsylvania” initiative that will provide $200 million annually in bond 
financing over a ten year period to address Pennsylvania’s state-owned 
structurally deficient bridges.  The region’s draft 2009-2012 Transportation 
Improvement Program includes projects to be funded with the proposed 
bond financing.  These projects are indicated by the fund code “BND”.  The 
bond funded projects will commence with the beginning of the 2009-2012 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program and upon approval of the 
Governor’s initiative by the General Assembly.  Inaction or veto of the 
Governor’s initiative by the General Assembly will result in the removal of 
the proposed bond financed projects from the Transportation Improvement 
Program.  The projects may then be placed on an illustrative list of 
prioritized structurally deficient bridge projects to be implemented as 
additional funding becomes available. 
 
Any project in this document with funding denoted by “BND” will fall 
under this “DOCUMENT NOTE” and be subject to the above. 








TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
 
PUBLIC REVIEW DATA LINKS 
 
 
PennDOT: 
 
County Data Link: 
 
ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20b
y%20county.pdf 
 
Regional Data Link: 
 
ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20b
y%20region.pdf 
 
NTRPDC: 
 
www.northerntier.org 
 
 



ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20by%20county.pdf

ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20by%20county.pdf

ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20by%20region.pdf

ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/Bureaus/Cpdm/TIP/Planned/public%20tip%20report%20by%20region.pdf

http://www.northerntier.org/






2009 – 2012 TIP/TYP Summary of Environment Justice Activities 
 
 


Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
 
 
Background: 
 
 The Northern Tier Region of Pennsylvania consists of Bradford, Sullivan, Susquehanna, 
Tioga and Wyoming Counties.  These counties are rural in nature with varying population 
diversities.  The region has a population of 176,653 (1990) and 181,008 (2000) dispersed 
throughout 165 local municipal entities covering 3,955.7 square miles.  Disadvantage population 
groups which are of concern deal with low/moderate income, aging and to a lesser degree is race. 
 
Analysis: 
 


Upon review and analysis of 1990 and 2000 census data for the region, no clear 
population groups or geographic locations were specific to the criteria being researched.  Upon 
discussions and review of the documentation, the method of choice in compliance with the intent 
of Environmental Justice is as follows. 
 
Method: 
 
 The Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission, Regional Planning 
Program, developed a citizen friendly public review document for distribution to each County 
Commissioners Office, State Legislators Offices, Mansfield University Library, all Public 
Libraries known throughout the region, the Endless Mountains Transportation Offices and online 
at www.northerntier.org.  Delivery of hard copies was completed through the US Mail Service.  
In total 55 copies of the document were located throughout the region for the 30-day public 
review period. 
 
Block advertising was made in the newspaper of greatest circulation in each county.  This block 
advertisement was ran the first day, and re-ran 10 days prior to the public meeting.  The standard 
legal advertisement was also placed in the same newspapers prior to the public meeting.  The 
public meeting will be held Monday, July 28, 2008 at the Lackawanna College, 1 Progress Plaza, 
Towanda, PA.  This facility is accessible to persons with disabilities and is a transit center for 
Endless Mountains Transportation Authority. 
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1 . INTRODUCTION 


This document provides an analysis of the air 
quality implications of the Northern Tier RPO’s FFY 
2009-2012 Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP) and 2030 Regional Transportation Plan 
(LRTP). The analysis demonstrates transportation 
conformity to the 8-hour ozone National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS).   


 
This document replaces the previous approved 


conformity demonstration of the TIP and LRTP and 
ensures that the findings meet all current ozone 
criteria established by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA).   


 
Since vehicular emissions contribute to ozone 


violations, the Act requires transportation planners in 
nonattainment and maintenance areas to consider the 
air quality impacts of their proposed plans, programs, 
and projects.  These activities, if subject to federal 
involvement, must be shown to conform based on the 
requirements for each pollutant. 


 
Tioga County is an 8-hour ozone maintenance 


area and Wyoming County is included in the 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre 8-hour ozone maintenance 
area.  Both counties must make a conformity 
determination for ozone precursors.  For Wyoming 
County, the conformity determination must include 
the results from all counties in the Scranton-Wilkes-
Barre maintenance area, which thereby allows the 
TIP/LRTPs in each region to be approved by U.S. 
DOT.   
 
 In an attempt to reduce harmful emissions 
nationwide, the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) 
of 1990 classified certain metropolitan areas as 
nonattainment if they did not comply with federal air 
quality standards under the 1-hour ozone standard.  
Wyoming county was originally designated as part of 
a marginal nonattainment area under the 1-hour 
ozone NAAQS; however, Tioga County was in 
attainment of the 1-hour NAAQS.   
 
 Effective June 15, 2004, the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) 
finalized ground-level ozone designations under the 
8-hour ozone NAAQS.  The standard replaced the 
pre-existing 1-hour ozone NAAQS that was 
withdrawn on June 15, 2005.  Both the Tioga County 
and Scranton-Wilkes-Barre areas were originally 
designated as Basic ozone nonattainment areas under 
the 8-hour standard.   
 


 On July 6, 2007, EPA approved a State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision requesting that 
the Tioga County ozone nonattainment area be 
redesignated as attainment for the 8-hour ozone 
standard.  In conjunction with its redesignation 
request, the Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) submitted a SIP 
revision consisting of a maintenance plan for the 
region that provides for continued attainment of the 
8-hour ozone NAAQS for at least 10 years after the 
redesignation.  EPA approved the adequacy 
determination for motor vehicle emission budgets 
(MVEBs) that are identified in the maintenance plan 
for purposes of transportation conformity.  Emission 
budgets are provided for Tioga County for the 2009 
and 2018 analysis years.  Based on the approved 
maintenance plan MVEBs, transportation conformity 
for the 8-hour ozone standard must demonstrate that 
future year emissions are no greater than the 
established 2009 and 2018 emission budgets.   
 
 On November 19, 2007, EPA approved a State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision requesting that 
the Scranton-Wilkes-Barre ozone nonattainment area 
be redesignated as attainment for the 8-hour ozone 
standard.  EPA approved the adequacy determination 
for motor vehicle emission budgets (MVEBs) that are 
identified in the maintenance plan for purposes of 
transportation conformity.  Separate emission budgets 
have not yet been provided for the Scranton-Wilkes-
Barre MPO, NEPA RPO and the Northern Tier RPO. 
Instead one emission budget is provided for the total 
4-county region for the 2009 and 2018 analysis years. 
Based on the approved maintenance plan MVEBs, 
transportation conformity for the 8-hour ozone 
standard must demonstrate that future year emissions 
(of all four counties combined) are no greater than the 
established 2009 and 2018 emission budgets.    
 
 Pollutants subject to conformity determination in 
ozone nonattainment and maintenance areas include 
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) and Nitrogen 
Oxides (NOx).   
 


1.1 Purpose 


The CAAA directs the EPA to implement 
regulations providing for reductions in pollutant 
emissions.  This conformity demonstration is based 
on the current final conformity guidance, 40 CFR 
Parts 51 and 93 as revised, and adheres to all 
requirements in the 8-hour ozone NAAQS.  
Pollutants addressed include volatile organic 
compounds (VOC) and nitrogen oxides (NOx). 
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Transportation conformity for ozone includes a 
demonstration that emission forecasts do not exceed 
the emission budgets established in the maintenance 
plan.  Ozone analyses are for emissions during a 
summer day  


 
This report evaluates the Highway and Transit 


Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the 
Long Range Regional Transportation Plan (LRTP) 
for Tioga and Wyoming Counties.  It presents the 
most recent estimates of highway mobile source 
emissions for the region, including consideration of 
significant projects on the TIP and LRTP.  It provides 
the basis for determining if the conformity criteria 
have been satisfied for both ozone and fine 
particulates.   
 


1.2 Coverage 


This report considers the impact of emissions 
within the Tioga County ozone maintenance area and 
the Wyoming County portion of the Scranton-Wilkes-
Barre ozone maintenance area.   These counties are 
included in the Northern Tier RPO. 


 
Ozone is a secondary pollutant; it is not directly 


discharged into the atmosphere.  Instead, it is 
produced by the reaction of several precursor 
chemical compounds in the presence of sunlight.  
Volatile organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen 
oxides (NOx) are primary reactants.  VOCs are 
alternately classified as non-methane hydrocarbons 
(NMHC), since methane is less reactive and therefore 
not considered.  Under the EPA conformity 
regulations, both VOC and NOx must be analyzed for 
regional transportation conformity.   
 


1.3 Analysis Overview 


Emissions from highway vehicles within the 
area have been analyzed using EPA’s MOBILE6.2, 
the agency’s currently approved computer model.  
The modeling procedures are described in more detail 
later in this report.   


 
 Certain projects were excluded if it was 
determined that they would not impact regional 
emissions (e.g., reconstructing bridges, resurfacing 
projects, etc.) in accordance with 40 CFR Parts 51 
and 93.  These projects are noted as “Exempt” (X) in 
Volume II, Appendices A and B.  Other projects are 
noted as “Not Significant” (NS), and include those 
projects which are not exempt by definition, but 
whose air quality impacts are too small to quantify 
through current modeling practice.  All decisions on 


project significance were made using the guidelines 
in the report, “PENNDOT Project Review & 
Classification Guidelines for Regional Air Quality 
Conformity”, dated March of 2008. 
 


This conformity test was conducted under the 
requirements of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93.  For ozone, 
forecast emissions are demonstrated to be no greater 
than the 2009 and 2018 emission budgets in the 
applicable maintenance plan.  For the Scranton-
Wilkes-Barre maintenance area, the Wyoming 
County emission results have been combined with the 
emission estimates for Lackawanna, Luzerne and 
Monroe counties as needed to perform the emission 
budget test.  Ozone emissions are analyzed are for a 
summer weekday.   


 
Analysis years are for 2009, 2018, 2025, and 


2030. The 2009 and 2018 years are emission budget 
years established in the ozone maintenance plan.  The 
2030 year is the last year of the LRTP, and 2025 is an 
interim year to ensure there is not more than 10 years 
between any two analysis years. 


  
1.4 Analysis Limitations 


The Final Conformity Rule asserts that the 
conformity process must include an evaluation of 
proposed capital facility investments.  This is 
required to assure that such expenditures, which are 
typically irreversible, are not made without 
consideration of air quality consequences and that 
CAAA requirements are being implemented. 
 


In order to proceed with its planned projects, each 
MPO must adopt a conformity resolution.  This study 
has proceeded with reasonable assumptions and the 
best available data to provide a valid comparison 
within these limitations, applying the same 
assumptions to each of the milestone scenarios within 
any given year. A reasonable effort has been 
extended to provide an evaluation of future year 
emissions.   
 


The planning assumptions used for this 
conformity submission have been updated as 
compared to past submissions.  Many of the traffic 
related assumptions are updated on a “triennial” basis 
to satisfy EPA’s latest planning assumption 
requirements.  The last update was based on 2005 
data and future efforts will be required in the 
preparation of 2008 related data.  Examples of key 
tools and input data are presented below: 
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 MOBILE6.2 is used to determine emission factors 
for the region.   


 Roadway Traffic Data – Uses PENNDOT’s 2005 
Roadway Management System (RMS) data.  


 VMT growth rates based on PENNDOT’s VMT 
forecasting system.  Growth rates based on historic 
HPMS VMT through 2005 and socioeconomic 
forecasts by county. 


 HPMS Adjustments – Missing local roadway 
VMT is reconciled to the 2005 HPMS to ensure 
consistency.  These adjustments are carried 
forward to future years.   


 Vehicle Mix Patterns – Vehicle mix patterns have 
been developed for the county based on 2005 
PENNDOT RMS truck percentages. 


 Vehicle Fleet Ages – Updated 2005 vehicle fleet age 
data was prepared from the state motor vehicle 
registration database.  


 
1.5 Document Contents 


The conformity analysis for the Northern Tier 
RPO is divided into two volumes.  Volume I is the 
executive summary of the analysis.  It consists of six 
sub-sections: 
 


Section one provides introductory material and 
defines the purpose of the report.  Further, it 
describes the scope of the study:  its geographical 
coverage, the time frame considered, and the 
pollutant emissions analyzed.  The limitations of the 
study, primarily related to constraints affecting the 
analysis, are also presented here. 
 


Section two provides a summary of the analysis.  
This information is also presented in graphic form in 
Tables 1 through 6 at the end of this report. 
 


A more detailed discussion of the analysis is 
presented in section three.  It provides an overview of 
the study process and background information on the 
relation between vehicular emissions and ozone.  The 
Long Range Plan and Transportation Improvement 
Programs are discussed, with a focus on projects that 
might significantly affect emissions.  Traffic and 
other parameters used in the modeling process are 
presented and discussed.  This section also includes a 
discussion of the emission tables (Tables 2, 3, 5, 6) 
developed during the analysis, and presenting the 
implications of these results. 
 


The fourth section of this report discusses the 
"financial constraints" of the Long Range Plan and 
Transportation Improvement Programs. 


 


Section five discusses the public participation 
process of the conformity analysis.  This process 
includes the advertisements of availability of the 
LRTP/TIP and accompanying conformity documents, 
as well as any comments received and associated 
responses. 


 
The sixth section concludes this report by 


summarizing the results of the analysis and stating a 
conclusion regarding the conformity of the Long 
Range Plan and Transportation Improvement 
Programs to the applicable State Implementation 
Plan, and the Clean Air Act, as amended. 
 


Volume II of this report contains the technical 
data used to conduct the conformity determination.  
Key variables, such as vehicle miles traveled (VMT), 
vehicle hours traveled (VHT), average speed, and 
daily VOC and NOX emissions (ozone) are shown.  In 
addition, the LRTP/TIP for the region, MOBILE6.2 
set-up files, and other variables are shown.  Copies of 
Volume II are available from PENNDOT's Air 
Quality Section upon request. 
 
2 . SUMMARY 


As required by the Clean Air Act Amendments 
of 1990 (CAAA), a study of vehicle emissions was 
performed for the Tioga County ozone maintenance 
area and the Wyoming County portion of the 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre ozone maintenance area.  
State and federal emissions control measures are 
included in the analyses for the relevant analysis year. 
  


The study compared the ozone emission forecasts 
for VOC and NOx to the 2009 and 2018 mobile 
emission budgets established in the maintenance 
plans.  The future emission projections include the 
implementation of the TIP and LRTP. These projects 
are listed in section 3.3.  The regional evaluation of 
the projects indicates an overall increase in mobility 
and a decrease in VOC and NOX emissions.  
 


For the ozone analysis year of 2009, the VOC and 
NOx emissions are less than the 2009 budget (for 
each respective pollutant).  For the 2018, 2025, and 
2030 analysis years, the VOC and NOx emissions are 
less than the 2018 budgets.   
 


To further address VOC and NOx reductions in 
the later years after the TIP (LRTP years), strategies 
such as reduction in VMT, speed changes, 
smoothness of traffic flows, use of alternative fuels, 
and other factors will be key to further reducing air 
pollution levels.  Some of these have been mandated 







 


  
 FFY 2009 Conformity Analysis  4 


by the CAAA, and the state has committed to 
executing others. 


 
3 . ANALYSIS 


This section of the report presents the premises 
for the analysis, background information supporting 
the modeling, and the results of the analyses.   


