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Overview 
The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT), in cooperation with the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), hosted a two-day open house public meeting 
for the State College Area Connector (SCAC) Planning and Environmental Linkages 
(PEL) Study. The SCAC PEL study area is located in southern Centre County. The SCAC 
PEL Study is a collaborative and integrated study approach to transportation planning 
that considers the environment, community, and local and regional economic goals early 
in the planning phase and is used to inform transportation decision making. PEL data and 
study recommendations will be utilized in the subsequent National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) environmental review process. 
The open house public meeting was held to provide an update on the draft PEL Report 
findings and the alternatives that are recommended for advancement to further study in 
the preliminary engineering and environmental study phase. The meetings were hosted 
on Wednesday, October 19, 2022 and Thursday, October 20, 2022 at the Mount Nittany 
Middle School in State College. Meeting materials were made available on the study 
website (www.PennDOT.gov/SCAC) on October 19, 2022, and open to public comment 
from October 19, 2022 to November 11, 2022. 
This report documents the open house public meeting notification process, meeting 
contents, and comments received with associated responses.  

Meeting Notification and Advertisement 
A variety of methods were used to notify citizens, stakeholders, local leaders, review 
agencies, and elected and public officials about the SCAC open house public meeting. 
These notifications included: 

Transportation Development Handout 
A transportation development handout was created in October 2022 to provide a 
summary of the process for advancing transportation projects and the proposed schedule. 
The handout provided details on the PEL Study, preliminary engineering and 
environmental studies, final engineering design, right-of-way acquisition, and 
construction. The transportation development handout was available on the study website 
and distributed at the open house public meeting. A copy of the handout is included in 
Appendix A.  

Agency Coordination Meeting 
An Agency Coordination Meeting was held on August 24, 2022, to provide cooperating 
and participating agencies opportunity to review open house public meeting information 
and invite them to attend the meetings. The Agency Coordination Meeting email invitation, 
agenda, and presentation which includes the invitation to the open house public meeting 
is included in Appendix B.  

http://www.penndot.gov/SCAC
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Public Officials Invitation and Meeting 
A public officials pre-meeting was held at the Wyndham Garden Inn State College on 
September 7, 2022, from 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. Letter invitations were sent via email to 
59 public officials and government partners on August 22, 2022. The purpose of the public 
officials pre-meeting was to present the draft PEL Report findings and open house 
meeting materials for review and provide opportunity for questions and comments prior 
to the information being made available to the public. A presentation was provided to the 
officials that depicted the draft exhibits which would be utilized at the October 2022 open 
house public meetings. Additionally, key exhibits were printed and displayed for more 
detailed review and discussion by the public officials. General concerns communicated 
during the meeting included: potential impacts to private property owners located along 
the alternatives; commercial truck traffic;  and next steps after completion of the PEL 
Study. Figures 1 and 2 show the public officials meeting presentation and discussion, 
respectively. An example of the letter invitation emailed to public officials and meeting 
sign-in sheets are included in Appendix C.  

    
Figure 1 – Public Officials Meeting Presentation 
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Email Invitations  
Official public meeting invitations were sent via e-mail to 1,620 interested parties (e.g., 
property and business owners, etc.) from the study website mailing list, elected and public 
officials, and community partners on October 4, 2022, and October 19, 2022. The 
invitation included the dates, times, and locations for the open house public meetings. A 
copy of the invitation graphic and a list of the notified elected officials, public officials, and 
community partners are included in Appendix D. 
 
Open House Public Meeting Flyers 
A flyer was developed to advertise the open house public meeting logistics and provide 
general study and study contact information. Flyers were distributed on October 13, 2022, 
to public places throughout the study area. These open house public meeting flyers were 
posted at municipal buildings, libraries, gas stations, and other locations. Table 1 provides 
an overview of the 28 locations where flyers were posted. Figures 3 and 4 show 
examples of where these flyers were located at a post office and Sheetz within the study 
area. A copy of the flyer graphic which was also used as the email invitation graphic is 
included in Appendix D.  
Table 1 – Flyer Distribution Locations 

Location Address 
Benner Township 1224 Buffalo Run Road, Bellefonte, PA 16823 
Boalsburg Post Office 110 W Pine Street, Boalsburg, PA 16827 
Burkholder’s Country Market 107 Market Dr #8420, Spring Mills, PA 16875 
Centre Hall Library 109 W Beryl St, Centre Hall, PA 16828 
Centre Hall Post Office 113 E Church St, Centre Hall, PA 16828 
Centre County Library 200 N Allegheny St, Bellefonte, PA 16823 

Figure 2 – Public Officials Meeting Discussion 
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Table 1 – Flyer Distribution Locations (continued) 

Location Address 
Centre Hall Borough 134 North Hoffer Avenue, Centre Hall, PA 16828 
College Township 1481 E. College Avenue, State College, PA 16801 
Harris Township 224 East Main Street, Boalsburg, PA 16827 
Harvey's Food Mart 169 W Main St, Millheim, PA 16854 
Homan's General Store 125 Old Fort Rd, Spring Mills, PA 16875 
My Buzz Café 325 W High St, Bellefonte, PA  16823 
Pine Grove Country Store/Shell PA-26, Pine Grove Mills, PA 16868 
Post Office 112 E Pine Grove Rd, Pine Grove Mills, PA 16868 
Potter Township 124 Short Road, Spring Mills, PA 16875 
Sheetz 113 N Juniata St, Lewistown, PA 17044 
Sheetz 10 Sheetz Dr, Reedsville, PA 17084 
Sheetz 106 Savannah Lane, Centre Hall, PA 16828 
Sheetz 2850 Benner Pike, Bellefonte, PA 16823 
Sheetz 765 Benner Pike, State College, PA 16801 
Sheetz 3261 W College Ave, State College, PA 16801 
Sheetz 120 Southridge Plz, State College, PA 16803 
Sheetz 1781 N Atherton St, State College, PA 16803 
Sheetz 101 N Logan Blvd, Burnham, PA 17009 
Snappy's 2892 Earlystown Rd, Centre Hall, PA 16828 
Spring Mills Post Office  136 School St, Spring Mills, PA 16875 
Spring Township 1309 Blanchard St., Bellefonte, PA 16823 
Uni-Mart 106 W College Ave, Pleasant Gap, PA 16823 

 

 
Figure 3 – Flyer posted at Centre Hall Post Office 
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Figure 4 – Flyer posted at Sheetz within the study area 

Every Door Direct Mail Notification 
Mail notifications were delivered via the US Postal Service (USPS) Every Door Direct 
Mail service to mailing routes in Centre Hall and Boalsburg on October 13, 2022. The 
mailing route maps, USPS receipts, and a copy of the SCAC postcard are found in 
Appendix E.   

Outreach to the Amish Community 
Targeted outreach was conducted with the local Amish community to provide notification 
of the open house public meetings. Three Amish church districts are located within the 
SCAC study area: West Penns Valley Church District, West Brush Valley Church District, 
and Nittany Valley Church District. Paper copies of the SCAC Fact Sheet and open house 
public meeting flyers were transmitted to each of the church districts on October 13, 2022. 
Copies of the transmittal letter providing the meeting materials for distribution are included 
in Appendix F. Multiple copies of the open house public meeting flyer were provided 
along with the letter. A copy of the public meeting flyer graphic is found in Appendix D. 

Media Notification 
The two-day open house public meeting was advertised in the Centre Daily Times on 
Thursday, October 6, 2022, and Thursday, October 13, 2022. An advertisement ran in 
the Lewistown Sentinel on Friday, October 7, 2022, and Monday, October 17, 2022. 
Appendix G contains copies of the newspaper advertisements. 

Media Coverage 
Several news outlets reported on the October 2022 open house public meetings providing 
the meeting dates and times, locations, and details about the study. Media coverage 
included an article by statecollege.com on October 17, 2022; a news report by WPSU on 
October 19, 2022; news reports by ABC23, and FOX8; and an article by Centre County 
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Gazette on October 20, 2022. Following the meetings, the media provided reporting of 
the PEL Study and an overview of the open house public meetings. Specific post-meeting 
media coverage included a news report by Centre County Report on October 20, 2022, 
an article in The Sentinel on October 22, 2022, and a news report and article by WJAC 
on October 25, 2022. Appendix H contains copies of the news reports and articles.  

PennDOT Social Media 
An open house public meeting notification was posted on PennDOT’s Facebook page 
and PennDOT District 2-0’s Twitter account. The Facebook post on the PennDOT’s page 
occurred on October 6, 2022, as shown in Figure 5. PennDOT also tweeted meeting 
announcements via their 511PAStateCollege account starting on October 6, 2022. 
Figure 6 shows an example of a meeting tweet issued for the SCAC open house public 
meeting. 
 

 
 

 

Press Releases 
As part of the public involvement process, official Press Releases were issued by 
PennDOT’s District 2 Press Office on October 6, 2022, to announce the dates, times, and 
details for the open house public meetings. A reminder of the open house public meeting 
with meeting details was issued by PennDOT’s District 2 Press Office on October 17, 
2022. Press Releases were distributed to major media outlets in the Centre County 
region. Copies of the press releases are included in Appendix I. 
 

Figure 6 – PennDOT Facebook Meeting Notification 

 

Figure 5 – PennDOT example Tweet for the Open House 
Public Meeting 
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Other Notification Efforts 
Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization (CCMPO) assisted with advertising 
the October 2022 open house public meetings. Figure 7 depicts the announcement used 
by CCMPO in their advertising notifications. CCMPO emailed the PennDOT press 
releases to their mailing lists on October 6, 2022 and October 17, 2022.  

CCMPO also posted the invitation to their Facebook page on October 7, 2022 
(Appendix J). Notifications to their Facebook page were posted five times between 
October 7, 2022, and October 20, 2022. 
 
The public meeting invitation was added as an agenda item for the CCMPO Technical 
and CCMPO Coordinating Committees. The invitation was also shared with the Centre 
County Planning and Community Development Office (CCPCDO). 
 

 
 Figure 7 – Open House Public Meeting Advertisement by CCMPO 

The Centre Region Council of Government posted notification for the open house public 
meeting on their website on October 6, 2022. Other notifications were made via social 
media posts by various interested parties (e.g., Ferguson Township, College Township, 
elected officials, etc.) and news outlets on Facebook and Twitter in October 2022 prior to 
the meeting. These posts included information about the dates, times, and locations of 
the open house public meeting. Figure 8 shows an example social media notification on 
the Harris Township Government Facebook account. The additional notifications are 
found in Appendix J. 



 

   
   Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 

  P a g e  |  8  
 

   

 

Open House Public Meeting Overview 
Upon arrival at the open house public meetings, meeting participants were asked to sign 
in and collect handouts at the Welcome Station. Participants then proceeded to the 
gymnasium to tour the informational displays, ask the study team questions, and/or 
complete a comment card. Computer stations were provided for the public to view and 
overlay the SCAC environmental mapping with the proposed alternative corridors. At 6:15 
P.M., a formal presentation was given by the study team in the auditorium. The 
presentation was followed by a questions and answers (Q&A) session. Details on the 
open house public meeting materials and participation are outlined below.  

Meeting Materials 
Meeting Handouts 
There were four specific handouts developed and made available at the open house 
public meeting Welcome station. Prior to the meetings, these materials were uploaded to 
the study website for pre-review on October 19, 2022. The handouts included 
Transportation Development Handout (Appendix A), PEL Frequently Asked Questions, 
Preliminary Engineering/NEPA Anticipated Process and Schedule, and a Public Meeting 
Comment Form (Appendix K). The comment form could be left at the “How Can You 
Participate?” station and was also available to complete via an electronic survey on the 
study website. 

Figure 8 – Example Social Media Notification by Harris Township Government  
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Meeting Boards 
There were 27 meeting display boards, including station and directional boards, that 
comprised the open house public meeting displays. Copies of the meeting boards are 
included in Appendix L. 

Meeting Participation 
A total of 502 participants signed in at the two-day open house public meeting. Figures 
9 and 10 show meeting participation at the display boards and the digital mapping 
computer station.  

 
 
 
 

 

  Figure 10 – Computer station mapping at the Open House 
Public Meeting 

Figure 9 – Participants view meeting display boards at the Open House 
Public Meeting 
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Right-of-Way Station 
PennDOT right-of-way agents were available for participants to ask questions and 
discuss the land acquisition process during the open house public meeting (Figure 11). 
PennDOT’s Publication 83, which outlines and answers the most frequently asked 
questions regarding PennDOT’s transportation land acquisition process, was provided as 
a handout at this station (Appendix M).  

 
 

Concerned Citizen Information Table 
Concerned citizens from the “No 45 Connector Movement” set up a table to provide 
meeting participants information on their concerns (Figure 12). The station and materials 
were independent of PennDOT’s open house public meeting materials and presentation.  

 

 

Figure 11 – Right-of-Way Station at the Open House Public Meeting 

 

Figure 12 – “No 45 Connector Movement” information 
table at the Open House Public Meeting 
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Presentation 
Open house public meeting participants had the opportunity to attend a formal 
presentation provided by the study team. The presentation is found in Appendix N.  
 
Q&A Session 
Following the formal presentation, open house public meeting participants had the 
opportunity to ask questions during a Q&A session (Figure 13). Participants who wanted 
the opportunity to speak were asked to fill out a speaker card and called forward to speak 
in the order in which they registered. Each speaker was given two minutes to ask their 
question. Responses to questions were provided by members of the study team. A total 
of 28 participants spoke during the Q&A session at the open house public meetings. The 
Q&A session was recorded by a court reporter and a full transcript is found in Appendix 
O. The topics discussed during the Q&A are summarized in Table 2. 
 

  
Figure 13 – Q&A session at the Open House Public Meeting  
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Table 2 – Public Meeting Q&A Topic Summary 

Public Meeting Q&A Topics 

PA 45 Connector Location/Safety/Design 
Existing PA 45 Safety and Improvements 

Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition Process/Displacements 

Farming/Agricultural Operations/ALCAB1 Process 
Multimodal Improvements (Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections) 

Timeline for Intent to Enter Letters 
Construction Pollution 

Preliminary Engineering/NEPA Process and Timeline 
Identification of Wetlands and High-Quality Tributaries to Cedar Run, Spring Creek, Sinking Creek 

Transportation Systems Management Alternatives 
Upgrade Existing 322 Alternative 

Wildlife Corridors 
Impact Calculation Methodology for Overlapping Environmental Features  

PennDOT Funding and Cost of Alternatives 
Traffic Level of Service on Existing Roadways and Alternatives 

Noise Mitigation 
1 Agricultural Lands Condemnation Approval Board 

Public Comments 
The public comment period was open from October 19, 2022 to November 11, 2022. 
Comments were accepted at the meeting, by mail, email, or via the website form. A total 
of 36 comments were received – 24 comment forms (14 at the meeting, 9 by mail, and 1 
via the website) and 12 general comments (8 letters and 4 emails). Twenty-four of the 36 
contained a specific comment that required an individual response. These comments and 
associated responses can be found in Appendix P. The following section provides a 
general summary of the public comments. 

Public Comment Summary 
The public comment form provided open house public meeting participants and website 
visitors the opportunity to rank topics from greatest to least concern for each of the US 322 
Build Alternatives chosen to advance for further design and environmental evaluation. 
The comment form also provided participants space to ask a question for PennDOT to 
specifically answer in the meeting summary report.  
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Of the 24 comment forms received from participants, numerical rankings for topics of 
concern were provided on 15 of the comment forms. Figure 14 shows the rankings of 
topics of most concern to least concern based on the information provided. 

 
 

Nine of the comment forms received from participants were completed without numerical 
rankings for topics of concern for each alternative. Instead of numerical rankings, various 
topics of concern were checked for each alternative. Of these responses, the topics that 
received the most responses for each of the three alternatives were 
Community/Neighborhood and Farming/Agricultural Operations.  

The comment form also provided participants the opportunity to ask questions that were 
not answered during their participation in the open house public meeting. The public 
commenter names, questions, and corresponding responses are provided in 
Appendix P.  

Lastly, the general comments received via letters and emails and their corresponding 
responses are found in Appendix P. Generally, comments and concerns included 
impacts to agricultural/farming operations, the PA 45 connector, property acquisitions, 
multimodal improvements, noise, and environmental impacts. 

Figure 14 – Public Meeting Comment Form Responses - Topics of Concern  
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Conclusion 
The information presented in this report summarizes the efforts undertaken to engage the 
public in the Fall of 2022 for the SCAC PEL Study. The open house public meeting held 
on October 19 and October 20, 2022, was attended by 502 individual participants. A total 
of 36 public comments were received during the comment period. Information received 
from this open house public meeting will be used to guide the study team during future 
studies (preliminary engineering and NEPA) and aid in informing future decisions.
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state college area
CONNECTOR PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC

What is the Process for Advancing Transportation Projects and 
the Proposed Schedule? 

Planning and 
Environmental 
Linkage Study 
(PEL)

Preliminary 
Engineering / 
Environmental 
Studies (NEPA)

Final 
Engineering
Design

Right-of-Way 
Acquisition

Construction 

Planning and Environmental Linkage Study – A PEL Study is a high-level, 
early-planning process used for transportation decision making that considers 
environmental, community, and economic goals early in the planning stage, 
resulting in projects that can be carried through design and construction. 
Public and agency involvement is conducted throughout this phase. Overall, 
the PEL Study helps to inform planning decisions, streamline the project 
delivery process, and can serve as a public platform to discuss and prioritize 
transportation issues. 

Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Studies (NEPA) – Preliminary 
engineering includes focused studies about traffic, safety, the environment, 
and the development of project specific alternatives. The information allows 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and PennDOT to make decisions about 
necessary transportation network improvements. Assessments also determine 
the benefits and impacts the alternatives would have on natural, cultural, and 
socio-economic environments. Public and agency involvement is conducted 
through this phase. The preliminary engineering/environmental studies phase 
ends with the selection of an alternative to advance into final design. Approval 
from FHWA must be received to advance into final engineering design.

Final Engineering Design – During final engineering design, the selected 
project alternative design plans are refined to identify right-of-way requirements 
and are detailed enough to construct the project. Fulfill commitments 
made during the NEPA phase to mitigate proposed environmental impacts. 
Environmental permitting and detailed utility coordination occur during this 
phase.

Proposed
Schedule

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033



state college area
CONNECTOR PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC

Right-of-Way Acquisition – When project impacts to private property, including 
homes and businesses, are unavoidable, PennDOT will work with the owners 
to determine the property’s Fair Market Value and negotiate the acquisition of 
the property. When the acquisition of property results in the need for a property 
owner to relocate, PennDOT provides relocation assistance to those whose 
property is acquired (see the FAQ page on the study website for information on 
right-of-way acquisition).

Construction – Once final engineering design is complete and the right-of-way 
has been acquired, PennDOT will solicit bids and award construction contracts. 
Depending on the scale of the proposed improvements, multiple construction 
contracts may be developed to complete the overall project. Often, the first 
contracts awarded are smaller “early action” contracts that involve improvements 
that will help better accommodate traffic during subsequent construction 
projects. Staging of the subsequent contracts will also be developed to safely 
convey traffic through the work zone and minimize travel time delays through 
and around the project area. The newly constructed improvements to the 
transportation system will address the purpose and needs which were identified 
in the early stages of the process.
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1. ACM Meeting Invitation 
2. ACM Meeting Agenda 
3. Email Invitation/Distribution List 
4. Presentation 

 

  



DATE: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 

SUBJECT: Wednesday, August 24, 2022 ACM Agenda 

TO: ACM Member List 

FROM: Drew Ames, Acting Chief /s/ 
Bureau of Project Delivery and Design, Environmental Policy and Development Division 

The next Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) will be held on Wednesday, August 24, 2022 at 
9:30 a.m. through Teams.  Please respond through the meeting invite. 

Enclosed are the 1) ACM Agenda, 2) 2022 ACM Schedule, 3) 2022 Field View Reserved Dates 4) 
SCAC PEL Alternatives Memo 

Please direct questions or comments to Nicole Auker at nauker@pa.gov or 717-787-0460 or James 
Spatz at jspatz@pa.gov or 717-787-5306. 

Attachments 

cc:   Larry Shifflet, P.E., 8th Floor KB 
M. Batula, P.E. 8th Floor KB
C. Spangler, P.E. 7th Floor KB
J.D. Bucher, P.E., 7th Floor KB
Project Development Engineers, 7th Floor KB
N.A. Vivian, 7th Floor KB
D. Ames, 7th Floor KB
K. Russell, 7th Floor KB

Appendix B

mailto:nauker@pa.gov


AGENCY COORDINATION MEETING 

AGENDA FOR WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 24, 2022 

Teams Call 
Call-In Number: 267-332-8737 

Conference ID: 557792178# 

1. General Business (9:30-9:40) 
a. Call to Order and Introductions
b. Review Agency Field View Reserved Dates
c. Next ACM – Wednesday, September 28, 2022
d. Other Topics

2. SCAC PEL (9:40-11:00) 
3. SR 6219-050 (US 219 Meyersdale to Old Salisbury Rd) (11:00-12:00) 
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From: Spatz, James
To: Abraham, Shaun; "Abrams, Kevin"; Allen, Brian N.; Allison, Amanda; "Allison, Chris"; ealoiz; Ames, John A

(Drew); Ammerman, Jeremy D; Anderson, Robert M; Anthony, David (PENNDOT); Augustine, Gregory; Auker,
Nicole; "Baker, Bryan"; Ball, Dean D; "Baranski, Alan"; Bishop, Marie; Bishop, Ronnique (FHWA); Bohman, John
D; "Bomberger, Andrew"; "Box, Jeffery"; "Brandon Peters"; Brown, Corey; Bucher, Jeffrey; Bunce, Kyle J;
Burden, Donald; Wes Burket; "Carson, Brandon"; Carson, Jacob H.; Cease, Kristen; Chapman Christopher;
Chappell, Mark; Chestney, Jamie; Will Clark; "Clayton, Sherry"; Cordek, Sarah (FHWA); Covert, Cristin; Crobak,
Jennifer (FHWA); Crouch, Todd; Crum, Jonathan (FHWA); Cunningham, T Jay; "Dan Walston"; Davies, Charles;
Davis, Edward (PENNDOT); Davis, Jamie; "Deck, Steve"; fdell@ycpc.org; DiMatteo, Michael R; "Dombroskie,
Mike"; Duda, Rachel; "DWohlwill@PortAuthority.org"; Ebur, Andrea (FHWA); "Edris, Allen"; Engle, Jeff (FHWA);
Erickson, Michael; Ertel, Nina; Fawcett, Paul; Feliciano, Veronica (FHWA); Fischer, David (PENNDOT); "Fitzkee,
Jonathan"; "Foys, Jill"; Franzen, Lucas A; Frederick, Barbara; Gardner, Kenda Jo; Genovese, Alexander; Gerling,
Heather; Giamarino, Madeline; "Gibble, John"; "Gillespie, Joy"; Gonsman, Andy; rgordon; "Gracenin, Dan"; Gray,
Gavin; Greenland, Vince; Grumbine, Frank; Guers, Sue; Guyton, Tyra; Hammond, Alice M; Haney, Susanne M;
Hanson, Casey; Harrison, Emma; Harrower, Monica; Harvey, Hannah; Hazelton, Susan; Heinrich, Keith;
"Herman, Steve"; Highlands, Keith; Hoernemann, Todd; "Imhoff, Ethan"; Jacobini, Jared; Jano, Steve J; Kagel,
Jennifer; Kania, Pamela; Kawash, Peter; Keane, Daniel L; Keiser, Michael; Kelley, Autumn; "Kelly, George";
"Kessler, Amy"; "Kim, Song"; King, Christopher D.; Krobot, Nicholas; Kronz, George; Landis, Tiffany; Larzelere,
Michael; "Lavelle, John"; Lightcap, Jay; Lolli, Amy M; Lorson, Benjamin; MacDonald, Andrea; Martin, Veronica;
Mattern, Brian; Mausteller, Michael J.; "May, James"; McClellan, Sarah K; Mcclelland, Thomas; Mccloskey,
Anthony J; Mccollum, Allyson; McDougal, Steven; McKeel, Justin; Melley, Allen; Mercer, J Tyler; Messner, Anne;
Mock, Kevin W; Moon-Sirianni, Cheryl; Nagle, Cheryl; Neal, Elbert; Nepal, Dewakar;
Nevshehirlian.Stepan@epa.gov; Nikolas.P.Tranchik@usace.army.mil; Okin, Sharon; Orwig, April;
camille.otto@dot.gov; Pavic, Richard T; Peacock, Christopher; Piper, Alan; Podniesinski, Gregory; Porochniak,
Gene (FHWA); Prestash, Thomas; Pulver, Megan; Radatti, Mark J; Rairigh, Elizabeth; Raskiewicz, Thomas J;
Rebert, Ashley; Rebert, Michael W; Rickard, Marc C; Roberts, Dean; Roessing, Jason; Rostron, David; Ruhl,
Bryon S; Russell, Kara; Sabitsky, Jesse U; Savage, William (Fish & Boat); Saylor, Jim; Scarr, Kristin; "Schaible,
Todd"; Schrecengost, Jessica; Seeley, Douglas; Seymour, Stephanie; Shaffer, Barbara (FHWA); Shaffer, Scott
(PENNDOT); Shiffler, Ryan R; Shunk, Brian E; Smaroff, Dan; Smiles, Heather A; Smoker, Matt (FHWA); Snyder,
Terry (PENNDOT); Spangler, Christine; Squillario, Attilio S; Starks, Kipp; Suanlarm, Paul; Suciu.Smith, Deborah
(FHWA); Supel, Matthew; Thompson, Kristina L; Timochenko, Amanda; Vankirk, Ryan; Velazquez, Jose A; Vivian,
Nicholas A; Vlot, Christian; Ward, Richard (PENNDOT); Weed, Robert; Wertz, Gerald C.; Wisor, Joshua;
Wolfgong, Christopher R; Yocum, Thomas R; Young, Mark; Zurat, Thomas

Cc: Murnyack, Eric J; Deb Hoover; Donahoe, Nicki; James, Kevin; Cole, Lori; Plitt, Dennis
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Agency Coordination Meeting - August 24th at 9:30 am
Date: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 8:09:33 AM
Attachments: ACMAgenda_8.24.22.docx

2022 ACM Schedule.docx
2022 ACM Agency Field View Reserved Dates.docx
SCAC PEL August 2022 ACM Alternatives_to Advance Memo.pdf
6.22.22AgencyCoordinationMeetingMinutes.docx

On behalf of Drew Ames:

This is a reminder that the Wednesday, August 24th ACM will occur virtually over Teams at 9:30 am. 
Attached for your review are the following documents: 1.) August 24 ACM Agenda 2.) ACM 2022
Schedule 3.) ACM 2022 Field View Reserve Dates 4.) SCAC PEL Alternatives Memo 5.) Minutes from

the June 22nd ACM.

Note:  The SCAC team will be seeking concurrence on the recommended alternatives from the
Cooperating Agencies by September 8, 2022.

If you would like to be taken off the ACM email distribution list, please contact Jim Spatz at
jspatz@pa.gov.

See below for call-in information.

Microsoft Teams meeting
Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here to join the meeting
Meeting ID: 226 058 050 662 
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Passcode: PiuaLu
Download Teams | Join on the web
Or call in (audio only)
+1 267-332-8737,,557792178#   United States, Philadelphia
Phone Conference ID: 557 792 178#
Find a local number | Reset PIN

James Spatz | Environmental Planner II
Environmental Policy and Development Division
Bureau of Design and Delivery
PA Department of Transportation
400 North Street - 7th Floor | Harrisburg, PA 17120
Phone: 717.787.5306
www.penndot.pa.gov

CONNECT WITH PENNDOT
Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | Linkedin | YouTube

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message, including any attachments, is intended only for the use
of the intended recipient(s) named above and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and or
otherwise protected from disclosure.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution by persons
other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
contact me immediately by reply e-mail and delete the original message.
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 Alternative Screening Process
 PEL Process Next Steps
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• Public Officials Meeting – September 7, 2022

• Cooperating Agency Concurrence/Comments
– September 8, 2022

• PEL Report – September/October 2022

• Public Meeting – October 2022
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   Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 

  Appendices 
 

APPENDIX C – Public Officials Pre-meeting 
1. Example Public Officials Letter Invitation on 8/22/22 

FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
The Honorable Robert P. Casey, United States Senate 
The Honorable Patrick J. Toomey, United States Senate 
The Honorable Glenn Thompson, United States House of Representatives, District 15 
The Honorable Fred Keller, United States House of Representatives, District 12 
 
STATE ELECTED OFFICIALS 
The Honorable Tom Wolf, Pennsylvania Governor 
The Honorable Jake Corman, The Pennsylvania Senate 
The Honorable Stephanie Borowicz, Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
The Honorable Rich Irvin, Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
The Honorable H. Scott Conklin, Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
The Honorable Kerry Benninghoff, Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
The Honorable John Hershey, Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
 
GOVERNMENT PARTNERS LIST 
Ms. Margaret Gray, Centre County Board of Commissioners 
Mr. Tom Fountaine, State College Borough Council 
Ms. Amy Farkas, Harris Township Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Adam Brumbaugh, College Township Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Michael Danneker, Spring Township Board of Supervisors 
Ms. Sharon Royer, Benner Township Board of Supervisors 
Ms. Kathryn Long, Centre Hall Borough Council 
Ms. Lisa Kroner, Potter Township Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Mark Sunderland, Mifflin County Commissioners 
Ms. Centrice Martin, Ferguson Township 
Mr. Doug Erickson, Patton Township 
Mr. Steve Herman, SEDA-COG Regional Transportation Planning Commission 
Mr. Jim Saylor, Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Mr. Eric Norenberg, Centre Region Council of Governments 
Mr. Eric Bernier, Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization 

2. Public Officials Meeting Sign-in Sheets on 9/7/22 
3. Public Officials Meeting Presentation 

  



OS-2C (2-22)  

 
 

Engineering District 2-0 
70 PennDOT Drive | Clearfield, PA 16830 | 814.765.0400 | www.PennDOT.pa.gov 

 

       August 22, 2022 
 
The Honorable Robert P Casey 
United States Senate 
817 East Bishop Street Suite C 
Bellefonte PA  16823 
 
Dear Senator Casey: 
 

As part of the ongoing State College Area Connector Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study, 
the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway and 
Administration (FHWA), is preparing the release of the PEL Report.  The PEL Report will outline the Study 
investigations and identify the alternatives that are recommended for advancement to further study in the 
preliminary engineering and environmental study phase. 
 