 
3.1 Overview 


This study used a set of computer programs and 
databases to estimate vehicle miles of travel and 
operating speeds, and to subsequently calculate 
emission factors and total emissions.  The programs 
rely on a variety of input factors, which are discussed 
in more detail below.  A travel demand model does 
not exist in this region.   
 


Key traffic parameters include daily vehicle miles 
of travel (DVMT), average speeds, and vehicle type 
mix.  These input factors are calculated by the 
PPSUITE Post Processor for Air Quality computer 
program from highway databases containing traffic 
volumes and descriptions of physical characteristics.  
In addition, roads are categorized into six functional 
classifications (Interstate, Other Principal Arterials, 
Minor Arterials, Major Collectors, Minor Collectors 
and Local Roads) in three settings:  urbanized area, 
small urban area, and rural area.   
 


The existing DVMT was determined for each 
roadway class/setting by multiplying the length of 
road by the number of vehicles using the road per 
day.   Additional adjustments to VMT included:   


 
• Seasonal adjustments to reflect summer 


weekday conditions. 
• Adjustments of daily VMT to align with 


2005 HPMS. 
 
The 2005 VMT was then projected to the future 


years by applying local growth factors derived from 
both historic traffic volume growth trends and 
trip-end growth, as related to past and future 
projected population and employment growth.  Using 
the latest planning assumptions, population growth, 
employment growth, and land use trends have been 
considered in the analyses to as great an extent 
possible.   


 
Speed data was calculated, using the post 


processing software, for each highway segment and 
hour of the day, based on the roadway’s capacity and 
traffic volume.  Thus, average speeds reflect physical 


highway conditions, the effects of traffic signals, and 
congestion caused by traffic volume.  For future 
conditions, congestion (and thereby speed) is affected 
by traffic growth and other changes in physical 
conditions due to LRTP and/or TIP improvement 
projects. 
 


Other input parameters include information 
regarding vehicle types using the roads and 
environmental factors.  Since local data provides a 
useful distinction for this comparative analysis, 
county-specific data was used to describe the vehicle 
fleet on the highway.  The environmental factors used 
in this analysis (e.g., ambient temperatures) were 
established based on historic records for peak ozone 
events within the county (ozone). 


 
This conformity analysis, performed according to 


the Final Conformity Rules for ozone, indicates that 
future year emission estimates, including the impacts 
of planned TIP and LRTP projects, are less than 
emissions provided in the maintenance plan  


 
3.2 Background 


National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) have been established by EPA for a 
number of pollutants considered harmful to public 
health and the environment.  Tioga and Wyoming 
counties are in maintenance for ozone.  


 
Ozone is a strong irritant to the eyes and upper 


respiratory system.  It hampers breathing and 
damages crops and rubberized materials.  It is the 
main component of smog.  A region is in 
nonattainment of the 8 hour ozone standard 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  0.08 
parts per million (ppm).  


 
Ozone is formed by chemical reactions occurring 


under specific atmospheric conditions.  Two of the 
important classes of compounds in these reactions are 
hydrocarbons (including VOC) and oxides of 
nitrogen.  Both of these are components of vehicular 
exhaust.  Additionally, the hydrocarbons may be 
produced by evaporation from vehicle fuel system 
components, and by displacement of vapors in the gas 
tank during refueling.  By controlling these 
emissions, ozone formation can be controlled. 
 
 The actual reactions occurring in the atmosphere 
are complex and the subject of ongoing research.  
However, it is known that the formation of ground 







 


  
 FFY 2009 Conformity Analysis  5 


level ozone is a photochemical oxidation process 
activated by sunlight.  Higher ozone concentrations 
are associated with warm temperatures, and high 
pressure systems involving temperature inversions 
and low wind speeds.  Under these stagnant 
conditions, emissions and ozone tend to accumulate 
rather than disperse.  
 
 The role that each component plays in formation 
of ozone is also complex.  Increases in NOx could 
lead to an increase in ozone, depending on the time of 
suspension in the atmosphere and its transport to 
other polluted areas.  Reductions in NOx emissions 
may achieve regional ozone reductions.  On the other 
hand, reductions in VOC are often most important for 
local ozone reduction.       
 
 Transportation accounts for significant portions of 
man-made emissions.  On average, mobile sources 
contribute approximately 36% of the hydrocarbons, 
45% of the oxides of nitrogen, and 78% of the carbon 
monoxide emissions from man-made sources.  For 
VOCs, the rate of emissions (expressed in grams per 
mile for motor vehicles) generally decreases with an 
increase of vehicle speed.  This trend is most 
dramatic for VOC and CO at low speeds.  However, 
both VOC and CO exhibit a slight increase in 
emission rates as vehicles travel above 40 miles per 
hour.   
 
      For NOx, however, the emissions rate is a more 
gradual decline with increasing speed up to 
approximately 25 miles per hour.  Above that speed, 
vehicle NOx emissions increase gradually.   At 40 
mph, the NOx emissions begin to increase rapidly, 
due, in part, to the higher engine temperatures 
associated with higher speeds.  Thus, while 
increasing speeds generally reduces VOC emissions, 
increasing speeds may cause NOx emissions increases 
(see Chart 1).  There is no simple way to solve both 
issues without producing an overall LRTP and TIP 
with a mix of strategies that reduce the NOx 
increases.  
   
 Emission Control Strategies: 
 
   Recognizing the contribution of transportation 
sources to air pollution, the federal government 
initiated an emission control program in 1968.  These 
requirements are periodically revised, based on the 
effectiveness of existing controls in meeting 
pollutions challenges.  In addition, cleaner burning 
fuels have decreased emissions rates of gasoline 
powered cars, and to some extent, diesel vehicles.  
Additional new federal vehicle and fuel control 


programs are planned for the period 2004-2010.  
Increasing VMT, however, tends to counteract a 
portion of reductions from cleaner vehicles and fuels.  


In order to assure that emission controls are 
working properly, vehicle inspection and 
maintenance (I/M) programs have been adopted in 
some nonattainment areas.  These programs have the 
added benefit of improving the fuel efficiency of 
vehicles on the road.  The Pennsylvania inspection 
and maintenance (I/M) program was upgraded and 
expanded throughout the state with a phase-in period 
starting in September 2003 and fully implemented by 
June 2004.   


 
The program requirements vary by region and 


include on-board diagnostics (OBD) technology that 
uses the vehicle’s computer for model years 1996 and 
newer to identify potential engine and exhaust system 
problems that could effect emissions.  The program, 
named PAOBDII, is implemented by Region, as 
follows:  
 
 Philadelphia Region - Bucks, Chester, Delaware, 


Montgomery and Philadelphia Counties,  
 Pittsburgh Region - Allegheny, Beaver, 


Washington and Westmoreland Counties,  
 South Central and Lehigh Valley Region - Berks, 


Cumberland, Dauphin, Lancaster, Lebanon, 
Lehigh, Northampton and York Counties.  


 
 Other elements of the Pennsylvania I/M program 
include a gas cap test and visual inspections of 
subject vehicles in the North Region (Blair, Cambria, 
Centre, Erie, Lackawanna, Luzerne, Lycoming, and 
Mercer Counties), and a visual inspection as part of 
the annual safety inspection in the other 42 counties 
(includes Tioga and Wyoming counties) 
 
 The Pennsylvania Clean Vehicles Program 
adopted in 1998 incorporated the California Low 
Emission Vehicle Program (CA LEV II) by reference 
although it allowed automakers to comply with the 
NLEV program as an alternative to this Pennsylvania 
program until MY 2006.  A rulemaking was approved 
in December 2006 postponing compliance with the 
Pennsylvania Clean Vehicles program until model 
year 2008.  The impacts of this program are modeled 
for all analysis years beyond 2008. 
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3.3 Long Range Plan/Transportation 
Improvement Program 


The complete Transportation Improvement 
Program and Long Range Plan for the Northern Tier 
RPO are included in Volume II, Appendix A, for 
highways and transit service projects. 
 


Detailed assessments were only performed for 
those projects on the LRTP and TIP which may have 
a significant effect on emissions in accordance with 
40 CFR Parts 51 and 93.  Essentially, only those 
projects which would increase capacity or 
significantly impact vehicular speeds were 
considered.  Projects such as bridge replacements and 
roadway restoration projects, which constitute the 
majority of the LRTP/TIP list, have been excluded 
from consideration since they are not expected to 
significantly alter the volume or speed of traffic. 
 


The following LRTP/TIP AQ significant highway 
projects are included in this analysis.   
 
 Tioga: 
 


There are no AQ significant projects in Tioga 
County. 


 
Wyoming County: 
 
1. Tunkhannock Park-and-Ride – Construct a 


park-and-ride lot at the intersection of SR 6 
and SR 29 in Tunkhannock Borough. 


 
 There are no AQ significant transit projects in 
Tioga County or Wyoming County. 
 


3.4 Traffic Parameters 


Traffic parameters within the emissions 
modeling provide the basis for the conformity 
emission test comparisons.   For ozone, data is 
compiled for an average summer day.  The following 
summarizes the data sources, compilation and 
processing to produce VMT, speeds and emissions by 
pollutant / precursor.   There is no travel demand 
model for this area; instead, state traffic databases are 
used to calculate regional VMT and speeds.  


 
 Emission factors vary with average speed and 


vehicle type mix.  Daily emissions are calculated by 
multiplying the emission factor (expressed in grams 
per vehicle mile) and traffic volumes (expressed in 
daily vehicle miles of travel for ozone). 
 


Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) volumes 
on individual roadway segments were generated from 
2005 PENNDOT HPMS and Roadway Management 
System (RMS) databases.  Actual traffic counts are 
completed at thousands of sites around the state at 
least once every three years.  Separate from the 
HPMS, there are 60 permanent counting stations, 
which provide data on growth trends and periodic 
fluctuations in traffic volumes (e.g., seasonal 
variations).  Adjustment factors developed from these 
permanent station records are applied to the HPMS 
data.   
 


Individual roadway segments are designated 
within RMS to one of the six (6) functional 
classifications and to one of the three settings.  RMS 
also records the length of roadway for each segment, 
the number of lanes, and the traffic volume.  A 
computerized tabulation of daily vehicle miles of 
travel (DVMT) for each roadway class and setting is 
generated by multiplying the ADT and the length for 
each segment, and summing the products.  In 
addition, PENNDOT has developed temporal 
variation data, which describe both the hourly 
variation of traffic volumes within a day, the daily 
variation within a week, and the monthly variation 
over the year.  The AADT volumes were adjusted to 
reflect average summer weekday conditions in the 
peak ozone season, and were also disaggregated to 
hourly volumes within the day to support detailed 
speed estimation.   


 
VMT forecast growth rates are based on 


PENNDOT’s VMT forecasting system as 
documented in the report “Statistical Evaluation of 
Projected Traffic Growth, Traffic Growth Forecasting 
System: Final Report, March 14, 2005”.  The 
resulting forecasting system includes the 
development of VMT forecasts and growth rates for 
four functional classifications in each Pennsylvania 
county: urban interstate, urban non-interstate, rural 
interstate, and rural non-interstate.  The forecasts use 
statistical relationships based on historic HPMS VMT 
trends and future county socioeconomic projections 
from Woods and Poole Economics, Inc.   The 
statistical models incorporate historical VMT trends, 
socio and economic data (households, mean 
household income), and a relative measure of 
transportation capacity (lane miles per capita).  The 
results of the study have been shared between 
PENNDOT, DEP, and other Interagency Consultation 
Group members, including the PA Conformity Work 
Group (which includes EPA, FHWA, FTA and 
representatives from larger MPOs within the state).    
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Speeds were calculated for 2005 and future years 
by the PPSUITE post processor computer system, and 
were validated against data from PENNDOT's 
ongoing speed monitoring program.  The PPSUITE 
software contains procedures to calculate the capacity 
of each highway segment, giving consideration to the 
physical attributes of the highway (functional class, 
number of lanes, geographic setting), the effects of 
traffic congestion are then accounted for by 
comparing traffic volumes to this capacity for each 
hour of the day, and calculating the speeds which will 
result. 
 


Speeds are forecast by adjusting the link attributes 
to reflect future physical improvements, changing the 
traffic volumes to reflect growth or other actions, and 
recalculating capacities and speeds.  This approach 
has proven to be appropriately sensitive to the variety 
of factors, which affect congestion and speed. 
 


The traffic data was developed using the 
projection process described above.  Conditions were 
evaluated for the years 2002, 2009, 2018, 2025 and 
2030 for ozone precursors.  The roadways affected by 
the LRTP/TIP projects listed were further analyzed to 
determine operational changes, which may result 
from implementation of the LRTP/TIPs.  In this way, 
emission characteristics were developed for the 
region. 
 


The traffic data serves as the regional population, 
employment, travel, and congestion estimates 
required by the CAAA, and uses the area's latest 
planning assumptions.  Travel, represented by 
DVMT, reflects population and employment trends.  
The speed estimation procedure serves as a measure 
of congestion, and is consistent with on-going, 
established monitoring programs.  The estimates were 
coordinated with other data resources, such as the 
local planning departments.  The RMS and HPMS 
data are available in published formats.   


 
With supplemental analysis performed by 


PPSUITE, both speed and vehicle type mix data were 
used in application of the MOBILE6.2 computer 
model.  The emission factors (expressed in grams per 
vehicle mile) derived by the model were then 
multiplied by the appropriate VMT for each 
functional class / setting / time period to calculate the 
total emissions (in kilograms per day).  Off-system 
adjustments were made using the Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) methodologies 
and the PAQONE emissions model developed by the 
consulting firm of Michael Baker Jr., Inc. for 
PENNDOT. 


  
3.5 Other Parameters 


MOBILE6.2 includes a variety of input 
parameters which characterize the environmental 
setting, the vehicle fleet, the condition of emission 
controls, and the volatility of gasoline.  A set of 
sample input files has been provided in Volume II, 
Appendix C, of this document.  Separate runs of the 
program were performed for each year and 
improvement scenario, as described in Section 3.7, to 
produce summer weekday VOC and NOx.  


  
The sample input file shows a number of the 


parameters indicate use of MOBILE6.2 default or 
uncorrected values.  A combination of default 
assumptions and site-specific data were determined 
through the interagency consultation process.  For all 
data, assumptions were applied uniformly to the 
baseline, TIP and LRTP cases, providing an unbiased 
comparison. 


 
MOBILE6.2 allows a calculation for refueling 


losses.  This analysis is used for estimating the 
effectiveness of vapor recovery systems at fueling 
stations, where such equipment exists.  The PA 
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) 
includes these sources as area sources, not as part of 
the mobile source category.  Therefore the emissions 
from refueling have not been calculated for this 
conformity analysis.  


 
 Emissions from fuel evaporation from vehicles 
depend on the age of the vehicle, fuel used, length of 
time the vehicle was operating, and whether the 
engine was cold or hot when it was started.  The 
effect of the start condition also varies with the 
emissions control system on the particular vehicle.  
This study used national average percentages for fuel 
evaporation from highway motor vehicles.   
 


Minimum and maximum temperature and 
humidity data in the local area parameter and scenario 
records have been developed from historic 
temperature records in 14 regions across the state (see 
Volume II, Appendix C3).  These temperatures 
represent conditions consistent with the development 
of the region’s maintenance plan. 
 


An in-use Reid vapor pressure (RVP) of 8.7 
pounds per square inch (see Volume II, Appendix 
C4) has been used for all analysis summer weekday 
analysis scenarios. 
 


3.6 Transportation Control Measures 
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No Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) 
have been adopted for the Northern Tier RPO area 
because existing and planned emissions controls are 
sufficient for attainment and maintenance purposes.  
 


3.7 Emissions 


The results of the computer modeling are used to 
demonstrate conformity for ozone.  For ozone, 
emission forecasts are compared against 2009 and 
2018 emission budgets established in the Tioga 
County maintenance plan and the Scranton-Wilkes-
Barre maintenance plan (for Wyoming County).  
Emissions are produced for the following analysis 
scenarios: 
 
1- Budget Year 1 - 2009 summer traffic volumes and 


the base highway network, plus those AQ 
significant projects that are scheduled for 
completion by 2009.  This year is an emission 
budget year established in the maintenance plan 
and satisfies the requirements for the inclusion of a 
year within the TIP timeframe. 


 
2- Budget Year 2 - 2018 summer traffic volumes and 


the base highway network, plus those AQ 
significant projects that are scheduled for 
completion by 2018.  This year is an emission 
budget year established in the maintenance plan. 


 
3- Interim Year - 2025 summer traffic volumes and the 


base highway network, plus those AQ significant 
projects that are scheduled for completion by 2025. 
This year is included to ensure that no analysis 
year is more than 10 years apart. 


 
4- Long-Range Plan End Years –2030 summer traffic 


volumes and the base highway network, plus those 
AQ significant projects that are scheduled for 
completion by end of Plan.  The end of the LRTP 
is a required ozone analysis year.  
 


Based on this analysis and the summary emission 
tables provided at the end of this report, the 
conformity results for the 8-hour ozone standard are 
described below.   


 
 Ozone Conformity Test Results: 


 
Results for the Scranton-Wilkes-Barre 


nonattainment area (includes Wyoming County) 
indicate that forecasted 2009 VOC and NOx emission 
estimates (including TIP & LRTP) are lower than the 
regional 2009 emission budgets established in the area 


maintenance plan.  Forecasted 2018, 2025, and 2030 
emissions are lower than the 2018 VOC and NOx 
emission budgets.  


 
Results for the Tioga County nonattainment area 


indicate that forecasted 2009 VOC and NOx emission 
estimates are lower than the Tioga County budgets 
provided in the area maintenance plan.  Forecasted 
2018, 2025, and 2030 emissions are lower than the 
Tioga County 2018 VOC and NOx emission budgets. 


 
The decreases reflected in the historic trend may 


change in future years beyond the study horizon.  These 
issues must be addressed in the state's air quality 
implementation planning, considering all sources, 
stationary and mobile.  The TIP and LRTP are expected 
to provide a favorable increase in travel speeds, which 
reduces the VOC emission rates.  The favorable mix of 
projects contributes to a reduction in NOX emissions. 


 
3.8 Discussion 


This analysis demonstrates that the forecast 
summer day VOC and NOX satisfy the applicable 
conformity tests for the ozone standards.  Therefore, 
implementation of the TIP and LRTP as defined in 
the study will not adversely affect air quality goals. 


 
Further measures directed at reducing vehicle 


trips may become increasingly important in future 
transportation plans and programs.  Transit and 
intermodal alternatives may serve as a means for 
achieving these reductions.  The current plan and 
program present several appropriate means of 
achieving this.  Additionally, transit and intermodal 
alternatives can be incorporated into preliminary 
engineering for highway projects.   


   
4. FINANCIAL CONSTRAINT 
 


The Planning Regulations, Sections 450.322 
(b) (11) and 450.324 (e) require the LRTP and the 
TIP to be financially constrained while the existing 
transportation system is being adequately operated 
and maintained.  Only projects for which construction 
and operating funds are reasonably expected to be 
available are included.  The Northern Tier RPO, in 
conjunction with PENNDOT, has developed an 
estimate of the cost to maintain and operate the 
existing roads and bridges in Tioga and Wyoming 
counties and have compared that with the estimated 
revenues and maintenance needs of the new roads. 
 
5. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
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This LRTP and TIP have undergone the public 
participation requirements and the comment and 
response requirements set forth in the Final 
Conformity Rule, the Final Statewide/Metropolitan 
Planning Rule, and Pennsylvania's Conformity SIP.  
A public meeting was held, pursuant to public notice, 
on ___(date)_____.  The documentation of the public 
notice for the hearings, comments, and the responses 
to comments can be found in Volume II, Appendix C. 
 
6. CONFORMITY STATEMENT 
 


The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 
(CAAA) require that a Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) determine that a Long Range 
Plan (LRTP) and Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) conform with the applicable State 
Implementation Plan (SIP), or other tests as defined 
in the EPA’s Conformity Rule, before the LRTP and 
TIP are adopted.  No Federal agency may approve, 
accept, or fund a LRTP/TIP or its component projects 
unless the LRTP/TIP have been found to conform to 
the SIP.  Under the Act, conformity is determined by 
applying three criteria; that "the transportation plans 
and programs-- 
 


(i) Are consistent with the most recent estimates 
of mobile source emissions; 


 
(ii) Provide for the expeditious implementation of 
transportation control measures in the applicable 
implementation plan; and 


 
(iii) With respect to ozone and carbon monoxide 
non-attainment areas, contribute to annual 
emissions reductions consistent with sections 
182(b)(1) and 187(a)(7)"  


 
Each new transportation plan and TIP must be 


found to conform before the transportation plan/TIP 
are approved by the MPO/ RPO or accepted by DOT. 


 
As specified under the first item, the most recent 


estimates of highway emissions for Tioga and 
Wyoming counties have been developed as a part of 
this study.  The Wyoming County analysis results, 
when combined with the other counties in the 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre nonattainment area (under a 
separate report), indicate that the forecast ozone 
precursors, VOC and NOX, are lower than the 2009 
and 2018 regional emission budgets established in the 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre area maintenance plan for the 
8-hour ozone standard.  In addition, the Tioga County 
VOC and NOX, are lower than the 2009 and 2018 


budgets provided in the Tioga County maintenance 
plan.   
 


Tioga and Wyoming counties were not considered 
to be nonattainment for ozone (prior to the CAAA of 
1990) and have not submitted a SIP including TCMs 
under the 1990 CAA Amendments.  No 
transportation control measures for this area exist in a 
state implementation plan.  Consequently, the second 
criterion (above) is not applicable.  
 


Therefore, the Long Range Plan and 
Transportation Improvement Programs for the 
Northern Tier RPO area are found to satisfy the 
regional transportation conformity requirements for 
the 8 hour ozone standard for the Tioga County 8-
hour ozone maintenance area and the Wyoming 
County portion of the Scranton-Wilkes-Barre 8-hour 
ozone maintenance area under the U.S. Clean Air 
Act.  
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TABLE 1 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
Average Summer Weekday 


Tioga County Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 
Tioga  1,777,253 1,736,788 1,700,974 1,674,813 


 
 
 


 TABLE 2 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway VOC Emissions 
Average Summer Weekday 


Tioga County Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 


Tioga  1,740 kg/day 
(1.9 tons/day) 


910 kg/day 
(1.0 tons/day) 


721 kg/day 
(0.8 tons/day) 


698 kg/day 
(0.8 tons/day) 


Emission 
Budget* 2.2 tons/day 1.3 tons/day Same as 2018 Same as 2018 


 
 
 


TABLE 3 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway NOX Emissions 
Average Summer Weekday 


Tioga County Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 


Tioga  2,927 kg/day 
(3.2 tons/day) 


1,147 kg/day 
(1.3 tons/day) 


753 kg/day 
(0.8 tons/day) 


658 kg/day 
(0.7 tons/day) 


Emission 
Budget* 3.4 tons/day 1.6 tons/day Same as 2018 Same as 2018 


 
 
* Emission budgets based on Tioga County budgets provided in the Tioga (7/06/07) maintenance 
plan. 
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TABLE 4 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
Average Summer Weekday 


Scranton-Wilkes-Barre Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 
Wyoming  881,514 856,405 837,844 825,079 


 
 


 TABLE 5 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway VOC Emissions 
Average Summer Weekday (kg/day) 


Scranton-Wilkes-Barre Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 
Wyoming  785 404 321 311 


Lackawanna* 4,905  2,895 2,538 2,620 
Luzerne* 7,558  3,947 3,285 3,360 
Monroe** 4,516 3,125 3,304 3,938 


Area Total 17,764 kg/day 
(19.6 tons/day) 


10,371 kg/day 
(11.4 tons/day) 


9,448 kg/day 
(10.4 tons/day) 


10,229 kg/day 
(11.3 tons/day) 


Emission 
Budget*** 25.2 tons/day 16.9 tons/day Same as 2018 Same as 2018 


 
 


TABLE 6 
OZONE Conformity 


Summary of Total Highway NOX Emissions 
Average Summer Weekday (kg/day) 


Scranton-Wilkes-Barre Ozone Maintenance Area 
 


County 2009 2018 2025 2030 
Wyoming  1,272 506 337 297 


Lackawanna* 10,543 4,506 3,130 2,856 
Luzerne* 16,391 6,504 4,315 3,846 
Monroe** 9,931 4,680 3,540 3,454 


Area Total 38,137 kg/day 
(42.0 tons/day) 


16,196 kg/day 
(17.9 tons/day) 


11,322 kg/day 
(12.5 tons/day) 


10,452 kg/day 
(11.5 tons/day) 


Emission 
Budget*** 48.3 tons/day 23.7 tons/day Same as 2018 Same as 2018 


 
* Lackawanna and Luzerne County emission numbers based on analyses contained in separate conformity report for 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre MPO. 
** Monroe County emission numbers based on analyses contained in separate conformity report for the NEPA RPO 
*** Emission budgets based on total nonattainment area budgets provided in the Scranton-Wilkes-Barre (11/19/07) 
maintenance plan.  Sub-County/MPO/RPO budgets are not provided in the maintenance plan. 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission  


Rural Planning Organization 
Procedures for 2009-2012 and TIP Modifications 


 
Purpose 


 
This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) establishes a set of procedures to be used in the 


Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for processing modifications to the 2009-2012 Northern Tier Regional 
Planning and Development Commission Rural Planning Organization (RPO).   


 
Definitions 
 


• A Betterment consists of surface treatments/corrections to existing roadway [preferably within the 
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation’s (PennDOT’s)s right-of -way] to maintain and bring the 
infrastructure to current design standards for that classification of highway.   This may involve full depth 
base repair, shoulder widening, increased lane widths, correction of super-elevation, as well as, drainage 
improvements and guide rail updates. 


• A Change in Scope is a substantial alteration to the original intent or function of a programmed project.  
• Cooperating Parties are PennDOT, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and Rural Planning 


Organizations (RPOs), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA), and transit agencies. 


• The Interstate Management (IM) Program is PennDOT’s four-year listing of statewide interstate 
maintenance (non-capacity adding) projects. 


• A modification is either an amendment, or an administrative action, to the STIP/TIP. 
• A new project is a project that is not programmed in the current STIP/TIP, and does not have previous 


obligations from a prior STIP/TIP. 
• Planning Partners are MPOs and RPOs. 
• A Public Participation Plan (PPP) is a documented broad-based public involvement process to ensure 


that the concerns of stakeholders are identified and addressed in the development of transportation plans 
and programs. 


• A reserve line item holds funds that are not dedicated to a specific project(s) and may be used to cover 
cost increases or add a new project or project phase(s). 


 
What is the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and Transportation Improvement 
Programs (TIPs)? 
 


The STIP constitutes a list of projects to be implemented over a four-year period.  It is comprised of 
regional TIPs developed by the 23 MPOs and RPOs, one independent county, and the statewide IM Program 
developed by PennDOT.  The STIP is the official transportation improvement program document mandated by 
Federal statute and recognized by FHWA and FTA. The Commonwealth’s Twelve Year Program which 
incorporates the TIPs and STIP, is updated every two years as required by state law. 
 


23 USC 134(a) (Metropolitan Planning) states:  “It is in the national interest to encourage and promote 
the safe and efficient management, operation, and development of surface transportation systems that will serve 
the mobility needs of people and freight and foster economic growth and development within and between 
states and urbanized areas, while minimizing transportation-related fuel consumption and air pollution through 
metropolitan and statewide planning processes.  To accomplish the objectives stated above, metropolitan 
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planning organizations, in cooperation with the State and public transit operators, shall develop long range 
transportation plans and transportation improvement programs for metropolitan areas of the State."  In addition, 
23 USC 135 (Statewide Transportation Planning) under “Development of Plans and Programs,” states:  “To 
accomplish the objectives stated in section 134(a), each State shall develop a statewide transportation plan and a 
statewide transportation program for all areas of the State subject to section 134(a).”  


 
Note that RPOs under contract to PennDOT are not recognized through Federal laws or Regulations 


relating to transportation planning.  However, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, through PennDOT, 
coordinates and participates with RPOs in transportation planning by using the same principles and practices as 
are required for MPOs. 
 
How and When is the STIP/TIP Developed? 
 


Attachment A provides general and procedural guidance for STIP/TIP development.    
 


STIP/TIP Administration 
 
FHWA and FTA will only authorize projects and approve grants for projects that are programmed in the 


current approved STIP.  If a Planning Partner, Transit Agency, or PennDOT wishes to proceed with a project 
not programmed on the current TIP, a modification must be made.  


 
The Federal Statewide and Metropolitan Planning Regulations contained in 23 CFR § 450 govern the 


provisions of the STIP and of individual MPO TIPs,  related to STIP and TIP modifications, and other actions 
taken to modify the TIP.  The intent of this Federal regulation is to acknowledge the relative significance, 
importance, and/or complexity of individual programming actions.  Federal Transportation Planning 
Regulation, 23 CFR § 450.324, permits the use of alternative procedures by the cooperating parties to 
effectively manage actions encountered during a given TIP cycle.  The Federal Transportation Planning 
Regulations require that any alternative procedures be agreed upon, and such alternative procedures be 
documented and included with the TIP document. 


 
All modifications must maintain year-to-year fiscal constraint [23 CFR § 450.324 (i)] for each of the 


four years of the STIP/TIP.  Modifications shall account for year of expenditure, and maintain the estimated 
total cost of the project or project phase.  The arbitrary reduction of the overall cost of a project, or project 
phase, shall not be utilized for the advancement of another project. 
 


In addition, TIP modifications must be consistent with the Planning Partner’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP), and must correspond to the adopted provisions of the Planning Partners’ Public 
Participation Plan (PPP).  A reasonable opportunity for public review and comment shall be provided for 
significant revisions to the STIP/TIP. 


 
If a modification adds a project, deletes a project, or impacts the schedule or scope of work of an air 


quality significant project in a nonattainment or maintenance area, a new air quality conformity determination 
will be required if deemed appropriate by the Interagency Air Quality Consultation Group. If a new conformity 
determination is deemed necessary, an amendment to the region’s LRTP shall also be developed and endorsed.  
The modified conformity determination would then be based on the amended LRTP conformity analysis and 
public involvement procedures consistent with the region’s PPP shall be required.  