PennDOT invites you to attend a premeeting to discuss the preliminary PEL Report findings. This 
premeeting is limited to local officials within the region and is intended to introduce the information to elected 
officials, receive feedback, and prepare you for any questions you may receive from your constituents. The 
meeting will be held at the Wyndham Garden State College on Wednesday, September 7 from 6:00 p.m. to 
8:00 p.m. After the release of the PEL Report this fall, a public information meeting will be scheduled to share 
information and answer questions from the public. 
 

In order to prepare for the meeting, we request that you confirm your attendance with Sandee Launch at 
sandee.launch@qcausa.com.   If you have any questions about this meeting or need accommodations, please 
contact Dean Ball, P.E., Project Manager, at deball@pa.gov. Additional information about the PEL Study can 
be found online at PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC. 
 

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, PennDOT does not discriminate on the basis of 
race, color national origin, gender, age or disability. If you believe that you have been denied the benefit of, or 
participation in a PennDOT program or activity, you may contact the PennDOT, Bureau of Equal Opportunity, 
DBE/Title Division at 717-787-5891. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 
 
 
       Thomas J. Zurat, Jr., P.E. 
       District Executive 
       Engineering District 2-0 
 
020/TJZ-DDB/jls 
 
ecc: Elizabeth Kishbaugh, Elizabeth_Kishbaugh@casey.senate.gov













Public Officials 
Meeting
September 7, 2022
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• Cooperating Agency Concurrence Status

• PEL Report – October 2022

• Public Meeting – October 19 and 20th

o State College Middle School
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   Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 

  Appendices 
 

APPENDIX D – Email Invitation/Flyer 
Graphic 

Invitation List of Public Officials and Community Partners  
OFFICES OF FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
Ms. Ann Kaufman, Chief of Staff, Office of U.S. Rep. Fred Keller 
Mr. Kevin Okeefe, Legislative Director, Office of U.S. Rep. Fred Keller 
Ms. Monica Zagame, Scheduler, Office of U.S. Rep. Fred Keller 
Ms. Cindy Kunes, Field Representative/District Scheduler PA-15, U.S. Rep. Glenn Thompson 
Mr. Matthew Brennan, Chief of Staff, U.S. Rep. Glenn Thompson  
Ms. Kristen Gentile, Chief of Staff, U.S. Senator Robert P. Casey 
Colonel Bob DeSousa, State Director, U.S. Senator Patrick Toomey 
Ms. Larissa Bailey, Regional Manager, U.S. Senator Patrick Toomey 
Mr. Nick Rockwell, Legislative Director, U.S. Senator Patrick Toomey 
 
 
OFFICES OF STATE ELECTED OFFICIALS 
Mr. Matt Wise, Field Representative, State Senator Jake Corman 
Ms. Brandy Reiter, Executive Assistant, State Senator Jake Corman 
Mr. Dan Auker, District Manager, State Representative John Hershey 
Mr. Ernest Greene, Staff Member, State Rep. Stephanie Borowicz 
Ms. Jill Collier, Deputy Director for Operations, Governor Wolf’s Action Team 
Ms. Morgan Wagner, Executive Director, Pennsylvania House Republican Policy Committee 
Mr. Tor McCartney, Chief of Staff, Rep. H. Scott Conklin 
Mr. Walter Russell, Office Manager, State Representative Rich Irvin 
Mr. Ty McCauslin, Communications Coordinator, Pennsylvania House of Rep. 

 
 
CENTRE COUNTY ELECTED OFFICIALS 
The Honorable Michael Pipe, Commissioner, Chair 
The Honorable Mark Higgins, Commissioner, Vice Chair 
The Honorable Steven Dershem, Commissioner, Vice Chair 

 
STATE COLLEGE ELECTED OFFICIALS 
The Honorable Ezra Nanes, Mayor 
The Honorable Deanna Behring, Council Member 
The Honorable Janet Engerman, Council Member 
The Honorable Jesse Barlow, Council President 
The Honorable Peter Marshall, Council Member 
The Honorable Theresa Lafer, Council Member 
The Honorable Gopal Balachandran, Council Member 
The Honorable Divine Lipscomb, Council Member 
The Honorable Nalini Krishnankutty, Council Member 
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MIFFLIN COUNTY ELECTED OFFICIALS 
The Honorable Mark Sunderland, Commissioner 
The Honorable Robert Postal, Commissioner 
 
GOVERNMENT PARTNERS LIST 
Benner Township  
Mr. Eric Norenberg, Executive Director, Centre Region Council of Governments 
Mr. Adam Brumbaugh, College Township Board of Supervisors 
Ms. Kathryn Long, President, Centre Hall Borough Council 
Mr. Bryan Sampsel, Sheriff, Centre County 
Ms. Amy Farkas, Harris Township Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Ricky Brown, Township Supervisor, Mifflin County 
Mr. Dick Decker, Chairman, Potter Township 
Ms. Lisa Kroner, Office Secretary, Potter Township 
Ms. Erin Wells, Regional Director, Pennsylvania DEP 
Ms. Sharon Royer, Benner Township Board of Supervisors 
Mr. Thomas Foutaine, Borough Manager, State College Borough 
Mr. John Groller, Township Manager, Spring Township 
Ms. Briette Treaster, District Constituent Outreach Specialist 
Mr. John Gardner, Chief of Police, State College 
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APPENDIX E – Every Door Direct Mail 
Notification 

1. Every Door Direct Mailing Route Maps 
2. USPS Receipt for Every Door Direct Mailings 
3. SCAC Postcard Mailer 
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USPS Every Door Direct Mailing Routes 

 

 

Figure E-1: Centre Hall Mailing Routes 

 

 

 

Figure E-2: Boalsburg Mailing Routes 
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APPENDIX F – Amish Community 
Notification 

Transmittal of Meeting Notification on 10/13/22 

  



WE ARE SENDING YOU Attached Under separate cover via the following items:

Shop drawings Prints Plans Samples Specifications

Copy of letter Change order

COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:

For approval Approved as submitted Resubmit copies for approval

For your use Approved as noted Submit copies for distribution

As requested Returned for corrections Return corrected prints

For review and comment

FOR BIDS DUE 20 PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOAN TO US

REMARKS

COPY TO SIGNED

If enclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once.

DATE JOB NO.

ATTENTION

RE:

SKELLY AND LOY

(717) 232-0593  FAX (717) 232-1799
www. .com 

TO:

449 Eisenhower Boulevard, Suite 300 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania  17111

10/13/22 JN169202
Mr. David Fisher

State College Area Connector (SCAC)
Public Meeting Materials

Nittany Valley Church District
151 Burngard Lane
Mill Hall, PA 17751

✔

15 SCAC - Public Meeting Flyers for the October 19 and October 20, 2022
Open House Public Meeting at Mt. Nittany Middle School

✔

Mr. Fisher,

Please see the enclosed documents that provides information on the October 19th and 20th Open

House Public Meetings for the SCAC PEL Study. We are providing extra copies and ask that you

distribute to members of your Church District. Please contact Eric Bruggeman with any questions.

I can be reached at 717-576-9568.

File, Michelle Keller, Paul DeAngelo



WE ARE SENDING YOU Attached Under separate cover via the following items:

Shop drawings Prints Plans Samples Specifications

Copy of letter Change order

COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:

For approval Approved as submitted Resubmit copies for approval

For your use Approved as noted Submit copies for distribution

As requested Returned for corrections Return corrected prints

For review and comment

FOR BIDS DUE 20 PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOAN TO US

REMARKS

COPY TO SIGNED

If enclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once.

DATE JOB NO.

ATTENTION

RE:

SKELLY AND LOY

(717) 232-0593  FAX (717) 232-1799
www. .com 

TO:

449 Eisenhower Boulevard, Suite 300 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania  17111

10/13/22 JN169202
Mr. Aaron Esh

State College Area Connector (SCAC)
Public Meeting Materials

West Brush Valley Church District
199 Alebach Lane
Spring Mills, PA 16875

✔

15 SCAC - Public Meeting Flyers for the October 19 and October 20, 2022
Open House Public Meeting at Mt. Nittany Middle School

✔

Mr. Esh,

Please see the enclosed documents that provides information on the October 19th and 20th Open

House Public Meetings for the SCAC PEL Study. We are providing extra copies and ask that you

distribute to members of your Church District. Please contact Eric Bruggeman with any questions.

I can be reached at 717-576-9568.

File, Michelle Keller, Paul DeAngelo



WE ARE SENDING YOU Attached Under separate cover via the following items:

Shop drawings Prints Plans Samples Specifications

Copy of letter Change order

COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:

For approval Approved as submitted Resubmit copies for approval

For your use Approved as noted Submit copies for distribution

As requested Returned for corrections Return corrected prints

For review and comment

FOR BIDS DUE 20 PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOAN TO US

REMARKS

COPY TO SIGNED

If enclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once.

DATE JOB NO.

ATTENTION

RE:

SKELLY AND LOY

(717) 232-0593  FAX (717) 232-1799
www. .com 

TO:

449 Eisenhower Boulevard, Suite 300 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania  17111

10/13/22 JN169202
Mr. John Lapp

State College Area Connector (SCAC)
Public Meeting Materials

West Penns Valley Church District
201A Reeder Road
Spring Mills, PA 16875

✔

15 SCAC - Public Meeting Flyers for the October 19 and October 20, 2022
Open House Public Meeting at Mt. Nittany Middle School

✔

Mr. Lapp,

Please see the enclosed documents that provides information on the October 19th and 20th Open

House Public Meetings for the SCAC PEL Study. We are providing extra copies and ask that you

distribute to members of your Church District. Please contact Eric Bruggeman with any questions.

I can be reached at 717-576-9568.

File, Michelle Keller, Paul DeAngelo
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APPENDIX G – Media Notification 
1. Newspaper Display Advertisements 

• Center Daily Times on 10/6/22 and 10/13/22 
• Lewistown Sentinel on 10/7/22 and 10/17/22 
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Auctions Auctions

LIV Golf’s latest bid to
get world ranking points is
by aligning itself with a
little-known tour that of-
fers $75,000 purses and
has not held a tournament
since early in the CO-
VID-19 pandemic.
The MENA Tour —Mid-

dle East and North Africa
— announcedWednesday
a strategic alliance that will
result in MENA sanction-
ing LIV Golf Invitational
events and making them
part of its tour.
The MENA Tour said it

would submit the 48-man
field from the LIV Golf

Invitational-Thailand to
the OWGR this week be-
fore the 54-hole event
starts on Friday. It said all
LIV Golf players, such as
Phil Mickelson and Dustin
Johnson, have joined the
MENA Tour.
“This is a very exciting

day for the MENA Tour
and our players,” Commis-
sioner David Spencer said
in a news release on the
circuit’s website. “Through
this alliance, our players
will now have enhanced
playing opportunities and
stronger pathways. This is
great news for the future of
many young players on our
tour.”
LIV Golf and its leader,

Greg Norman, have been

desperate to get world
ranking points for its inau-
gural season of seven tour-
naments, which began in
early June.
Norman filed an applica-

tion with the Official
World Golf Ranking board
in early July. Even without
some hurdles to overcome,
it typically takes at least a
year for the OWGR to
approve a new tour joining
its system.
Among the deficiencies

are OWGR guidelines that
every tournament be at
least 54 holes with a 36-
hole cut. LIV Golf has no
cut. Guidelines also state
that tournaments must
average a 75-man field
over the course of the

season. LIV Golf has 48-
man fields.
Perhaps the biggest

hurdle is a requirement
that a new tour comply
with the guidelines for at
least one year before it gets
admitted.
LIV Golf sent a letter to

the OWGR last month,
signed by all the players,
asking that world ranking
points be retroactive. The
letter cites the OWGR’s
mission to administer and
publish each week “a
transparent, credible, and
accurate Ranking based on
the relative performances
of players.”
“How can such a system

possibly exclude players
competing at such high

levels against some of the
strongest fields of the year
for large purses, at such
high-profile events?” the
letter said.
It was not immediately

clear what would happen
to LIV Golf’s application
with the OWGR because of
its new alliance with the

MENA Tour.
LIV Golf is playing in

Bangkok this week and
Saudi Arabia next week,
which wraps up its in-
dividual events. Johnson
leads the money list at just
over $9.5 million in in-
dividual earnings from five
events.

CHARLES REX ARBOGAST AP

LIV Golf CEO Greg Norman, left, stands with the 4 Aces
GC team, from left, Talor Gooch, Captian Dustin Johnson,
Patrick Reed and Pat Perez, after the team won at the LIV
Golf Invitational-Chicago tournament last month in Sugar
Hill, Ill.

LIV Golf trying to get world
ranking points via small tour
BY DOUG FERGUSON
Associated Press
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Legals Service Directory
NOTICE

Ballot Return and Collection Plan: Centre County Board of Elections

Notice is hereby given that the Centre County Board of Elections has approved
a Ballot Return and Collection Plan for the 2022 General Election. The plan is
available online at www.centrecountyvotes.gov/dropbox.

Under Pennsylvania law, voters must return their own ballots. The only excep-
tions to this are for voters with a disability who have designated someone in
writing to deliver their ballot.

Each secure ballot drop box will be located outside, will be accessible 24/7, and
will be operational on Tuesday, October 25, 2022.

For the 2022 General Election, the secure ballot drop boxes will close at 9:00
A.M. on Monday, November 7, 2022. This is an adjustment from previous elec-
tions due to amendments to the pre-canvassing and canvassing requirements
approved in Act 88 of 2022.

The Centre County Board of Elections has identified the following locations for
secure ballot drop boxes:

Willowbank Office Building,
420 Holmes Street, Bellefonte, PA 16823

Patton Township Municipal Building,
100 Patton Plaza, State College, PA 16803

Ferguson Township Municipal Building,
3147 Research Drive, State College, PA 16801

State College Borough Municipal Building,
243 South Allen Street, State College, PA, 16801

Spring Township Municipal Building,
1309 Blanchard Street, Bellefonte, PA 16823

Philipsburg MDJ Office
118 Enterprise Drive, Philipsburg, PA 16866

Centre Hall MDJ Office
2795 Earlystown Road, Centre Hall, PA 16828

HUB-Robeson Center
100 Pollock Rd, University Park, PA 16802

For further information, please contact the Board of Elections by email at elec-
tions@centrecountypa.gov or phone at (814) 355-6700.

CENTRE COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS
ATTEST:

John Franek, Jr.,
County Administrator

IPL0093574
Oct 13 2022

Misc.

LANDSCAPE CARE
Mowing & Snow Removal
Senior Discounts Offered! Call George
814.238.0156
www.agtrlandscape.com

Employment

CENTRE REGION COUNCIL OF
GOVERNMENTS

Finance Committee/Budget Re-
view Meetings: An additional COG
Finance Committee and Budget Re-
view date is set for Monday, October
17, 2022, at 8:00am. Meeting will be
held in a hybrid format, both in person
and virtually via Zoom at Centre Re-
gion Council of Governments Building
General Forum Room – 2643 Gate-
way Drive State College, PA 16801.
For more information, please contact
casendorf@crcog.net
IPL0093520
Oct 13 2022

AutomotiveNOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
the Petition of:
Mackenzie Renee Vozniak
was filed in the Centre County
Court praying for a decree to
change her name to:
Mackenzie Irene Richelle Vozniak
The Court has fixed 11/22/2022 at
10:00 am, CTRM #3 of the Centre Co.
Courthouse, as the time and place
for the hearing of said Petition, when
and where all persons interested may
appear and show cause, if any they
have, why the prayer of said Petition
should not be granted.
IPL0094034
Oct 13,20,27 2022

ESTATE NOTICE
ESTATE OF HUBERT L. BARNES, late
of Patton Township, Pennsylvania, de-
ceased.

James M. Rayback, 435 Spring Lea
Drive, State College, PA 16801 and
Catherine P. Barnes, 4074 N. Book-
wood Drive, Bloomington, IN 47404,
Co-Executors.

Desiree F. Fralick, Esq., THE MAZZA
LAW GROUP, P.C., 2790 W. College
Ave., Suite 800, State College, PA,
16801, attorney.
IPL0091935
Sep 29,Oct 6,13 2022

EmploymentESTATE
MARY L. WOLFE, late of Potter Town-
ship - Larry Confer, 146 E Church St,
Centre Hall, PA 16828, Executor; Da-
vid D. Engle, Esq, 432 Rolling Ridge
Dr, Ste 3B, State College, PA 16801,
Attorney.
IPL0092844
Oct 6,13,20 2022

Miscellaneous

ESTATE NOTICE
Francis H. Hollis, late of Rush Town-
ship, Centre County, Pennsylvania
– Daniel Hollis, 348 Dorwart Circle,
Etters, PA 17319, Executor; James N.
Bryant, Esq., Bryant & Associates, P.C.,
107 East Main Street, P. O. Box 551,
Millheim, PA 16854, Attorney.
IPL0093915
Oct 13,20,27 2022

Masonry: Patios, walkways, stone or
brick walls, restoration, buildings, etc.
Call Doug At (814)404-5422

Legal Notice

The Ferguson Township Tree Commis-
sion will hold a hybrid public hearing
on Monday, October 17, 2022 at 5:00
p.m. to discuss street tree removal and
replacement. A copy of the agenda is
available for review on the Township’s
web page www.twp.ferguson.pa.us/
tree-commission. The public is invited
to attend.

Meeting Information:
h t t p s : / / u s 0 2 w e b . z o o m .
us/j/84324261360
Meeting ID: 843 2426 1360

For the Ferguson Township
Tree Commission
David Modricker,

Public Works Director
IPL0092817
Oct 13 2022

Lawn/Garden/Landscaping/Trees

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
the Petition of:
Bonnie Lee Eckberg
was filed in the Centre County
Court praying for a decree to
change her name to:
Bonnie Lee Eckberg-Bortel
The Court has fixed October 19, 2022
at 1:15 PM of the Centre Co. Court-
house, as the time and place for the
hearing of said Petition, when and
where all persons interested may
appear and show cause, if any they
have, why the prayer of said Petition
should not be granted.
IPL0093848
Oct 13,17 2022

Clean out basements, garages, at-
tics, etc. Haul away debris Call Doug
(814)404-5422

webaddress.com/classifieds
FIND.BUY. SELL.

SELL
YOURSTUFF

FAST!
classifieds.centredaily.com

814.238.5000

2010 Ford Expediton
Great Con, New Tires, Inspected to
09/2024, Never in accident, 169,600
mi, CarFax upon request. Call/text
814-883-7016 $9,100 neg

Junk/Trash/Debris Removal

ESTATE NOTICE
Estate of David Leslie Hadden, de-
ceased, late of Ferguson Township.
Letters Testamentary have been
granted to the individual named be-
low, who requests all persons having
claims or demands against the Estate
of the Decedent to make known the
same, and all persons indebted to the
Decedent to make payments without
delay to:

Lillian Raycroft Hadden
1732 Princeton Drive
State College, PA 16803

Daniel McGee, Esquire
Delafield, McGee Jones P.C.
916 S. Atherton St.
State College, PA 16801
IPL0093808
Oct 13,20,27 2022

CENTREDAILY.COM

CENTREDAILY.COM

BUYING
Vintage Sports Cards 1850-1975.
Tobacco Cards, Baseball, Football,
Hockey, basketball, Non Sports. CASH
PAID! Call or Text. (814)895-5762

Home & Business Improvement

The Mifflinburg Area School District
will accept applications for the fol-
lowing position:
Full-time Technology
Support Specialist
We are looking for a self-motivated
individual that can work in a fast-
paced learning environment using
the latest educational technologies.
The applicant will work with school
personnel to provide both support
and training, as well as deploy new
technology within the school
district.
Technological Skills:
The applicant needs to have cur-
rent knowledge, skills, and abilities
relating to server administration,
desktop administration, networking,
and VoIP. Knowledge of Chrome
OS, Windows 10/11, Windows
Server 2019-2022 is required. Ex-
periences in Google Workspace
and Microsoft Office 365 is pre-
ferred. Working knowledge of iOS
and Android devices.
Business Skills:
The applicant will be customer-fo-
cused; capable of working in a
fast-changing environment. Dis-
plays strong organizational, inter-
personal, verbal, and written com-
munication skills. Must be willing to
take ownership for projects and be
willing to prioritize projects based
on current needs, complete work
on a deadline and be able to work
effectively in a team environment.
Qualifications (Minimum):
Associate degree in Computer Sci-
ence or Computer Networking. In-
dustry-standard certifications and
experience will also be considered.
Interested applicants should sub-
mit a letter of interest, resume and
3 letter of reference to Mr. Peter
Geipel, IT Director, by Wednesday,
October 26, 2022.jobs.centredaily.com
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Open House Public Meeting Notice
State College Area Connector

Planning and Environmental Linkage Study
The purpose of the State College Area Connector Planning and Environmental Linkage 
(PEL) Study in southern Centre County is to identify existing and projected transportation 
issues within the study area and identify transportation solutions. The study is being done 
by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).
PennDOT is hosting two open house meetings on October 19 and October 20 from 5:00 P.M. 
to 8:30 P.M. to provide the draft Study Report and identify the alternatives recommended to 
move forward for preliminary engineering and detailed environmental studies. The public 
open house meeting will be held:

Those wishing to ask questions or make comments are asked to fill out a  speakers card, 
which will be available at the meeting. 
Meeting materials will be available on the study website beginning on October 12, 2022 at 
PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.
The public open house meetings will provide an opportunity for participants to sign-in, tour 
study exhibits, meet with the study team, watch a PEL study update presentation, to ask 
questions and make comments. Written comments from the public regarding the State 
College Area Connector PEL Study may be submitted by mail to PennDOT District 2-0, 
Attention: Dean D. Ball, P.E., 70 PennDOT Drive, Clearfield, PA 16830. Comments may also be 
submitted by email to deball@pa.gov or online via the study website. All comments on the 
Draft PEL Report and the meeting materials must be received by November 11, 2022.
PennDOT makes every reasonable effort to accommodate the needs of the public. If other 
accommodations are needed or you have any general questions or concerns regarding the 
State College Area Connector PEL Study or the public open house meetings, please contact 
Dean D. Ball, Project Manager, at deball@pa.gov. Additional information about the PEL 
Study may be found online at PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.
The public open house meeting materials and exhibits will be presented in English. If 
you need accommodations or an interpreter, or have a disability or need assistance, 
special arrangements can be made to accommodate most needs. Please call PennDOT’s  
District 2-0 Public Information Office at (814) 765-0423 by October 12, 2022 for assistance.  
Please be aware that advance notice is requested as some accommodations may require 
additional time.
Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, PennDOT does not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, national origin, gender, age, or disability. If you believe that you have been denied 
the benefits of, or participation in a PennDOT program or activity, you may contact the PennDOT, 
Bureau of Equal Opportunity, DBE/Title VI Division at (717) 787-5891.

• Wednesday, October 19 and Thursday October 20
Mount Nittany Middle School, 656 Brandywine Drive, State College, PA
The meeting agenda is as follows:
5 P.M. to 8:30 P.M.   Open House
6:15 P.M.   Presentation followed by Q & A
The meeting will end at 8:30 P.M.

268 Long Lane Road, Belleville, PA 17004
Mon. - Fri. 8 - 5 • Sat. 9 - 3:30

We accept cash or check only

FURNITURE IN RUSTIC, TRADITIONAL, 
LIVE EDGE & BARNWOOD STYLES

GIFTS & HOME ACCESSORIES
Bedroom & Dining Room Sets

Custom Furniture Poly Furniture
Peaceful Sleeper Mattress Sets

Lamps • Clocks • Rustic Chandeliers & More!

State Rep. Kerry Ben-
ninghoff  (R-Bellefonte), 
who currently represents 
a portion of  Mifflin Coun-
ty in the 171st Legislative 
district, along with Dem-
ocrat Robert Zeigler, run-
ning in the same district, 
have been invited, as has 
state Rep. David Rowe 
(R-Mifflinburg), the unop-
posed incumbent in the 
85th district.

The 171st district has 
been expanded to include 
most of  Mifflin County. 
Rowe, who currently rep-
resents all of  Union and 
most of  Snyder counties, 
would represent Derry 
and Decatur townships 
and Burnham Borough if  
re-elected in November. 
Snyder County remains 
in that district, which also 
will include a portion of  
Juniata County.

State Rep. John Her-
shey (R-Mifflintown), 
who currently represents 
most of  Mifflin County 
and all of  Juniata County 
in the 82nd district, ran 
for re-election in the 86th 
district, but lost in the pri-
mary to incumbent Perry 
Stambaugh. The 82nd was 
moved through redistrict-
ing and no longer includes 
either county. Portions of  
Mifflin County currently 
represented by Rich Irvin 
are no longer in that dis-
trict as well.

Farm
Continued from Page A1

Greenstein also said he 
hopes the final enrollment 
numbers will show some 
recovery from the dispro-
portional pandemic-era 
declines in minority and 
low-income student pop-
ulations, as well as im-
provement in the prog-
ress of  those students 
toward degrees.

This year, the General 
Assembly rewarded the 
system for keeping its 
promise to move toward 
getting its fiscal house 
in order while working 
to keep its tuition afford-
able by not raising the 
rate for a fourth consecu-
tive year.

Lawmakers gave the 
system $75 million this 
year — its largest sin-
gle-year increase in state 
funding — for a total of  
$677.5 million, plus the 
system received $125 mil-
lion in one-time Ameri-

can Rescue Plan funding 
to support the its redesign 
efforts.

But Greenstein said the 
one change he knows law-
makers still want to see 
is an increase in the uni-
versities’ enrollment to 
meet the state’s workforce 
needs, particularly among 
the adult population.

“There’s a lot more 
work to do,” he said. “But 

as far as I’m concerned, it 
shows that public higher 
education, if  you invest 
in it, you can get a good 
result. And they invested 
and I’d like to think we’re 
able to deliver a good re-
sult.”

Along with the univer-
sities named above, the 
system also includes Indi-
ana, Kutztown, and Ship-
pensburg universities.

System
Continued from Page A1

Conway also shared ap-
preciation for the county 
residents and the commis-
sioners for their support of  
the department. 

Commissioner Kevin 
Kodish stated, “Whereas 
our veterans have made 
the selfless and ultimate 
sacrifice for our freedom 
and risked their lives to 
protect ours, Mifflin Coun-
ty recognizes and honors 
our veterans for the cour-
age and committed to our 
country.”

“The bravery exhibited 
by our veterans and also 
the reality of  the tough 
transitions they face in re-
turn to civilian life are rec-
ognized and Mifflin Coun-
ty cares wholeheartedly 
and our veterans have our 
full support,” he added.

Also in attendance 
where sergeants Abigail 
Turner and Joseph Turner 
to accept the proclamation 
from the commissioners.

The Mifflin County Com-
missioners also recognized 
the Mifflin County Babe 
Ruth All-Star baseball 
team that won the Babe 
Ruth Mid-Atlantic cham-
pionship and advanced to 
the Babe Ruth World Series 
at the meeting. Bill Corbin, 
manager of  the Mifflin 
County 14-year-olds, spoke 
with the county commis-
sioners, thanking the kids, 
parents and the communi-
ty for their dedicated and 
steadfast support through 
the tournament run and ul-
timate championship. 

In bringing home the 
trophy to Mifflin County 
the local baseball team 
is part of  the dynasty of  
success the program has 
enjoyed.

In other business Thurs-
day, the board:

•  Held a Community 
Development Block Grant 
public hearing for the fed-
eral fiscal year 2022 appli-
cation.

• Approved a resolution 

authorizing the submis-
sion for an application for 
the FFY 2022 CDBG pro-
gram.

• Approved requests for 
exoneration of  the 2022 
county portion per capita 
taxes submitted by  Men-
no Township Tax Collector 
Cynthia Clever and Juni-
ata Terrace Borough Tax 
Collector Susie Tyson.

• Announced award noti-
fication for the Intermedi-
ate Punishment Program 
Grant of  $96,650.

• Approved an Interme-
diate Punishment Program 
agreement with Clear Con-
cepts Counseling for coun-
seling services for the pe-
riod July 1, 2022, through 
June 30, 2023, for $15,955.

• Announced award no-
tification for the Reentry 
Strategic Planning Grant 
of  $14,999.

• Accepted a bid for 
HVAC replacement at the 
Lewistown and Derry 
Township senior centers 
and HVAC and electrical 
upgrades to the Shelter 
Service building.

• Signed a two-year 
agreement with VBA for 
employee vision coverage 
for the period Jan. 1, 2023, 
through Dec. 31, 2024.

• Received a quote from 
Park Security and Installa-
tions for the Prison Cam-

era System of  $40,965.
• Approved Resolution 

No. 31 of  2022 setting forth 
certain guarantees in re-
lation to an application 
for improvement of  the 
Mifflin County Library 
through the Keystone Rec-
reation, Parks, and Con-
servation Fund Grants for 
Public Library Facilities.

• Approved the Mifflin 
County Library Accessi-
bility and Enhancement 
Project Keystone Grant for 
the Public Library Facili-
ties Funding Commitment 
Letter.

• Approved the promo-
tion of  part-time correc-
tions officer Ryan Snyder 
to corrections counselor 
effective Oct. 10, 2022.

• Hired of  part-time cor-
rections officer Abraham 
David effective Oct. 8, 2022.

• Hired of  part-time cor-
rections officers Taylor 
Knight and Jared Knight 
effective Oct. 17, 2022.

• Approved the transfer 
of  Sara Krumenaker from 
Children and Youth Office 
Manager to Domestic Re-
lations Secretary/PACSES 
administrator effective 
Oct. 17, 2022.

• Accepted the retire-
ment of  Domestic Rela-
tions Secretary/PACSES 
administrator Denise Gus-
sler effective Dec. 31, 2022.

Ruth
Continued from Page A1 PennLive via AP

A sign welcomes visitors to the campus of Shippensburg University.