 
If August Redistribution adds, advances, or adjusts costs for a project, the Planning Partner will be 


notified of the modification. 
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Modifications – Amendments and Administrative Actions  
 
An amendment is a STIP/TIP modification that: 


• Affects air quality conformity regardless of the cost of the project or the funding source; 
• Adds a new project or deletes a project that utilizes federal funds; 
• Adds a new project phase(s) or deletes a project phase(s) that utilizes federal funds where the 


modification exceeds the following threshold of $1 million. 
• Increases or decreases a project phase(s) that utilizes federal funds where the modification exceeds the 


following threshold $1 million. 
• Creates a new line item that utilizes federal funds; 
• Adds a project (does not pertain to betterments) that exceeds the following thresholds, where the funds 


originated from a line item $1 million.  
• Involves a change in the scope of work to a project(s) that would result in an air quality conformity 


reevaluation or in a revised total project estimate that exceeds the thresholds established between 
PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission RPO (not to 
exceed the threshold contained in this MOU). 


 
All modifications (including modifications defined as administrative actions) associated with the 


amendment shall be identified and grouped as one action on a Fiscal Constraint Chart (FCC) demonstrating 
both project and program fiscal constraint.  The identified grouping of projects (the entire amendment action) 
will require approval by the cooperating parties. 
 


Approval by the Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission RPO is required 
for amendments.  The Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission RPO must then 
request PennDOT Central Office approval using the e-STIP process.  An FCC must be provided which 
summarizes the before, requested adjustments, and after changes along with an updated TIP.  PennDOT’s 
Central Office will review, approve, and forward to the appropriate Federal agency for review and approval, 
with a courtesy copy to the other Federal agency.  


.  
In the case of the IM Program, approval by PennDOT’s Program Management Committee (PMC) and 


FHWA is required.   
 
An administrative action is a STIP/TIP modification that: 


• Adds or deletes a non-federally funded project ; 
• Adds a project for emergency repairs to roadways or bridges, except those involving substantial, 


functional, location, or capacity changes*; 
• Adds or deletes a right-of-way phase for incidental right-of-way or utility work that does not exceed the 


threshold established in the MOU between PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and 
Development Commission RPO, nor exceed the threshold established by this MOU, 


• Draws down from an existing STIP/TIP reserve line item and does not exceed the threshold established 
in the MOU between PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development 
Commission RPO, 


• Increases or decreases the cost of a project phase(s) or deletes a project phase(s) that does not exceed the 
threshold established in the MOU between PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and 
Development Commission RPO nor exceed the threshold established by this MOU, 
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• Adds or deletes a project (does not pertain to betterments) that does not exceed the thresholds 
established in the MOU between PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and 
Development Commission RPO, or established by this MOU, where the funds originated from a line 
item, 


• Adds Federal or state capital funds from low bid savings, deobligations, release of encumbrances, or 
savings on programmed phases to another programmed project phase or line item, 


• Does not affect air quality conformity nor involve a significant change in the scope of work to a 
project(s) that would trigger an air quality conformity re-evaluation, and does not exceed the threshold 
established in the MOU between PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and 
Development Commission RPO, or the threshold established by this MOU. 


 
Administrative actions do not require Federal approval.   However, PennDOT will forward a copy of the 


modification(s) to the appropriate Federal agency for review and comment, with a courtesy copy to the other 
Federal agency.  PennDOT and the Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission RPO 
will work cooperatively to address and respond to any FHWA and/or FTA comment(s).  FHWA and FTA 
reserve the right to disallow an administrative action that is not consistent with Federal regulations or with this 
MOU. 


 
* If a modification adds a project for emergency relief purposes, the project will be added as an 


Administrative Action to the STIP/TIP.  Per 23 CFR § 450. 216 (g (5)), emergency relief projects may (but are 
not required to) be included on the STIP, except those involving substantial functional, locational, or capacity 
changes. 
 
Financial Constraint 
 


Demonstration of STIP/TIP financial constraint to FHWA and FTA takes place through the summary of 
recent modifications.  Real time versions of the STIP/TIP are available to FHWA and FTA through PennDOT’s 
Multimodal Project Management System (MPMS). 
 
STIP/TIP Financial Reporting 
 


PennDOT will provide a STIP/TIP Financial Report to Northern Tier Regional Planning and 
Development Commission RPO and to FHWA and FTA on a quarterly basis, and establish targets for Federal 
obligation and state encumbrances of funds within 90 days after the enactment of annual Federal appropriations 
legislation.   
 


At the end of each quarter, PennDOT will provide the Northern Tier Rural Planning and 
Development Commission RPO with a STIP/TIP Financial Report of actual Federal obligations and state 
encumbrances for highway/bridge programs in their region.  The STIP/TIP Financial Report provided to FHWA 
and FTA will also include the FHWA Planning Performance Measure – “percent of STIP/TIP projects advanced 
per year” on a statewide and Northern Tier RPO basis.    


 
At the end of the Federal fiscal year, PennDOT will provide the Northern Tier Regional Planning and 


Development Commission RPO, and FHWA and FTA, a summary STIP/TIP Financial Report of all 
highway/bridge obligations and state encumbrances within their region.  A year-end STIP/TIP Financial Report 
will be provided to FHWA and FTA that includes the FHWA Performance Measure – “percent of STIP/TIP 
projects advanced per year, on a statewide and Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
RPO basis for highway/bridge programs.   
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TIP Modification Procedures 


 
When the Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission RPO TIP is adopted, 


their respective MOU will be included with the TIP documentation.  The MOU will clarify how the planning 
partner will address all TIP modifications.    In all cases, the procedures can be more restrictive, but must 
be consistent with the standards adopted in this MOU.   If a planning partner elects to set more stringent 
procedures, then FHWA and FTA will adhere to those more restrictive procedures. 
 


This document will serve as the basis for PennDOT when addressing IM TIP modifications. 
 
This Memorandum of Understanding will begin October 1, 2008, and remain in effect until September 


30, 2010, unless revised or terminated.  Furthermore, it is agreed that this MOU will be reaffirmed every two 
years, starting October 1, 2010. 
 


This Memorandum of Understanding will begin October 1, 2008, and remain in effect unless it is agreed 
to be modified by all parties or terminated.   
 
 


We, the undersigned hereby agree to the above procedures and principles. 
 
 


_____________________________________     ______________________________ 
Mr. James D. Ritzman, P.E., Deputy Secretary     Date 
For Planning 
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation 


 
 


_____________________________________     ______________________________ 
Ms. Renee Sigel, Division Administrator      Date 
Federal Highway Administration 


 
 


_____________________________________     ______________________________ 
Ms. Letitia Thompson, Regional Administrator     Date 
Federal Transit Administration 
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ATTACHMENT A 


2009 Program – General and Procedural Guidance 
 
 


The official state programming document is the Twelve Year Transportation Program.  The 
development and update of this program is guided by Act 120 of 1970 which established the State 
Transportation Commission (STC) and its related duties and responsibilities.  The STC adopts the Twelve Year 
Program. 
 


The official federal programming document is the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP).  The STIP includes the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Transportation Improvement 
Programs (TIPs).  The Commonwealth has fifteen MPOs, not including the small pieces of urbanized areas that 
extend into Pennsylvania (for example, Hagerstown, MD or Binghamton, NY).  MPOs are county and regional 
bodies covering all urbanized areas over 50,000 populations.  MPOs are mandated to establish and carry out a 
cooperative, continuous, and comprehensive planning process in order to meet various planning and 
programming responsibilities that were established in legislation, like the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) and the Clean Air Act.  The MPOs develop 
and approve Transportation Improvement Programs.  The Governor or his designee (currently the Secretary of 
the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation) must also approve the metropolitan TIPs and submit the entire 
STIP to the US Department of Transportation for their approval. 
 


The STIP also includes projects from the rural portion of the state.  PennDOT and the Rural Planning 
Organizations (RPOs) (Local Development Districts (LDDs) and independent counties under contract to 
PennDOT) are jointly developing and approving rural TIPs. Therefore, for transportation planning and 
programming purposes, RPOs are presently functioning as MPOs.  The Governor or his designee also approves 
these rural TIPs, as well as the overall STIP.  Presently, there is only one rural county in Pennsylvania (Franklin 
County) that is not functioning as an RPO; in this case, PennDOT develops the TIP on their behalf. 
 


The words “2009 Transportation Program” or "2009 Program" in the general and procedural guidance 
refer to one or both of the following project listings: 
 


The 2009-2020 Twelve Year Program and 
The 2009-2012 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program. 


 
The word “partners” in the following guidance includes the State Transportation Commission, the 


Pennsylvania Department of Transportation on behalf of the Governor, the Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations and Rural Planning Organizations, public transportation properties across the Commonwealth, 
the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration) and the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
 


The words “interested parties” in the following guidance means 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, agencies or entities 
responsible for safety/security operations, providers of non-emergency transportation services receiving 
financial assistance from a source other than title 49, U.S.C., Chapter 53, and other interested parties with 
reasonable opportunities to be involved in the metropolitan transportation planning process. 
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5/18/2007 


 
DRAFT FINAL 


 GENERAL & PROCEDURAL GUIDANCE FOR THE 
 DEVELOPMENT OF THE 2009 TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 


 
 
PURPOSES/OBJECTIVES: 
 


• Program strategically; establish priorities; select transportation improvements with the greatest benefit 
to the Commonwealth and individual counties/regions; and give all partners the flexibility to more 
effectively choose and approve the best mix of projects that meet their own varied needs.  
Transportation system preservation and management continues to be the highest priority in 
Pennsylvania and the individual MPO/RPO programs should emphasize system preservation and 
management.  System preservation involves extending the life of existing facilities and their associated 
equipment and hardware or the repair of damage that impedes mobility or compromises safety; while, 
system management involves improving the reliability, safety, traffic flow, and security of existing 
facilities and their associated equipment and hardware.  It is recommended that at a minimum, at least 
80% of a MPO/RPO’s program resources be dedicated to system preservation including 85% of bridge 
improvement resources directed toward addressing structurally deficient bridges. 


 
• Strengthen the linkage between land use and transportation decision-making during the development of 


the 2009 Transportation Program and continue to work to improve this integration process in future 
years.  This linkage can take many forms, including supporting in-fill, access management, brownfield 
or grayfield site development, implementing projects that enhance KOZs/KIZs, helping blighted 
communities with transportation projects/services, encouraging collaboration among governments or 
coordinating with the Governor’s many other initiatives. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Keystone Principles for Growth, Investment and Resource Conservation should be considered in the 
establishment of program priorities and included as part of project selection criteria.  


 
• Develop required transportation programs that contribute to achieving the tenets in state Act 120 and 


the federal transportation laws and regulations and to achieving the goals and objectives expressed in 
the Commonwealth’s Long Range Transportation Plan (Pennsylvania Mobility Plan), in 
county/regional long range transportation plans, in bicycle/pedestrian plans and other key documents. 


 
• Draw candidate major capital and/or air quality non-exempt projects from existing long range plans for 


inclusion in the transportation program. 
   


• Implement processes and procedures that enhance State, Metropolitan Planning Organization and 
Rural Planning Organization fiscal constraint with regard to long range planning and short range 
programming.  


 
• Encourage and promote the development of a joint partner agency public participation strategy. 


 
• Continue to share project-specific data, especially as it relates to candidate projects that are not 


included on current long range plans or programs.  
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TIMING: 
 


• Update the Twelve Year Program, the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program, the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization and Rural Planning Organization Transportation Improvement 
Programs every two years in a coordinated fashion. 


 
 


• Federal programming documents will cover a four year time frame to remain consistent with the first 
four years of the Twelve Year Program and the first four years of the MPO/RPO long range plan. 


 
• Adopt a final schedule for the update of the transportation program during the spring/summer Planning 


Partners’ Meeting (see attachment).   
 
• Metropolitan Planning Organizations and Rural Planning Organizations should schedule their TIP 


approval meeting dates between May 9, 2008 and July 11, 2008 so that air quality conformity analyses 
by PennDOT’s consultants can be properly scheduled for the spring of 2008 and the MPO/RPO TIPs 
can be sent to PennDOT for approval by the end of July 2008.  


 
• As necessary, react to new state and federal initiatives and any other changing circumstances as 


quickly as possible and make any adjustments to the planning and programming process.   
 
COORDINATION: 
 


• Develop the STIP and MPO/RPO TIPs among all partners and interested parties through a continuing 
and collaborative process, based upon mutual trust, open communication and cooperation leading 
toward consensus. 


 
• Share project and program data bases among all parties.  Projects shall be consistent with the county 


and/or regional comprehensive and long range transportation plans.  Also, the Commonwealth is 
working on linking planning and NEPA and will continue to advance the effort.  Depending on the 
progress of this effort, MPO/RPOs may need to reserve funds in a line item for advance studies 
(purpose and need, scoping, etc.) on the more environmentally complicated projects before they are 
added to a TIP.  Accordingly, project scopes, costs and schedules must be appropriate for the area’s 
economic, environmental, and social conditions. 


 
• Carry out statewide programming and metropolitan/rural programming in conjunction with the update 


of the Twelve Year Program. 
 
• Coordinate the transportation programming process with the providers of all the modes of 


transportation. 
 
• PennDOT and its planning partners will update the Interstate Management Program for the 2009 


Transportation Program.  Planning partners and the District Offices will help to identify and comment 
on the interstate projects through the development of the 2009 Transportation Program.  PennDOT will 
manage the interstate system on a statewide basis.  
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT: 
 


• Conduct meaningful public outreach and involvement activities as documented in the planning 
partner’s public participation plan. 


 
• Meet all federal and state mandates, including Title VI and environmental justice requirements. 


 
• Public involvement activities will be coordinated among all affected partners and will be consolidated 


whenever possible to avoid overlap and confusion.  Conduct joint STC/MPO/RPO public hearings to 
gather early input to the program development process. 


   
• Seek early and coordinated input into the programming process by reviewing currently programmed 


and candidate projects. 
 


• After each draft TIP is reconciled and is ready for one last round of public involvement, the following 
information needs to be made available for public comment – (1) highway and bridge program project 
listing (public version with long narratives); (2) public transportation program project listing (public 
version with long narratives); (3) public transportation financial capacity analysis (MPOs only); (4) air 
quality conformity determination report in non-attainment and maintenance areas only; (5) draft TIP 
modification procedures; and (6) environmental justice (EJ) analysis (community profiles and 
methodology); (7) public participation plan; (8) TIP project prioritizing process.  A formal public 
comment time period (minimum 30 days) needs to be established, and a public meeting or hearing 
needs to be held by the planning partner to gather any comments/concerns on the TIP and related 
documents. 


 
• Provide easy and complete access to all public documents, including the draft and final TIPs, STIP and 


Twelve Year Program project listings, taking particular advantage of the Internet where possible. 
 
FINANCIAL GUIDANCE: 
 


• The jointly developed and approved financial guidance will establish funding targets for each MPO, 
RPO, public transportation operator, and PennDOT.  The guidance will provide sufficient information 
for the affected partners and interested parties to begin to identify projects, negotiate, and reach 
consensus on their portion of the Program. 


 
• Address cash flow procedures, like highway advance construction and public transportation letters of 


no prejudice or full funding grant approvals in the program development process.  Address projects 
with accrued unbilled costs (work on a project has been started/completed and all or a portion paid for 
in state or local funds, but the project is eligible for federal funds and will be submitted to FHWA 
during program development for federal funding or after the program is approved) as is appropriate.  
When projects in accrued unbilled status are being converted, the projects must appear on the area’s 
Program. 


 
REQUIREMENTS: 
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• Satisfy all federal and state planning and programming rules and regulations. 
 


• Provide written documentation of the MPO/RPO project prioritizing process and the Department’s 
prioritizing process for the Interstate Management Program. 


   
• Include metropolitan and rural TIPs without modification in the STIP, once approved by the MPO or 


RPO and the Governor (or designee) and after determinations of financial constraint and, where 
necessary, air quality conformity have been met.  All appropriate parties will be notified when 
individual projects or programs have been included in the Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program.  Close coordination must occur with PennDOT and the State Transportation Commission to 
insure that the approved Transportation Improvement Programs are consistent with the approved first 
four years of the Twelve Year Program. 


 
• Perform air quality conformity analyses consistent with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s 


Transportation Conformity Rule, recent federal court rulings and the Pennsylvania Transportation 
Conformity State Implementation Plan (SIP) in non-attainment and maintenance areas. 


 
• Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)-type projects will be consistent with the national, state and 


regional architectures.  Work to advance transportation safety and operations initiatives that are 
consistent with the Regional Operations Plans (ROP) and the Transportation Systems Operations Plan 
(TSOP) developed across the state. 


 
• All capacity adding projects in nonattainment transportation management areas (TMAs) will be 


consistent with the Region’s Congestion Management Process (CMP).  
 
• Assign projects or phases of projects in the STIP and in the MPO/RPO TIPs by year (e.g., 2009, 2010, 


2011 and 2012). 
 


• Provide updated cost estimates for each project, based on “year of expenditure” as well as detailed 
definitions of the projects.  Constrain the projects and phases of projects in the STIP by year, by 
available funding and within the bounds of the financial guidance.  Costs estimates must use “year of 
expenditure dollars” to reflect their cost.  PennDOT will provide the MPO/RPOs with growth rates and 
a methodology for determining an inflation rate in the Financial Guidance. 


   
• Include all regionally significant transportation projects (project that is on a facility which serves 


regional transportation needs and would normally be included in the modeling of  the metropolitan 
area’s transportation network.) as defined in 23 C.F.R. Section 450.104, regardless of their funding 
sources, in the STIP and in the MPO and RPO TIPs.  This will include 100% state funded projects, 
private projects and Turnpike projects so the program reflects the full range of improvements to be 
undertaken in a given metropolitan or rural area and across the state (excluding county maintenance 
and PA Turnpike maintenance funds).  The Department will request a list of turnpike projects from the 
Turnpike Commission and distribute the list to all planning partners, in advance of Air Quality 
Conformity time line requirements, so the projects can be included in the appropriate Transportation 
Improvement Programs.  Those Turnpike projects requesting federal funding that are selected for 
inclusion on a TIP will be assigned MPMS numbers; those that have no federal funding will need to be 
identified another way on the TIP. 


 
• Provide the following project information in the program: 
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- sufficient descriptive (detailed) material to clarify the scope/location of the improvement  The 


MPO/RPO and District Office should collaborate on the detailed descriptive information and the 
District should be sure the information is input in the Short Narrative field in MPMS.     


 
- estimated total costs within the TIP time period 


 
- amount and category of federal funds and non-federal funds to be obligated/encumbered each 


program year per project or phase of project, the total amount of funds already obligated or 
encumbered per project or phase of project, and the estimated amount for any phase beyond the 
TIP period 


 
- identification of the agency or agencies responsible for implementing the project 


 
• Work with all project sponsors to provide any additional information that needs to be included with 


each project as it is listed in the program. 
 


• The appropriate portions of the attached metropolitan TIP checklist must be completed by each 
MPO/public transportation property(ies) and by RPO/public transportation property(ies) and submitted 
to the Department with the approved TIP.  Program Center staff will complete the remaining portions 
of the checklist and forward it to FHWA/FTA with the STIP.  The Program Center will complete a 
statewide checklist similar to the metropolitan checklist and forward it to FHWA/FTA with the STIP.  


 
• After each TIP is approved by an MPO/RPO, the following information needs to be submitted to 


PennDOT – (1) cover letter which documents that the MPO/RPO adopted the TIP and on what date; 
(2) highway and bridge program project listing (public version with long narratives); (3) public 
transportation program project listing (public version); (4) public transportation financial capacity 
analysis (MPOs only); (5) air quality conformity determination report in non-attainment areas only; (6) 
air quality resolution (nonattainment MPOs only); (7) self-certification resolution including significant 
documentation for non-TMA MPOs to indicate compliance (MPOs only); (8) TIP modification 
procedures;  (9) documentation of the 30-day public comment period (copy of the block ad, list of 
comments received and responses to the comments); (10) environmental justice (EJ) summary; (11) 
documentation of the project selection process; (12) public participation plan; and (13) TIP checklist.  
Five copies of this information must be provided to the Program Center in PennDOT by mid-July 
2008. 


 
PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT: 
 


• In order to adequately maintain, operate and preserve existing transportation facilities (especially for 
highways and bridges), the Department and its partners shall undertake the following activities:  
inventory the system; determine existing conditions; develop strategies/priorities to continue to 
improve the system; include projects on transportation programs; and implement projects as part of 
annual budgets.  


 
• The amount of (if any) bridge transfer will be collectively determined by each MPO, RPO and the 


Department.  Federal law allows each state to transfer up to 50% of its federal bridge funds to other 
highway funding categories.  This transfer in any one MPO or RPO may help to address the highway 
needs that have been and continue to be identified.  Nevertheless, each planning partner should strive 
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to significantly reduce the number of structurally deficient bridges and to address bridge preservation 
needs over time. 


 
• The Districts will develop a list of priority needs for the operation and preservation of the interstates 


and expressways, betterments, bridge replacements, rehabilitation and preservation projects, and safety 
and congestion reduction projects, and will share that information with the appropriate MPOs and 
RPOs by 10/15/2007.  Together with local priorities, this information will serve as the basis to begin 
the 2009 Program development. 


 
• The management and monitoring systems, corridor studies, needs and feasibility studies and 


environmental clearance documents will be used as decision-support tools in the development of long 
range transportation plans and short range programs. 


 
• Include all types and categories of projects (federal, state, local, private, special federal, turnpike, 


airport, rail, infrastructure bank, partnership, etc.) in the Program.  
 


• Public transportation operators will coordinate and cooperate with the MPO/RPO and the Department 
in the development of the public transportation portion of the 2009 Transportation Program.  Public 
transportation operators will be responsible for submitting public transportation projects for the draft 
Transportation Program consistent with available resources. 


 
• Flexing of funds between highway and public transportation will be a collaborative decision involving 


local officials, the Metropolitan Planning Organization, Rural Planning Organization, the public 
transportation agency or agencies, PennDOT, STC and USDOT (FHWA and FTA).  


 
• Utilize innovative financing mechanisms, as appropriate and applicable, to increase the effectiveness 


of the program. 
 


• Continue to standardize programming products (highway and public transportation project listings); 
develop uniform submissions to simplify reviews; and automate/computerize the programming process 
over time. 


 
• Projects that are air quality exempt (e.g., betterment, transportation enhancement, bridge, rail/highway 


grade crossing, Section 5310, etc.) may be grouped into line items for inclusion in the program, with 
project specific listings to be developed at a later time by project sponsors and provided to all partners.    


 
• In all cases, projects to be included in the 2009 Transportation Program will be selected cooperatively 


and collaboratively by the Metropolitan Planning Organizations, Rural Planning Organizations, 
PennDOT and State Transportation Commission with input from other involved interested parties, 
primarily with regard to projects in the TIPs/first four years of the Twelve Year Program. 


 
• As each planning partner and PennDOT staff continue to refine and finalize the 2009 Program, special 


attention must be placed on projects or phases of projects that may be or will be carried over from the 
2007 Program; this matter needs to be carefully considered during the January through mid-March 
2008 time frame.  Set asides (line item reserves) in the 2009 Program should also be considered to 
cover unforeseen project costs which may occur due to accrued unbilled costs, unforeseen advance 
construct conversions, updated cost estimates and other actions which might occur between program 
drafting and initiation. 
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• Planning partners (MPOs and RPOs) will assist the Department and the State Transportation 


Commission (STC) in the following ways regarding the remaining eight years in the Twelve Year 
Program.  Phases of projects that are not fully funded in the four years of the TIP will be carried over 
and shown in the last eight years of the Twelve Year Program.  The vast majority of the funds in the 
remaining eight years will be covered by line items.  To illustrate the linkage between planning partner 
long range plans and the 2009 Program, each planning partner will assist PennDOT staff and the STC 
in preparing a narrative that will be included in the Twelve Year Program document that illustrates a 
few of the major projects being advanced in that county or region over the next eight years and 
beyond.  


 
• Seek early and coordinated input into the programming process by reviewing currently programmed 


and candidate projects for the remaining eight years of the Twelve Year Program.  Planning partners 
may identify and propose projects or phases of projects from their fiscally constrained long range 
transportation plans to PennDOT/State Transportation Commission for possible inclusion in the 
remaining eight years of the Twelve Year Program.  On a case by case basis, the Secretary of 
Transportation will recommend to the State Transportation Commission additional projects or phases 
of projects to be listed in the remaining eight years of the Twelve Year Program.  


 
PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION: 
 


• Recognize that programs are developed around transportation funding authorization levels and that 
annual obligation authority levels will restrict program/project implementation. 


 
• Projects in the first year of the program shall constitute an "agreed to" list of projects for subsequent 


scheduling and implementation.  Expedited selection procedures may be used if agreed to by each 
Metropolitan Planning Organization and Rural Planning Organization, via modification procedures.  
The modification procedures that were approved by each MPO and RPO for the 2007 Program should 
be used as a starting point for the development of each planning partner’s 2009 Program modification 
procedures. 


 
• It is recommended that project selection requirements and program modification procedures permit the 


movement of projects or phases of projects anywhere within the first four years of the Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program or the Metropolitan Planning Organization/Rural Planning 
Organization Transportation Improvement Programs, while maintaining year by year financial 
constraints. 


 
• Coordinate program amendments with all partners to insure that the metropolitan and rural 


Transportation Improvement Programs and the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program are 
consistent with the Twelve Year Program and county/regional long range plans and vice versa and 
work toward the development and implementation of streamlined amendment approval processes. 


 
PROGRAM MONITORING: 
 


• Work toward more effective program and project monitoring that is done in “real time” through project 
database information sharing as a part of PennDOT’s Multimodal Project Management System 
(MPMS). 


 







 
• Track progress of program and project implementation and share the findings with the planning 


partners and the public.  (This is a SAFETEA-LU requirement for state DOTs, MPOs and public 
transportation properties.)  This is the MPO/RPO Progress Report detailing obligations that is sent by 
PennDOT to the MPO/RPOs quarterly. 


 
• Utilize MPMS Maps mapping capabilities to better describe project/program details.  Upon request, 


PennDOT will provide the GIS location data for projects to the MPO/RPO for its GIS use. 
 


• MPOs and RPOs are encouraged to track major changes to county and municipal comprehensive plans 
and zoning ordinances to determine their effects on transportation planning and programming decision-
making.   


• Once finalized, all 2009 Program guidance and the 2009 Program development schedule will be placed 
on the PennDOT website, www.dot.state.pa.us. 


 
S:\Planning\A-New Structure\Planning and Contract Management\2009 TIP General Guidance-rch 
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6/13/2008 


Metropolitan & Rural 
2009-2012 Transportation Improvement Program 


Checklist 
 
Planning Partner to Complete: 
Planning Partner:      
 Non-attainment or Maintenance Area?      
 Transportation Management Area?     
 
1. Public Participation Documentation: 


Public comment period starting and ending dates:     
Public meeting(s) – Date/Time/Location:     


 Public meeting notice contains info about special needs/ADA 
compliance?      


Was the site of the public meeting accessible to transit?    
   


Does the TIP Documentation contain a summary that provides a 
general overview of the transportation planning and TIP 
development process?        


Does the summary explain the project selection process and/or project 
evaluation criteria procedures?       


 EJ analysis and documentation:       
Public involvement outreach and activities consistent with the adopted 


Public Participation Plan?   
Were any public comments (written or verbal) received, and 


addressed?  __________________ 
 
2. TIP Adoption: 


Date TIP Adopted by Planning Partner:     
  
3.  TIP Consistency with LRTP: 
 Is the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) SAFETEA-LU compliant?  
   


Is the TIP consistent with LRTP?     
Years Covered by LRTP:     


 Date LRTP Adopted by Planning Partner:     
 Anticipated Date for New LRTP:     
 
4.  Air Quality Non-attainment and Maintenance Areas: 


Is the area in an AQ non-attainment or maintenance area?    
If yes, then answer the following questions:  
Have all projects been screened through an interagency consultation 


process?     
Date of interagency consultation meeting/discussion?    
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6/13/2008 


      Has a conformity determination been made for the LRTP?     
      Conformity Date for the LRTP:     
 
5.  Financial Constraint: 


Is the TIP financially constrained, by year, according to the Financial 
Guidance Work Group (FGWG) allocations?                  


Any additional funds programmed above the FGWG allocations (i.e. 
Spike Funds):     


 Any Comments:           
    
 
6. MPO Self-Certification: 


Does the TIP submittal contain the MPO self-certification resolution?  
     


For the non-TMA MPOs, does the self-certification contain 
documentation to indicate compliancy?                       


 
7. Transit Fiscal Disclosure, including O & M statement?       
 
8. Does the TIP include the required information, as documented in the 


General & Procedural Guidance?       
 
Completed by:         Date:   
  
 
PennDOT Central Program to Complete: 
 
1. Was the TIP included in the STIP without modification?     
2. Date Governor Approved:      
3.  Were the TIP projects screened against the individual funding program 


eligibility requirements?        
 
Reviewed and verified by:           Date:  
             


 
NOTES/COMMENTS: 
 
 
 
 
 
FHWA to Complete: 
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1. Was the required information, as documented in the General & Procedural 
Guidance, submitted?            


2. Does the TIP financial information contain systems-level estimates of cost 
and revenue sources?        


3. Do project cost estimates reflect “year of expenditure dollars”?   
    


4. Does the TIP include all the requirements for each project or phase as 
identified in 450.324? 


(1) Sufficient descriptive material?    
(2) Estimated total cost, which may extend beyond TIP?     
(3) Amount of federal funds to be obligated during each program 


year?    
2009 ________ 
2010________ 
2011________ 
2012________ 
 


(4) Identify the agency to implement the project or phase?   
  


(5) In non-attainment and maintenance areas, identify TCMs 
projects in the applicable SIP?     


(6) In non-attainment and maintenance areas, do projects contain 
sufficient detail for air quality analysis?     


(7) Identify criteria and process for prioritizing projects in the TIP 
and any changes in priorities from the previous TIP?     


(8) List major projects from the previous TIP that were implemented 
and any significant delays in the planned implementation of 
major projects?     