Submitted photo
Mifflin County Commissioners on Thursday honored the Mifflin County 14-year-old 
Babe Ruth baseball team that won the Mid-Atlantic region and advanced to the Babe 
Ruth World Series. Present are, from left, front, Commissioner Mark Sunderland, 
Commissioner Robert Postal, Coach Bob Mowery, Reese Christine, Madden Weaver, 
Gavin Powell, Max Yoder, Nazae Traxler, Bo Reeder, Manager Bill Corbin and Com-
missioner Kevin Kodish; back, Coach Denny Yetter, Michael McNitt, Chase Leister, 
Jayden Smith, Nathan Parkes, Logan Ruth, Evan Strohecker, Chase Hartung and 
Elliott  Yetter.
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Open House Public Meeting Notice
State College Area Connector

Planning and Environmental Linkage Study
The purpose of the State College Area Connector Planning and Environmental Linkage 
(PEL) Study in southern Centre County is to identify existing and projected transportation 
issues within the study area and identify transportation solutions. The study is being done 
by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).
PennDOT is hosting two open house meetings on October 19 and October 20 from 5:00 P.M. 
to 8:30 P.M. to provide the draft Study Report and identify the alternatives recommended to 
move forward for preliminary engineering and detailed environmental studies. The public 
open house meeting will be held:

Those wishing to ask questions or make comments are asked to fill out a  speakers card, 
which will be available at the meeting. 
Meeting materials will be available on the study website beginning on October 12, 2022 at 
PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.
The public open house meetings will provide an opportunity for participants to sign-in, tour 
study exhibits, meet with the study team, watch a PEL study update presentation, to ask 
questions and make comments. Written comments from the public regarding the State 
College Area Connector PEL Study may be submitted by mail to PennDOT District 2-0, 
Attention: Dean D. Ball, P.E., 70 PennDOT Drive, Clearfield, PA 16830. Comments may also be 
submitted by email to deball@pa.gov or online via the study website. All comments on the 
Draft PEL Report and the meeting materials must be received by November 11, 2022.
PennDOT makes every reasonable effort to accommodate the needs of the public. If other 
accommodations are needed or you have any general questions or concerns regarding the 
State College Area Connector PEL Study or the public open house meetings, please contact 
Dean D. Ball, Project Manager, at deball@pa.gov. Additional information about the PEL 
Study may be found online at PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.
The public open house meeting materials and exhibits will be presented in English. If 
you need accommodations or an interpreter, or have a disability or need assistance, 
special arrangements can be made to accommodate most needs. Please call PennDOT’s  
District 2-0 Public Information Office at (814) 765-0423 by October 12, 2022 for assistance.  
Please be aware that advance notice is requested as some accommodations may require 
additional time.
Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, PennDOT does not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, national origin, gender, age, or disability. If you believe that you have been denied 
the benefits of, or participation in a PennDOT program or activity, you may contact the PennDOT, 
Bureau of Equal Opportunity, DBE/Title VI Division at (717) 787-5891.

• Wednesday, October 19 and Thursday October 20
Mount Nittany Middle School, 656 Brandywine Drive, State College, PA
The meeting agenda is as follows:
5 P.M. to 8:30 P.M.   Open House
6:15 P.M.   Presentation followed by Q & A
The meeting will end at 8:30 P.M.

Yet Biden and his ad-
ministration played no 
role in the calculation of  
the cost-of-living adjust-
ment. It is arrived at by a 
formula based on inflation.

The White House mes-
saging on Social Security 
highlights how older peo-
ple will save hundreds of  
dollars next year thanks 
to the 8.7% Social Securi-
ty increase, a roughly $5 
monthly decrease in Medi-
care premiums and a new 
law -- which Republicans 
unanimously opposed -- 
that that will cut some pre-
scription drug prices for 
Medicare recipients.

“Seniors are gonna get 
ahead of  inflation next 
year,” President Joe Biden 
said Thursday. “For the 
first time in 10 years, their 
Social Security checks will 
go up while their Medicare 
premiums go down.”

A new poll by The Asso-
ciated Press-NORC Center 
for Public Affairs Research 
shows that only 36% of  
people in the United States 
approve of  Biden’s han-
dling of  the economy. But 
they are not putting all the 
blame for inflation on him, 
with 55% saying high-
er than usual prices are 
mostly because of  factors 
outside Biden’s control 
and 44% saying that’s hap-
pening mostly because of  
Biden’s policies.

Republicans have been 
quick to point out other 
ways costs are up for older 
people, highlighting pri-
vate retirement plan losses 
over the last year, high gas 
prices and rising costs at 
the grocery store.

“Seniors are having to 
delay their retirement, 
retirees on fixed incomes 
are struggling, retirement 
funds are plummeting and 
Biden and Democrats have 
only themselves to blame,” 
said Republican National 
Committee spokeswoman 
Emma Vaughn.

Some Democratic can-
didates have put Social 
Security at the center of  
campaign ads attacking 
their opponents. In some 

cases, the ads have made 
misleading suggestions 
about Republican plans for 
Social Security, echoing 
recent claims from Biden 
that Social Security will 
be “on the chopping block” 
under a Republican-con-
trolled Senate.

Sen. Rick Scott, R-Fla., 
proposed plan earlier this 
year that would require 
Congress to come up with 
a proposal to adequately 
fund Social Security and 
Medicare or consider phas-
ing them out.

That idea has won lit-
tle public support from 
Republican lawmakers. 
It will “not be part of  our 
agenda,” said Senate Mi-
nority Leader Mitch Mc-
Connell, R-Ky.

To Jaime Harrison, the 
Democratic National Com-
mittee chair, Republicans 
“want to cut Social Securi-
ty and they’re openly plot-
ting to raise prescription 
drug prices on millions of  
seniors.”

Nowhere has Social Se-
curity become more of  a 
campaign issue than the 
Senate race in Wisconsin, 
where Democrat Mandela 
Barnes, the lieutenant gov-
ernor, is challenging Re-
publican incumbent Ron 
Johnson.

Johnson, one of  a few 
politicians who expressed 
support for Scott’s plan, 

has repeatedly criticized 
Social Security over the 
years, calling it a “Ponzi 
scheme.” He has proposed 
moving Social Security 
from mandatory spend-
ing into the discretionary 
fund, which would mean 
the money spent on the 
program would not be au-
tomatic and require Con-
gress to approve the funds 
every year.

During their debate 
Thursday, Johnson defend-
ed his comments on Social 
Security.

“I never said I wanted to 
cut or put Social Security 
on the chopping block,” 
Johnson said.

Barnes pushed back.
“He’s coming for your 

retirement,” he said.
It is unlikely that with 

such meager support to 
overhaul Social Security 
that anything will be done 
in the coming years, said 
Cohen, the James Madi-
son political scientist. The 
program is also extremely 
popular, with 74% of  U.S. 
adults saying in 2019 that 
the program’s benefits 
should not be reduced in 
any way.

“Saying is one thing, 
and getting things done is 
another,” Cohen said. “It’s 
a program that’s broad-
ly popular, for the reason 
that it benefits people. It’s 
somewhat untouchable.” 

Security
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In an effort to curtail 
salmonella outbreaks in 
poultry, the agency is pro-
posing a regulatory frame-
work that would include 
testing incoming flocks of  
chickens and turkeys for 
the bacterial disease that 
commonly affects the in-
testinal tract and affects 
1.3 million people annually 
with symptoms that may 
include diarrhea, nausea 
and vomiting which could 
last for several days. Offi-
cials hope testing chickens 
and turkeys before they 
enter the slaughterhouse 
will encourage farmers to 
adopt practices that reduce 
the bacterial infection on 
the bird before they reach 
the point of  meat process-
ing.

A second measure would 
require enhanced monitor-
ing for salmonella during 
processing by adopting 
sampling for the bacteria 

at multiple stages inside 
the processing facility. The 
third major change would 
be to establish a maximum 
level of  bacterial contam-
ination allowed and possi-
bly limiting the three spe-
cific types of  salmonella 
that can make people sick. 
Meat that would exceed 
the limits or that would 
contain the types of  salmo-
nella prohibited could be 
withheld from the market.

The USDA says there 
are about 3,000 federally in-
spected plants that slaugh-
ter poultry but about 220 

produce the vast majority 
of  poultry products. The 
agency said it is difficult to 
say at this point how many 
would be affected by the fu-
ture rulemaking.

The FSIS will begin a 
lengthy process of  propos-
ing new rules by holding 
a public hearing on Nov. 3 
to get input from the poul-
try industry and others. 
The government’s goal is 
to come up with new rules 
and regulations that could 
be rolled out beginning 
next year and completed 
within two years.

“This could cause cold 
cases to rise nigher this 
season than the previous 
two seasons. So, it is possi-
ble for this flu season to be 
more severe than the last 
two seasons.”

While less than half  
of  American adults plan 
to get a flu shot this year, 
even fewer — one-third — 
said they feel safe getting 
a flu shot and COVID-19 
vaccine at the same time, 
according to an NFID sur-
vey. Local doctors want 
patients to know that get-
ting the COVID-19 vaccine 
or booster at the same 
time as the flu shot is OK. 
The side effects are mini-
mal.

“No significant studies 
have shown that getting 
both vaccines together 
reduces your immunity to 
the shots,” Singh said. 

According to the CDC, 
about 80,000 people died 
from the influenza related 

deaths in 2018. Numbers 
from more recent num-
bers have been impacted 
by COVID.

Typically, flu season 
starts in October, peaks 
in December through Feb-
ruary and can last into 
spring. Like COVID vac-
cines, a flu shot might not 
stop people from getting 
infected, but the CDC said 
it can significantly lower 
the risk of  hospitalization 
and death.

“Flu symptoms can 
range from a mild run-
ny nose all the way to 
severe pneumonia and 
hospitalization,” Singh 
said. “The more people 
that get the vaccine, the 
higher chance of  herd im-
munity from a strain. Flu 
vaccines are especially 
important in individuals 
who are high risk.”

The CDC stated adults 
age 50 and older are a pri-
ority group for vaccina-
tion, due to having pre-ex-
isting health conditions 
that put them at higher 
risk of  getting sick.

“Experts say October 
is the ideal timeframe to 

obtain the flu vaccine,” 
Singh said. “This is due 
to high spikes historical-
ly around this time of  the 
year thus making this 
month the preferred win-
dow to boost immunity. If  
you miss the October win-
dow, it is still beneficial to 
obtain the vaccine this flu 
season. Getting the vac-
cine now helps extend im-
munity through winter.”

Anti-bodies to fight the 
flu take about two weeks 
after the initial shot to 
develop. Singh cautions 
those who feel sick to take 
precautions to protect 
their health — and others.

“If  you are sick, try to 
avoid interaction with 
others,” Singh said. “Stay 
home when you are sick. 
This will prevent spread. 
Hand hygiene is more 
important than we think. 
Washing hands with soap 
often will protect you and 
others from acquiring or 
spreading the cold. Cov-
er your nose and mouth 
if  you cough or sneeze. 
You may and should use a 
mask to prevent droplets 
from spreading.”

Flu
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AP file photo
Mary Browning, 69, talks during an interview at her home in Minneapolis.

Food
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AP file photo
Turkeys stand in a barn on a turkey farm near Manson, 
Iowa. 
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Harris Township Supervisors Speak Out Against Proposed State College Area
Connector Options

PennDOT recently narrowed recommended routes for the State College Area Connector to three options within the Route 322 corridor. Image via PennDOT

By Geoff Rushton
- October 17, 2022

Local News

Ahead of two public meetings on the project this week, Harris Township supervisors aren’t mincing words when it comes to the three proposed potential routes for PennDOT’s
State College Area Connector highway.

“As it stands now, there are no winners with the three alignments that are moving forward,” the Board of Supervisors wrote in a statement on Monday. “Residents will lose their
homes and their livelihoods. Farms will be lost. The unique rural character of our area will be forever altered.”

A Planning and Environmental Linkage study conducted by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration evaluated existing and projected transportation
needs within a 70-square-mile area in the U.S. Route 322, state Route 45 and state route 144 corridor, where the existing road network and configurations cause safety
concerns and lack continuity.
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In September, PennDOT narrowed narrowed nine options for the connector route down to three varying routes in the current Route 322 corridor in Potter and Harris townships
to create a four-lane highway from Seven Mountains into the State College area. That eliminated alternatives in the Route 144 corridor routes that would have gone over
Centre Hall Mountain.

“While we acknowledge the safety issues that exist along the Route 322 corridor, we are opposed to using a limited access super highway to address these concerns,” the
Harris Township supervisors wrote. “We fail to see how the proposed super highway will accomplish any of the stated safety goals for this project – lower speeds and safer
highway design.”

PennDOT has scheduled public meetings for 5 to 8:30 p.m. Wednesday and Thursday at Mount Nittany Middle School that will include a presentation with updates on data
collection and current recommendations as well as a question-and-answer period with the audience.

At a joint meeting of Harris and Potter township supervisors last month, residents voiced concerns about how the proposed routes could damage their property values, force
them to sell their homes and create additional safety problems.

PennDOT’s study found that the recommended routes would “minimize” residential and business relocations. But representatives of the agricultural community say family-
owned farms in the corridor are at risk of being bisected or lost entirely.

“We urge PennDOT to reconsider the design of this roadway. Instead of a limited access super highway, we urge you to design a context sensitive roadway,” Harris Township
supervisors wrote. “To us, that means a four-lane divided highway with minimal medians, roundabouts or other left hand turn alternatives and, most importantly, a reduced
speed limit through the corridor.”

They pointed to the Route 41 project in Chester County, where instead of previous plans for a limited-access four-lane alignment PennDOT is “moving forward with a context
sensitive design that incorporates roundabouts and other safety features,” largely in response to community opposition. Route 41 is a 22-mile highway that runs along a two-
lane undivided road in largely rural areas, similar to the Route 322 corridor through Potter and Harris townships.

“If roundabouts and context sensitive design can be used in other parts of Pennsylvania, why is it not being considered here?” the supervisors wrote.

They also questioned why the Centre Region’s Climate Action Goals and Pennsylvania’s Climate Action Plan were not considered in the PEL study but instead will be used as
part of the environmental review for the project, calling it “flawed and contrary to good planning,” to not consider them now.

The PEL study is a multi-step process  and he first of five phases of advancing a transportation project. After the study is finalized, it will be followed by preliminary
engineering and environmental studies, final engineering design, right-of-way acquisition and construction.

The supervisors wrote that the study should also account for other projects in the state that will affect truck traffic through Centre County — like the Central Susquehanna
Valley Thruway in Snyder Northumberland and Union counties— and questioned how impacts to residents, businesses and agriculture will be weighted in PennDOT’s decision-
making.
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“Greater transparency is needed to improve the public’s confidence in the state’s ability to plan and build the appropriate roadway for our area,” the supervisors wrote.

Construction on the project — which has current estimated costs ranging from $432 million to $517 million — would not expected to begin until at least 2028 and would take
about six years to complete.

But community members need more answers long before then, according to the Harris Township supervisors.

“We urge PennDOT to consider the residents, businesses and farmers along this corridor who now must live in limbo while the project proceeds to environmental review.
These residents are unable to make decisions about their homes, businesses and farms until PennDOT makes a decision on the roadway alignment,” they wrote. “Property
values are being impacted while PennDOT makes everyone play a waiting game. For the good of our community, we urge you to be transparent, to communicate with
impacted residents and to move forward in a timely fashion.”

Email

SIGN UP

StateCollege.com Breaking News

Dataiku | Sponsored

The only platform connecting data and doers with Everyday AI
Dataiku is the only platform connecting data and doers through Everyday AI.

State College

Little Lions enter playoffs undefeated PV, BEA qualify for postseason
The State College Little Lions completed their quest for an undefeated season with a convincing 36-7 victory at Chambersburg on Friday night. After a

Bob's Discount Furniture | Sponsored

Introducing my best finance offer ever
With my everyday low prices AND my best financing options ever, you don't have to wait to furnish your dream home. Bob's Discount just got better.

Shop Now

Oceandraw | Sponsored

Online Shopping Tools | Sponsored

21 Shameless Vintage Ads That Were Once Socially Acceptable

Amazon Left Scrambling As Prime Users Find Out About Secret Deals

Camper Van Warehouse | Search Ads | Sponsored

Most Affordable Camper Vans

Senior Offers | Search Ads | Sponsored

A New SUV For Seniors Is Cheaper Than You Might Imagine

Whole homes
by vrbo.com

Book Now

0:300:30

Ads by 

3

Appendix H - Page 3

https://twitter.com/share?url=https://www.statecollege.com/harris-township-supervisors-speak-out-against-proposed-state-college-area-connector-options
https://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&url=https://www.statecollege.com/harris-township-supervisors-speak-out-against-proposed-state-college-area-connector-options
https://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=https://www.statecollege.com/harris-township-supervisors-speak-out-against-proposed-state-college-area-connector-options
https://insight.adsrvr.org/track/clk?imp=b882b047-7b01-4e8d-85a1-e42c8b640b8d&ag=tiloych&sfe=15a0ceeb&sig=1x5p-jKg77PWWqIlyRm9XaNQMhGRsQtD6D5HYBCCJeo.&crid=d9usf23t&cf=4153832&fq=0&t=1&td_s=www.statecollege.com&rcats=3oc&mste=&mfld=4&mssi=&mfsi=&sv=taboola&uhow=37&agsa=&wp=8.0&rgz=20904&dt=PC&osf=Windows&os=Windows10&br=Chrome&svpid=1017282&rlangs=en&mlang=&did=15560005&rcxt=Other&tmpc=25&vrtd=&osi=&osv=&daid=&dnr=0&vpb=&c=Cg1Vbml0ZWQgU3RhdGVzEghNYXJ5bGFuZBoDNTExIg1TaWx2ZXIgU3ByaW5nOAFQAVgCeG-AAQCIAQOQAQGwAQC6AQQIUBgC&dur=CiMKDmNoYXJnZS1hbGwtMTIyIhEIhv__________ARIEaWF2MgowCgxjaGFyZ2UtYWxsLTEiIAj___________8BEhN0dGRfZGF0YV9leGNsdXNpb25z&durs=51YGAL&crrelr=&npt=1&mk=Google&mdl=Chrome%20-%20Windows&adpt=tb_ltaboola&ipl=542844795&fpa=1000&pcm=3&ict=Ethernet&said=2875941688174432860&auct=1&us_privacy=1---&tail=1&r=https://ad.doubleclick.net/ddm/trackclk/N6488.284566THETRADEDESK/B26536304.327107523;dc_trk_aid=519419827;dc_trk_cid=165304846;dc_lat=;dc_rdid=;tag_for_child_directed_treatment=;tfua=;ltd=&utm_source=taboola&utm_medium=referral&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyC3vFco5vT9ocDllvLpAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyC3vFco5vT9ocDllvLpAQ
https://insight.adsrvr.org/track/clk?imp=b882b047-7b01-4e8d-85a1-e42c8b640b8d&ag=tiloych&sfe=15a0ceeb&sig=1x5p-jKg77PWWqIlyRm9XaNQMhGRsQtD6D5HYBCCJeo.&crid=d9usf23t&cf=4153832&fq=0&t=1&td_s=www.statecollege.com&rcats=3oc&mste=&mfld=4&mssi=&mfsi=&sv=taboola&uhow=37&agsa=&wp=8.0&rgz=20904&dt=PC&osf=Windows&os=Windows10&br=Chrome&svpid=1017282&rlangs=en&mlang=&did=15560005&rcxt=Other&tmpc=25&vrtd=&osi=&osv=&daid=&dnr=0&vpb=&c=Cg1Vbml0ZWQgU3RhdGVzEghNYXJ5bGFuZBoDNTExIg1TaWx2ZXIgU3ByaW5nOAFQAVgCeG-AAQCIAQOQAQGwAQC6AQQIUBgC&dur=CiMKDmNoYXJnZS1hbGwtMTIyIhEIhv__________ARIEaWF2MgowCgxjaGFyZ2UtYWxsLTEiIAj___________8BEhN0dGRfZGF0YV9leGNsdXNpb25z&durs=51YGAL&crrelr=&npt=1&mk=Google&mdl=Chrome%20-%20Windows&adpt=tb_ltaboola&ipl=542844795&fpa=1000&pcm=3&ict=Ethernet&said=2875941688174432860&auct=1&us_privacy=1---&tail=1&r=https://ad.doubleclick.net/ddm/trackclk/N6488.284566THETRADEDESK/B26536304.327107523;dc_trk_aid=519419827;dc_trk_cid=165304846;dc_lat=;dc_rdid=;tag_for_child_directed_treatment=;tfua=;ltd=&utm_source=taboola&utm_medium=referral&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyC3vFco5vT9ocDllvLpAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyC3vFco5vT9ocDllvLpAQ
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Injected%201:
https://www.statecollege.com/centre-county-gazette/little-lions-enter-playoffs-undefeated-pv-bea-qualify-for-postseason/
https://www.statecollege.com/centre-county-gazette/little-lions-enter-playoffs-undefeated-pv-bea-qualify-for-postseason/
https://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/dbm/clk?sa=L&ai=C6hN2605pY8vBDY38o9kP4_yK8AuJmsDtbNmr6KTQEPnCwpH5LxABIKHHp0lgyZ6ojeykgBCgAe_71b8CyAEGqAMBqgSUAk_QL-urI02aNiJUzSibAelZwh56w04zQBp_uzJxmBzSgfco_Rc51UdxIz7dlSaqwyQvhiWHpFLUPmq5c-Bw0x-TpEuAgbRxWFwRNbOh_iNTiwigbQ7OA9Q-OJItXYUkNoXJ-Wc9sTN87ccpLYDraYWvtTuHsesazLK0Zv1NI3u5-VkoFrOvARsGQTSCshwYybz7TxDipIcGPheCRj6JxHKvTpaTAkugCFqDSixVGJOG6w4BLzLQ0OQTZByOeHp5ZMEvHIPF6wASN5x8afyX-1jZDuFerRYWs2d3goAYi9A2_5ytdAeJHX2liRKFU_aoxhZL0oPk0U3g9FICPFzY5eCjrikkXxVTFaEN0wRuGUMZuT9FKsAE0MGj0PoD4AQDkAYBoAY3gAf5g6rAAagHjs4bqAeT2BuoB-6WsQKoB_6esQKoB6SjsQKoB9XJG6gHpr4bqAfz0RuoB5bYG6gHqpuxAqgH35-xAtgHAdIIDwiAYRABGF0yAooCOgKAQPIIEGJpZGRlci00MzExMDc4ODmxCQPv-sbnR-DQgAoEmAsByAsBsBPFm5ER0BMA2BMD2BQB0BUB-BYBgBcB&num=1&cid=CAASEuRoPeZO74UEp5KQiSVZyVMIvw&sig=AOD64_0D6CLCDvgeM3zJuXGYinugey9-qQ&client=ca-pub-7398773146227056&dbm_c=AKAmf-Cf1tITSvFzXMjz9eV5JBZs50F3KMDQduXbOAtx4EY_uSI0bRaykvQJkKlz6tCza7ex4P8TcOX-1OSVO7bANqYD4FA2Pg&dbm_d=AKAmf-BUFSSOqMUBHhM-3XLYbGIArfAwXnJg1v3uDVfPMpX_k0xIvLK-BbqMElO1N5ISzfqRc2KmOfpcsgDCyioFWHWaZBD1hAL6SPovWnvM-ue2_jF6VeB6pimwr9UQpMei_C6Ba8HS4lz0RoU4gR1wvATNsDBw11yOWnZLLnPr1rVf7iFIMyMNKZUjes6lqaLHLoUedD7DxqJscwka_KodhI-XdBCELHVIeUVDrlr6rr2995oGe7O-PC-6V3H7DMgdycZqgOFhev4Pzn9PqMFQeEBwPI5DqroU5H3gXZnnv8ssN5jCItJSIvZ_unu9QJt2P37CbaLKJbe-RNIJ4HqiZDxFda78p1cgRojrqkxm4KLbRPUTMsJNqb7VI3EPWad40YV_RwHx1ZdwwY_-3xLJXK2RhRmTdTW6JzdVM3AK9d40bH-mddWPzBaceWE52wnU0VpXMB1N&dc_exteid=4448845585997437287&dc_pubid=4&adurl=https://www.mybobs.com?utm_source=DV360&utm_medium=display&utm_term=&utm_content=&utm_campaign=NativeProspecting&buf=99999999&utm_source=taboola&utm_medium=referral&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN
https://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/dbm/clk?sa=L&ai=C6hN2605pY8vBDY38o9kP4_yK8AuJmsDtbNmr6KTQEPnCwpH5LxABIKHHp0lgyZ6ojeykgBCgAe_71b8CyAEGqAMBqgSUAk_QL-urI02aNiJUzSibAelZwh56w04zQBp_uzJxmBzSgfco_Rc51UdxIz7dlSaqwyQvhiWHpFLUPmq5c-Bw0x-TpEuAgbRxWFwRNbOh_iNTiwigbQ7OA9Q-OJItXYUkNoXJ-Wc9sTN87ccpLYDraYWvtTuHsesazLK0Zv1NI3u5-VkoFrOvARsGQTSCshwYybz7TxDipIcGPheCRj6JxHKvTpaTAkugCFqDSixVGJOG6w4BLzLQ0OQTZByOeHp5ZMEvHIPF6wASN5x8afyX-1jZDuFerRYWs2d3goAYi9A2_5ytdAeJHX2liRKFU_aoxhZL0oPk0U3g9FICPFzY5eCjrikkXxVTFaEN0wRuGUMZuT9FKsAE0MGj0PoD4AQDkAYBoAY3gAf5g6rAAagHjs4bqAeT2BuoB-6WsQKoB_6esQKoB6SjsQKoB9XJG6gHpr4bqAfz0RuoB5bYG6gHqpuxAqgH35-xAtgHAdIIDwiAYRABGF0yAooCOgKAQPIIEGJpZGRlci00MzExMDc4ODmxCQPv-sbnR-DQgAoEmAsByAsBsBPFm5ER0BMA2BMD2BQB0BUB-BYBgBcB&num=1&cid=CAASEuRoPeZO74UEp5KQiSVZyVMIvw&sig=AOD64_0D6CLCDvgeM3zJuXGYinugey9-qQ&client=ca-pub-7398773146227056&dbm_c=AKAmf-Cf1tITSvFzXMjz9eV5JBZs50F3KMDQduXbOAtx4EY_uSI0bRaykvQJkKlz6tCza7ex4P8TcOX-1OSVO7bANqYD4FA2Pg&dbm_d=AKAmf-BUFSSOqMUBHhM-3XLYbGIArfAwXnJg1v3uDVfPMpX_k0xIvLK-BbqMElO1N5ISzfqRc2KmOfpcsgDCyioFWHWaZBD1hAL6SPovWnvM-ue2_jF6VeB6pimwr9UQpMei_C6Ba8HS4lz0RoU4gR1wvATNsDBw11yOWnZLLnPr1rVf7iFIMyMNKZUjes6lqaLHLoUedD7DxqJscwka_KodhI-XdBCELHVIeUVDrlr6rr2995oGe7O-PC-6V3H7DMgdycZqgOFhev4Pzn9PqMFQeEBwPI5DqroU5H3gXZnnv8ssN5jCItJSIvZ_unu9QJt2P37CbaLKJbe-RNIJ4HqiZDxFda78p1cgRojrqkxm4KLbRPUTMsJNqb7VI3EPWad40YV_RwHx1ZdwwY_-3xLJXK2RhRmTdTW6JzdVM3AK9d40bH-mddWPzBaceWE52wnU0VpXMB1N&dc_exteid=4448845585997437287&dc_pubid=4&adurl=https://www.mybobs.com?utm_source=DV360&utm_medium=display&utm_term=&utm_content=&utm_campaign=NativeProspecting&buf=99999999&utm_source=taboola&utm_medium=referral&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Card%201:
https://trc.taboola.com/onwardstate-statecollege/log/3/click?pi=%2Fharris-township-supervisors-speak-out-against-proposed-state-college-area-connector-options&ri=32fd2995f2f9733376aad85cce03edc9&sd=v2_e5c5eecc9a68718ab4a174de1955a4d0_c8d498a3-e9dd-4d30-8ee4-148c96c23566-tuct8587324_1667845866_1667845866_CAoQwos-GL6K8ZrFMCABKAMw4QE4kaQOQLO-Dkisy9kDUP8DWABgnghoj8HL8vbT0OoycAE&ui=c8d498a3-e9dd-4d30-8ee4-148c96c23566-tuct8587324&it=text&ii=~~V1~~6119401584072218616~~jzaz1fJHx-chJGAyHA9OANMfp48yKlrxv38Te71AU5c8En2elRqEusDJXdpWJFMBDCUjB1Ov_mZtiDPuF2XzDCSBbrId8ex_vyv3Y2oggMyKLn4IuD5kHikLjy4xAWJ4c8c_8mNKCMurNsLhk_BccGAdJCff7JvglIf1RHTyCD5lQ1LBkDMsmKzL3iWyKeaz9VBPkbgPYPYPjATHgMqWmJGkFe6j1MyTmPy34bzIOuNOnqYoMFw723xaMbZ6ko5PBgP8gidwU2rvj_EL1NiJUQ&pt=text&li=rbox-t2v&sig=5d2e2e73341d2c2cc870c9cb4a2c55b0a9eeae5c9d85&redir=https%3A%2F%2Fgoogleads.g.doubleclick.net%2Fdbm%2Fclk%3Fsa%3DL%26ai%3DC6hN2605pY8vBDY38o9kP4_yK8AuJmsDtbNmr6KTQEPnCwpH5LxABIKHHp0lgyZ6ojeykgBCgAe_71b8CyAEGqAMBqgSUAk_QL-urI02aNiJUzSibAelZwh56w04zQBp_uzJxmBzSgfco_Rc51UdxIz7dlSaqwyQvhiWHpFLUPmq5c-Bw0x-TpEuAgbRxWFwRNbOh_iNTiwigbQ7OA9Q-OJItXYUkNoXJ-Wc9sTN87ccpLYDraYWvtTuHsesazLK0Zv1NI3u5-VkoFrOvARsGQTSCshwYybz7TxDipIcGPheCRj6JxHKvTpaTAkugCFqDSixVGJOG6w4BLzLQ0OQTZByOeHp5ZMEvHIPF6wASN5x8afyX-1jZDuFerRYWs2d3goAYi9A2_5ytdAeJHX2liRKFU_aoxhZL0oPk0U3g9FICPFzY5eCjrikkXxVTFaEN0wRuGUMZuT9FKsAE0MGj0PoD4AQDkAYBoAY3gAf5g6rAAagHjs4bqAeT2BuoB-6WsQKoB_6esQKoB6SjsQKoB9XJG6gHpr4bqAfz0RuoB5bYG6gHqpuxAqgH35-xAtgHAdIIDwiAYRABGF0yAooCOgKAQPIIEGJpZGRlci00MzExMDc4ODmxCQPv-sbnR-DQgAoEmAsByAsBsBPFm5ER0BMA2BMD2BQB0BUB-BYBgBcB%26num%3D1%26cid%3DCAASEuRoPeZO74UEp5KQiSVZyVMIvw%26sig%3DAOD64_0D6CLCDvgeM3zJuXGYinugey9-qQ%26client%3Dca-pub-7398773146227056%26dbm_c%3DAKAmf-Cf1tITSvFzXMjz9eV5JBZs50F3KMDQduXbOAtx4EY_uSI0bRaykvQJkKlz6tCza7ex4P8TcOX-1OSVO7bANqYD4FA2Pg%26dbm_d%3DAKAmf-BUFSSOqMUBHhM-3XLYbGIArfAwXnJg1v3uDVfPMpX_k0xIvLK-BbqMElO1N5ISzfqRc2KmOfpcsgDCyioFWHWaZBD1hAL6SPovWnvM-ue2_jF6VeB6pimwr9UQpMei_C6Ba8HS4lz0RoU4gR1wvATNsDBw11yOWnZLLnPr1rVf7iFIMyMNKZUjes6lqaLHLoUedD7DxqJscwka_KodhI-XdBCELHVIeUVDrlr6rr2995oGe7O-PC-6V3H7DMgdycZqgOFhev4Pzn9PqMFQeEBwPI5DqroU5H3gXZnnv8ssN5jCItJSIvZ_unu9QJt2P37CbaLKJbe-RNIJ4HqiZDxFda78p1cgRojrqkxm4KLbRPUTMsJNqb7VI3EPWad40YV_RwHx1ZdwwY_-3xLJXK2RhRmTdTW6JzdVM3AK9d40bH-mddWPzBaceWE52wnU0VpXMB1N%26dc_exteid%3D4448845585997437287%26dc_pubid%3D4%26adurl%3Dhttps%3A%2F%2Fwww.mybobs.com%3Futm_source%3DDV360%26utm_medium%3Ddisplay%26utm_term%3D%26utm_content%3D%26utm_campaign%3DNativeProspecting%26buf%3D99999999%26utm_source%3Dtaboola%26utm_medium%3Dreferral%26tblci%3DGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN%23tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCKw1gosuDsoY_NwYZN&vi=1667845866814&p=google-dv360-5665732-havasmediaboston&r=91&tvi2=-2&lti=deflated&ppb=CI4G&cpb=EhMyMDIyMTEwNy0yNi1SRUxFQVNFGJUSIJz__________wEqGXVzLnRhYm9vbGFzeW5kaWNhdGlvbi5jb20yCHRyYzEwMjE3OIDgiMcIQJGkDkizvg5QrMvZA1j_A2MI_v__________ARD-__________8BGAJkYwjXFhDVHxgjZGMI3P__________ARDc__________8BGCRkYwjcChCgEBgWZGMI0gMQ4AYYCGRjCJYUEJkcGBhkYwjvAxCEJxgJZGMI2RQQ-RwYHWRjCPQUEJ4dGB9kYwikJxCKNRgvZGMI7zQQo0YYD2R4AYABAogB3p6a2QGQARw&cta=true
https://rfvtgb.oceandraw.com/worldwide/vintage-ads-ta?utm_campaign=t-od-vintage-ads-s-d-us-041122zic&wsl=dykol&utm_medium=taboola&utm_source=taboola&utm_term=onwardstate-statecollege_1017282&cpc=JElLIKRi9YHldgHHTKTCAvi3P0WEGmC_88rxDm4l3_4=
https://rfvtgb.oceandraw.com/worldwide/vintage-ads-ta?utm_campaign=t-od-vintage-ads-s-d-us-041122zic&wsl=dykol&utm_medium=taboola&utm_source=taboola&utm_term=onwardstate-statecollege_1017282&cpc=JElLIKRi9YHldgHHTKTCAvi3P0WEGmC_88rxDm4l3_4=
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01-a:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Card%202:
https://traveredpripts.com/624791d8-f7c6-4add-88b0-64f4d6b97c9d?site=onwardstate-statecollege&title=Amazon+Left+Scrambling+As+Prime+Users+Find+Out+About+Secret+Deals&thumbnail=http%3A%2F%2Fcdn.taboola.com%2Flibtrc%2Fstatic%2Fthumbnails%2Fad81f9314d5a24bb5aab753f9cd945c5.jpg&campaign_name=6H_DesktopRON_PureRON_1&utm_content=3572651322&campaign=21425089&click_id=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ
https://traveredpripts.com/624791d8-f7c6-4add-88b0-64f4d6b97c9d?site=onwardstate-statecollege&title=Amazon+Left+Scrambling+As+Prime+Users+Find+Out+About+Secret+Deals&thumbnail=http%3A%2F%2Fcdn.taboola.com%2Flibtrc%2Fstatic%2Fthumbnails%2Fad81f9314d5a24bb5aab753f9cd945c5.jpg&campaign_name=6H_DesktopRON_PureRON_1&utm_content=3572651322&campaign=21425089&click_id=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ&tblci=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDRs1so65qyg--wmM-ZAQ
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01-a:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Card%202:
https://gosearches.net/index.php?rgid=132529&gclid=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDi_FQoifOshqukx9GgAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDi_FQoifOshqukx9GgAQ
https://gosearches.net/index.php?rgid=132529&gclid=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDi_FQoifOshqukx9GgAQ#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyDi_FQoifOshqukx9GgAQ
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Card%203:
https://searchtopics.net/index.php?rgid=410126&gclid=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCMt1ko143K64Of_9JB#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCMt1ko143K64Of_9JB
https://searchtopics.net/index.php?rgid=410126&gclid=GiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCMt1ko143K64Of_9JB#tblciGiBaspXC90o9FenZLml6nvsAEy2GB_NQxDRef7BlRRHRlyCMt1ko143K64Of_9JB
https://popup.taboola.com/en/?template=colorbox&utm_source=onwardstate-statecollege&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=thumbs-feed-01-a:Below%20Article%20Thumbnails%20|%20Card%204:


PennDOT is holding more public meetings on
the U.S. Route 322 project in Centre County,
with some already raising concerns
WPSU | By
Anne Danahy
Published October 19, 2022 at 12:25 PM EDT

PennDOT /

PennDOT is recommending three options for consideration for the State College Connector project.

The public will have a chance to learn more about the options PennDOT is considering
for overhauling U.S. Route 322 in southern Centre County, including the possibility of a
new road connecting Route 322 to Route 45.

PennDOT is holding public meetings on the State College Area Connector Project 5-8:30
p.m. Wednesday and Thursday at the Mount Nittany Middle School in State College.

A new road connecting a revamped Route 322 to Route 45 is one of the options
PennDOT is considering. That idea has already sparked opposition from local residents.

Project Manager Dean Ball said that right now, "we’re not at the point where we know it’s
needed.”

“It’s to be included in our detailed study," Ball said. "If we determine it’s warranted, then
we’ll look more seriously at it and determine if we end up putting it in.”
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He said a more detailed traffic study will be part of the upcoming work required for the
project.

PennDOT /

This map shows a road connecting a redone U.S. Route 322 in Potter Township, Centre County, with state Route 45. This
connector is being considered as part of the larger State College Area Connector project PennDOT is studying. PennDOT says
more detailed traffic studies will be needed before deciding if the connector is needed.

PennDOT had been considering nine routes for the project, looking at factors such as
the impact on the environment, residences and agriculture, along with engineering.
Three of those would have followed the Route 144 corridor.

The three options now on the table all run in the Route 322 corridor. Some residents and
local leaders are already speaking out against the plans. In a statement, the Harris
Township Board of Supervisors said there are “no winners” with the three options.

“Residents will lose their homes and their livelihoods. Farms will be lost. The unique
rural character of our area will be forever altered," the statement reads in part.

PennDOT spokeswoman Marla Fannin said the meetings will be similar to a public
hearing. They will include a short presentation, then time for members of the public to
ask questions at a microphone.
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PennDOT /

The timeline for State College Area Connector Project shows the phases the project has to go through before construction can
begin.

Ball said PennDOT hopes to have the Planning and Environmental Linkage study
finalized this spring. After that, the next step is preliminary engineering and
environmental studies, which has to be completed within two years. From there,
PennDOT will have a recommendation for which option to move forward with. That
could happen in fall 2024, with permitting approval and public comment to follow. Plans
could be finalized by 2025, with design and right-of-way work, and finally construction.

Tags U.S. Route 322

Anne Danahy

Anne Danahy is a reporter at WPSU. She was a reporter for nearly 12 years at the
Centre Daily Times in State College, Pennsylvania, where she earned a number of
awards for her coverage of issues including the impact of natural gas development
on communities.
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State College
Connector
Meetings
 October 20, 2022  10:35 am

00:08 / 01:51

The first of two meetings on the state college

connector project was held Wednesday evening.

Douglas Braff attended the meeting at Mount

Nittany Middle School.

Since its conception, the State College Connector

Project has been a source of controversy.

“Every single route goes right either by my house or

through my house,” said a man in a fleece. “So,

actually, my concern would be that you’re going to

destroy my family by paying me the lowest my real

estate is worth because we’re going into recession
1
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through the highest interest rate that we had in 15

years.”

“I’m p—-d!” he yelled.

The project’s been in the works for years and seeks

to better link the State College area to Lewistown

and Harrisburg. Last month, the project whittled

down the location of the proposed connector to

three routes, all along Route 322.

The project’s manager, Dean Ball, said the public

comment from these meetings will help with the

next major step in the whole process.

“[We’ll] take the public input and it’ll be part of the

draft PEL document, that the Federal Highways

then, and our center office will review and approve.

And we hope to have that final PEL document

approved by early next year, so we can move into

the preliminary engineering and the NEPA — or the

environmental stage.”

Officials explained the reasoning behind these

potential routes to the public tonight. But a number

of area residents who spoke to the panel were far

from satisfied.

“Every single person in this room that you have

never talked to, that owns a house you are gonna

destroy their family unless you are prepared to

write checks for 40% more than what their

mortgage is,” said the man in the fleece. “If you do

2
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not do this, I’m going to take every single person we

are gonna file a class action lawsuit.”

“It seems as if the only options that we are looking

at are to build and displace,” lamented one lady.

“And it seems to me that there have to be other

options that we can consider.”

Much of the controversy stems from the proposed

routes cutting through a number of existing

properties, with several being multi-generational,

family farms. One man is part of his family’s twelfth

generation.

“I’m shut down guys. It cost over $100,000 to buy a

new tractor,” he said to the panel. “Can I put my

family in debt by doing that right now, if you shut

me down? So, how are you gonna compensate me? I

— I need 250 acres.”

Others brought up the environment, such as one

silver-haired, bespeckled lady who said, “How will

our living environment be protected from dust,

from carcinogens, and all of those nasty things that

go into construction?

“This is six years we’re talking about.”

Others took offense with PennDOT spending this

much money, given its financial situation.

“So, you guys, are $13.2 billion in debt,” said another

lady. “Why would you add an entire road and the

cost that goes with building an entire road, when all

3
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 Red Cross Volunteer Returning From Florida Election Rallys 

you would need to do is add two more ramps off of

the existing 322 interchange in Boalsburg?”

“You are gonna take on this while you have a

hundred bridges at poor or below poor quality that

you turn off?” asked the man in the fleece.

There will be a second meeting Thursday, Oct. 20, at

5pm at the Mount Nittany Middle School, with the

presentation again starting at 6:15pm. If you’d like

to ask a question, you will have to sign up when you

get there.
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State College
Connector
Meetings
 October 20, 2022  12:31 pm

The first of two meetings on the state college

connector project was held Wednesday evening.

Douglas Braff attended the meeting at Mount

Nittany Middle School.

Since its conception, the State College Connector

Project has been a source of controversy.

“Every single route goes right either by my house or

through my house,” said a man in a fleece. “So,

actually, my concern would be that you’re going to

destroy my family by paying me the lowest my real

estate is worth because we’re going into recession
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through the highest interest rate that we had in 15

years.”

The project’s been in the works for years and seeks

to better link the State College area to Lewistown

and Harrisburg. Last month, the project whittled

down the location of the proposed connector to

three routes, all along Route 322.

The project’s manager, Dean Ball, said the public

comment from these meetings will help with the

next major step in the whole process.

Officials explained the reasoning behind these

potential routes to the public tonight. But a number

of area residents who spoke to the panel were far

from satisfied.

Much of the controversy stems from the proposed

routes cutting through a number of existing

properties, with several being multi-generational,

family farms. One man is part of his family’s twelfth

generation.

Others brought up the environment, such as one

silver-haired, bespeckled lady who said, “How will

our living environment be protected from dust,

from carcinogens, and all of those nasty things that

go into construction?

Others took offense with PennDOT spending this

much money, given its financial situation.

There will be a second meeting Thursday, Oct. 20, at

5pm at the Mount Nittany Middle School, with the

2
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 Youth Mental Health Concerns State College Community Police 

presentation again starting at 6:15pm. If you’d like

to ask a question, you will have to sign up when you

get there.
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State College Area Connector options drawing criticism

By Vincent Corso
- October 20, 2022

SIGNS ALONG Route 322 in Potter Township show the concern that some area residents have over PennDOT’s State College Area Connector Project.

BOALSBURG — Before two scheduled public meetings this week about the Route 322 State College Area Connector Project, Harris Township supervisors spoke out
about the three proposed potential routes that PennDOT is considering. Meanwhile, a group of concerned citizens announced plans to independently explore other
options for the project with the public.

The long-talked-about project looks to provide the “missing link” four-lane highway to connect from Potters Mills to State College.

A Planning and Environmental Linkage study conducted by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration evaluated existing and projected
transportation needs within a 70-squaremile area in the U.S. Route 322, state Route 45 and state Route 144 corridor, where the existing road network and
configurations cause safety concerns and lack continuity.Shingles can be WHAT?!

Actor portrayal. Skin rash may vary.
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In September, PennDOT narrowed nine options for the connector route down to three options in the current Route 322 corridor in Potter and Harris townships to
create a four-lane highway from Seven Mountains into the State College area.

That eliminated alternatives in the Route 144 corridor — routes that would have gone over Centre Hall Mountain.

PennDOT had public meetings scheduled for 5 to 8:30 p.m. Oct. 19 and 20 at Mount Nittany Middle school that were to include a presentation with updates on data
collection and current recommendations as well as a question-and-answer period with the audience.

HARRIS TOWNSHIP

In advance of the meetings, Harris Township supervisors issued a statement that read, “As it stands now, there are no winners with the three alignments that are
moving forward. Residents will lose their homes and their livelihoods. Farms will be lost. The unique rural character of our area will be forever altered.

“While we acknowledge the safety issues that exist along the Route 322 corridor, we are opposed to using a limited access superhighway to address these
concerns,” the Harris Township supervisors wrote.

“We fail to see how the proposed superhighway will accomplish any of the stated safety goals for this project — lower speeds and safer highway design.”

During a joint meeting between Harris and Potter township supervisors last month, residents voiced concerns about how the proposed routes could damage their
property values, force them to sell their homes and create additional safety problems.

PennDOT’s study found that the recommended routes would “minimize” residential and business relocations. But representatives of the agricultural community say
family-owned farms in the corridor are at risk of being bisected or lost entirely.

“We urge PennDOT to reconsider the design of this roadway. Instead of a limited access superhighway, we urge you to design a context sensitive roadway,” Harris
Township supervisors wrote.

“To us, that means a four-lane divided highway with minimal medians, roundabouts or other left hand turn alternatives and, most importantly, a reduced speed limit
through the corridor.”

They pointed to the Route 41 project in Chester County, where instead of previous plans for a limited-access four-lane alignment, PennDOT is “moving forward with
a context sensitive design that incorporates roundabouts and other safety features,” largely in response to community opposition.

by TaboolaPromoted Links
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Route 41 is a 22-mile highway that runs along a two-lane undivided road in largely rural areas, similar to the Route 322 corridor through Potter and Harris
townships.

“If roundabouts and context sensitive design can be used in other parts of Pennsylvania, why is it not being considered here?” the supervisors wrote.

They also questioned why the Centre Region’s Climate Action Goals and Pennsylvania’s Climate Action Plan were not considered in the PEL study but instead will
be used as part of the environmental review for the project, calling it “flawed and contrary to good planning” to not consider them now.

The PEL study is a multi-step process and the first of five phases of advancing a transportation project.

After the study is finalized, it will be followed by preliminary engineering and environmental studies, final engineering design, right-of-way acquisition and
construction.

The supervisors wrote that the study should also account for other projects in the state that will affect truck traffic through Centre County — like the Central
Susquehanna Valley Thruway in Snyder, Northumberland and Union countiesand questioned how impacts to residents, businesses and agriculture will be weighted
in PennDOT’s decision-making.

“Greater transparency is needed to improve the public’s confidence in the state’s ability to plan and build the appropriate roadway for our area,” the supervisors
wrote.

Construction on the project — which has current estimated costs ranging from $432 million to $517 million — would not be expected to begin until at least 2028
and would take about six years to complete.

But community members need more answers long before then, according to the Harris Township supervisors.

“We urge PennDOT to consider the residents, businesses and farmers along this corridor who now must live in limbo while the project proceeds to environmental
review. These residents are unable to make decisions about their homes, businesses and farms until PennDOT makes a decision on the roadway alignment,” they
wrote.

“Property values are being impacted while PennDOT makes everyone play a waiting game. For the good of our community, we urge you to be transparent, to
communicate with impacted residents and to move forward in a timely fashion.”

EXPLORING OPTIONS

On Oct. 30, the Centre County Historical Society and Hamer Center for Community are sponsoring a design charrette in partnership with the Department of
Landscape Architecture at Penn State to explore alternative design option for Route 322 and Penn-Brush Valley. The event will be led by Dan Marriott, an associate
professor of landscape architecture at Penn State, and will run from 2 to 5:30 p.m. at Calvary Church, 150 Harvest Fields Drive, Boalsburg.

Space is limited. Registration can be completed at centrehistory.org/research-explore/connector/ or by calling 814-234-4779.

According to a press release, the session will engage interested organizations and residents in developing a broader vision for the future of the highway corridor
and valley.

“In addition to the many different safe roadway design options available for 322 — beyond a limited-access freewaythe charrette will consider the opportunities
such a project can offer to unite rather than divide the communities of the valley,” Marriott said in the press release.

“Using examples from Pennsylvania and other states, the charrette will explore traffic calming measures, pedestrian and bike access, programs to help sustainable
farming, and recreation and wildlife corridors designed to minimize the negative impacts of 322. The afternoon will allow you to work closely with neighbors and
experts to consider options for the future.”

Penn State landscape architecture faculty and students will be available to assist community members. The goal is to create a specific list of community goals to
“not only influence the design of 322, but also establish clear design expectations for safe multimodal transportation, planning and economic development, (and)
heritage and land conservation.”
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Packed Crowd Speaks Out at State College Area
Connector Meetings
Video posted October 20, 2022 in Centre County Report by Centre County Report, Dale Ostrander

PennDOT held public meetings this week on the proposed State College Connector highway project. Reporter Dale
Ostrander says there were large crowds and strong opinions. 
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Residents express concern
over highway
PennDOT offers nine options for US 322 connector
project

Sentinel photo by CONNER GOETZ

Centre County residents consider proposed construction on Route 322 during a PennDOT meeting at
Mount Nittany Middle School Wednesday.

BOALSBURG — Centre County residents expressed concern about
potential environmental impact, right-of-way purchases and a Route 45
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connector proposal during PennDOT community meetings on the State
College Area Connector program.
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The meeting, which allowed residents to review the draft Planning and
Environmental Linkage Study for the SCAC project, were held Wednesday
and Thursday at Mount Nittany Middle School. The project aims to
improve transportation safety and efficiency in south Centre County.

PEL studies are a preliminary stage that identifies overarching project
objectives, and considers which course of action best meets community,
economic and environmental goals. The PEL studies results are refined
into more detailed Preliminary Engineering/Environmental Studies
(NEPA), which assess specific impacts of the project.

PennDOT District 2 officials presented nine potential alternatives to
improve traffic flow along Route 322 and displayed the benefits and
drawbacks of each proposal.

The eventual goal is to make Route 322 a four-lane highway that would
extend from Lewistown to the start of the Mount Nittany Expressway;
currently, the highway is still two lanes from Potters Mills to Boalsburg.
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New Retirement Villages Near Towson
(Take a Look at the Prices)

Branded Links Learn More ›
At the meeting, PennDOT indicated it is still on track to begin construction
in 2028.

Three recommended alternatives were highlighted: 322-1OEX, an
improvement on the existing roadway, 322-1S, a newly constructed partial
section to the south of 322, and 332-5, a larger section built farther south
than 322-1S.

After a brief presentation by Kevin James, associate vice president of
Michael Baker International, an engineering consulting firm, highlighting
the draft PEL studies’ findings, PennDOT officials led a question and
answer session with attendees.

John Collins, a resident of Centre Hall, asked about including
accommodations for multi-modal transport, such as electric vehicle
charging stations and bus stops, in the final plans.

“With any project that we do, especially on new alignment, we have to
look at all modes of transportation,” Tom Zurat, PennDOT district 2
executive, said. “The commitment to … multi-modal is part of the process,
and we will definitely look at that.”

A main point of contention during the session was the potential Route 45
connector, which may be constructed to divert some traffic away from
Route 322 during the construction process.

“At this point we just don’t know,” Zurat said, “we have to further look at
what our traffic model will become as we move forward, and does that
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affect safety or not, does that alignment connector need to be there.”

While the fate of the Route 45 connector is still up in the air, another
attendee, Janine Page said she wants to see further study before any final
decision is made.

“I saw the chart where you talked about the whole analysis of the
environmental impacts on birds, wetlands and all those things … I want
to make sure all of that goes into evaluating whether or not we need this
connector,” Page said.

Resident Keith McElheny inquired about potential right-of-way purchases
along the new alignment.

“Every single route goes either by or through my house, so my concern
would be that you are going to destroy my family by paying me the
lowest my home is worth going into a recession,” McElheny said.

Currently, PennDOT appraisers assess “just compensation” for right of way
purchases based on local real estate trends, the value of comparable
properties and estimated damages, with no specific payment amount.

“We understand that this is not an easy process for anybody, we do have
a right-of-way process that we will be following and we will be sorting it
out for anybody who may be impacted by the study,” Dean Ball, PennDOT
assistant district executive, said.

While there is no set date yet, the next public meeting to discuss NEPA
study findings will take place in either winter 2023 or spring 2024.

NEWSLETTER
Today's breaking news and more in your inbox

EMAIL ADDRESS

Daily Newsletter Breaking News
Obituaries

I'm interested in (please check all that apply)

4
Appendix H - Page 21



 

Appendix H - Page 22



 

 

Appendix H - Page 23



 

  
   Open House Public Meeting Summary Report 

  Appendices 
 

APPENDIX I – Press Releases 
1. PennDOT Press Release on 10/6/22 
2. PennDOT Press Release on 10/17/22 

  



 

 

 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
October 6, 2022 
 
Next Round of Public Meetings Set for State College Area Connector 

Study 
 

State College, PA – The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) will host two 
public meetings in mid-October for its State College Area Connector Planning and Environmental 
Linkage (PEL) Study in southern Centre County. The purpose of the State College Area 
Connector Study is to identify existing and projected transportation needs within the study area. 
The study is being done by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA).  
 
Information on the study is regularly updated and can be found at www.PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.  
During these meetings, PennDOT will provide an update on the data collection efforts, traffic 
analyses, and the current recommended alternatives. 
 
Meeting details are: 
 

• Wednesday, October 19 and Thursday, October 20 at the Mt Nittany Middle School, 
near Boalsburg. Hours each night are 5:00 P.M. to 8:30 P.M.  

 

 
Set-up for the meetings will include plans displays, a PennDOT PowerPoint presentation at 6:15, 
and Q & A with the audience. Displayed plans can be reviewed anytime during the public 
meetings. Those who wish to speak or ask questions after the formal presentation will be 
asked to fill out speaker cards, which will be available at the meeting.  
 
The public meeting materials and exhibits will be presented in English. If you need communication 
accommodations, or an interpreter, or have a disability and need assistance, special 
arrangements can be made to accommodate most needs. Please call PennDOT’s District 2-0 
Public Information Office at (814) 765-0423 for assistance. Please be aware that advance notice 
is requested as some accommodations may require additional time. 
 
 
MEDIA CONTACT: Marla Fannin, (814) 765-0423 
 

# # # 

http://www.penndot.pa.gov/SCAC


 

 

 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
October 17, 2022 
 

Reminder--Next Round of Public Meetings Take Place This Week for 
State College Area Connector Study 

 
State College, PA – The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) is reminding 
the public that it will host two public meetings this week for its State College Area Connector 
Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study in southern Centre County. The purpose of the 
State College Area Connector Study is to identify existing and projected transportation needs 
within the study area. The study is being done by PennDOT in cooperation with the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA).  
 
Information on the study is regularly updated and can be found at www.PennDOT.pa.gov/SCAC.  
 
During the public meetings, PennDOT will provide an update on the data collection efforts, traffic 
analyses, and the current recommended alternatives. 
 
Meeting details are: 
 

• Wednesday, October 19 and Thursday, October 20 at the Mt Nittany Middle School, 
near Boalsburg. Hours each night are 5:00 P.M. to 8:30 P.M.  

 

 
Set-up for the meetings will include plans displays and a PennDOT PowerPoint presentation at 
6:15—including a Question and Answer session with the audience. Displayed plans can be 
reviewed anytime during the public meetings. Those who wish to speak or ask questions after 
the formal presentation will be asked to fill out speaker cards, which will be available at 
the meeting.  
 
The public meeting materials and exhibits will be presented in English. If you need communication 
accommodations, or an interpreter, or have a disability and need assistance, special 
arrangements can be made to accommodate most needs. Please call PennDOT’s District 2-0 
Public Information Office at (814) 765-0423 for assistance. Please be aware that advance notice 
is requested as some accommodations may require additional time. 
 
 
MEDIA CONTACT: Marla Fannin, (814) 765-0423 
 

# # # 

http://www.penndot.pa.gov/SCAC
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Planning and Environmental Linkages Study 
Frequently Asked Questions 

October 19, 2022 
Who makes the final decision on what alternatives are advanced from the Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study? 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) works with PennDOT, the Joint Lead State Agency, in managing the PEL Study and the future 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review study. The PEL Study included the identification of Cooperating Agencies that were asked to 
provide concurrence at major project milestones, including the identification of alternatives advanced from the PEL Study. Cooperating Agencies 
are those agencies that have future authorities over projects developed from the PEL Study, including permitting. The Cooperating Agencies for 
this project include: 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) – USACE has permitting jurisdiction under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; 
• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) – USEPA has permitting oversight (oversees and enforces compliance with) under Section 

404 of the Clean Water Act; 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – USFWS must be consulted as required under the Endangered Species Act Section 7, National Bald and 

Golden Eagle Protection Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), and provides natural resource expertise; and 
• PA Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP) – PADEP has permitting jurisdiction under Title 25 (Environmental Protection), 

Chapter 105 Water Obstruction and Encroachment Permit, Section 401 Water Quality Certification of the Clean Water Act, and Chapter 
102, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Regulations. 

The final decision is also made following consideration of feedback obtained during public outreach and agency coordination activities, which 
includes coordination with other federal, state, and local agencies that have been identified as Participating Agencies. FHWA, in coordination 
with PennDOT, will review the conclusions of the study and adopt the PEL process and report for use in NEPA. 

How is the decision made on what alternatives to advance from the PEL Study? 
FHWA and PennDOT follow a decision-making process that considers the transportation needs of the study area, environmental impacts 
associated with each proposed alternative, regulations as implemented by the Resource Agencies, and input from the public, municipalities, and 
public officials. The process helps determine those alternatives that meet the transportation needs while best balancing impacts to protected 
and valued resources. During this time, the alternatives are also presented to the Resource Agencies to assess any concerns they may have with 
the proposed alternatives, and to the public to receive their feedback and to address the concerns of the general public and public officials. 

The SCAC PEL Study’s first step was the identification of the transportation needs within the study area and the purpose of the project, as 
required by NEPA. This effort during the PEL Study also identified the local environmental, community, and economic planning goals to ensure 
they are incorporated early in the transportation planning process. FHWA and PennDOT then developed and evaluated a range of alternatives to 
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determine if and to what level each alternative addressed the Study’s purpose and need, balanced impacts to the natural and built environment, 
addressed traffic concerns within the overall study area, and met engineering considerations such as constructability, cost, and considered local 
planning goals. Specifically, the PEL Study included a two-step screening process that utilized the following: 

• Level 1 Screening – this level used two different evaluations for the screening; the first evaluation determined qualitatively, based on the 
characteristic of the alternatives if the alternative would meet the study ‘s transportation needs. The second evaluation includes an 
assessment on how well the alternatives addresses the study planning goals. The study goals included an assessment on how well the 
alternatives would support the purpose and need, local transportation and land use planning, transportation mobility, best engineering 
practices, and related to environmental stewardship. The goal evaluation was only conducted for those alternatives that would meet the 
Study needs. Both evaluations are completed by answering a series of questions for each alternative. 

• Level 2 Screening – this level was divided into two parts for screening: Level 2A Screening and Level 2B Screening. Level 2A Screening 
included a quantitative assessment to confirm that the alternatives generally reduced traffic on the existing study area roadway 
network. Level 2B Screening further developed the conceptual alternatives through a quantitative comparative analysis for engineering, 
traffic factors, and potential environmental impacts, as well as a qualitative assessment of the planning factors to determine which 
alternative best meets the purpose and need while balancing these factors. 