5. Does the TIP contain project selection procedures agreed to by PennDOT, 
the transit operator, and the planning partner in order to modify the TIP?  
   


6. Any issues to be incorporated into the Planning Finding?    
             
             
         


 
 
Reviewed by:         Date:   
  
  


 
NOTES/COMMENTS: 
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		Purpose

		What is the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs)?

		How and When is the STIP/TIP Developed?

		STIP/TIP Administration



		TIP Modification Procedures






FFY 2009 Northern Tier TIP Public Transit


Endless Mountains Transportation Authority text


Draft
Current Date: 05/01/2008


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


LOC $6
5311 $150


$0 $156 $0 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $156


Maint. Washbay Equipment


Maintenance Washbay Equipment


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


77307 Bradford


Long Narrative: Maintenance Washbay Equipment


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


5311 $150


$150 $0 $0 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $150


Security Cameras


Security Cameras


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


77308 Bradford


Long Narrative: Security Cameras


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


5311 $1,520 $380


$0 $1,520 $380 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $1,900


Heavy Duty Buses


Heavy Duty Buses


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


84250 Bradford


Long Narrative: Heavy Duty Buses


Page 1 of 3







FFY 2009 Northern Tier TIP Public Transit


Endless Mountains Transportation Authority text


Draft
Current Date: 05/01/2008


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


163 $300
5311 $250


$550 $0 $0 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $550


AVL/MDT Radio Equip


AVL/MDT Radio Equip


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


84251 Bradford


Long Narrative: AVL/MDT Radio Equip


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


5311 $300


$0 $0 $0 $300


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $300


Fuel Storage Tanks


Fuel Storage Tanks


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


84296 Bradford


Long Narrative: Fuel Storage Tanks


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


160 $338 $312 $400 $580
5311 $180
5310 $166 $78 $100


$504 $390 $500 $760


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $2,154


Light Duty Buses


Lt. Duty Buses


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


71300 Tioga


Long Narrative: 05-07-08
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FFY 2009 Northern Tier TIP Public Transit


Endless Mountains Transportation Authority text


Draft
Current Date: 05/01/2008


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


160 $25 $25 $10


$0 $25 $25 $10


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $60


Communication Equip


Comm. Equip


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


71303 Tioga


Long Narrative:


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


160 $2 $5 $10
5311 $10 $21


$12 $26 $10 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $48


Computer/Office equipment


Computer/Office equipment


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


71310 Tioga


Long Narrative:


County:


Fund


TIP Program Years ($000)
FY 2012FY 2011FY 2010FY 2009


LOC $6
160 $4 $80
5309 $16
5311 $24 $20


$30 $20 $100 $0


Total FY 2009-2012 Cost $150


Oper/Maint Facility


Oper/Maint Facility


MPMS #:


Title:


Short Narrative:


71313 Tioga


Long Narrative:
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PUBLIC REVIEW NOTICE 
 
For the Northern Tier Regional Transportation Improvement Program Document 


The 8-Hour Non-Attainment Area Air Quality Conformity Determinations 
The Northern Tier Regional Transportation Improvement Program document includes the 
major capital highway, bridge and transit projects that are proposed for the federal fiscal 
years 2009 through 2012 for Bradford, Sullivan Susquehanna, Tioga and Wyoming 
Counties. 
 
The Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission and Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation invite the citizens of the region to review this document.  
This document will be available for a 30-Day Public Review and Comment period 
beginning Wednesday, June 18, 2008 and continuing through Thursday, July 17, 2008.  
Copies of this document are available for review at the County Commissioners Office in 
each County Courthouse, Public Libraries located throughout the region, Regional 
Legislators Offices, Endless Mountains Transportation Authority Office and online at 
www.northerntier.org. 
 
Written comments will be accepted on or before July 17, 2008 and can be mailed to: 
 
    Mr. Richard J. Biery 
    NTRPDC 
    312 Main Street 
    Towanda, PA 18848 
 







PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE 
 


For the Adoption of the Northern Tier Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
 
A Public Meeting will be held Monday, July 28, 2008, to receive comments and 
questions related to the 2007 through 2010 Northern Tier Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program.  This Public Meeting will be held beginning at 10:00 AM, 
Monday, July 28, 2008 at Lackawanna College, 1 Progress Plaza, Towanda, PA. 
 
The public meeting location is accessible to persons having disabilities and is a transit 
center for EMTA.  Any persons having special needs requiring special aid are requested 
to contact the NTRPDC representative noted below ten days prior to the meeting event 
so that special disability needs may be accommodated. 
 
 Contact: Mr. Richard J. Biery 
   NTRPDC 
   312 Main Street 
   Towanda, PA 18848 
   (570) 265-9103 or (888) 868-8800 
 





		For the Northern Tier Regional Transportation Improvement Program Document

		The 8-Hour Non-Attainment Area Air Quality Conformity Determinations

		    Mr. Richard J. Biery

		PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

		For the Adoption of the Northern Tier Regional Transportation Improvement Program










Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
 


2009 – 2012 Planning and Programming Process 
 


SULLIVAN COUNTY (Engineering District 3.0) 


Highways 
 
1. PA 42 sec. 54M 


PA 42 Allegheny Ave. to Edkin Rd. 
Eagles Mere Borough and Shrewsbury Township 
MPMS# 80136 
(C-$1.45M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
2. PA 87 sec. 65M 


Forkville Borough and Fork Township 
Forksville to T-444 
MPMS# 82195 
(C-$2.47M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 
 


3. US 220 sec. M04 
3-2 Cty line – Muncy Valley 
Davidson Township 
MPMS# 80137 
(C-$1.08)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010-2011) 


 
4. US 220 sec. M11 


Ringdale to Dushore 
Cherry Township, Dushore Borough, Laporte Township 
MPMS# 82198 
(C-$2.1M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 
 


5. US 220 sec. 079 
Seg./Offset- 0090/0725 to 0120/2361 
Muncy Valley-Sonestown 
From PA 42 in Muncy Valley to Sonestown 
Davidson Township 
0.3 miles in length 
MPMS# 7031 
(U-$16K/ 2009)(C-$1.45M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 







 
6. SR 1015 sec. 06M 


SR 87 to 3-9 Cnty line 
Cherry Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 82334 
(FD-$19K/ 2010)(C-$437K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
Bridges (State) 
 
7. PA 87 sec. 059 


Little Loyalsock Creek 
Cherry Township 
MPMS# 7010 
BMS# 56008704601085 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$2.28M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
8. PA 87 sec. 064 


Lick Run Bridge 
Forks Township 
MPMS# 7022 
BMS# 56008703100423 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$22K, R-$45K/ 2011)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
9. PA 154 sec. 37M 


PA 154 over Elk Creek 
Elkland Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 80744 
BMS# 56015402901692 
Bridge Preservation 
(C-$108K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
10. US 220 sec. 114 


US 220 over Little Loyalsock Creek 
Dushore Borough 
Act 44 
MPMS# 83650 
BMS# 56022005300988 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$260K/ 2009 BND)(FD-$87K, R-$32K/ 2010)(C-$936K BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
11. SR 2002 sec. 005 


Muncy Creek Bridge # 3 
Laporte Township 
MPMS# 7002 
BMS# 56200200900000 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$70K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$ Remaining 8 years) 


 
12. SR 2002 sec. 007 


SR 2002 over Muncy Creek 
Davidson Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 82827 
BMS# 56200200401301 
Bridge Preservation 
(PE-$43K/ 2010)(FD-$11K/ 2011)(C-$482K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
13. SR 2003 sec. 003 


Sullivan Bridge Paint 
Act 44 
MPMS# 82350 
BMS# 
(PE-$2K, FD-$2K/ 2011)(C-$180K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
14. SR 3005 sec. GRP 


Membrane and Overlay 
MPMS# 82231 
Various Bridges 
(C-$94K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
 







 
15. SR 3009 sec. 010 


SR 3009 over Rock Run 
Shrewsbury Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 82828 
BMS# 56300900201000 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$28K, FD-$28K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2011)(C-$140K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
16. SR 4007 sec. 002 


Kings Creek Bridge 
Elkland Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 7020 
BMS# 56400700500000 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$26K, FD-$26K, U-$10K, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$141K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
17. SR 4018 sec. 012 


SR 4018 over Marsh Run 
Dushore Borough 
Act 44 
MPMS# 78946 
BMS# 56401801700000 
Bridge Rehabilitation 
(C-$488K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
Bridges (County) 
Continued support for projects 
 
Bridges (Local) 
Continued support for projects 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





		SULLIVAN COUNTY (Engineering District 3.0)

		Highways
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Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
 


2009 – 2012 Planning and Programming Process 
 
Susquehanna County (Engineering District 4.0) 
 
Highways 
 
1. D & H Rail Trail Phase 2 
      Herrick Township, Thompson Borough 
      MPMS# 77526 
      (C-$976K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
2.   US 11 Enhancement 


Bridging Communities 
Hallstead Borough and Great Bend Township 
MPMS# 65091 
(C-$172K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
3.   US 11 sec. 502 
       Lathrop-Kingsley shoulder 
       Lathrop Township 
       MPMS# 66583 
       (C-$117K)(1st 4 years) 
       FFY (2012) 
 
4.   US 11 sec. 503 
      SR 11/ PA 171 
      Great Bend Borough 
      MPMS# 70163 
      (PE-$324K/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, R-$, U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
5.   SR 29 Slides 
      Reconstruct roadway due to continued slide.  
      Liberty Township 
      MPMS# 72320 
      (R-$56K/ 2011)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 







 
6.   PA 92 sec. 502 


PA 92 & 171 Intersection 
Improve intersection, demolish buildings, curbing, turning radius improvements and 
sidewalks. 
Susquehanna Depot Borough 
MPMS# 62996 
(U-$78K, R-$260K/ 2009)(C-$1.84M)(1st 4 years) 


      FFY (2011) 
 
7.   PA 171 sec. 502  


Lanesboro Borough  
Main St - Jail Hill Pedestrian Improvements 
PA 171/SR1009 to School 
Miscellaneous Construction: curb, sidewalk, and barrier 
MPMS# 47034 
Intersection Site Distance and Safety Improvements 
(U-$76K, R-$76K/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 


8.   PA 267 sec. 503  
PA 267 Rush Township 
2.5 mile in length 
Restoration Widening 
Rush Township 
MPMS# 9663 
(U-$32K/ 2009)(R-$52K/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
9.   PA 247 sec. 501 
      Dundaff Street Betterment 
      MPMS# 47361 
      Forest City Borough 
      (C-$1.74M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
10. PA 706 sec. 501 


Bradford Co. to Rush 
Rush Township 
Reconstruction/Restoration to improve roadway geometry, resurfacing, shoulders, 
drainage, guide rail, pavement markings and signing. 
MPMS# 9745 
(FD-$450K, R-$787K/ 2011)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
 







 
11. PA 706 sec. 502 


Rush to Fairdale 
Rush and JessupTownships 
Reconstruct/Restoration to improve roadway geometry, resurfacing, shoulders, 
drainage, guide rail, pavement markings, signing. 
Widen Shoulders to 6 ft. 
MPMS# 47123 
(PE-$562K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
12. PA 706 sec. 504 


West Montrose to Tiffany Corners 
Bridgewater Township and Montrose Borough 
Reconstruct/Restoration to improve roadway geometry, resurfacing, shoulders, 
drainage, guide rail, pavement markings, signing. 
Widen Shoulders to 6 ft. 
MPMS# 47125 
(FD-$1.04M, U-$11K, R-$343K/ 2009)(C-$5.74M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 


 
13. PA 706 sec. 505 


Tiffany Corners to US 11 
Bridgewater and New Milford Townships 
Reconstruct/Restoration to improve roadway geometry, resurfacing, shoulders, 
drainage, guide rail, pavement markings, signing.  Construction of a truck climbing 
lane. 
Widen Shoulders to 6 ft. 
MPMS# 47126 
(PE-$585K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
14. SR 1033 sec. 590 
      SR 1033 Slides 
      Great Bend Township 
      MPMS# 72321 
      (C-$1.14M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
Bridges (State) 
 
15. PA 92 sec. 551 
      Over Leslie Creek 
      Lenox Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83960 
      BMS# 57009201301566 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$78K/ 2009)(C-$547K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
16. PA 106 sec. 552 
      Over Tunkhannock Creek 
      MPMS# 9516 
      BMS# 57010602320000 
      Act 44 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$337K/ 2011)(C-$1.46M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011) 
 
17. PA 106 sec. 571 


Tunkhannock Creek Bridge #2 
Over E. Branch Tunkhannock Creek 
Clifford Township 
MPMS# 9515 
BMS# 57010602520000 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.55M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
18. PA 171 sec. 551 
      D&H RR Bridge 
      Great Bend Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83958 
      BMS#  
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$78K/ 2009)(C-$549K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2010) 
 
 
 
 
 







 
19. PA 171 sec. 570 


Drinkers Creek Bridge 
Over Drinkers Creek 
Susquehanna Depot Borough 
MPMS# 9637 
BMS# 57017105401263 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$303K, U-$54K, R-$87K/ 2010)(C-$1.17M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
20. PA 858 


Apolocon Creek 
      PA 858, Act44 
      Little Meadows Borough 
      MPMS# 9652 
      BMS# 57085803301578 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (FD-$405K/ 2009)(C-$946K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
21. PA 858 sec. 573 


Wyalusing Creek Bridge 
Over N. Branch Wyalusing Creek 
Rush Township 
MPMS# 9721 
BMS# 57085800300000 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$900K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
22. SR 1006 sec. FY8 
      Group 4-08-ST8 (44) 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 81278 
      BMS# Various 
      Resurface 
      (C-$371K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
23. SR 1009 sec. 571  


Starrucca Creek Bridge 
Over Starrucca Creek 
Harmony Township 
MPMS# 9570 
BMS# 57100900400454 
Bridge Replacement 


      (C-$1.68M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
24. SR 1011 sec. 552 
      SR 1011 – Act 44 
      MPMS# 83952 
      BMS# 57101100402180 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$175K/ 2012)(C-$925K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
25. SR 1011 sec. 570  


Hemlock Creek Bridge 
      Over Hemlock Creek 


Harmony Township 
.5 mile North of LR 296 
Detour = 21.0 miles 
MPMS# 9578 
BMS# 57101100200000 
Bridge Replacement 
(U-$22K, R-$54K/ 2010)(C-$900K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
26. SR 1012  sec. 570 


Salt Lick Creek Bridge 
Over Salt Lick Creek 
New Milford Township 
MPMS# 9708 
BMS# 57101200100921 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$207K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$936K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
 
 
 
 
 







 
27. SR 1015 sec. 550 
      Cascada Creek 
      SR 1015, Act 44 
      Harmony Township 
      MPMS# 9569 
      BMS# 57101500500000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (FD-$78K/ 2009)(C-$333K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
28. SR 1016 sec. 570  


New Milford RR Bridge 
Over Railroad 
0.01 mile in length 
New Milford Borough 
.1 mile west of SR 11 
Detour = 6.0 miles 
MPMS# 9580 
BMS# 57101600120000 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$433K, U-$65K, R-$54K/ 2010)(C-$1.75M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
29. SR 1016 sec. 571 


Meylert Creek Bridge 
Over Branch of Salt Lick Creek 
New Milford Township 
2 miles South of LR 57070 
Remove and Replace the Bridge 
MPMS# 9525 
BMS# 57101600160000 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$312K/ 2009)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$ Remaining 8 years) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
30. SR 1029 sec. 570 


Randolph Road Bridge  
Over Trowbridge Creek 
0.01 mile in length 
Great Bend Township 


 miles North of LR 227 
Act 44 
MPMS# 9571 
BMS# 57102900302333 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.24M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
31. SR 1033 sec. 551 
      SR 1033, Act 44 
      Great Bend Township, Hallstead Borough 
      MPMS# 83062 
      BMS# 57103300200830 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$281K/ 2011)(C-$702K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
32. SR 1037 sec. 571  


Dubois Creek Bridge 
Over Dubois Creek 
Great Bend Township 
MPMS# 9639 
BMS# 57103700800567 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$171K, U-$16K, R-$16K/ 2010)(C-$1.09M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
33. SR 2019 sec. 550 
      SR 2019 over Willow Brook 
      Lenox Township 
      MPMS# 79699 
      BMS# 57201900440000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$563K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
 
 
 
 







 
34. SR 2030 sec. ABT 
      Bridgewater Township, Montrose Borough 
      Abutment Removal 
      MPMS# 68724 
      (C-$152K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
35. SR 2034 sec. 570 


Tunkhannock Creek Bridge 
Over Tunkhannock Creek 
Gibson Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 9724 
BMS# 57203400801040 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.24M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
36. SR 2039 sec. 570 


Millard Creek Bridge 
Over Millard Creek 
Lenox Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 9681 
BMS# 57203900101777 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.24M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
37. SR 2050 sec. 570 


North Branch Tunkhannock Creek Bridge 
Over North Branch of Tunkhannock Creek 
Clifford Township 
350 ft. East of SR 0106 
MPMS# 9567 
BMS# 57205000100316 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.16M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
 
 
 
 
 







 
38. SR 2061 sec. 570 


Tinley Lake Road Bridge 
Over Meylert Creek 
New Milford Township 
MPMS# 9653 
BMS# 57206101300000 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$156K, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$1.04M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
39. SR 3003 sec.570 


Transoe Creek Bridge 
Over Transoe Creek 
Auburn Township 
Bridge Painting 
MPMS# 9744 


      BMS# 57300300502739 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$203K/ BND, R-$16K/ 2010)(C-$819K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
40. SR 3033 sec. 570  


Wyalusing Creek Bridge 
Over Wyalusing Creek 
Rush Township 
MPMS# 9620 
BMS# 57303300100000 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.28M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
41. SR 4013 sec. 570  


Apolacon Creek Bridge 
Over Cork Hill Creek 
Apolacon Township 
MPMS# 9527 
BMS# 57401300300000 
Bridge Rehabilitation  
(C-$718K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
 
 
 
 







 
Bridges (Local) 
 
42. Bolles Hill Road Bridge 


Over Dewing Creek 
Little Meadows Borough 
MPMS# 9547 
BMS# 577407021200 
Detour 2.0 miles 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$129K, R-$6K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
43. Church Street Bridge 


Over Salt Lick Creek 
New Milford Borough 
MPMS# 65189 
BMS# 577409031800 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$234K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (FD-U-R-C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
44. T-569 Carmalt Rd 
     Carmalt Rd. Bridge over Choconut Creek 
     Choconut Township 
     MPMS# 83013 
     Bridge Replacement 
     (FD-$51K/ 2011)(1st 4 years) 
     FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
Bridges (County) 
Continued support for projects on the 12 year Program. 
 
Line Item 
 
• N. Tier HSIP Line Item 


MPMS# 75720 
(C-$2.86M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 


 
• N. Tier D4 Highway Reserve 
      MPMS# 73298 
      (C-$267K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2012) 
 
 
 







 
• HWY/BRG Reserve Line Item 
      MPMS# 84346 
      (C-$7.3M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
• N.TIER Enhancement 


MPMS# 64280 
(C-$528K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 


 
• Northern Tier Act 44 Funds 
 MPMS# 82735 
      (C-$2.80M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009-2012) 
 
• Susquehanna Rail 


MPMS# 70156 
(C-$60K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 


 
• N. Tier NEW 2009 BRG Group 
      MPMS# 82903 
      (PE-$3.60M/ 2009-2011)(FD-$2.4M/ 2010-2012/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
 
• N. Tier D4 Bridge Reserve 
      MPMS# 73299 
      (C-$519K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2012) 
 
• Group 4-10-ST1 (44) 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83948 
      (C-$1.0M) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 





		Highways

		7.   PA 171 sec. 502 

		Intersection Site Distance and Safety Improvements

		25. SR 1011 sec. 570 

		Hemlock Creek Bridge

		      Over Hemlock Creek

		Bridge Replacement

		MPMS# 9744

		      BMS# 57300300502739

		Over Wyalusing Creek

		41. SR 4013 sec. 570 

		Apolacon Creek Bridge

		Over Cork Hill Creek











		Line Item

		MPMS# 75720

		MPMS# 64280

		MPMS# 70156
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Explanation
#* State Bridges
#* Local Bridges


MPMS #
77526
65091
66583
72320
62996
47034
9663
47361
9745
47123
47125
47126
72321


Susquehanna County±








 
 
 
Acronym/Term 
 
TIP – Transportation Improvements Program 
 
MPMS – Multi-modal Project Management System 
 
BMS – Bridge Management System 
 
FFY – Federal Fiscal Year 
 
TBD – To Be Determined 
 
PE – Preliminary Engineering 
 
FD – Final Design 
 
R – Right of Way 
 
U – Utilities 
 
C – Construction 
 
K – Thousands of dollars($) 
 
M – Millions of dollars($) 
 
BND – Potential Bond funding 
 
Act 44 -  Money brought in with the passage of Act 44 
 
CCIP – Congested Corridor Improvement Program 
 
8 Remaining years – This coincides with the remaining 8 years of the 12 year Program 





		Acronym/Term






Northern Tier Rural Planning Organization 
 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)/Twelve Year Plan (TYP) 
 
2009 – 2012 Update 
 
Document Summary 
 
The Northern Tier TIP is developed in an open and interactive manner.  Public involvement is 
critical to any planning and programming process.  Municipalities are surveyed for their input.  
Projects are received from numerous methods.  During this update cycle the Long Range 
Transportation Plan has been evolving through its own update process.  Through this Land Use, 
Transportation and Economic Development integration process, numerous county meetings, 
project advisory committee meetings and a regional forum held to collect data on projects.  This 
data was then reviewed and shared with the Districts for discussion and possible inclusion in the 
TIP/TYP.  Projects were selected in cooperation with each PennDOT District.  Statewide 
accepted financial guidance is used to obtain financial constraint that is mutually discussed, 
deliberated and ultimately reached.  This is the limiting factor for project selection and inclusion. 
 
Project selection criteria are under development as the update to our existing Long Range 
Transportation Plan nears completion.  These criteria will be employed for the 2011 – 2015 
update of the TIP/TYP. 


At its most basic level, the project development process boils down to this and of course, it’s not 
really that simple, and every project is unique. The development process varies according to 
mode, funding source, location, and myriad other variables. For a major federally-funded project, 
the typical development process looks more like this: 
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


 
 
 


 


 








Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
 


2009 – 2012 Planning and Programming Process 
 
TIOGA COUNTY (Engineering District 3.0) 
 
Highways 
 
1. US 6 sec. M26 
      Stockdale to Wellsboro 
      Delmar Township, Wellsboro 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82380 
      (FD-$40K/ 2012)(C-$410K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
2. US 15 sec. 123 
      15-D51 Section 
      Sebring to Bloss Mtn. 
      Liberty Township 
      MPMS# 79538 
      Restoration 
      (C-$2.64M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
3. US 15 sec. 131 
      SR 287 to Tioga River 
      Lawrence Township, Tioga Township 
      MPMS# 82377 
      (FD-$74K/ 2011)(C-$1.54M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
4. US 15 sec. I99 
      US 15 I-99 Study 
      MPMS# 82533 
      (S-$260K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
5.   PA 287 sec. 79M 
      SR 3019 to Wellsboro 
      Delmar Township 
      MPMS# 82196 
      (C-$2.64M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011) 
 
 







 
6.   PA 287 sec. 80M 
      3-2 Line to Morris 
      Morris Township 
      MPMS# 82202 
      (C-$1.01M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
7.   SR 2005 sec. 001 
      Soil Slide Repair 
 Mansfield Borough, Richmond Township 
      MPMS# 82539 
      (PE-$62K, FD-$42K/ 2009)(U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$908K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
8.   SR 3019 sec. 03M 
      SR 287 to Bradley Street 
      Delmar Township, Wellsboro 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82119 
      (FD-$71K/ 2010)(C-$1.47M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010-2011) 
 
9.   SR 4024 sec. 10M 


Starhigh Rd. to SR 287 
Farmington Township, Tioga Township 
MPMS# 82108 
(FD-$95K/ 2009)(C-$2.10M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
10. SR 2005 sec. 03M 
      Arnot Rd. to Tioga River 
      MPMS# 82379 
      (FD-$113K/ 2012)(C-$1.0M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
Bridges (State) 
 
11. US 6 sec. GRP 
      Membrane and Overlay 
      MPMS# 82229 
      Various Bridges 
      Bridge Preservation 
      (C-$468K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 







 
12. PA 6 sec. 103 
 Trib. to Charleston Creek 
 Charleston Township 
 MPMS# 68012 
 BMS# 58000606001509 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$21K, U-$31K/ 2009)(C-$757K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 
13. US 15 sec. 111 
 Bridge over Harts Creek 
 Lawrence Township 
 MPMS# 74027 
 BMS# 58001508201702 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$83K/ 2009)(FD-$22K, R-$33K/ 2010)(C-$1.01M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011-2012) 
 
14. PA 49 sec. PNT 
 Tioga & Bradford BR Paint 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83692 
 BMS# Various 
 Preservation and Painting 
 (C-$624K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
15. PA 49 sec. 044 
 Holden  Creek Bridge 
      Osceola Township 
 MPMS# 7245 
 BMS# 58004903900000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$1.34M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010-2011) 
 
16. PA 49 sec. 056 
 Trib. To Cowanesque 
      Osceola Township 
 MPMS# 7321 
 BMS# 58004903701899 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (C-$1.45M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009-2010) 
 







 
17. PA 49 sec. 057 


Cowanesque River Bridge 
Westfield Borough 
Act 44 


       MPMS# 82826 
       BMS#  58004900802742 
       Bridge Preservation 
       (PE-$42K/ 2009)(FD-$11K/ 2010)(C-$900K)(1st 4 years) 
       FFY (2011-2012) 
 
18.  PA 49 sec. 57M 
       Cowanesque River Bridge 
       Westfield Township 
       MPMS# 75447 
       BMS# 58004901400000 
       Bridge Rehabilitation 
       (C-$1.30M)(1st 4 years) 
       FFY (2010-2011) 
 
19. PA 249 sec. 020 


PA 249 Bridge/Crooked Creek 
Over Crooked Creek 
0.1 mile in length 
Chatham Township 
MPMS# 7403 
BMS# 58024901620000 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$2.28M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
20. PA 249 sec. 021 
      PA 249 Losey Creek 
      Middlebury Township 
      MPMS# 7231 
      BMS# 58024900620000  
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$83K/ 2009)(FD-$22K, R-$43K/ 2010)(C-$1.13M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
21. PA 287 sec. 090 
      Pony Truss over Marsh Creek 
      Delmar Township 
      MPMS# 82203 
      BMS# 58028704000192 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (C-$701K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
22. PA 287 sec. 091 
     Crooked Creek Bridge Preservation 
     Middlebury Township 
     Act 44 
     MPMS# 70740 
     BMS# 58028705300828 
     Bridge Preservation 
     (PE-$43K, FD-$11K/ 2010)(C-$877K)(1st 4 years) 
     FFY (2011-2012) 
 
23. PA 287 sec. 092 
      Norris Brook Bridge TR 287 
      Middlebury Township 
      MPMS# 7322 
      BMS# 58028704601623 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$90K/ 2011)(FD-$23K, R-$47K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
24. PA 328 sec. 024 
      SR 328 over Bear Creek 
      Jackson Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82824 
      BMS# 58032802100000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$83K/ 2009)(FD-$22K, R-$43K/ 2010)(C-$787K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
25. PA 328 sec. GRP 
      Tioga – Bridge Paint 
      Jackson, Rutland, Elk, Deerfield, Charleston Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82371 
      Bridge Preservation 
      (PE-$6K, FD-$6K/ 2012)(C-$260K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 


 
26. PA 349 sec. 007 
 Mill Creek Bridge #2 
      Clymer Township 
 MPMS# 7356 
 BMS# 58034902200000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$21K, U-$73K, R-$21K/ 2009)(C-$2.48M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010-2011) 
 
27. PA 414 sec. 026 
      PA 414/ Zimmermans Creek 
 Liberty Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 7250 
      BMS# 58041403000000 
 Bridge Replacement 
      (FD-$21K, R-$31K/ 2009)(C-$1.08M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
28. PA 549 sec.012 
      Membrane and Overlay 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82351 
      BMS# Various 
      Bridge Preservation 
      (PE-$5K, FD-$5K/ 2009)(C-$740K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
29. PA 549 sec. 013 
      Elk Run Bridge 
 Rutland Township 
      MPMS# 7329 
      BMS# 58054900802172 
 Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$90K/ 2011)(FD-$23K, R-$47K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 







 
30. PA 549 sec. 014 
 SR 549 over Seely Creek 
 Jackson Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83655 
 BMS# 58054902602539 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$180K/ 2011)(FD-$47K, R-$35K/ 2012) 
 FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
31. SR 1001 sec. GRP 
      Tioga – Deck Joints 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82370 
 BMS# Various 
 Bridge Preservation 
      (PE-$22K, FD-$11K/ 2010)(C-$575K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
32. SR 1002 sec. 009 
      Corey Creek Bridge 
 Mansfield Borough 
      MPMS# 7384 
 BMS# 58100200300327 
 Bridge Replacement 
      (U-$52K/ 2009)(C-$162K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
33. SR 1007 sec. 014 
 SR 1007 over Trib. of Elk Run 
 Rutland Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83514 
 BMS# 58100701000000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$26K, FD-$26K/ 2009)(U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2010)(C-$135K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
34. SR 2005 sec. 002 
 SR 2005 over Blockhouse Creek 
 Liberty Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83664 
 BMS# 58200500102599 
 Bridge Preservation 
 (PE-$10K, FD-$10K, R-$10K/ 2009 BND)(C-$87K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 
35. SR 2017 sec. 014 
 Mill Creek Bridge 
 Union Township 
      Act 44 
 MPMS# 7234 
 BMS# 58201700101606 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$87K/ 2010)(FD-$23K, U-$11K, R-$23K/ 2011)(C-$350K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
36. SR 2022 sec. 001 
 SR 2022 over Wilson Creek 
 Putnam Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83515 
 BMS# 58202201100516 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$28K, FD-$26K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2011)(C-$140K)(1st years) 
 FFY (2012) 
 