The PEL Study is prepared in accordance with 23 U.S.C. Sec 168 as well as 23 CFR 450.212, whereby analyses conducted during planning may be 
incorporated directly or by reference into subsequent environmental documents prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy 
Act provided that the studies were adequately documented; interested Federal, State, local and Tribal agencies were involved; a reasonable 
opportunity for public review and comment on the PEL Study was provided; and the FHWA was engaged. 

When will the decision be made on an alternative to advance from the PEL Study? 
The Draft PEL Study Report has been prepared and includes the three alternatives recommended to be carried forward for detailed study. 
Following the October 2022 Public Meeting, FHWA and PennDOT will review the public comments received and finalize the PEL Study Report 
with the decision on the alternatives to be advanced from the PEL Study. It is anticipated that this report will be completed by the end of 2022. 
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How were the corridors under consideration developed? 
Typical to corridor studies, the SCAC PEL Study identified and screened a range of alternative concepts. These alternatives were systematically 
screened on their ability to meet the identified study purpose and need, minimize environmental impacts, engineering feasibility, and best 
achieve the study goals which considered the transportation purpose and need, local transportation and land use planning, transportation 
mobility, best engineering practices, and environmental stewardship. Any alternative determined to not meet the transportation purpose and 
need was dismissed from further consideration as a reasonable alternative. The original range of six alternative concepts included: 

• No Build Alternative 
• Upgrade of Existing Alternative (4-lane, barrier separated alternative that would allow left turns at select intersections; access to local 

roads and properties adjacent to the highway would be restricted to right-in and right-out movements with left turns accommodated at 
jughandle turnarounds spaced throughout the corridor) 

• Transportation Control Measures Alternative (measures focused on reducing the volume of vehicles on the transportation network – 
examples include Park and Ride lots and ride sharing) 

• Transportation Systems Management Alternative (transportation strategies that focus on operational improvements to preserve and 
improve the performance of the existing transportation network without additional capacity – examples include utilizing roadway 
shoulders during high traffic volumes and traffic signal coordination) 

• Public Transportation Alternative (expansions to the CATABUS fixed route system) 
• Build Alternatives (includes adding capacity to the local roadway network with a limited access roadway on a new location; includes 4 

travel lanes with full inside and outside shoulders, and varying median widths in urbanized areas to minimize displacements and in 
mountainous areas to minimize earthwork) 

Based on the Level 1 Screening of the study’s needs criteria, only the Upgrade Existing Alternative and the Build Alternative were recommended 
for advancement to Level 2 Screening. Level 1 Screening also identified areas where these alternatives could consider engineering methods and  
mitigation strategies to better address the study goals. During Level 2B Screening, the alternatives were developed in more detail to determine 
which best met the study purpose and need and considered public, agency and stakeholder input, while minimizing potential impacts on the 
natural and built environments. The alternatives that met these criteria were considered reasonable alternatives and recommended to be 
advanced for further environmental and engineering study in the NEPA phase of the transportation project development process. 
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What is the prioritization of resources including property values when making a decision on what alternatives to advance? 
The FHWA’s NEPA project development and decision-making process is an "umbrella", under which all applicable federal and state 
environmental laws, executive orders, and regulations are considered and addressed prior to the final project decision in an effort to identify 
alternatives that best balance (avoid and minimize) the impacts to protected and valued resources. 

The FHWA intends their NEPA process to allow transportation officials to make project decisions that “balance engineering and transportation 
needs with social, economic, and natural environmental factors”. During the process, a wide range of partners including the public, businesses, 
interest groups, and agencies at all levels of government, are encouraged to provide input into project and environmental decisions. The SCAC 
PEL Study included a preliminary analysis of potential environmental impacts. This alternative environmental screening considered all federal, 
state, and local regulations, as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that all regulatory requirements would be met in the 
future NEPA studies. Following the initial identification of potential impacts, a refined analysis was conducted to focus on those resources with 
statutory or implementing regulations with specific requirements for the evaluation and advancement of alternatives (e.g., those that require 
consideration of avoidance alternatives). The key statutes and regulations, and resources considered, include: 

• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966: Section 4(f) properties include publicly owned public parks, recreational areas, wildlife or 
waterfowl refuges, and any significant historic sites.  

• Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Chapter 105: These statutes require examination of practicable alternatives to avoid 
wetlands and streams. 

• Pennsylvania Act 100 and Act 43 which created the Agricultural Land Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB): If productive agricultural 
land will need to be acquired for a project, a project may need an ALCAB Hearing for approval to condemn agricultural property. 

• Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA): This statute requires consultation with the USFWS to seek ways to avoid jeopardizing the 
continued existence of Federally threatened and endangered species and their habitats. (In addition, there are similar requirements 
associated with the National Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, and Migratory Bird Treaty Act and applicable State codes, such as the 
Game and Wildlife Code, the Fish and Boat Code, and the Conservation of Natural Wild Plants Code for state species).  

• Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (as amended): This statute requires that consideration be given to the effects of a 
project on historic and archaeological resources.  

• Community Impact Assessment: NEPA regulations require consideration of effects on community and socioeconomic resources, 
including but not limited to ecological, social, economic, aesthetic, historic, cultural, and health. Other federal and state statues, 
regulations, executive orders, and guidance documents that establish the legal basis to address impacts to the community that may be 
affected by proposed transportation improvements include, but are not limited to, the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, Executive Order 12898 on Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice, 
Pennsylvania Act 120, and PennDOT’s Community Impact Assessment Handbook (Publication No. 217, 2005). Rather than specific 
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property values, impacts to minority and low-income populations, as well as the overall effect to the community, are taken into 
consideration when evaluating the impacts of right-of-way acquisition. 

When does the public get to vote on an alternative? 
The FHWA’s PEL study and NEPA review decision-making processes do not include a public vote on an alternative. 

The FHWA’s PEL study and NEPA review processes require consideration of public feedback on a proposed project that will receive federal 
funding and/or require other federal actions (such as a federal Section 404 permit). The FHWA’s processes include an inclusive and continuous 
public outreach process for large projects like the SCAC PEL Study. However, these requirements do not include a public vote to select an 
alternative. FHWA and PennDOT will continue to request public feedback during the detailed studies of the NEPA phase to determine the 
public’s preferences for the various alternatives, proposed design refinements, and proposed mitigation measures, in addition to why the public 
prefers/opposes particular alternatives. This feedback will assist FHWA and PennDOT in identifying the selected alternative to be constructed to 
ensure it is the best alternative that will serve the public while protecting valuable resources. 

How is Air Quality and Noise evaluated for the PEL and future projects from the State College Area Connector PEL? 
A comprehensive Air Quality analysis, which includes compliance with the Clean Air Act (CAA), evaluations of carbon monoxide (CO), particulate 
matter (PM), Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs), and greenhouse gases (GHG) was not conducted for the SCAC PEL Study. Only a qualitative 
assessment of GHG was performed during the PEL Study. This qualitative assessment, in accordance with PennDOT Publication No. 321, Project-
Level Air Quality Handbook, did not analyze project specific GHG data metrics, but rather evaluated GHG for the study by interpreting existing 
transportation related GHG research and applying these concepts to the PEL Study. 

GHGs have been identified as a specific air quality concern by the local public for this project. Sources for GHG emissions, both direct and 
indirect, are typically evaluated globally or per broad scale sector (e.g., transportation, industrial, etc.) and are not assessed at the project level. 
To date, no national standards have been established regarding GHGs, nor has the FHWA or EPA established criteria or thresholds for ambient 
GHG emissions.  

PennDOT’s PEL Study has considered the project’s potential GHG effects on regional air quality by comparing the build alternative versus the no-
build alternative. The build alternative would result in increased efficiencies in traffic flow and reduced congestion, thereby providing 
meaningful benefits from an air quality perspective. The next phase of the project, the NEPA Phase, will include a comprehensive Air Quality 
analysis in accordance with PennDOT Publication No. 321. The results of the NEPA Air Quality analysis will be included the project’s 
Environmental Clearance documentation as part of the overall environmental studies for the project.  

Noise is not evaluated during the planning phase of the project development process. Noise is initially evaluated as part of the preliminary 
engineering / NEPA phase of the project development process. During the PE phase, PennDOT will conduct a Preliminary Design Highway Traffic 
Noise Assessment for the proposed alternatives studied as part of the NEPA study. State and Federal Guidelines require PennDOT to use a 
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standardized process to identify locations where abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and reasonable considering peak hour noise levels 
and the potential effectiveness of noise abatement measures. This process includes the following steps:  

1. Identify land uses within the project area that are sensitive to noise, such as homes and parks  
2. Monitor existing noise levels and develop acoustical models to predict future conditions 
3. Evaluate predicted future noise levels after the highway project is constructed and identify locations where noise impacts are 

anticipated  
4. Consider noise abatement where noise impacts are anticipated.  
5. Identify areas where preliminary noise abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and reasonable.  

The Noise Assessment will be reevaluated in the Final Design process before final determinations regarding potential noise abatement designs 
are made for the project.  

How is the need for local connectivity/interchange access determined and will the future SCAC include interchanges and local access? 
During the PEL study, interchanges and roadway connections that provide local access were included in the planning-level traffic analysis. They 
were included to aid in predicting future travel patterns and volumes on the various proposed corridors and the local road network. The 
interchange and access roads were included in locations where the connections could aid in diverting traffic off the local roadway network and 
onto the proposed corridors. Detailed investigations on the interchange design and local connections were not completed as part of the PEL 
study.  

For those corridors that are advanced into Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Study, traffic counts and other field studies will be 
conducted to further refine the traffic model to: 

• understand if local access is warranted to meet the purpose and need for the project (e.g., provides benefits),  
• confirm site location topography, 
• establish refined traffic volumes at the interchange locations, 
• identify interchange layout to accommodate traffic and site restrictions,  
• determine if new localized access creates any localized congestion, 
• determine if local access creates any new safety concerns.  

If during these investigations additional areas for improvement are identified with the detailed data, the proposed project will be required to 
adjust design to address these areas (e.g., expand design to improve local road network, remove connection, etc.) while still meeting the 
purpose and need for the project. 
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How are public comments incorporated in the PEL study? 
The Project Team has and will continue to review all public comments received during and between the project’s public meetings’ comment 
periods. Following each public meeting, the public comments have been and will continue to be compiled and categorized according to the 
comment issues. Responses to comments received are prepared for inclusion in individual public meeting summary reports. Chapter 7 of the PEL 
Study Report includes a summary of the Public and Agencies Outreach efforts conducted to-date. Environmental resource data used for the PEL 
Study has also been continuously updated as applicable public comments have been received and the alternative corridors have also been 
refined where appropriate based on public comments. Public engagement will continue through the remainder of the PEL Study and through the 
preliminary engineering and environmental investigations to receive feedback on the findings. 

If the PEL concludes with an alternative that is still concerning to me, what is the next step and how do I stay engaged? 
The next phase for the SCAC project is the NEPA review phase that will include detailed studies of the alternatives carried forward. The NEPA 
studies will include field surveys and continued public outreach efforts, including maintaining the SCAC project website that will be continuously 
updated as the NEPA process moves forward. The NEPA studies will include additional general public meetings, special interest meetings, 
municipal meetings and individual farmer interviews. In addition, since it is anticipated that the SCAC project will require the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) document as part of the NEPA process, a formal public hearing will be held following the preparation and 
distribution of the Draft EIS document. Following the public hearing, the Final EIS document will be prepared and will include a detailed 
compilation of all public comments received and a response to each comment received. 

Can PennDOT use eminent domain to purchase farmland? 
PennDOT may only use eminent domain to purchase farmland for major projects that include proposed roadway improvement alternatives on 
new alignment with the approval of the Agricultural Lands Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB). 

It is anticipated that productive agricultural land will need to be acquired for the proposed SCAC improvement project. During the next phase of 
study, the NEPA environmental review will include a detailed agricultural resource evaluation process for potentially affected agricultural 
resources as required according to Pennsylvania Act 100 of 1979 (PA Act 100), which established an independent administrative board with 
approval authority to condemn productive agricultural land for highway projects. The board is referenced as the ALCAB. The additional detailed 
agricultural information to be gathered as part of this process will be acquired, in part, through one-on-one farmer interviews and analysis of 
individual farm operations. This information and analysis will be documented in a Farmland Assessment Report (FAR) pursuant to the following 
federal and state laws and policies: 

• 7 U.S.C. §4201, Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) of 1981 
• PA Act 1979-100, The Administrative Code of 1929 
• PA Act 1981-43, Agricultural Security Law 
• 4 Pa Code Chapter 7, §7.301 et seq., Agricultural Land Preservation Policy (ALPP); Executive Order No. 2003-2, March 20, 2003 
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The ALCAB Hearing is to be held for approval to condemn the property when an amicable settlement cannot be reached for acquisition of 
productive agricultural land. ALCAB approval is based on determining that the selected alternative is the most reasonable and prudent 
alternative before condemnation proceedings can begin. 

Why do we need the connector road to SR 45?  
The connector between SR 45 and the proposed interchange is shown to accommodate anticipated traffic movements and reflect the potential  
environmental impacts associated with this enhanced condition. As the project advances, additional traffic and engineering analysis will be 
completed to confirm whether the connector road improves operational performance and safety in a manner that justifies the additional 
impacts. In addition, the specific alignment and configuration of the connector road will be further refined, should it be determined necessary, 
to lessen impacts and best position the roadway. 

Why is there no connector road shown for US 322-5?  
With US 322-5 on the south side of existing US 322, it was initially determined that the connector road would be less effective in drawing traffic 
from PA 45 to the new limited-access facility. That said, the connector road could be included if traffic movement warrants its inclusion. As the 
project advances, additional traffic and engineering analysis will be completed to determine whether the connector road improves operational 
performance and safety in a manner that justifies the additional impacts. 

How much can a proposed corridor move during the next phase?  
As the project advances into the next phase, the engineers will continue to adjust the alignments to lessen impacts to adjacent properties and 
resources, as well as to improve the effectiveness of the highway. The alignments will reflect and incorporate the field verified resource 
boundaries, property owner coordination, and conditions and evolve accordingly. Based on geographical conditions and environmental 
resources, potential improvements could include grade changes to better balance earthwork, introduce engineered slopes and retaining walls to 
narrow the overall alignment footprint, or realign the roadway to better follow property lines. While there is no set constraint on how far the 
alignment can shift, the intent is to generally follow the corridors that have been established and modify where needed to optimize 
effectiveness. 

Will I still be able to access my home?  
Vehicular access will be provided to all properties not acquired by the project. As the project advances into the next phase, connectivity of the 
local road network, including access to individual properties, will be evaluated. While access to properties may change as a result of the 
potential project (e.g., local roads being severed, and cul-de-sacs added), vehicular access will be provided to all properties not acquired by the 
proposed project. Access will also be maintained during construction. However, some local roads may not cross the new roadway and access to 
a given property may change. 

How will excavation affect the underground aquifers?  
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Preliminary and Final Design engineering would include geotechnical studies to characterize the subsurface conditions and allow for mitigation 
measures to be incorporated into the design plans. In addition, as part of the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (e.g., earth 
disturbance) permitting, a comprehensive stormwater management plan will be developed to maintain water quality conditions within the 
area. These efforts (including the possible use of specially design forebays to capture contaminated runoff from a vehicle crash, lining of 
stormwater management facilities, and providing treatment of runoff before discharge) would be designed (as needed) to avoid and minimize 
effects to the underground aquifer. 

It is also noted that the corridors recommended to be advanced into NEPA avoid the Public Water Supply Well Protection Zone Areas established 
for Potter Township’s public water groundwater supplies that were delineated through coordination with PADEP. In contrast, the 144 corridors 
would impact these Well Protection areas.  

Why did you remove US 322-4 when the effects on your tables seem to be less in a lot of categories?  
US 322-4 was not advanced for further consideration after weighing impacts to the various resources as listed below. Of particular concern were 
the anticipated impacts to area community facilities, including the Calvary Harvest Fields Church property and the associated community 
recreational facilities. Additionally, Alternative 322-4 was not advanced due to: 

• High impacts to water resources that are considered during the permit application process for a Section 404/Chapter 105 Joint Permit. 
These impacts include the highest impacts to Cold Water Fishes-High Quality/ Cold Water Fishes (CWF-HQ/CWF) stream (9,124 LF). 

• The highest impacts to the “Rothrock State Forest (part) & Stone Mountain” Important Bird Area (IBA) that would include habitat for 
wildlife and plant species protected under Section 7 of the ESA/MBTA. However, these impacts are along the edge of the 89,736-acre 
IBA and outside of the actual Rothrock State Forest property.  

• High impacts to PA Natural Heritage Core Habitat (15 acres). 
• Second highest impacts to commercial operation displacements (4). 
• Highest impacts to community facilities combined with strong public opposition to these proposed impacts, including Calvary Harvest 

Fields Church property and the associated community recreational facilities. 
• Planning Screening Analysis results indicate US 322-4 did not meet all of the study goals as well as the alternatives being carried forward 

based on impacts to zoning and environmental features.  

Could any of the six Build Alternative corridors that are not recommended to move forward be reconsidered? 
If new information is identified during the NEPA review process, including new data collected during detailed field surveys, FHWA and PennDOT, 
as the lead agencies, will consider whether this new information affects previous decisions on the project. This effort will include coordination 
with resource and permitting agencies that would have authority, jurisdiction, and acknowledged special expertise, related to the new 
information. The new information will be assessed to determine if it is probable that the information would substantially change the previous 
decisions. Revisiting issues that FHWA and PennDOT had previously considered resolved will occur only if the new information has substantial 
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variance with what was presented previously and pertains to an issue of sufficient magnitude and severity to warrant reconsideration. The NEPA 
document will disclose any new information and associated design work and changes in impacts arising out of the new information.  If the 
impacts identified at the higher level of design detail are substantially different than previously identified, they will be reviewed to determine 
whether additional work on other alternatives and/or reconsideration of the identification of the alternatives carried forward is warranted. 

I am trying to sell my property that is near one of the recommended Build Alternative and no one will consider buying my property. How can 
PennDOT help me?  
PennDOT typically cannot begin the process to acquire Right-of-Way (ROW) needed for a project until the alignment is determined and there is  
a final ROW plan that is prepared during the Final Design Phase of a project’s development.  

However, prior to completion of a ROW plan, there are exceptions related to acquisition of land for hardship purposes during Preliminary 
Engineering and NEPA review. A request for hardship acquisition is based on a property owner’s written submission that shows (1) remaining in 
the property poses an undue hardship compared to other property owners because of health, safety, or financial reasons, and (2) the owner has 
been unable to sell the property at fair market value because of the impending transportation project, within a time period that is typical for 
properties not impacted by the impending transportation project. These types of land acquisition would require preparation of a NEPA 
Categorical Exclusion document if the NEPA Environmental Impact Statement preparation/approval process is not yet completed. Also, this 
approach would only be taken where the acquisition will not limit the evaluation of alternatives, including shifts in alignment for the project 
during the NEPA process. No project development on such land may proceed until the full NEPA process has been completed (as in approval of 
the EIS and preparation of a Record of Decision) has been completed.  

In addition, during final design and development of a final ROW Plan, PennDOT can consider developing “Gap Plans”. In these cases, an initial 
Gap Plan would be prepared, followed by the Final ROW Plan. The Gap Plan authorizes right-of-way acquisition in selected areas within a 
project.  

Do you evaluate our property for potential loss of values from the new road?  
When appraising properties under the Eminent Domain Code in Pennsylvania, any market value increases or decreases due to general 
knowledge of a future transportation project are not considered in the Before Value (e.g., fair market value) of the property being acquired. In 
other words, the Before Value is the property’s fair market value if the project was not being implemented. Any increase or decrease in market 
value due to property acquisition is considered in the After Value (e.g., property value following implementation of the transportation project) of 
the property and compensation and/or damages paid following negotiations, accordingly. 

Additionally, perceived project damages or benefits attributed to the whole community are not considered in the After Value nor to other 
properties without acquisitions in the community. Essentially, PennDOT is not allowed to reimburse for an assumed decrease in property value 
(e.g., damages) for any property that is not directly acquired by the project. Community impacts related to viewshed and noise concerns are 
assessed and mitigated through means other than financial compensation.  
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I own an existing business on SR 322, your traffic projections show reduced exposure to my business along with access, do you compensate 
for this loss of business?  
No, we cannot compensate for loss of business. 

Some of the Build Alternatives affect both my farming and business operations. How is compensation made?  
Compensation would be determined based on an independent appraisal. Business relocation benefits (if any) would be determined based on the 
extent the business is affected. A pre-acquisition survey may need to be conducted to determine how the acquisition would affect the farm and 
business operations. 

Your Build Alternative impacts part of my property but not my home, will you offer to buy my entire property?  
Typically, unless a home can no longer be accessed due to the project, the entire property will not be purchased. 
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1. PennDOT has identified three US 322 Build Alternative corridors to advance for further design and environmental evaluation. 
For each of the corridors, please rank the following topics with 1 being your largest concern and 20 being the least concern.

US 322 – 1 On Existing   
Build Alternative 

  US 322 – 1 South   
Build Alternative 

  US 322 – 5 
Build Alternative 

  Air Quality   Air Quality   Air Quality 
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections   Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections   Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections 
 Birding Areas   Birding Areas   Birding Areas 
 Commercial Displacements   Commercial Displacements   Commercial Displacements 
 Community/Neighborhood    Community/Neighborhood   Community/Neighborhood 
 Farming/Agricultural Operations   Farming/Agricultural Operations   Farming/Agricultural Operations 
 Historic Properties/Districts   Historic Properties/Districts   Historic Properties/Districts 
 Interchange Locations   Interchange Locations   Interchange Locations 
 Local Access Roads   Local Access Roads   Local Access Roads 
 Noise Impacts   Noise Impacts   Noise Impacts 
 Property Acquisition Process   Property Acquisition Process   Property Acquisition Process 
 Residential Displacements   Residential Displacements   Residential Displacements 
 Threatened and Endangered Species   Threatened and Endangered Species   Threatened and Endangered Species 
 Timing of Process   Timing of Process   Timing of Process 
 Traffic volumes on Local Roads   Traffic volumes on Local Roads   Traffic volumes on Local Roads 
 Truck Traffic on Local Roads   Truck Traffic on Local Roads   Truck Traffic on Local Roads 
 Visual Impacts    Visual Impacts    Visual Impacts  
 Utilities   Utilities   Utilities 
 Wetland/Streams/Water Quality   Wetland/Streams/Water Quality   Wetland/Streams/Water Quality 
 Wildlife Habitat/Crossing   Wildlife Habitat/Crossing   Wildlife Habitat/Crossing 

2. If you were unable to ask PennDOT a specific question during the meeting this evening, please use this space to provide your 
question that you would like PennDOT to specifically answer in the Meeting Summary Report. 
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state college area
CONNECTOR

pennsylvania 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Non-Discrimination Statements
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)

The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) does not discriminate based on age, sex, 
race, color, national origin, religious creed, disability, family status, English proficiency, or income.

PennDOT does not discriminate on the basis of disability in admission to, access to, or operations of its 
programs, services, or activities and has established a grievance procedure to meet the requirements 

of the Americans with Disabilities Act.

For further information on Title VI Programs or to make a complaint, you can contact the Bureau of 
Equal Opportunity located on the fifth floor of the Commonwealth Keystone Building, Harrisburg PA., 

by telephone at 717.787.5891.



Planning and Environmental Linkages Process 

ALL VEHICLES 

WE ARE  
HERE 



Planning and 
Environmental 
Linkage Study 
(PEL)

Preliminary 
Engineering / 
Environmental 
Studies (NEPA)

Final 
Engineering
Design

Right-of-Way 
Acquisition

Construction 

Proposed
Schedule

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033

Transportation Development Process

What is the Process for
Advancing transportation Projects?

Transportation projects advance through five phases before they are
able to be used by the traveling public.



state college area
CONNECTOR

pennsylvania 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Purpose
The purpose of this study is to develop and evaluate a range of alternatives to improve mobility 
and meet regional traffic and local needs by reducing congestion, addressing safety, and 
improving system linkage and continuity within the study area

Transportation Needs
• Traffic congestion in the study area results from high traffic volumes and high truck percentages

resulting in poor level of service.

• Safety concerns exist in the study area.

• Inadequate system linkage and intermodal connectivity exists in the study area to accommodate
regional and interstate traffic, in particular heavy truck traffic, along with local commuter and
non-motorized traffic.

Purpose & Need
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US 322 Build and No Build Alternatives 
 
 

US 322 Build and No Build Alternatives  
 

Future Year 2050 Average Daily Traffic Volumes (Level 2B Screening) 

ALL VEHICLES 

ALL TRUCKS 



 
PA 144 Build and No Build Alternatives  

PA 144 Build and No Build Alternatives 
 

Future Year 2050 Average Daily Traffic Volumes (Level 2B Screening) 

ALL VEHICLES 

ALL TRUCKS 





Cultural Resource Potential Impacts 

National Register of Historic Places - Listed Property
(#)
National Register of Historic Places Eligible Property
(#)
Potentially InividuallyNational Register of Historic Places 
Eligible Property                                                                   
Penns Valley/Brush Valley Rural Historic District 
Contributing Property (# |acres) 67 263 45 266 64 372 54 331 49 301 48 254 38 279 38 276 33 263

Known Archaeological Sites
(#)

Historic Period Archaeological Sensitivity Area (acres)

Statewide Prehistoric/Pre-Contact Model - High Probability 
Area (acres)
Statewide Prehistoric/Pre-Contact Model - Medium 
Probability Area (acres)

Impacts that are higher than 110% of the average
Impacts that are less than 90% of the average

US322 - 3 US322 - 4 US322 - 5
Feature

US 322 Corridor PA 144 Corridor

US322 - 1 OEX US322 - 1 S US322 - 2 144-2 144-3144-1
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Historic Resources

0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0

0

1 1 0 0 0 1

0 0 0

1

Archaeological Resources

3 3 1 1 2 4

2 2 23 2 0 1 0

3 4 3

22 23 19

245 211 295 282 237208 222

16 10 21 22 13 14

176 188 165 181 167 160

190 199

271 272 250





Socio-Economic Resource Potential Impacts 

Residential Displacements (# of resident units)

Commercial Operation Displacements (# of operations)      
(does not include agricultural or mining operations)
Places of Worship Displacements                                         (# 
of primary structures used for worship)

HUD Subsidized Housing Units (#)

Community Facilities 
(acres)
Neighborhood/Community
(# | acres) 12 26 12 26 4 9 8 52 3 18 12 39 1 0 2 1 1 0

Conservation/Forest Conservation/Natural Area Zoning Districts 
(acres)
Public Parks
(# | acres) 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 1 0.35 1 0.31 1 0.31 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00

Developable Area within Regional Growth Boundary (acres)

Waste Sites
(#)
Quarry and Mineral Mining Operations
(surface quarry acres |property acres) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 170 60 171 60 172

Air Quality (Improves over 2050 No-Build)

Impacts that are higher than 110% of the average

Impacts that are less than 90% of the average

US322 - 3 US322 - 4 US322 - 5
Feature

US 322 Corridor PA 144 Corridor

US322 - 1 OEX US322 - 1 S US322 - 2 144-2 144-3144-1

So
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Socioeconomic Resources

25 8 21 29 8 11

6 3 1 1 4 2

13 13 9

3 3 2

1 11 1 1 1 00 0

0

36 22 92 2 1 1 18 2

0 0 0 00 0

0 0 0 0

0 0

189

29 29 7 7 15 30

37 20 192 196

9 9 712 9 5 3 5 8

0 0 0

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

130 129 103Public Water Supply Well Protection Area (acres) 0 0 00 0 0000000





Agricultural Resource Potential Impacts 

Productive Agricultural Land
(acres)
Agricultural Security Areas                                                   
(within Productive Agricultural Land) (acres)
Agricultural Zoning Districts                                                 
(within Productive Agricultural Land) (acres)
Soil Capability Classes I-IV                                                  
(within Productive Agricultural Land) (acres)

Conservation Easements  (acres)

Conservation Easements                                                      
(within Productive Agricultural Land) (acres)
Act 319 Clean and Green Areas                                           
(within Productive Agricultural Land) (acres)

Impacts that are higher than 110% of the average
Impacts that are less than 90% of the average

203137 192 193189 213 281 258 146

40 40 37

110

22 15 0 39 0 0

15 108 111

259

Other Land Preservation

24 16 0 50 17

168 291 292240 265 331 296 168

133 135 132

183

152 160 246 212 99 97

57 165 166

296 268

111 112 192 146 70

313 180 181 294
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Agricultural Resources

251 278 361

144-2 144-3US322 - 3 US322 - 4 US322 - 5 144-1
Feature

US 322 Corridor PA 144 Corridor
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Natural Resource Potential Impacts 

Wetlands
(bridges) (acres)
Total Streams (bridges)
(# of crossing | linear feet) 20 5,576 21 6,681 14 5,965 15 6,265 16 9,124 20 10,331 11 7,070 11 7,067 10 5,265

CWF-HQ/CWF Streams (bridges)
(# of crossings | linear feet) 16 5,129 21 6,681 14 5,965 14 5,066 16 9,124 19 9,046 9 6,275 11 7,067 8 4,481

Ponds/Lakes
(# | acres) 8 3 8 5 2 0 2 0 8 1 9 1 2 0 2 0 2 0

100 Yr. Floodplains
(acres)

Forested/Wooded Habitats
(acres)
PA Natural Heritage Core Habitat
(acres)
Karst Features
(#)
Bat Swarming Area (Combined)                                                       
(acres)
Bat Swarming Area (Combined) (Forested)                                       
(acres)
Northern long-eared Bat Swarming Area     
(acres)
Northern long-eared Bat Swarming (Forested)                                           
(acres)
Indiana Bat Swarming Area
(acres)
Indiana  Bat Swarming (Forested)                                                   
(acres)
Rothrock State Forest                                                                        
(acres)
Rothrock State Forest (part) & Stone Mountain Important Bird Area           
(acres)

Impacts that are higher than 110% of the average
Impacts that are less than 90% of the average

US322 - 3 US322 - 4 US322 - 5
Feature

US 322 Corridor PA 144 Corridor

US322 - 1 OEX US322 - 1 S US322 - 2 144-2 144-3144-1
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Water Resources
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 Terrestrial Habitat and Threatened and Endangered Species

25 23 26 59 149

12 13 10 11

8 8 8

269

25 11 11 11 15 15

111 248 261

61

134 90 266 234 71 71

2 53 5226 26 47 26 2

7 20 52 7

658 660 631

658 660 631

269

134 90 266 234 71 71

7 248 26115

269

100 56 56 56 71 71

7 248 26115 7 20 52 7

6 6 6 7

658 660 631

0 0 0

269

0 0 0 0 0 0

7 248 26113

178 1 10 0 0 0 125



Preliminary Engineering and
Environmental Studies (NEPA)

Anticipated Process and Schedule

Proposed Public Meeting / Hearing

• Issue Intent to Enter 
Letters

• Agricultural Operation 
Interviews

• Wetland/Stream 
Delineations

• Traffic Counts
• Plant/Wildlife Species 

Survey
• Historic Resource 

Surveys
• Waste Site 

Investigations
• Ambient Noise 

Monitoring

FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

OFFICIAL NOTICE OF 
INTENT TO PREPARE EIS

Document:
• Purpose and Need
• Alternatives 

Considered
• Environmental Setting
• Environmental Impacts
• Public and Agency 

Involvement
• Recommended 

Preferred Alternative
• Section 4(f) Evaluation
• Mitigation

PREPARE DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT STATEMENT 
(DEIS) / SECTION 4(f)

• Detailed Traffic 
Modeling

• Engineering Design 
Layout for Roadway, 
Bridge/Culverts,Storm
water, Retaining Walls, 
Interchanges

• Design adjustments to 
avoid and minimize 
environmental features

PRELIMINARY 
ENGINEERING 

DESIGN

• Noise Study
• Air Quality Study
• Historic Effects 

Determination
• Community Impact 

Assessment
• Assess Environmental 

Impacts
• Section 4(f) Potential 

Use
• Identify mitigation 

concepts

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

MITIGATION
CONCEPTS

• Public Notice of DEIS 
Availability

• Hold Public Hearing
• Address Public and 

Agency Comments

PUBLISH DEIS /
SECTION 4(f)

PUBLIC HEARING

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STATEMENT 

(FEIS) / SECTION 4(f)

RECORD OF DECISION

• Prepare FEIS / Record 
of Decision (ROD) 
which includes 
Selected Alternative

• Circulate FEIS / ROD
• FHWA Signs ROD for 

Environmental 
Clearance

WINTER 2024 / SPRING 2025FALL / WINTER 2024LATE SUMMER 2024WINTER 2023 / SPRING 2024SUMMER / FALL 2023SPRING / SUMMER 2023

Public and Agency Engagement



state college area
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

state college area
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



How Can You Participate?
Options for Commenting

1. Fill out the comment form provided
and place in box.

2. Fill out the comment form provided
and mail to:

    Dean D. Ball, P.E.
    PennDOT District 2-0

    70 PennDOT Drive, Clearfield PA 16830

For more information
Go to the “Get Involved / Contact Us” section on 
the project website at www.penndot.pa.gov/scac

All comments received by Friday, November 11, 2022, 
will become part of the record for this meeting.

Thank you for participating.
We look forward to hearing from you!
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FORWARD 

 

This booklet has been prepared for the individual landowner.  It 

has been designed to briefly outline and answer the most 

commonly asked questions pertaining to the land acquisition 

process used by the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation 

(PennDOT). 

 

Should your property be needed for a transportation purpose, most 

commonly the construction of a highway, you may be assured that 

our Right-of-Way Representatives will gladly answer any 

questions you may have.  They will also be available to assist you 

throughout the land acquisition process.  The address and 

telephone number of the eleven PennDOT District Right-of-Way 

Offices appear on the last page of this booklet. 

 

You may also be assured that it is our intention to achieve the best 

possible transportation facilities while maintaining your 

satisfaction as a private landowner.  We will treat every claimant 

as fairly and courteously as possible. 
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HOW IS HIGHWAY LOCATION DETERMINED? 
 It is PennDOT’s goal to establish the most direct and 
useable highway facility at the least possible cost to the public.  To 
accomplish this, PennDOT undertakes intensive studies on several 
possible routes in order to find the route that will result in the least 
possible inconvenience or impact to the public and the private 
landowner and to comply with environmental regulations. 
 
 Statistical data concerning the economy, population needs 
and traffic volume trends are analyzed for the area under study.  
Aerial and ground surveys are taken, and consideration is also 
given to such factors as safety, drainage and soil types.  In 
addition, public meetings are held to discuss the proposed alternate 
locations. 
 
WHAT IS HIGHWAY RIGHT-OF-WAY? 
 Right-of-Way is the term used to describe “right of 
passage” over another’s land.  When PennDOT acquires title to 
your land, PennDOT becomes the owner and it then gives the 
“right of passage” to the public.  PennDOT also often acquires 
lesser easements that allow you to keep ownership of your land but 
in some manner restricts your usage of the area to activities that do 
not interfere with its needs. PennDOT also often acquires a right to 
use your land temporarily to complete its project, and after the 
project completion the land reverts back to your full control. 
 
WHAT IS EMINENT DOMAIN? 

Eminent Domain is the term used to describe the 
Commonwealth’s Constitutional right to acquire privately owned 
land for public purposes.  PennDOT executes this right only when 
it will benefit the public as a whole. 
 
WHAT ARE MY RIGHTS? 
 According to Amendment V to the U.S. Constitution, no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property without due 
process of law, nor shall private property be taken for public use 
without Just Compensation.  In this situation it is your right to 
receive Just Compensation in exchange for your property. 
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Pennsylvania’s Eminent Domain Legislation is considered the 
most liberal of its kind in the U.S.  Your rights as a property owner 
are given primary consideration. 
 
WHO WILL CONTACT ME? 
 You will be contacted several times throughout the 
acquisition process.  Your first contact will usually be a letter 
informing you that your property will be affected by a highway 
project. Various Right-of-Way Representatives will also personally 
visit you. All appointments will be made at your convenience, 
within reason, of course.  It is our desire to make this process run 
as smoothly as possible. 
 
WHO DETERMINES THE AMOUNT OF JUST 
COMPENSATION? 
 The amount of Just Compensation for your property may 
be determined by PennDOT right-of-way staff, District Office 
Appraisers and/or by independent right-of-way consultants or real 
estate appraisers certified by the Pennsylvania State Board of 
Certified Appraisers which are hired by PennDOT.  Just 
Compensation can be determined either through an appraisal 
process or through a process known as a waiver valuation as not all 
impacts to land may require an appraisal to estimate damages. 
 

An appraisal may not be necessary where damages do not 
exceed $10,000 and PennDOT determines the valuation is 
uncomplicated.  PennDOT may also use the waiver valuation 
process where damages exceed $10,000 unless the property owner 
elects to have PennDOT perform an appraisal.  You will receive a 
written offer letter and the letter will indicate whether the amount 
was determined by an appraisal or a waiver valuation.   
 
WHAT WILL I BE PAID FOR MY PROPERTY? 
 Local real estate trends and the value of comparable 
properties will be taken into consideration when determining the 
value of your property which you will be offered as Just 
Compensation.   
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 In addition to amounts offered as Just Compensation, you 
are also entitled to the following benefits: 
 
1. All fees incidental to the transfer of your property to the 

Department. 

2. Any mortgage prepayment penalty you would be required 
to pay as a result of the acquisition. 

3. Reimbursement for up to a combined total of $4,000.00 per 
property for reasonable expenses paid for an appraiser, 
engineer or attorney to evaluate PennDOT’s offer. 

4. In addition, if PennDOT acquires a residence or business 
that you occupy, you will be entitled to Relocation 
Benefits. These benefits are explained in Bulletin #47.  You 
will receive a written 90-day notice prior to vacating any 
acquired property. 

5. PennDOT requires clear title to the property it acquires. 
Any liens, mortgages, judgments, taxes or other obligations 
with regard to your property must be satisfied either prior 
to or at the time of settlement, or partial release obtained as 
applicable. 

 

HOW WILL MY OFFER BE PRESENTED? 
 Usually a Right-of-Way Representative will personally 
present you with a written offer for your property.  In some cases 
your offer will be mailed to you.  Each owner is treated on the 
same basis, and each claim is settled on its merits. 
 
WHAT IF I DISAGREE WITH THE OFFER? 
 If you do not believe that the offer provides “Just 
Compensation”, and if you can provide factual information 
pertaining to the value or damage of your property which was not 
available during the valuation process, please bring the information 
to PennDOT’s attention. 
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MUST I ACCEPT PENNDOT’S OFFER? 
 The vast majority of property acquisitions are settled on an 
amicable basis.  Keep in mind, a careful procedure is used to arrive 
at an offer of Just Compensation for your property, and PennDOT 
cannot, by law or by our policy, offer you less than the written 
offer of Just Compensation. 

 If, however, an agreement cannot be reached through 
negotiations, PennDOT, in order to proceed with the project, will 
be forced to file a “Condemnation Proceeding” (Declaration of 
Taking) in the Court of Common Pleas.  At the point of 
condemnation, you will be offered the full amount of the 
determined value for your property as Estimated Just 
Compensation.  Although negotiations will be ongoing, you may 
elect to accept the Estimated Just Compensation without 
jeopardizing your right to contest the amount in court, or you can 
refuse the payment and it will be deposited in your name with the 
Prothonotary of the county in which the property is located. 

 Once a declaration of taking has been filed, either you or 
PennDOT may petition, within six years, for a Board of Viewers, 
or the amount paid will be considered payment in full, in 
accordance with the Statue of Limitations.  At a Board of View, 
the Viewers will consider your testimony, as well as PennDOT’s, 
and make an award.  If either party is still dissatisfied, an appeal 
may be made to the Court of Common Pleas.  Under most 
circumstances, however, this procedure is not necessary. 
 
WHEN WILL I BE PAID FOR MY PROPERTY? 
 For your convenience payments will be processed as 
quickly as possible and, once agreement is reached, payment can 
be expected within two to three weeks. 

 
Before you receive payment, however, you are responsible 

for providing PennDOT with several things, such as: 
 
A clear title to the property being acquired.  Any liens, 
mortgages, judgments, taxes or other obligations with 
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regard to your property must be satisfied either prior to or 
at the time of settlement. 
 
A completed Form W-9, Request for Taxpayer 
Identification Number and certification. 
 
Guidance on completing these requirements will be 

provided to you by your Right-of-Way Representative. 
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Pennsylvania Dept of Transportation - 
Engineering Districts 
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DISTRICT OFFICE ADDRESSES: 
 
District 1-0    District 2-0 
255 Elm Street   70 PennDOT Drive 
PO Box 398    Clearfield, PA 16830 
Oil City, Pa 16301   (814) 765-0444 
(814) 678-7069 
 
District 3-0    District 4-0 
715 Jordan Avenue   55 Keystone Indus. Park 
Montoursville, Pa 17754  Dunmore, Pa 18512 
(570) 368-4337   (570) 963-4071 
 
District 5-0    District 6-0 
1002 Hamilton Street   7000 Geerdes Boulevard 
Allentown, Pa 18101   King of Prussia, Pa 19406 
(610) 871-4100   (610) 205-6510 
 
District 8-0    District 9-0 
2140 Herr Street   1620 North Juniata Street 
Harrisburg, Pa 17103   Hollidaysburg, Pa 16648 
(717) 787-4861   (814) 696-7210 
 
District 10-0    District 11-0 
2550 Oakland Avenue  45 Thoms Run Road 
PO Box 429    Bridgeville, Pa. 15017 
Indiana, Pa 15701   (412) 429-4853 
(724) 357-4808 
 
District 12-0 
PO Box 459 
825 North Gallatin Avenue Ext. 
Uniontown, Pa. 15401 
(724) 439-7146 
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STATE COLLEGE AREA 
CONNECTOR PLANNING 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
LINKAGES (PEL) STUDY 
PUBLIC MEETING

OCTOBER 19 & 20, 2022
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PEL PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose 
The purpose of this study is to develop and evaluate a range of 
alternatives to improve mobility and meet regional traffic and local 
needs by reducing congestion, address safety, and improving system 
linkages and continuity within the study area.

Study Needs
• Traffic congestion in the study area results from high traffic volumes

and high truck percentages resulting in poor levels of service.
• Safety concerns exist in the study area.
• Inadequate system linkage and intermodal connectivity exists in the

study area to accommodate regional and interstate traffic, in
particular heavy truck traffic, along with local community and non‐
motorized traffic.
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ALTERNATIVE SCREENING PROCESS
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PEL ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

US 322 Upgrade Existing Alternative

Harris Township

Potter  Township

Eastern Terminus 
US 322 at Potters 

Mills Gap
Western Terminus 

Mt. Nittany 
Expressway

322
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PEL ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

PA 144 Build Alternative
Spring

Township

Eastern Terminus 
US 322 at Potters 

Mills Gap

Western 
Terminus 

I‐99

322

Potter  Township
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PEL ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

US 322 Build Alternative

Harris Township

Potter  Township

Eastern Terminus 
US 322 at Potters 

Mills Gap

Western Terminus 
Mt. Nittany 
Expressway

322

College 
Township
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PEL TRAFFIC FINDINGS

Traffic Analysis
US 

322‐1 
OEX

US 
322‐1S

US 
322‐2

US 
322‐3

US 
322‐4

US 
322‐5

PA 
144‐1

PA 
144‐2

PA 
144‐3

Reduces Total Vehicles on Local 
Roadway Network

53% 43%

Reduces Truck Traffic on Local 
Roadway Network

72% 56%

Level of Service – Segment Miles 
Unacceptable (miles)

6.6 8.5

Level of Service – Intersections 
Unacceptable (number of 
intersections)

2 1

Safety Improvements – Improves 
Predicted Total Crashes

Yes Yes

Safety Improvements – Improves 
Predicted F&I Crashes

Yes Yes

Traffic Recommended 
Alternatives

X X X X X X X X X

7

Appendix N



PEL ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS

Environmental Review Process
US 

322‐1 OEX
US 

322‐1 S
US 

322‐2
US 

322‐3
US

322‐4
US 

322‐5
PA 

144‐1
PA

144‐2
PA 

144‐3

CWA Section 404 Analysis
Wetlands (acres) 4 3 2 3 6 8 7 6 8
CWF‐HQ/CWF Stream (linear feet) 5,129 6,681 5,965 5,066 9,124 9,046 6,275 7,067 4,481

ESA Section 7 Consultation
“Rothrock State Forest (part) & Stone Mountain” Important Bird Area (acres) 0 0 0 0 125 78 1 1 1
PA Natural Heritage Core Habitat (acres) 25 11 11 11 15 15 8 8 8
Bat Swarming Area (acres of forested land only) 15 7 20 52 7 7 248 261 269

ALCAB Approval Process4

Productive Agricultural Land (acres) 251 278 361 313 180 181 294 296 268
Conservation Easements (within Productive Agricultural Land, acres) 22 15 0 39 0 0 40 40 37
Agricultural Security Areas (within Productive Agricultural Land, acres) 111 112 192 146 70 57 165 166 183
Agricultural Zoning (within Productive Agricultural Land, acres) 152 160 246 212 99 97 133 135 132

Section 4(f) Evaluation
NRHP Listed/Eligible/Potentially Eligible Property (# involving historic 
structure displacements)5 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0

Penns Valley/Brush Valley Rural Historic District Contributing Property (acres) 263 266 372 331 301 254 279 276 263
Public Parks (acres)6 0 0 0 0.4 0.3 0.3 0 0 0

Community Impact Assessment6

Residential Displacements (# of resident units) 25 8 21 29 8 11 13 13 9
Commercial Operations Displacements (# of operations) 6 3 1 1 4 2 3 3 2
Places of Worship Displacements (# of primary structures used for worship) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
Community Facilities (acres of property only) 2 2 1 1 18 2 36 22 9
Public Water Supply Well Protection Zone Area (acres) 0 0 0 0 0 0 130 129 103
Quarry and Mineral Mining Operations (property acres) 0 0 0 0 0 0 170 171 172

Environmental Recommended Corridors  X X ‐‐‐ ‐‐‐ ‐‐‐ X ‐‐‐ ‐‐‐ ‐‐‐
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PEL PLANNING FINDINGS

Planning Analysis*
US 

322‐1 OEX
US 

322‐1 S
US 

322‐2
US 

322‐3
US 

322‐4
US 

322‐5
PA 

144‐1
PA 

144‐2
PA 

144‐3

Planning 
Recommended 

Alternatives
X X ‐ X ‐ ‐ ‐

PEL GOALS
 Enhancing local and regional mobility
 Improving recurring and non‐recurring congestion
 Reducing travel time delay and traffic congestion
 Improving local and regional access
 Enhancing multimodal opportunity and connectivity
 Developing solutions that coexist with local planning initiatives to the greatest extent

possible
 Minimizing impacts to the human, cultural, and natural environment
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PEL ENGINEERING FINDINGS

Engineering Analysis
US 

322‐1 
OEX

US 
322‐1 S

US 
322‐2

US
322‐3

US
322‐4

US
322‐5

PA 
144‐1

PA 
144‐2

PA
144‐3

Planning‐Level Right‐of‐Way Cost 
Estimate (in 2021 dollars)

$58M to 
$63M

$42M to 
$47M

$37M to 
$42M

$47M to 
$52M

$40M to 
$45M

$32M to 
$37M

$60M to 
$65M

$60M to 
$65M

$55M to 
$60M

Planning‐Level Construction Cost 
Estimate (in 2021 dollars)

$405M to 
$430M

$390M to 
$415M

$475M to 
$500M

$545M to 
$570M

$390M to 
$415M

$455M to 
$480M

$550M to 
$575M

$680M to 
$705M

$455M to 
$480M

Total Planning‐Level Cost Estimate 
(in 2021 dollars)

$468M to 
$493M

$432M to 
$462M

$512M to 
$542M

$592M to 
$622

$430 to 
$460

$487M to 
$517M

$610M to 
$640M

$740M to 
$770M

$510M to 
$540M

Engineering 
Recommended Alternatives X X ‐ ‐ X X ‐ ‐ ‐
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PEL ALTERNATIVES TO ADVANCE
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US 322‐1OEX
• Minimizes water resources
• Minimizes habitat for

protected wildlife and plant
species

• Minimizes park and known
historic resource

• Moderate productive
agricultural land

• Higher core habitat area
• Higher

residential/commercial
relocations

• Reasonable Engineering Cost
• Best meets PEL planning

goals

US 322‐1S
• Minimizes water resources
• Minimizes habitat for

protected wildlife and plant
species

• Minimizes park and known
historic resource

• Moderate productive
agricultural land

• Minimizes
residential/commercial
relocations

• Reasonable Engineering
Cost

• Best meets PEL planning
goals

US 322‐5
• Minimizes productive

agricultural land
• Minimizes park and known

historic resource
• Minimizes

residential/commercial
relocations

• Moderate habitat for
protected wildlife and plant
species

• Higher water resources
• Reasonable Engineering

Cost
• Best meets PEL planning

goals

PEL ALTERNATIVES TO ADVANCE
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NEXT STEPS
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QUESTION AND ANSWER

• You will be called to the microphone.
• You will have 2 minutes to ask your question.
• If your question has already been asked, please defer your time

slot to the next person.
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(Proceedings after open statement.) 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  So I just wanted to 

go over the rules of engagement for our 

question-and-answer period so we can make sure that 

we have enough time for everyone to participate.  

You have to -- hopefully whoever wants to 

ask a question has signed up, and, if not, feel free 

to run out there and sign up and we will get your 

names here for the stenographer.  

The stenographer will be taking notes, and 

we'll have a record of the question and answers, and 

as Kevin said -- or Tom I guess said in the 

beginning, we'll have two minutes for questions and 

then we're going to have like three minutes for an 

answer, and I will be timing everyone and I will have 

a sign that I will hold up when you're about 30 

seconds out so we can keep on track.  

I will ask that the audience members please 

remain quiet during the question and answer so the 

panelists hear the questions, so the audience can 

hear the questions, and we give everyone the due 

respect that we deserve, each of us deserve, and I 

know that will happen, no problem.  

So with that we are going to get started if 
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4
the panelist want to get up and get in their seats. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  I will give a quick 

introduction.  Tom and myself have been introduced.  

We also have Dean Ball, Assistant District Executive  

for PennDOT Engineering District 2.  We have      

Paul DeAngelo, who is an environmental specialist 

with Skelly and Loy and part of the design team, and 

we have Lori Cole, who is also a planning department 

specialist with JMT. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I'm going to call 

the first five folks up to the microphone.  And I'm 

going to apologize in advance.  I used to work my 

daughter's swim meets and I always got people's names 

wrong.  So I apologize if I mispronounce your name. 

John Collins, Keith McElhinney,        

Jesse Darlington, Robert Anderson --

Oh, thank you.  

-- and Bruce Rogan [sic]. 

Go ahead, John.  Oh, I'm sorry.  Can you 

also state your name as -- before your question so 

the stenographer can take it down?  Thank you. 

MR. JOHN COLLINS:  Sure.  Can you hear me 

okay?  My name is John Collins.  I live in      

Centre Hall.  I have been a resident there for      

18 years.  I'm a retired engineer and lawyer.  
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MALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Speak up.

MR. JOHN COLLINS:  I've worked for the 

Environmental Protection Agency. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  John, can you try 

and speak up?  

MR. JOHN COLLINS:  Louder?  Okay.  

Lived in the area for 18 years and traveled 

on the roads here, 322, 45.  My wife teaches at   

Penn State so we're back and forth in State College 

all of the time.  

I support the 322 alternatives.  I've 

provided written comments to Mr. Ball last week, and 

I've provided written copies to everybody at the 

table, so I won't waste your time going over 

material, but if anybody has comments or needs a copy 

please give me your card.  

So I've worked for DVRPC, EPA, for U.S.  

DOT, and I'm the past president of ITS America, which 

applies transportation technology to improve 

transportation, make it safer.  

I have two questions.  The first is -- I 

believe the proposed 45 connector will decrease 

safety and will not meet the transportation needs of 

the area, and so my question -- first question is, 

what's the feasibility of moving the proposed 45 
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6
connector two miles west to make all of the 322/45 

connections at the current 45/322 interchange?  I 

don't know if anybody -- if people can visualize 

that.  Right now there is half an interchange there 

basically and this -- what's -- there is empty land 

on the other side.  What's the opportunity of moving 

the connector there?  

Should I ask the second question?   

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Yes, please. 

MR. JOHN COLLINS:  Okay.  The second 

question is -- I believe the project has potential to 

improve multimodal transportation in the area, and 

the second question is, what's the feasibility of 

constructing a fringe parking lot in the corridor 

with solar panels for electric vehicle recharge that 

would benefit people in the area, CATA bus 

connections, bike parking?  And ideally as a remnant 

parcel acquired as part of the Uniform Relocation Act 

that would be worked out, but I'm looking for a 

concept and a commitment to improve multimodal 

transportation.

Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you, John. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Appreciate the comments, 

John.  I'll start with the multimodal one is 
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obviously with any project that we do, and especially 

a project on new alignment, we have to look at all 

modes of transportation when we, you know, look at 

the corridor studies.  So the commitment of that part 

of it -- you know, for the multimodal side of it is 

-- is part of the process and we definitely look at 

that.  I like the idea.  I guess we're just getting 

into the EV side of things, so, you know, that's a 

good thought. 

One of the things that made our parking lot 

I guess is -- as we go through this process we've 

developed a parking lot of, you know, other areas of 

interest.  You know, there are some intersections 

that may not be in the corridor that we know when we 

looked at the safety side of things that we need to 

start documenting those and we kind of put them in a 

parking lot, and just talked with Frank Harden 

tonight about making sure that the Centre MPO 

understands that parking lot and to start looking at 

possibly programming those projects on the TIP and 

getting those programmed.  

One of the things that we looked at -- you 

know, we're looking at is transit, and, you know, 

what can we do with transit, what can we do with 

bicycles and stuff.  That is in our parking lot and 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8
we will definitely move forward with keeping those 

fresh as we go through the formal design process, 

okay?  

The 45 connector -- 

You want me to touch on that one too?  I 

guess we've had discussions.  

So the 45 connector is -- as we've looked 

at where we are with things right now is we've really 

just touched on a very high level on the engineering 

side of this.  You know, the fine-tuning, the real 

engineering is -- you know, going to happen in the 

next phase of the project is -- what we see on the 

plans and we look at them and you all see alignments, 

and we keep saying they're alternatives, there is an 

alternative south of 322, there is an alternative on 

existing 322, but we haven't gone through and really 

fine-tuned what those engineering alignments are 

going to be.  

So one of the things that we look at is on 

the safety side of stuff, on the connectivity side of 

things what happens -- if we build on existing 322 

what happens to that alignment?  What do we end up 

doing with it?  Do we need that connectivity between 

-- you see the interchange but there is a connection 

down to 322 and up to 45.  Do we need that 
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9
connectivity?  And at this point we just don't know.  

   So we've shown that alignment on the plan 

so it's in our study area and we can go through the 

detailed study part of it but also on the engineering 

side of it we have to further look at what our 

traffic model is going to become as we move forward, 

and then does that affect safety or not?  Does that 

-- does that alignment connector need to be there and 

what does it do to safety?  And then we can make 

decisions after we get that into our model of is it 

really needed or is it not needed.  

So, you know, for a lot of things as we 

move forward, and that connector being one of them, 

there is still a lot of engineering to do, still a 

lot of evaluations and analysis to do as we actually 

get into the engineering phases of this project.  So 

I hope that helps. 

MR. JOHN COLLINS:  Okay. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thanks, Tom.  

I would like to call a few people up so 

that we can save time so -- 

Oh, you're here?  Awesome.  I thought you'd 

be standing.  So this is cool.  Great.  

For everyone else, just a -- I forgot to 

mention if someone has asked your question or I know 
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some people weren't sure if they had a question, you 

know, you don't have to come up.  You know, if you 

don't show up we'll just keep going.  So thank you.  

Go ahead, Keith, if you want to give your 

name and then -- 

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  Yep.  My name is 

Keith McElhinney.  I live at 121 Roundhill, which is 

right at the base of Tussey Mountain.  Every single 

route goes right either by my house or through my 

house, so naturally my concern would be that you are 

going to destroy my family by paying me the lowest my 

real estate is worth because we are going into a 

recession with the highest interest rate that we've 

had in 15 years.  

Every single person in this room that you 

have never talked to that owns a house, you are going 

to destroy their family unless you are prepared to 

write checks for 40 percent more than what their 

mortgage is.  Right now my mortgage will double if I 

refinance right now.  Double.  I can't pay that.  I 

shouldn't have to pay that.  For you to take a fair 

use and to say that it's fair, that means my house in 

another location with my same payment.  

If you do not do this I'm going to take 

every single person and we are going to file a class 
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action lawsuit, and we are going to come after you.  

Not only for that; for relocation.  I have a business 

that I can't put in a regular house.  I custom built 

my house so that I have 400-amp service and 10-foot 

ceilings in my basement so that I have my business.  

You're going to pay for all of this?  Is 

this what you're going to do when you take my house?  

Are you prepared to do that for everybody?  Are you 

prepared to do that for farms?  Are you prepared to 

do that?  You're not.  We all know what's going to 

happen.  Oh, your -- your house is worth X amount of 

dollars, go ahead and try to fight it.  

That is not in your budget.  You obviously 

don't have any budget that you are going to have to 

pay more to really relocate people, and with PennDOT 

being in 13.2 billion dollars in debt, you're going 

to take on this while you have a hundred bridges at 

poor or below poor quality that you took off your 

website because, just like everything in this 

process, you have hidden it from the public.  I'm 

pissed and so is a lot of people here and you're 

going to hear that coming up here. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you for your 

comments. 

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  I want to know what 
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you're planning to do about my situation and about 

everybody else's situation. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  We definitely appreciate 

the feedback on that and we -- we understand what 

everybody's going through.  This is not an easy 

process for anybody.  We do -- we do have a 

right-of-way process that we will be following and we 

will be sure to get back to everybody who may or may 

not be impacted by the study going forward. 

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  That's it?  Just 

take it?  That's what I'm supposed to?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  No.  That's not what I 

said.  I said we have a process that we will follow 

and we will be --  

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  And historically you 

don't do any of the things that I mentioned, do you?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Paying 40 percent over 

what your current mortgage is?  Is that what you're 

asking?  

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  Yeah.  To make it so 

that I have the same payment on a new house that is 

exactly the same value as the one I live in now. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  I can't answer that.  I'm 

not a right-of-way expert and the -- unfortunately, 
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the right-of-way administrator is not here this 

evening but we will be following the right-of-way 

process as -- as is required. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  And if you would 

like we can have the right-of-way person give you a 

call, the administrator, and she can answer your 

questions -- 

MR. KEITH MCELHINNEY:  It would be the 

first call that anyone has gotten from these people 

that houses they're going to take. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  So I didn't 

think there was any other -- so we're going to go to 

Jesse Darlington.  

And, Jesse, again if you want to state your 

name. 

MR. JESSE DARLINGTON:  Hi, Jess Darlington.  

Hi, Dean.  

Hi, Tom.  

As you know, my story, family operation, 

250-acre farm down towards Colyer Lake.  We are a 

community down there.  This isn't only going to 

impact my farm but it's going to impact other farms, 

so I'm here for all the farmers.  I mean, it doesn't 

matter where -- where we are.  So, you know, we 

provide your clothes.  We provide your food.  We -- 
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you know, we provide a lot of things for you.  

We have about two miles of Sinking Creek on 

our farm that we value in -- in the -- in the farms 

so where it's staying clean, so we don't even get 

near that.  So we're doing all the right things where 

it comes environmental.  We're -- we're stewards of 

the land so our soil -- soil is very important to us. 