37. SR 3001 sec. 003 
 Pine Creek Bridge 
 Gaines Township 
 MPMS# 7270 
 BMS# 58300104100282 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$22K, U-$11K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$1.68M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011-2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
38. SR 3001 sec. 005 
 SR 3001 over Elk Run 
 Gaines Township 
 MPMS# 79055 
 BMS# 58300103901413 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$234K/ 2012 BND)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
39. SR 3001 sec. 006 
 SR 3001 over Buck Run 
 Elk Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83713 
 BMS# 58300101300000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$58K, R-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-$, C-$Remaining) 
 
40. SR 3007 sec. 001 
      Olmsville Bridge – West Branch Stony Fork 
 Delmar Township 
      MPMS# 7294 
      BMS# 58300700900529 
 Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$208K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
41. SR 3007 sec. 010 
 SR 3007 over WB Stoney Fork 
 Delmar Township 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83874 
 BMS# 58300700900000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$58K, R-$23K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (FD-$, U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
42. SR 3007 sec. 007 


SR 3007 Stony Fork Creek Bridge 
Delmar Township 
MPMS# 7390 
BMS# 58300701400171 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$624K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
43. SR 3014 sec. 001 
      Zimmerman Creek Bridge 
      Liberty Township 
      MPMS# 7255 
      BMS# 58301401000716 
      Bridge Replaceent 
      (PE-$90K/ 2009)(FD-$23K, R-$47K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
44. SR 3022 sec. 004 
      SR 3022 over Marsh Creek 
      Shippen Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83490 
      BMS# 58302200600000 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$58K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
45. SR 4001 sec. 022 
      SR 4001 over Cowanesque River 
      Westfield Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 78960 
      BMS# 5840010140643 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$58K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
46. SR 4002 sec. DNT 
      SR 4002 over Catlin Hollow Creek 
      Charleston Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 78963 
      BMS# 58400200802069 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (C-$488K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
47. SR 4005 sec. 0SF 
      SR 4005 over North Fork 
      Brookfield Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 79056 
      BMS# 58400500200876 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$42K/ 2009 BND)(C-$940K BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2010) 
 
48. SR 4007 sec.02M 
      SR 4007 over North Brook 
      Brookfield Township 
      MPMS# 75095 
      BMS# 58400701300000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$208K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
49. SR 4007 sec. 003 
      SR 4007 over California Brook 
      Brookfield and Westfield Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 7263 
      BMS# 58400700101647 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$28K, FD-$28K, U-$11K, R-$11K/ 2011)(C-$140K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
50. SR 4012 sec. 023 
      SR 4012 over Hornby Hollow Creek 
      Chatham Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 78972 
      BMS# 58401201901009 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (C-$488K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
51. SR 4013 sec. 015 
      SR 4013 over Yarnell Run 
      Deerfield Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 82829 
      BMS# 58401300200000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$26K, FD-$26K/ 2009)(U-$11K, R-$11K)(C-$140K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
52. SR 4017 sec. 015 
 Losey Creek Bridge 
      Middlebury Township 
 MPMS# 7331 
 BMS# 587401700300000 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (FD-$22K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$1.23M)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2011) 
 
53. SR 4017 sec. 016 
      Holden Creek Bridge #1 
      Osceola Township 
      MPMS# 7346 
      BMS# 58401702900000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$94K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
54. SR 4017 sec. 017 
      Holden Creek Bridge #2 
      Osceola Township 
      MPMS# 7347 
      BMS# 58401702800000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$94K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
55. SR 4023 sec. 001 
      Camp Brook Bridge 
      Elkland Borough 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 7269 
      BMS# 58402300101887 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$1.12M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
56. SR 4024 sec. 005 
      SR 4025 over Elkhorn Creek 
      Farmington Township 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 7090 
      BMS# 5840240110000 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$260K/ 2009 BND)(FD-$87K, R-$32K/ 2010)(C-$591K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
57. SR 4024 sec. 09M 
      SR 4024 over Elkhorn Creek 
      Farmington Township 
      TIP- PC Box Culvert 
      MPMS# 79861 
      BMS# 58402400501749 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (C-$156K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
58. SR 4035 sec. 010 
      SR 4035 over Catlin Hollow 
      Charleston Township 
      MPMS# 83470 
      BMS# 58403501300426 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$234K/ 2012 BND) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
Bridges (County) 
 
59. T-402 Cowanesque River Bridge 


Over Cowanesque River 
Deerfield Township 
MPMS# 7365 
BMS# 58720704020004 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$216K/ 2010)(FD-$90K, R-$22K/ 2011)(C-$1.0M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
Bridges (Local) 
 
60. T-431 over Tioga River 


Over Tioga River 
      Ward Township 


MPMS# 7109 
BMS# 58722904310001 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$416K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
61. T-952 Hammond Bridge 


Over Hammond Creek 
      Jackson Township 


MPMS# 47871 
BMS# 5872150920002 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$130K, U-$26K, R-$26K/ 2009)(C-$1.29M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
 
 
 
 
 







 
62. King Street 
 Over Kelsey Creek 
      Wellsboro Borough 
 MPMS# 82732 
 BMS# 58740911200004 
 Bridge Replacement 
 (PE-$180K/ 2011)(FD-$94K, R-$47K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (C-$ Remaining 8 years) 
 
63. T-750 


Tributary to Tioga River 
Marvin Creek Bridge 
Putnam Township 
MPMS# 7203 
BMS# 58722207500000 
Bridge Replacement 
(PE-$173K/ 2010)(FD-$84K, R-$22K/ 2011)(C-$702K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
Line Item: 
 


• NTIER CMAQ  Line Item 
MPMS# 82736 
(C-$1.67M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2012) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





		TIOGA COUNTY (Engineering District 3.0)

		Highways

		 Holden  Creek Bridge

		      Osceola Township

		 Trib. To Cowanesque

		      Osceola Township

		Over Crooked Creek

		 Mill Creek Bridge #2

		      Clymer Township

		 Losey Creek Bridge

		      Middlebury Township

		Over Tioga River

		      Ward Township

		Over Hammond Creek



		      Jackson Township

		 Over Kelsey Creek

		      Wellsboro Borough
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Explanation
#* State Bridges
#* County Bridges
#* Local Bridges


MPMS #
82380
79538
82377
82196
82202
82119
82108


Tioga County±








Northern Tier Regional Planning and Development Commission 
 


2009 – 2012 Planning and Programming Process 
 
Wyoming County (Engineering District 4.0) 
 
Highways 
 
1. US 6 sec. 714 


Lackawanna Trail (Betterment) 
Clinton Township 
MPMS# 75718 
(FD-$1.08M/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
2. US 6 Enhancement 
 Iroquois Trail, Tioga St. 
 Tunkhannock Township 
 MPMS# 65191 
 (C-$158K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010) 
 
3. US 6 sec. 791 
 Tunkhannock Park & Ride 
 Tunkhannock Borough 
 MPMS# 70153 
 (C-$392K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2010 - 2011) 
 
4. SR 3001 sec. ENH 
 Laceyville Streetscape Phase 3 
 Laceyville Borough 
 MPMS# 71670 
 (C-$277K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
5. Laceyville Streetscape Phase 4 
 Laceyville Borough 
 MPMS# 77532 
 (C-$443K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
 
 
 
 







 
6.   SR 4015 sec. 701  


SR 4015 Slide Restoration 
Meshoppen Township 
0.7 mile in length 
Meshoppen Township line to US 6 
MPMS# 47364 
(PE-$117K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
Bridges (State) 
 
7.   US 6 sec. 757 
 SR 0006 over Meshoppen Creek 
 Act 44 
 MPMS# 83057 
 BMS# 65000601800000 
 Bridge Rehabilitation 
 (PE-$78K/ 2009)(C-$900K)(1st 4 years) 
 FFY (2009) 
 
8. US 6 sec. 772 Deer Park Bridge 


Over Tunkhannock Creek 
East of PA 92 
Tunkhannock Township 
Act 44 
MPMS# 10125 


      BMS# 650006404401261 
Bridge Replacement  
(FD-$216K, R-$108K/ 2010)(C-$2.17M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
9.  US 6 sec. 773 Bardwell Bridge 


Over Tunkhannock Creek 
Tunkhannock Township 
MPMS# 10203 


      BMS# 65000604900000 
Bridge Replacement  
(FD-$208K, R-$83K/ 2010)(C-$2.16M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
 
 
 
 
 







 
10. US 6 sec. 775 
      US 6 over SR 1017 
      Clinton Township 
      MPMS# 10204 
      BMS# 65000605700000 
      Rehabilitation 
      (FD-$162K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
      (C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
11. US 6 sec. 776 


US 6 Bridge Tunkhannock 
Clinton Township 
MPMS# 10223 
BMS# 65000605700628 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$156K/ 2009)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
12. US 11 sec. 771 
      US 11 over US 6 Bridge 
      Clinton Township 
      MPMS# 10197 
      BMS# 6501100300542 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (FD-$141K, U-$22K, R-$22K/ 2010)(C-$900K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
13. PA 29 sec. 772 


Bowmans Creek Bridge 
Noxen Township 
0.2 mile North of SR 2039 
MPMS# 10179 
BMS# 65002900500000 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$1.94M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
14. PA 29 sec. 773 


Bowmans Creek Bridge 
Noxen Township 
0.2 mile East of SR 3002 
MPMS# 10134 
BMS# 65002900900231 
Bridge Replacement 
Design Only 
(FD-$242K, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$1.24M/BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
15. PA 87 sec. 771 


Mehoopany Creek Bridge 
Over South Branch Mehoopany Creek 
0.1 mile in length 
Forkston Township 
1.3 miles west of SR 3001 
Remove existing Bridge, Replace with a 2 span continuous I-Beam bridge, BIT. 
Approaches, Guide Rail, and Minor Drainage 
MPMS# 10142 
BMS# 65008701301502 
Bridge Replacement 
(R-$78K/ 2009)(C-$2.92M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2010) 


 
16. PA 92 sec. 752 
      SR 92 Trib. of Tunkhannock Creek (Act 44) 
      Nicholson Township 
      MPMS# 83959 
      BMS# 65009204900598 
      Bridge Preservation 
      (C-$216K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 
17. PA 307 sec.770 


Tributary of Susquehanna River 
Over Osterhout Creek# 2 
Tunkhannock Township 
MPMS# 10102 
BMS# 65030701501128 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$304K/ BND, R-$10K/ 2009)(C-$1.03M/ Act 44)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009) 


 
 







 
18. PA 307 sec.771 


Tributary to Susquehanna River  
Over Osterhout Creek# 3 
Tunkhannock Township 
MPMS# 10161 
BMS# 65030701501712 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$208K/ BND, R-$16K, U-$5K/ 2009)(C-$1.04M BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
19. SR 1010 sec. 770 
      SR 1010, Act 44 
      Clinton Township 
      MPMS# 68803 
      BMS# 65101000100068 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$337K/ 2009)(C-$1.84M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2011-2012) 
 
20. SR 1015 sec. 770  


Fieldbrook Creek Bridge 
Over Fieldbrook Creek 
Nicholson Township 
MPMS# 10137 


      BMS# 65101500302069 
Bridge Replacement 
(U-$84K, R-$12K/ 2011)(C-$728K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 


 
21. SR 1029 sec. 770 
      Tunkhannock Creek Bridge 
      Nicholson Township 
      MPMS# 10113 
      BMS# 65102900302079 
      Bridge Replacement 
      (PE-$270K/ 2010)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (FD-$, U-$, R-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
22. SR 2002 sec. 751 


Mill Creek Bridge Box 
      Over Mill Creek 


Exeter Township 
0.4 mile west of SR 0292 
Replace existing box and widen roadway 
MPMS# 33169 
BMS# 65200202101831 
Bridge Replacement 
(U-$7K, R-$50K/ 2012)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
23. SR 2012 Bridge sec. 771 


Over Lithia Valley Creek 
Branch of Tunkhannock Creek# 2 
Clinton Township 
MPMS# 10105 
BMS# 65201200300247 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$295K, R-$5K/ 2010)(C-$498K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
24. SR 2012 sec.770 


South Tunkhannock Creek Bridge #1 
Over South Branch of Tunkhannock Creek 
Clinton Township 
3 miles South of LR 65074 
MPMS# 10148 
BMS# 65201200101625 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$274K, R-$11K/ 2010)(C-$877K)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011) 


 
25. SR 2027 sec. 770 


Highland Road Bridge 
Over Beaver Creek 
Falls Township 
MPMS# 10195 
BMS# 65202700403049 
Bridge Replacement 
(FD-$254K/ 2010)(C-$395K/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2011-2012) 


 
 
 







 
26. SR 3001 sec. 775 
      SR 3001 over Trib. Susquehanna River 
      Windham Township 
      MPMS# 69221 
      BMS# 65300103802641 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$84K/ 2011)(C-$351K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
27. SR 3003 sec. 773 


Mehoopany Creek Bridge 
Over Mehoopany Creek 
Mehoopany Township 
MPMS# 10212 
BMS# 65300301501593 
Bridge Replacement 
(C-$2.97M/ BND)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2009-2010) 


 
28. SR 3007 sec. 750 
      SR 3007 (Act 44) 
      Washington Township 
      MPMS# 83059 
      BMS# 65300700120000 
      Bridge Rehabilitation 
      (PE-$112K/ 2011)(C-$492K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2012) 
 
29. SR 4002 sec. 770 


Little Mehoopany Creek Bridge 
Over Little Mehoopany Creek 
0.04 mile in length 
Mehoopany Township 
MPMS# 57872 
BMS# 65400201700525 
Bridge Replacement 
(U-$22K, R-$78K/ 2011)(C-$1.29M)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (2012) 


 
Bridges (Local) 
Continued support for projects on the 12 year program. 
 
 
 
 







 
Bridges (County) 
 
30. Wyoming County Bridge #14 
       T-414 Bridge Removal 
       Over Bowman Creek 
       Eaton Township 
       MPMS# 56761 
       BMS# 65720704130114 
       (C-$116K)(1st 4 years) 
       FFY (2012) 
   
31. Wyoming County Bridge #7 


T-416 County Bridge  
Over Tunkhannock Creek 
0.03 mile in length 
Tunkhannock and Lemon Township   
East Lemon Village 
MPMS# 10150 


      BMS# 65720704160107 
Bridge Replacement (Act 26) 
(R-$21/ 2009)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (U-$, C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
32. T-502 Meshoppen Bridge 


Over Meshoppen Creek 
Meshoppen Township 
MPMS# 10151 
BMS# 6572090502001 
Bridge Replacement (Act 26) 
(FD-$57K, U-$1K, R-$4K/ 2009)(1st 4 years) 
FFY (C-$Remaining 8 years) 


 
Line Item: 
 
• N.Tier CMAQ Reserve 
      MPMS# 73338 
      (C-$741K)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2009-2012) 
 
• Group 4-10-ST2 (44) 
      Act 44 
      MPMS# 83949 
      (C-$1.0M)(1st 4 years) 
      FFY (2010) 
 





		Highways

		MPMS# 10125

		      BMS# 650006404401261

		MPMS# 10203

		      BMS# 65000604900000

		15. PA 87 sec. 771

		MPMS# 10137

		      BMS# 65101500302069

		Mill Creek Bridge Box



		      Over Mill Creek

		MPMS# 10150



		      BMS# 65720704160107
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