You guys know a road going through the 

middle of our farm impacts us.  It takes us out -- 

out of the equation.  I am the 12th generation farmer 

of our family.  I got three boys, two are currently 

going to Penn State University right now for -- for 

the, you know, College of Ag to have this opportunity 

to further the farm.  So our goal is for this family 

operation to move on to the next generation, just 

like my mom did, my dad did, and so on and so on.  

Our family is buried or scattered on the farm so 

these things are very important to us.  We've 

purchased a large amount -- you know, land in order 

for the next generation to move forward. 

At this time -- at this time with the 

proposal -- I got three proposals.  All three go 

through my farm.  I'm shut down, guys.  It cost over 

$100,000 to buy a new tractor.  Can I put my family 

in debt by doing that right now if you shut me down?  
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So how are you going to compensate me?  I'm not -- I 

need 250 acres.  You know, if you go through the 

middle of my farm, find me 250 acres right here in 

Penns Valley, I'm fine, but don't dissect me and take 

me out of business.  

We have -- just to let everybody know, I 

have got a -- I got a pairing nest of bald eagles on 

my farm. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Jesse, the time is 

up.  I don't -- I hate to cut people off but we are 

trying to cycle through a lot of folks.  So did you 

have anything more -- is this question about how 

we're going to -- 

MR. JESSE DARLINGTON:  Yes.  How are you 

going to allow us to move forward?  We have been shut 

down for over a year now.  How are you going to 

compensate my kids if this happens where they just 

spent their lifetime on the farm and their lifetime 

in college?  They got a lot of debt right now. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Appreciate it, Jesse, 

and we've talked -- we've talked about this and I 

know I can't answer every one of the questions at 

this point.  As we spoke about over in the other room 

is that we will move this process -- you see three 
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alignments and it's really the corridor that we're 

going to study at this point, and when we start 

fine-tuning it we have two years to get to an 

environmental clearance on what that approved 

alignment is going to be, that final alignment.  

So we have to get moving towards the 

studies, get a little more engineering done and 

really start fine-tuning things to get moving into 

that preferred alternative, that alignment where 

we're going to be, and we -- we will do that, you 

know, as quickly as we can.  And part of that process 

is meeting with the farmers, meeting with business 

people, working with the municipalities and getting 

that information and trying to be -- you know, trying 

to get that story of what we can do to be the least 

impactful we can, and, again, I promise you and your 

family we will do that.  

And I know, sir, you may not see it at this 

point -- I don't know what happened with those 

bridges.  I don't even know that story that you're 

talking about but we will work with -- you know, work 

with the property owners, you know, to take a look at 

what we can do within the limits of -- there is 

permitting requirements and everything else but again 

we've met and spoke with a lot of the property 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

17
owners.  We will continue to do that and as we move 

forward I promise we will do the same thing for you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

And now we have Robert Anderson and as he 

is coming up if -- I think I have -- I think I have 

already called Bruce Rogans [sic], but, if not, Lisa 

Davis, and Tess -- I see a Clagger [sic] or    

Clogger [sic].  I apologize.  

FEMALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  It's Bruce Rogers. 

MALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  It's Bruce Rogers.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Like I said, I 

apologize in advance.  The handwriting -- someone 

else wrote it down.  

So Robert Anderson if you still have a 

question, and then Bruce Rogers.  I don't see anyone 

getting up, so I guess Bruce Rogers.  

The microphone is up there.    

Oh, you're right.  I'm sorry.  Go ahead, 

Patrick.     

Patrick MacFarlane and then Bruce.  I got 

ahead of myself. 

MR. PATRICK MACFARLANE:  Okay.  Hopefully I 

don't get the Oscar music or get kicked out.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Can you give your 

name for the stenographer?  
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MR. PATRICK MACFARLANE:  My name is Patrick 

McFarlane.  I'm with Hidden Lake and No Connector, No 

45 Connector.  We have some material outside if you 

want to take a look, a couple handouts, but I just 

wanted to kind of make a few comments, and I know 

I've talked to some of you before.  

So some of the -- our concerns are mainly 

regarding safety on 45, as you know, and like the 

connector between 45 and 322, and some of the 

information that we've found was we looked at the 

last five years of crash data, 2017 to '21, and 

noticed that the fatality rate on 45, especially in 

Potter Township, was two to four times, depending on 

whether you use average daily traffic or truck 

traffic, higher than the next closest road.  

The Purpose and Need Study show that they 

had the most crashes and that was by about nine 

percent, most injury crashes by 44 percent, highest 

injury crash rate at 50 percent, over a third of it 

are substandard today, two-thirds of the 

bike/pedestrian accidents were on there, and 

everything up to this point had shown increase in 

traffic.  There was notes in the Purpose and Need 

about truck traffic doubling and 80 percent of local 

traffic but there is no plans to improve 45 in Potter 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

19
Township or across the corridor.  There is a 

connector being added that would simply add more 

access.  

So, you know, I think we're kind of a 

little baffled by the cumulative stats that are 

showing 45 dropping in total traffic because we're 

not sure where that could be going, that, you know, 

the road is just going to pull some traffic away 

somehow.  And, you know, in my line of work -- I'm a 

research engineer.  We do things where we're 

entrusted to check on contractors from the government 

and to help get some transparency there, and I think 

that, you know, the Harris Township supervisors have 

said something to the effect of show your work, and 

we're trying to really understand this.  

And I know we talked a bit through our 

Potter Township supervisor who mentioned that, you 

know, he -- we have his total support on opposing the 

connector.  He wrote a letter. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I'm sorry.  Patrick, 

if you have a question -- 

MR. PATRICK MACFARLANE:  So my question is, 

how is traffic being reduced on 45 in Potter 

Township?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 
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MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Thanks, Patrick.  And so 

I guess your question is, how is traffic being 

reduced on 45 with the connector?  

MR. PATRICK MACFARLANE:  Just in Potter 

Township.  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  In Potter Township?  

MR. PATRICK MACFARLANE:  Correct. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Okay.  So what we did -- 

at this point we looked at the high-level analysis 

for traffic using the Origin Destination information 

that we have and the safety information that we have 

and we -- when putting the connector in it makes -- 

the initial analysis shows that there is a reduction 

on the western side of 45, but on the Potter Township 

side of 45 it's roughly the same.  So that's -- 

that's kind of the issue. 

I mean, there might be slight variations.  

When you're looking at actual numbers -- I know we're 

all engineers.  We know numbers.  We look at those 

things, but really what we're looking at right now is 

we're trying to see would that connector make any 

improvements to the traffic and safety operations.  

When we looked at it at a high level there is a 

possibility so we have -- we are keeping it so that 

we can do the refined analysis.  Like you said, we 
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want to dig into the numbers some more to find out is 

this really true?  Is this really going to improve 

traffic and safety or is it not?  If it does not, it 

won't remain. 

MS. LORI COLE:  And the other part to that 

is you mentioned 45 not having any improvements at 

all with the proposed corridors.  Tom talked briefly 

about our list of projects and several of those 

intersections that Tom was talking about are on 45 

that we have included in the PEL as future projects 

to get planned and programmed through the MPL. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  We good?  Thank you. 

Bruce Rogers.  

Again, Bruce, if you want to state your 

name for the stenographer.  Thank you. 

MR. BRUCE ROGERS:  Sure.  Bruce Rogers, one 

of Patrick's neighbors, the gentleman that just 

spoke. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  You need to speak 

into the microphone. 

MR. BRUCE ROGERS:  Yes.  Bruce Rogers, 

neighbor of Patrick MacFarlane who just spoke.  

I don't want to be redundant here, but we 

were told that any improvements on 45, which is 

substandard from Centre Hall to Boalsburg in about  
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35 percent of the road, would not be funded at the 

earliest for another 20 years.  So I guess 

something's, you know, happened very recently to make 

that not true. 

You know, this is supposed to be a 

collaborative process allegedly but what -- when we 

see the connector added in Step 5 of a seven-step 

process kind of, you know, made us wonder does this 

really pass the smell test, so to speak.  You know, 

it's just -- it's just hard to believe that we're not 

going to have more traffic, more accidents, 

definitely more truck traffic in front of all of the 

neighborhoods between Centre Hall and the Boalsburg 

bypass.  

So we would -- I would like that the 

connector -- hitchhiking on Potter Township's 

recommendation that that connector be removed.  The 

reason why it was added was because it's easier to 

add it now than it would be later.  So we respect -- 

respectfully ask that it be removed now, not later. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you very much. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  If I can give just a 

quick comment.  

Thank you for your comments, Bruce.  Part 

of what we do going through the seven-step process is 
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we -- and if you remember from the earlier meetings 

-- the earlier public meetings that we had we showed 

some of these corridors which have been refined as we 

go through the process, and part of that refinement 

was showing whether or not we were going to include 

any kind of interim interchanges or connections, and 

we showed those initially with dots and circles and 

then as we progressed through the process to get to 

that Step 5 now we showed, okay, what would that 

actually look like rather than just a dot or a circle 

on the map so we can identify what those impacts may 

actually be if we were to put some connection or some 

interchange in there.  

So that's why it didn't progress through 

the process and as soon as it became, you know, 

something that was active in the study process it was 

shared with everyone.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thanks, Kevin. 

Lisa Davis, and then if Tess Clagger [sic] 

can come forward.  

What was it?  Clapper.  Thank you.

MS. LISA DAVIS:  Hi.  My name is Lisa Davis 

and I live in Kaywood North.  Or, no, not Kaywood 

North.  The old Kaywood off of Route 45, and I really 

appreciate you being here.  Thank you so much for 
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this.  You're quite brave to do this two nights in a 

row, but, you know, it seems as if the only options 

that we're looking at are to build and displace, and 

it seems to me there have to be other options that we 

can consider.  

There are other sections of the country 

that have faced this same issue.  There are other 

countries that have faced this same issue, and it 

would seem to me that with all of the brainpower 

sitting here and all of the brainpower in the room 

that we have that there should be other options 

besides building new roads and displacing families. 

I'm thinking about the comment that the 

farm has been on hold now for a year.  If we are 

looking at two more years to do the next phase of the 

project what does that mean then for those who are 

trying to build up their businesses or those who are 

trying to raise their families?  

So it's a -- more of a rhetorical question.  

I'm not sure if you can answer it, but I do want to 

get it into public record that I think there should 

be some other option besides just building and 

displacing.  

Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 
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MS. TESS CLAPPER:  Tess Clapper also with 

the Hidden Lake Development.  Call me crazy, if you 

guys are 13.2 billion dollars in debt, why would you 

add a connecting road -- an entire road, and the cost 

that goes with building an entire road, when all you 

would need to do is add two more ramps off of the 

existing 322 interchange in Boalsburg?  From a cost 

savings standpoint, from a disruption standpoint, it 

makes absolutely no sense to build an entire new 

road.  

Can somebody answer me that question?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I will tell you just 

real quick --  

Because I know you're finished with your 

question.  

-- if we get a lot of disruption it goes 

against the person's question, so thank you at least 

waiting for her to be finished.  

Go ahead. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Thank you for your 

question, Tess.  It -- yes, I mean, it's a valid -- 

it's a valid question.  It's a valid concern.  Cost 

is definitely a concern for everything that we do for 

all taxpayers.  It's all our money so we want to make 

-- be good stewards of that money.  This is -- 
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looking at the connector, like I said, is an option 

that we looked at.  

Does it improve -- is it something that 

will be worth the money, worth displacement to 

improve the safety and traffic operations?  It's just 

something that we had to look at so that we're making 

sure we're not leaving any stone unturned.  

Yes, from a logic standpoint, from a money 

standpoint adding two ramps in seems like it might be 

the best solution, and it may be, but we need to get 

to that point to get that answer.  So we need to 

study this to make sure that's the right answer. 

MS. TESS CLAPPER:  And a follow-up 

statement, if I may?  You said that it was always on 

the map but back in September of '21 it was just a 

dot that nobody knew what the heck it was.  For 

future and going forward with projects like this that 

are going to get people upset -- we were blind-sided 

in April at the meetings when suddenly this whole 

roadway appears on the map, and the answer we got 

from everyone was oh, it was on the map but it was 

just a dot.  Put it on the map the whole way, not 

just the dot. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Understood. 
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MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  The next group 

includes Amber Hubert, Dan Clapper, Jeanine Page, and 

Lee King.  If you -- any of you want -- Amber Hubert, 

Dan Clapper, Jeanine Page, Lee King. 

MS. LEE KING:  I'm Lee King. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. LEE KING:  So I'll reiterate what Lisa 

said, and thank you for the opportunity to ask some 

questions.  First off, I do want to say that Harris 

Township has -- the board of supervisors has put out 

a letter outlining an alternative to these three and 

I think all of you who are concerned about the 

connector should really look at the Harris Township 

Board of Supervisors' recommendation, and I have to 

say I would support that but I also have some 

questions.  

And I don't remember your name, but you 

just stated that you promise to be least impactful, 

and if that promise is for real then I think Harris 

Township's alternative should certainly at least be 

evaluated.  

So my -- my questions regarding the 

presentation are two-fold.  In the presentation it 

says there would be 72 percent less truck traffic on 

local networks and it would -- that these would 
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improve local access, but where's the local traffic 

go?  I actually live in Bear Meadows.  So how do 

people who want to go to Tussey Mountain, or Rothrock 

Forest, or me to get home, how do we get there?  

Where is my local access?  

That's -- and my second question is, when 

would landowners actually be notified?  You all 

talked about a letter being sent out to landowners.  

So when would that notification occur?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Are you talking 

about the Notice of Intent to Enter for people to do 

studies on their properties?  Those letters?  

MS. LEE KING:  Yes. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  I just wanted 

to clarify.  

So the question is about local access, how 

do local people get around, and then also when are 

the Intent to Enter letters going out?  

MS. LORI COLE:  So, first, I'll address the 

Intent to Enter letter question.  Let me explain what 

that is.  Basically an Intent to Enter letter -- 

which we're looking -- we're creating right now.  

We're creating a list of all of the property owners 

that are within that refined study area and we're 

working on a letter right now.  We're looking to get 
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that out here in this fall or early winter because we 

want to get it out as soon as possible to get the 

process moving so everybody knows where we're going.  

That letter, like I said, later this fall, early -- 

early winter.  

Does that answer that question for you?  

MS. LEE KING:  Yes. 

MS. LORI COLE:  And what that is -- 

basically all that letter is -- that doesn't mean 

that PennDOT is going to buy your property.  All that 

letter is is just informing you that you are within 

the study area, that PennDOT is doing evaluations, 

and that people -- Paul has staff.  I have staff -- 

we will be going out and doing fieldwork and there is 

a potential that you may see these people on your 

property.  So that's really all that letter is 

telling you from our perspective. 

MS. LEE KING:  Okay. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  And as far as -- as far 

as your question on the local connectivity, the goal 

would be if you live there now, and you have access 

now, you will still have local access in the future 

regardless of what the alternative is that's built.  

Right?  So there still has to be local access.  It 

could be a road -- it could be the existing road that 
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still has the connection to it via a bridge 

underneath or overtop of the exiting alternative, it 

could be an additional road that's built adjacent to 

it to allow that access, but we would not be cutting 

off access if you are still remaining in that 

property.  If you are not displaced, you would still 

have access. 

MS. LEE KING:  But if I'm correct local 

traffic still has to get on a highway -- on and off 

of a highway.  Am I correct about that assumption?  

MS. LORI COLE:  You do not have to.  So you 

said you lived in Bear Meadows -- off of Bear 

Meadows?  

MS. LEE KING:  Correct.  

MS. LORI COLE:  So at the first public 

meeting one of the things we asked is where are the 

intersections that are problematic, and, honestly, 

Bear Meadow was probably the number one people on the 

table mentioned.  Bear Meadow/322.  

So what do we mean by improved access?  So 

you can leave your house, you go out Bear Meadow, and 

you want to make a left on 322.  Right now you 

probably sit there quite some time waiting to make 

that left because traffic to safely merge onto 322.  

When we say it will improve local access and local 
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traffic what we're saying is in the future, because 

there's more roads that regional traffic is now on 

the highway, it will be easier for you to get on the 

existing 322.  That's how we're talking about 

improving access; by removing cars, making it easy 

for people to travel on the network that's out there 

today. 

MS. LEE KING:  Okay.  I think though -- 

again I really am going to state that I hope that you 

will at least seriously consider what the Harris 

Township Board of Supervisors has put forth because I 

think it's -- it also improves local access. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. LORI COLE:  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  We do 

have that letter.  Thank you.  

The next person, Alan Bigatel, Mary    

Carol -- 

FEMALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Frier.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Frier.  Thank you.  

I had it in my head a second ago.   

Alan first, then Mary Carol, then Dorothy 

Blair, Rod Fletcher.  

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  Did you call Dan Clapper?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I called you before.
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MR. DAN CLAPPER:  Oh, I'm sorry.  I thought 

it was the individual -- the lady that was in front 

of me.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Oh, no.  I called 

Dan -- I called you before in the last round.

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  I thought you wanted me 

to queue up and I was right there.  May I go now or 

should I -- I can wait.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  You want to wait?

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  I can wait.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  You can go ahead, 

ma'am. 

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  I'm going to sit right 

here. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I see you now.  I 

won't miss you. 

MS. MARY CAROL FRIER:  My name is Mary 

Carol Frier.  I am a certified crop advisor also an 

aromatherapist, and my question revolves around, 

during the six years or more of the construction of 

this project how will our living environment be 

protected from dust, from asphalt, from carcinogens 

and all of those nasty things that go into 

construction?  This is six years we're talking about, 

and the wind blows where it blows.  
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So that was -- that was one aspect of this 

that I would like to get some feedback from.  What is 

your plan to protect our citizenry while this process 

going on?  That's one. 

The second part is that it seems to be very 

cavalier the way agriculture is being treated in this 

project.  Don't we realize that the south -- that the 

southeast part of the country is being flooded out, 

the midwest is being burned out, the west coast is 

already burned out and salinized.  So where's our 

food going to come from?  

I would like to suggest that here in 

Pennsylvania there is no such thing as unproductive 

agriculture, which you have politely described.  So 

what are we going to do?  Do we want to eat or do we 

want to just walk over concrete?  We can't eat 

concrete and we're also -- because of our food 

scarcity and potential we are -- actually the 

agricultural lands have much more value than they are 

currently affording. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you very much. 

MS. MARY CAROL FRIER:  You're welcome.  

Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Paul is going to be 

answering the agricultural question. 
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MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  Yes.  Thank you.  Thank 

you for the comments.  

So agriculture, certainly important, and we 

realize that.  We have been interacting with -- we 

have the Web Map as part of the environmental studies 

for this project again coordinating the importance of 

not only productive ag land, Ag Security Areas, Clean 

and Green, and so as we continue to evaluate this as 

part of the process -- I think Tom mentioned it 

before, in the next phase we get into detailed farmer 

interviews to understand productivity of each farm, 

how the operation works, and again to make sure that 

that part of the process is incorporated into all of 

the different items that we're talking about when you 

develop a project.  The farmers being involved, 

farmer interviews are very important, and they'll be 

incorporated in the next phase. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  And on the 

construction side of it, I wish I can answer that.  

You know, we've -- we've definitely taken steps in 

construction for E&S Controls, you know, erosion and 

sedimentation, you know, we look at dust control and 

stuff.  It's just honestly construction and roadway 

construction is advancing so fast right now I can't 

even tell you if we're going to have operators in the 
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vehicles that are out there building this if we're 

looking at six, eight years down the road.  

It's just -- technology is just moving so 

fast.  It's -- I'm not sure what construction is 

going to look like eight years from now, but promise 

you that there is so many environmental controls in 

place at this point when it comes to construction 

that -- that we will work with DEP and we'll provide 

a plan that's as least disruptive on -- on the 

pollution side of it that you were talking about as 

possible. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

And for the farmland stuff there is -- 

going through the Agriculture Land Condemnation 

Approval Board process is a very in-depth and 

independent study on farmland and the impacts to the 

farmland, and also the interviews with the farmers 

will be conducted.  They're going to look at, you 

know, what's happening on each of your parcels, where 

are your most productive parcels, how long it's been 

in your family, how do you get to the market, are 

there any -- how do you access each parcel, what's 

the size of your equipment in case we have to put a 

bridge or something over so that you can get your 

equipment through.  There is a lot that we do with 
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the farmers in the next phase.  

So, Dan, you're up. 

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  All right.  Thank you.  

My name is Dan Clapper.  So I believe it's 

Kevin -- 

You were talking about the 45 connector and 

that it's sort of opening and you have to do an 

assessment of traffic and all of that.  

FEMALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Louder.

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  So is it fair to assume 

that none of the costs associated that 45 connector 

was any -- in any of the presented materials before 

with the overall cost?  Is one question.  

The second question is -- Tom, you just 

said you can't foresee what's going to happen 

construction wise in eight years.  I can foresee it, 

especially with that 45 connector.  That will be at 

the interchange off of 322.  That is an opportunity 

-- and the real estate developers are licking their 

lips right now for it because they will get that 

connector and they will put up a Sheetz.  They will 

put up a strip mall.  

So any of the work that you're doing in 

your models -- and statistical models can go off the 

rails very easily with bad assumptions -- you better 
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be factoring in you put that in all of the traffic 

that's going to be added with the development of that 

corridor onto 45 and what that's going to do on 

existing 45 and residents there. 

Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Yep.  Thank you.  So to 

answer your first question, yes, the cost for the 

connector at 45 was included in the estimates that 

were shown on the engineering boards and in the 

presentation and we do factor -- we've been working 

-- and the good thing about this area is the Centre 

County MPO is probably one of the most robust MPOs in 

the entire state, the entire Commonwealth, as far as 

the information that they gather and -- on the 

developable areas and the statistical models that 

they have for traffic and the areas that are -- you 

know, how's -- the zoning map and things like that.  

Those -- we work hand-in-hand with them to determine 

if you -- yes, if you put in an interchange 

somewhere, sure, it's going to draw more traffic and 

it's going to draw more development, and that's all 

part of the process. 

MR. DAN CLAPPER:  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  We have   
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Alan Bigatel. 

MS. JEANINE PAGE:  Jeanine was first.  

Jeanine Page.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Oh, yeah.  I keep -- 

I didn't think any of you guys came down.  Sorry.  

MS. JEANINE PAGE:  We were just waiting our 

turn.      

I just have a couple things about the 45 

connector.  My name is Jeanine Page.  I live in 

Hidden Lake Development with my friends and neighbors 

here.  One of the things that I saw -- this is 

actually the first time I actually got a really good 

look at it -- was the chart where you talked about 

the whole analysis, environmental impact, bats, 

birds, wetlands, all of those things, and how you 

went through and eliminated certain alternatives and 

things like that, and I just want to make sure that 

all of that is going to be applied to when you're 

evaluating whether or not we need this connector, 

because I'm hearing about connectivity, and cost, and 

development, and traffic, and predictions and all of 

those things and that's -- that's all great.  We have 

to examine that but I also want to make sure that 

we're paying attention to -- one of the things I saw 

on your chart is public water.  I have a well.  So 
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private water and how -- even if that road is not 

running through my backyard, how that could 

indirectly affect me, my children.  

How is that going to fit in and align with 

-- we live in a beautiful area; rural Pennsylvania.  

Like this is -- it's gorgeous here, and how is that 

road and all of this development that we could 

potentially see from that going to balance that out; 

runoff, hazardous waste spills.  We just don't know.  

So I just want to make sure that we're 

balancing connectivity, and progress, and those types 

of things with how that's going to impact some of us, 

maybe not right away, but down the road; real estate 

values and all of that kind of stuff.  Will all of 

that stuff -- all of those items be factored in and 

will the connector be -- will enough scrutiny be 

applied to the connector just as it was to all of the 

322 alternatives?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. LORI COLE:  So I'll start with that 

one.  So, yes, the answer -- the short answer would 

be yes.  

And so we talked about this next stage and 

the engineers have talked about the engineering side, 

the connectivity, the safety, all of -- and the cost.  
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So that's -- that's part of the factor, and just like 

in the PEL factor -- in the PEL study we have also 

got the environmental factors, and that's where Paul 

and I come in.  So we are going to look at the 

potential impacts that would have on your wells, the 

environment, the birds.  All of those things, just 

like we did in this study, will be done again in more 

detail in the next phase.  

So, yes, the answer is yes.  We will be 

considering that equally to make sure it's part of 

the balancing and the cost/benefit analysis.  

Environment is part of that cost/benefit analysis.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  Wait.  I just 

want to double check.  

Amber Hubert, I called you before and since 

I missed people that had come down.  

Okay.  So then if there is no one here 

then, Dorothy, you're next.  

Dorothy Blair, Rod Fletcher, and       

Daniel Klees. 

MS. DOROTHY BLAIR:  Thank you very much. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. DOROTHY BLAIR:  I have to put it in 

position.  Thank you very much for allowing me to 

speak, and I speak on behalf of the Nittany Valley 
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Environmental Coalition, and I'm the president here, 

and we have members that are directly impacted by the 

322 extension.  

Our commitment is to protect the local 

environment, especially applying the provisions of 

the PA Constitution, as it interacts in the charters 

-- with local charters and ordinances.  And as a 

501(c)(4) NVEC is requesting to intervene in the 

State College Connector process. 

So we committed -- and we also have put in 

comments back in April 2022 and we're submitting 

written comments today.  

Okay.  Now we are for a minimum build of 

the 322 Connector Project, and what I need to know 

is, have you considered reducing the traffic on the 

road?  And there are methods to do that.  I think 

actually NEPA requires you to look into that.  Using 

something like demand side -- the management of 

traffic and cooperation with Penn State so that 

events can be scheduled so there's not so much 

traffic on the road at one time or there is 

variations of when people get out of work so you can 

-- they can sequence events, and have you tried that?  

Second thing, will you use Transportation 

-- Transportation Systems Management and intermodal 
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approach to integrate transportation with other 

methods of movement such as was suggested by the EPA 

person who first spoke?  

Also, lastly, will you -- once 322 becomes 

an interstate you'll have no ability to divert truck 

traffic from that road, but before it does you could 

actually move it up to get it off the road coming in 

here if you take it up 80 and over -- I mean 81 and 

over to 80 -- 80, which is a possibility, but you 

will lose that possibility as soon as you have this 

322 interstate. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you, Dorothy.  

It's time.  Thank you. 

MS. DOROTHY BLAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very 

much.  I'm asking that question.  Those questions. 

MS. LORI COLE:  So Kevin talked briefly 

about the different levels of evaluation that we did; 

screenings.  He talked about Level 1 screening,  

Level 2 screening, 2A and 2B, and we're mostly 

talking today about 2B.  

During the Level 1 analysis we did consider 

TSM and TCM alternatives as it -- would they address 

the full purpose and needs of the project that was 

identified, and what we found there in the quality of 

assessment is that those measures alone would not 
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address all of the traffic and transportation issues 

that we have in this area, however, we are going to 

include them as -- as other pieces -- sorry -- as 

other pieces as we move forward on this project.  

There are components of TC -- TSM and TCM 

alternatives that we would incorporate into an 

alternative moving forward.  For example, we can 

consider Park and Ride locations where you can have 

-- you know, for high-demand times where we can have 

coordinated Park and Rides where maybe bus into   

Penn State for a football game or some session like 

that.  So we are considering components of those as 

we move forward as byproducts of this project. 

MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  So I think there was a 

question following the NEPA process and the 

environmental evaluation.  So I will tell you in 

addition to public involvement we have robust 

interaction with the regulatory agencies, EPA, Corps 

of Engineers, Department of Ag, DEP, US Fish and 

Wildlife, and that continues through the NEPA process 

and we check in with them routinely on the different 

studies as we move forward and the impact analysis.  

So again that continues as we move forward with the 

process. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  
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Now we found Alan Bigatel, so he's next.  

Then after Alan we have Rod Fletcher, Daniel Klees, 

Gary -- 

I'm going to say your name wrong.

-- Blaszak [sic], and Jim Steff. 

MR. ALAN BIGATEL:  Hello.  I'm Alan 

Bigatel.  I'm an engineer.  I did live near one of 

the proposed routes.  I will tell you that right 

upfront, and my experience is in civil and 

environmental engineering.  My concern here is that 

this process is supposed to be the PEL -- remember 

that middle word there, that "environmental" word.  

Well, there has been no environmental work done out 

in the field.  

Both of the streams involved here have 

natural trout reproduction.  They're both exceptional 

quality streams, which make the wetlands and the 

unnamed tribs that feed those streams very important.  

Spring Creek's headwaters are in Potter Township, 

about where Wheatfield Nursery is right now, and 

there are many unnamed tribs that come off       

Tussey Mountain.  I've camped up there a lot and I 

know that the water comes down through the sandstone, 

hits the shale layer, flows over towards Spring 

Creek, but then it goes through the limestone soils 
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and it doesn't flow on the surface, but those tribs 

need to be mapped and the wetlands along Sinking 

Creek are by definition -- in federal law and state 

law those are exceptional valued wetlands.  

So those need to be mapped on the ground.  

People have to get out there.  I'm not talking about 

surveying every square inch but just we need to know 

where they are.  Right now it appears that decisions 

are being made about eliminating certain alignments 

to the point where we're down to maybe one, maybe two 

alignments when people haven't gone out and figured 

out where the exceptional valued wetlands are and 

where the unnamed tribs of Spring Creek are.  

So I'm asking, how can these decisions be 

made at this stage when there's so much mapping that 

needs to be done?  How can we go from nine 

alternatives down to one or two at this point when 

people haven't gone out and mapped these exceptional 

value wetlands and the unnamed tribs to Spring Creek?   

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  I bet 

you Paul will take that. 

MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  Thank you.  Thank you 

for the comment.  And as we had talked back in the 

big room, this is a planning-level study for a 

project area that's 70 square miles, and so at this 
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point it's not practical to study every square inch 

to map every single resource and so -- but 

understanding environmental is part, and a very 

important part, of PEL, as you described.  

So we have been undertaking this 

Environmental Map feature -- the Web Map, which is 

all available on our -- on the PennDOT website for 

everyone to look at.  We have developed that map 

using robust comprehensive involvement of secondary 

source information, okay, and we have reached out to 

regulatory agencies, the public, different entities 

to build information into that Web Map so that way we 

are mapping the streams, the wetlands, the 

agricultural lands, and it's been a very open process 

in that we put all of this information not in the 

backroom on a map -- it's on the Web Map so everybody 

can look at it.  

So we have gone to public meetings where 

people have brought information to us of this 

particular stream, of this particular farmland, of 

this feature -- the Bald Eagle I think came up as 

part of public involvement to make sure that -- 

understanding secondary-source information may have 

limitations to it.  It's not boots on the ground 

getting every single part of the channel or the 
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wetland, but we are building that and continuing to 

build it to this day, and we interact and it's out 

there for everyone so that we are showing the same 

information that we are using to make decisions that 

you can see it as well.  

And part of that we're going to continue as 

we move forward with the Web Map as we move to the 

next phase and we get into the detailed surveys we 

will be adding that as well into that information so 

people can track it as well. 

MR. ALAN BIGATEL:  That's great but I still 

would not want to have decisions made about the 

alignment until that information has been collected 

and considered. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

Rod Fletcher, Daniel Klees.     

   I can't tell if people who are getting up 

and leaving are people getting up to talk.  

Okay.  So we have Gary Greg -- I'm sorry.  

Greg Blaszak [sic].

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  I was waiting for      

Rod Fletcher to come up.  I am Dan Klees. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Oh, I said that 

before.  Rod Fletcher.  

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  I am not Rod Fletcher.  
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I am the next one. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Daniel Klees?

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  Yes.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Yes.  I just said 

your name.  Yes.  And is it Klees or -- 

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  Klees.  Yeah.  It -- it 

gets butchered plenty of times.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I bet.

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  My name is Daniel Klees.  

I'm a resident of College Township.  I probably have 

a little bit of a different perspective from many of 

the people in the room.  I do live along the existing 

322 corridor but it's one of the existing four lane 

sections in College Township.  I was a member of 

College Township Council, and I know the TIP was 

brought up several times tonight.  I was also a 

member and chair of the Metropolitan Planning 

Organization.  So I know enough to be dangerous but 

I'm not -- it's not my responsibility to build a 

road. 

One of the things that I -- brought me out 

tonight were two things.  One was the reduction in 

the choices of the corridors.  I did ask questions in 

the other room.  I did get answers and I have a 

little bit better understanding and I -- I'm not 
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surprised that we ended up with the 322 corridor as 

the preferred route.  

The second part of that is is having been 

involved in this process since the late 1980s when 

Centre Hall Mountain was closed to truck traffic, you 

know, one of the solutions at first was to find a 

solution for Route 144, and that's literally over 35 

years ago, and here we are today and we are packaging 

all of these different problems in the corridor, in 

the study area, down into picking the right corridor, 

or the best corridor, and the least impactful 

corridor, or the most environmentally sensitive 

corridor to build a corridor.  

My question is -- no matter what you guys 

do someone will be impacted, something will be 

impacted, it won't be perfect, and my concern is -- 

you talked about a list of things that you are 

keeping track of.  I would ask that that somehow 

become part of the documented public process after 

this meeting so that people can read that list and 

add things or recommend things to that list, whether 

it be local governments or individuals.  

And -- I know this is going to sound a 

little offensive to some people in the room -- I want 

you to work as diligently, and seriously, and quickly 
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as possible because I have personally known people 

involved in accidents on this corridor.  I don't 

prefer to have the trucks continue to come past my 

house, but I understand that this is been decades -- 

literally decades in the waiting. 

If you go online and you look up the 

history of Route 322, the part from Lewistown to the 

east was built in the '60s. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. DANIEL KLEES:  Sorry.  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Just -- I'll just -- 

the list will be in the PEL report.  The parking lot 

-- is that what you are referring to?  The parking 

lot and things?   

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Yeah.  That list -- 

that's a great comment and that will be part of the 

PEL document, and we have been sharing that with the 

MPO and working with them and will continue to do so 

as we move forward.   

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Now we have Greg and 

Jim Steff. 

MR. GREG BLASZCZAK:  Greg Blaszczak.  I 

live in Potter Township.  Two comments; two 

questions.  

First comment is, it's laughable to say a 
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road is depicted as a dot on an initial study.  In my 

opinion that's deceptive. 

Comment number two, it's irresponsible to 

dump more traffic on Route 45 that already has a 

higher fatality rate than 322 -- your numbers, not 

mine -- with the hopes that maybe possibly someday in 

the future there will be improvements to Route 45. 

How many people are going to die in fatal accidents 

because of your connector road?  That's a rhetorical 

question.  

My first real question is -- somebody made 

a decision to place the Route 45 connector where it's 

presently shown.  Can you state for the public all of 

the reasons that led to the decision to put that 

connector road through the farms of property that 

it's being presently shown in?  

And, second question, does the current 

ownership of any of those properties have any 

influence on the placement of that connector road?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  I'm sorry.  What was the 

second question?  

MR. GREG BLASZCZAK:  Does the ownership of 

any of the properties that the Route 45 connector is 

shown to run through -- does that ownership have any 

influence on the decision of the placement of that 
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road?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Like who owns the 

property?  If they are someone -- 

MR. GREG BLASZCZAK:  Correct.  Yes. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  I will take the second 

one first just because we've had this conversation in 

the past and unequivocally I can say we've had -- 

nobody here has had any conversations with the 

property owners specific to -- that was not a reason 

as to why the connector was placed there.  It had 

nothing to do with the property owner.  There was no 

conversations that anybody at PennDOT had, or with 

the design team, with -- specific to that property 

owner.   

MS. LORI COLE:  And relative to the 

location, so the location of the connector road was 

initially kind of predicated on where the interchange 

best fit on the 322 corridor.  So because the 

interchange is a larger feature that we have to look 

at the environmental impacts, but still maintain 

engineering design criteria, we located that first, 

and then the connection to 45 was provided -- if you 

go back and look at the maps you see there is some 

farm fields -- there is a residential community and 

then there is a treeline with farm fields on both 
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sides.  

So one of the things we try to do, and to 

the best of our ability based on the planning level 

we're at, is kind of -- assuming that -- we're going 

through and minimizing impacts to multiple parcels.  

So we utilize that treeline to kind of connect us up 

to based on the location of the existing interchange. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  Thank you.  

   Jim Steff. 

MR. JIM STEFF:  Thanks for having a public 

comment period.  Were any of you guys around 25 years 

ago when this project was brought up before?  Well 

this meeting is kind of like a repeat of those 

meetings and what I heard -- my takeaway is    

Dorothy Blair's organization is going to sue you.  

The business guy is -- is going to sue you.  The 

farmers are upset.  This is kind of a repeat of that 

whole situation, and as that first study played out 

the consultants and PennDOT got so frustrated they 

just walked away from the whole corridor and it was 

left to rot for decades.  

So my question is -- you have received a 

letter from Harris Township Board of Supervisors 

asking to look at safety improvements -- meaningful 

safety improvements within the existing corridor, and 
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maybe that ought to be an option that should be 

studied because at the end of the day you guys get so 

frustrated you just turn your back and walk away from 

this, because, basically as you can see for yourself, 

everybody -- most everybody hates this project in at 

least Harris Township and Potter Township.  

So instead of giving the area nothing if 

you kept that as an alternative, if you couldn't 

build these other three things at least there would 

be some sort of backup plan.  So my question is, can 

you add that as a fourth alternative to the study?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  We've looked at 

that.  That Upgrade Existing alternative that was 

presented was basically what you're asking for.  Is 

we looked at what can we do on the existing alignment 

that -- that, you know, would take care of safety, 

looked at whether it will be eliminating left turns, 

right turns, jughandles, all of those things, very 

similar to the route that Centre -- or that Harris 

Township presented in the letter that they sent to 

us, which we went and looked at that route over the 

last couple days.  

Our study -- and this was aborted at the 

very first meeting that we had last fall -- talked 
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about predictive crashes, and, quite frankly, the 

No-Build Alternative, so do nothing out to 2050 with 

the 2050 on the route, or upgrade the existing with 

those features -- which again it may be a traffic 

signal in some locations, it may be some other things 

-- the Upgrade Existing safety predicted crashes 

actually doubled versus doing nothing.  

So when you go through and you look at -- 

at improvements is -- that's why we're looking at a 

four-lane highway, eliminating left turns, some of 

those things is -- that's what's improving safety 

along that corridor.  We would get no support from 

FHWA to do a project that ultimately is showing an 

increase in crashes.  

And let me just say in looking at that 

Route 41 that was recommended is that the numbers 

that we have out of our study actually mimic what is 

the crash rate on 41.  So doing that -- I don't know 

what the rate was before but when you go down and 

look at the actual crashes on that section of 41 for 

the type of roadway it is it almost meets what we 

predicted by doing -- upgrading the existing 

alignment with some of those improvements.  

So it's a tough -- it's a tough call on 

that end of it, and I get what you're saying, but 
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ultimately when you look at -- at, you know, the 

issues along that roadway is it's the volume of 

traffic that you have, people -- you know, the 

alignment of -- you know, there's not a lot of places 

to pass so you're stuck behind people, people trying 

to make a left-hand -- when somebody has to make a 

left-hand turn and you start backing other traffic up 

it becomes a dangerous situation, and how do we go 

along and correct those things is, you know, looking 

-- and that's where our Build Alternative is.  Well, 

if you're putting in a four-lane highway and you have 

two lanes in each direction you can pass.  So you 

take -- if you put a median in there you eliminate 

the left-hand turns.  So how can you control that 

type of access and those are the things we're looking 

at going forward. 

MR. JIM STEFF:  Can I paraphrase my 

takeaway -- may I paraphrase my takeaway message from 

that?  So if -- if the Harris Township Board of 

Supervisors' idea was implemented it would make the 

road less safe?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Well, that's -- what 

they're suggesting was the Upgrade Existing 

Alternative that we studied at the very beginning of 

this that basically shows that doing that will 
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provide a less safe and almost a -- twice as -- you 

know, it would be twice as safe by doing nothing.  

So, yeah, and -- and we had that -- those documents 

are on the website from the public meeting that we 

had back last fall.  You know, that was that Level 1 

screening we did.     

Kevin talked about -- in his whole report 

about why did we eliminate improve existing alignment 

at the very beginning under the Level 1 screening and 

it went back to the safety side of it.  It did not 

improve the safety through the corridor and, quite -- 

like I said, quite frankly, it was -- it was -- it 

made it twice as bad by doing some of those things 

because you still left left turns or you put a signal 

in or did things -- do those types of things that 

that did not improve the safety, and that's why it 

was eliminated.  So it was looked at again in the 

very first part of the scope. 

MR. JIM STEFF:  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

All right.  That was all of the people who 

signed up and I really appreciate everyone for coming 

out tonight.  We'll be here tomorrow.

MS. TESS CLAPPER:  Can I just have the 

stage real quick?
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MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Sure.  You might 

want to come up.  

MS. TESS CLAPPER:  To add on to what the 

gentleman who just spoke said, you said you are 

predicting until 2050 what the traffic is going to be 

and what the crashes are going to be and whatever.  

You yourself said about the construction -- that it 

might even be operatorless with the advances and 

everything else.  We all know that there is smart 

cars.  We all know there is crash-resistant things.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Excuse me.  Excuse 

me.  

MS. TESS CLAPPER:  How can you predict in 

2050 what the crashes are going to be when we know 

there is a constantly-changing technology in the 

vehicles themselves?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.

Thank you very much.

(Whereupon, the PennDot Public Meeting 

   concluded at 7:46 p.m.)
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 (Proceedings after open statement.) 

   MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you, Kevin.  

   Is this working?  Thank you.

 If you guys want to go up; the panel.  So 

how this is going to work is we have a -- a number of 

folks that are going to go up on the stage and 

basically answer their questions.  The people who 

registered in advance can ask questions.  Each 

question can be two minutes in length.  I have a 

little 30 seconds remaining to wave just so you know 

the timing.  

I'm going to call folks up in order of how 

they registered and then we'll move forward.  I just 

do want to ask the audience to remain quiet during 

people's questioning so that everyone can hear and 

the panelists can answer the questions.  

So we're going to begin.  I just want to 

verify that Nancy Parks scratched her name out?  

MALE AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Yes. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay.  Thank you.  

So I'm going to call a few of you up so 

that you can sit up front and be ready to come up.  

Bonnie Darlington, Tanya Evans, and Lisa Muir [sic].  

Also I'm really bad at pronunciations so I apologize 
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4
if I mess up your name, but those are the first three 

people.  If you can come up, that'd be great.  Thank 

you.  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Kate, we will do a quick 

introduction of the folks on the panel here. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  One more -- wait.  

When you come up to the microphone please 

make sure that you state your name so the 

stenographer can get it, and then also adjust the 

microphone so that everyone can hear you as you talk.  

Thank you.  

Kevin. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Okay.  So I just want to 

do a quick introduction.  You know Tom and myself but 

the others that we have on the panel up to here to 

answer your questions -- we have Lori Cole from JMT 

who is a planning environmental specialist with the 

design team.  We have Paul DeAngelo with Skelly and 

Loy, also an environmental specialist with the team, 

and Dean Ball who is the Assistant District Executive 

for Engineering District 2. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Go ahead, Bonnie.  

You can come up to the microphone.  Thank you. 

MS. BONNIE DARLINGTON:  Hi.  I'm Bonnie 

Darlington and I live and own Darlington Farms, which 
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5
lies across from Tusseyville along 322, and our farm 

is in jeopardy.  

My question tonight is, how many times may 

our government take from one family our 

constitutional rights to life, liberty, and property?  

Reason for that question is my family has lost 291 

acres within 40 years to government and now may lose 

231 acres more and perhaps a future in farming after 

13 generations and 339 years of farming in 

Pennsylvania for a loss of 522 acres.  Where is our 

constitutional rights to life, liberty, and property?  

And again my question is, how many times may the 

government take one family's farms and constitutional 

rights?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  Thanks, Bonnie, 

and -- and we've had conversations about this, and I 

understand, you know, where -- where you guys come 

from.  We have been out to your farm and stuff so -- 

and I don't think there is an answer to how many 

times on that end of it and I've told you, and we 

talked to Jesse last night, as we move forward with 

this project and we get into the engineering phase 

and really look at the alignments and where the road 

is going to go is we're committed to meeting with you 
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6
guys, the other farmers, the other property owners 

along the corridor and -- and working with you guys 

to be as least impactful, and there are going to be 

impacts.  There is no doubt there is going to be 

impacts but how can we make that the least impactful 

to your business, you know, your farm, you know, how 

can we work around some of the things that you guys 

have, and promised that last night to Jesse when he 

gave comments and we continue to have that commitment 

to you guys.   

MS. BONNIE DARLINGTON:  I have another 

question.  How long may our government keep people in 

a tormenting limbo state where their property is 

worthless and their lives are forced on hold forcing 

stress and undue mental anguish and hardship on their 

victim?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And that's a good 

question too.  Is going into the PEL process and what 

this process is in general is a process that we have 

to follow legally to go through property, you know, 

acquisitions, roadway alignments.  Working with 

permitting agencies on -- on other impacts, other -- 

other items, wetlands, streams, those types of 

things.  So there is a process legally and we have to 

follow that.  As we get through this PEL -- 
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And, Lori, I'll let you talk a little bit 

about this.  

But as we move through the PEL, what the 

process is after that and when we get into the 

engineering and what that timeframe is going to be, 

and I think we can give a little bit of that 

timeframe now as we get out of this draft PEL side of 

it. 

MS. LORI COLE:  Tom is correct.  I'm sorry.  

The PEL process we're ending here shortly and we will 

be starting what they call the NEPA process Kevin 

talked about.  The NEPA process has regulatory 

requirements, right, two-year period is the schedule 

for that, and we have some handouts I believe out 

front that kind of show you what we're predicting 

that schedule to be moving forward once we hit the 

NEPA process.  So that will be a two-year process.  

   Now what does that mean?  We could 

eliminate corridors during that process, but it means 

from start to absolute finish we have two years to 

make it through. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

And, Bonnie, your time is up.  I hate to 

tell you that. 

MS. BONNIE DARLINGTON:  Thank you.  
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And I ask -- I just ask for your help.  

Thank you. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Thanks, Bonnie. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Tanya Evans.  

Thank you.  

And then if Lisa Moir is here, she's after 

Tanya. 

Thank you, Dennis, for getting the 

microphone. 

MS. TANYA EVANS:  Hi.  My name is      

Tanya Evans, and I live in Tusseyville, and I've 

lived here my whole entire life, and I drive Route 45 

almost every single day, my husband and I, and when I 

was talking to several people they said that there 

wasn't going to be as much traffic on there with this 

connector project but as we drive and we see joggers, 

and bicyclists, and people that are walking their 

dogs -- and the berm is very narrow on 45, and there 

is lots of farm traffic going both east and west with 

lines of traffic, people passing where they 

shouldn't, I don't understand why you're going to 

spend all this money on a mile and a half or a two 

mile connector project -- why don't you just start 

with 45?  Fix it.  Make wider berms.  Make it better.  

And in there where the cut is, do that.  That makes 
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more sense instead of putting the cart before the 

horse spending all this money and doing -- and doing 

that.  I don't understand that.  

And the same way with the 322 project.  

Follow 322 the way it is.  I don't have a degree.  I 

don't have fancy letters behind my name.  I'm not an 

engineer, but I certainly was blessed with common 

sense, and I think when you guys are sitting in your 

meetings you certainly don't use very much common 

sense when you're looking at all of this.  There is 

no reason for the connector road and there is no 

reason to be displacing farmland.  With the drought 

in the midwest, fires in California, floods down 

south, farmland is being decimated and Pennsylvania 

does a very good job with their farmland, and there 

is just absolutely no reason at all to be taking any 

of that. 

So those were my two questions.  Why can't 

you follow 322?  And why can't you fix 45 before 

putting in a connector road if you're so worried 

about traffic there?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  Appreciate it.  

I'll take the 322 portion of that I guess.  Is 

looking at 322 one of the alignments we have on 322, 
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the OEX -- actually about two-thirds of that 

alignment is on existing 322.  We get off of 322 to 

try to protect the businesses that are already 

established out there at one point or another.  

That's why the alignment or the alternative that you 

see is shown in that case. 

At this point when you look at those maps 

there is some red lines on those maps out there and 

that's what the study area is.  The broad-brush 

corridors that you see are ultimately -- are 

ultimately alternatives and the -- the alignment or 

the roadway in its final stage could really wind up 

anywhere within that -- those red lines that we're 

going to study, and again that's what the -- the 

cooperation with municipalities, property owners, 

farmers is getting that information and trying to 

fine-tune that 322 alignment, but as you can see that 

OEX -- two-thirds of it is on the existing alignment 

and we'll look at, you know, what we can do on the 

engineering side of it to work through those 

challenges that we'll have through any of the 

alignments we look at, but that is definitely one of 

the -- one of the alternatives that we'll continue to 

look at. 

Let me have Kevin and Dean talk a little 
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bit about that -- the 45 connection and how it's got 

there and why we still need to continue looking at 

it. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Sure.  Thanks, Tom.  

And thank you for your question, Tanya.  As 

far as the 45 connector, why it's there, those -- you 

know, at this level, the planning-level analysis, 

where we're looking at the traffic operations at a 

high level we look at the connection there to see if 

it would help to improve -- because we know there are 

safety concerns on 45 as well as 322.  So we looked 

at that connection to see if we could help to draw 

more traffic off of 45, and the high-level analysis 

that we've done to this point does show that there 

could be some improvement there, however, it's still 

a planning-level analysis.  

So we need to do more study, we need to do 

more detailed analysis to determine whether that is 

true or not, and if so is it worth it.  Are the 

impacts worth it to get that -- are we going to get 

enough value out of that safety improvement for those 

impacts, you know, for that PA-45 corridor -- 

connector. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  And I 

know we have -- 
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Oh, I'm sorry. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  You had mentioned 

the improvements on 45.  Part of the PEL study is we 

studied the entire corridor, all of the local road 

network, and we -- and in the PEL study there is 

information in the PEL study that will be coming out 

to where it showed that there was some intersections 

and some parts of the SR-45 that do need attention 

and that is going to be part of the PEL study moving 

forward and working with the local planning agency 

trying to get something planned out there on the 

road. 

MS. TANYA EVANS:  Okay.  All right. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thanks.  

MS. TANYA EVANS:  Thank you.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Lisa.

Oh, we might need to move that mic up. 

MS. LISA MOIR:  Hi.  I'm Lisa Moir.  My 

last name is M-o-i-r.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. LISA MOIR:  And I'm from Potter 

Township and my question tonight is also about the 

connecting road between Route 322 and Route 45 and I 

guess the -- I'll read my question in a minute but I 

wanted to make a comment about some of the statistics 
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that are really different tonight than they've been 

in the past.  

In your previous studies -- in your 

previous studies you've -- you recognize Route 45 is 

a substandard road in at least I believe one-third of 

the area, and I say when you take a substandard road 

you add traffic to it you cannot make it a safer 

road. 

Basically my questions are that your -- 

some of your data is -- appears tonight since it's 

the safety and the traffic values have improved, I'm 

going to suggest that they have not improved for all 

of Route 45, that a connection would improve safety 

and traffic on only a portion of Route 45, the 

western portion.  The most dangerous part of Route 45 

is the center and the east portion.  Adding traffic 

to that area is not going to help Route 45 and by 

taking data and aggregating it, averaging it, or 

truncating the data does not give you an accurate 

picture of the full length of Route 45.  

Okay.  So my question, will the existing 

poorly engineered temporary intersection at     

Potter Mills connecting Route 322 to 144 be a part of 

the 322 Build Alternative providing a more efficient 

transition for trucks heading north of Centre Hall, 
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or are you going to continue to direct trucks to the 

Route 45 connector road?  And is the plan of PennDOT 

in the long range to use Route 45 and the 45 

connector road as part of a designated 144 truck 

route?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. LISA MOIR:  Thanks. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And I guess I will take 

that.  Is I don't think we have gotten that far with 

the -- with the engineering study and at this point, 

and with the traffic analysis, there is obviously 

more detail that needs to go into that.  

We know we have some issues with turning 

movements down at the Potters Mill Gap connection, 

the 144 and the old 322.  The guide rails still seem 

to get knocked down in that location and we're taking 

a look at that.  I believe the culvert that's in that 

area is scheduled to have some work on it in -- on 

our long-range plan if we can improve that 

intersection a little bit at that time.  So we do 

have some work -- typically work scheduled or to look 

at that intersection.  

Following with where we can move forward on 

the traffic side of things and we get into the final 

engineering of this, obviously our traffic model will 
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be looked at but at this point we didn't plan on 

changing the 144 alignment in a way the assigning of 

144 would be.  So it would still be directing the 

traffic down to Potters Mills and then -- you know, 

using the roundabout and getting on at that 

interchange is always how we laid it -- had it laid 

out when we built the Potters Mill Gap section.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Tom. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And let me have Kevin 

comment a little bit. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  And I do want to thank 

you for your question, Lisa, as well.  I do want to 

address your comments on aggregating the 45 corridor, 

looking at the safety analysis and not, you know, 

looking at each part or segment.  

We are looking at each part and segment.  

In the analysis that we've done that's kind of what 

we're doing, so on either side of the proposed 

connector, and will continue to do that.  So it won't 

be just an aggregate, oh, if we can only improve part 

of 45 then it's worth it.  It's going to be more than 

that.  So it would be -- like Dean said, you know, 

earlier as well, there could be other improvements to 

45.  If the connector and other improvements could 

help, you know, with the overall safety then that's 
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something that could be considered as well. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

The next three people we have are Doug -- 

Douglas Mason, Andy Bater, and Beth Kirchgesser [sic.].    

Sorry, Beth, I'm horrible with 

pronunciation. 

MR. DOUGLAS MASON:  Good evening.  I'm Doug 

Mason and I'm chair of the Sierra Club Masonic Group.  

We oppose both the connector and all three new 

proposed routes but find U.S. 322-S particularly 

unacceptable because of its impact on stream 

headquarters and bog life among other natural 

resource concerns.  

The Sierra Club Masonic Group will be 

submitting written comments that will go into greater 

detail about our many concerns and why we prefer the 

Do-Nothing or No-Build option over any proposed four 

lanes, but I did want to say that if PennDOT -- this 

is my question.  If PennDOT is considering the 

construction -- are they considering the construction 

of wildlife corridors, such as bridges and 

underpasses, to allow animals to wander safely 

between Mount Nittany and Tussey Mountain if a    

four-lane highway is constructed?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Can you address that, 
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please?  

MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  So the question was 

will wildlife crossings be incorporated or considered 

as part of the project, and I would have to say yes.  

We do a lot of coordination with the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service in addition to other natural 

resource agencies, and we have evaluated them on 

other transportation projects in the past, and 

they'll be evaluated moving forward in the NEPA phase 

looking at the overall wildlife and opportunities to 

accommodate that if it's practical. 

MR. DOUGLAS MASON:  Okay.  We -- you know, 

like I say, we're opposed to US 322-S.  We don't want 

the corridors to be used as an excuse to say well 

we've taken wildlife into consideration, therefore, 

we're going to go ahead with this.  

I should also add I also sit on the   

Spring Creek Watershed Commission and I'm really 

concerned as a trout fisherman about the impacts on 

the headwaters of Cedar Run into Spring Creek.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  And we'll 

document those comments.  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. ANDY BATER:  Hi.  Good evening.  I'm 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

18
Andy Bater.  I'm the Board of Director of 

Pennsylvania Farm Bureau representing agriculture in 

Pennsylvania, and, in particular, the farms here in 

Centre County.  

So I have a couple quick questions.  One is 

based on some discussion we had here tonight out in 

the assembly area, and that is when we looked at some 

of the maps we noticed that there were some areas 

that were counted both as wetlands and as 

agricultural land.  So I'm curious about the wading 

in a situation like that.  It would seem to be a bit 

of a double counting and I -- you know, I have that 

curiosity.  

Part B of my question would be, at what 

stage during the process do we look at alternatives 

such as relocating wetlands compared to the impact on 

farmland and how does that process manifest?  What 

involvement does DEP have, et cetera, and how would  

that impact your budget?  That's probably like seven 

questions but I think you understand my goal is to 

protect farmland. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Those are good 

questions and I would imagine Paul -- 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  I was going to 

say it's right over my head when you go to the 
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environmental. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Right.  And about 

the things on the map that look like there is both 

wetland and ag land, and then at what point do we 

evaluate mitigation for wetland and how do we take 

that into consideration. 

MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  All right.  So the 

first part of that will be counting the impacts with 

regard to resources.  So all the different resource 

categories are evaluated independently, so the amount 

of wetland area, stream area, flood plane area, 

farmlands, and so there are areas that is also a 

farmland but it's in the flood plane, it's in the 

wetland.  Again you have that.  You have pastures 

that -- you know, cattle are walking through what is 

technically a wetland.  So you have that.  So again 

each regulatory agency evaluates their resource 

independently of the other and that's where we have 

to balance all of the impacts to that. 

With regard to the process of mitigating -- 

can you just impact the wetland and mitigate it, 

replace it somewhere else.  Part of the project is we 

have to go through the permit review process with the 

Corps of Engineers, the DEP, and that process is 

avoidance, minimization, and then compensation, and 
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so we have a lot of high-quality resources.  

Someone had just talked about Cedar Run, 

Spring Creek, Sinking Creek.  We have exceptional 

value wetlands, wild trout streams.  So the 

regulatory agencies require us to go through that 

avoidance-minimization process, but again that's only 

part of the process, just like we're going to 

evaluate the farmland impacts, and so that gets all 

balanced in that next part of the phase -- the NEPA 

phase of this project. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

Beth. 

MS. BETH KIRCHGESSNER:  Hi.  I'm         

Beth Kirchgessner.  I live along 322 for the last 

eight years.  I wanted to ask, as someone who's 

somewhat opposed to the 322 corridor being improved 

upon, can you say some more about the funding sources 

for this project?  And also can you let us know where 

in terms of data we can learn more about what's been 

studied about the expectations of service?  I'm not 

quite sure what that is, but service will be improved 

upon these changes and what that means.  It's just a 

little nebulous for us. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Like they -- when 

they say level of service?  
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MS. BETH KIRCHGESSNER:  Levels of service 

of -- yeah.  What data is out there that we can see 

that shows that?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  Sure.  The 

website -- our SCAC website has, you know, all of the 

information that we've studied to date.  There is a 

lot of documents out there.  I don't know if you've 

been on that website.  I know there is some 

information -- 

We still have handout cards over in the 

other hall that have the actual website on it, 

correct?  

So if you stop on your way out over in the 

gymnasium you can get a card that will get you onto 

the website, and, like I said, there is GIS mapping 

on there.  You can -- different levels you can click 

on and off, gives you all of the different things 

that have been studied and pull that stuff up for you 

so -- 

MS. BETH KIRCHGESSNER:  So can you just 

summarize what that means in terms of how we know 

businesses are going to be able to produce more, 

trucks are going to be able to -- businesses are 

going to do better because of this change?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  And I will turn 
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it over to these guys to talk a little bit about the 

level of service that you asked about.  

Let me touch on the funding a little bit 

for your very first question.  Is that at this point 

we have had funding set aside and already established 

for the study phase of the project and the 

preliminary engineering phase of the project and we 

have got engineering prudence in place to do both of 

those phases.  

The next phase after that one -- once we 

would get through the preliminary engineering and get 

an alignment -- a preferred alignment is that we move 

into final design.  That could be several different 

stages of construction.  There may be -- there may 

be, you know, two, three, four different projects 

that come out of it.  When we built the Potters Mills 

Gap it was actually built in three separate 

construction phases.  The High-Speed Interchange 

right now is going to have three separate 

construction phases.  So there may be multiple 

projects to get the entire project completed.  That 

would be in final design.  

That money is programmed on the Statewide 

Long-Range Plan but -- and the construction is on 

that plan also.  So that money is out in future years 
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on the plan and it's committed, but, you know, until 

you move into that -- into those years does it become 

-- I hate to use the term real money but it goes from 

programmed to actual funds.  So -- but as far as 

right now we have actual funding for the -- the study 

phase, which we're wrapping up, and the preliminary 

engineering phase.  

So, with that, Kevin, do you want to talk 

about Level of Service a little bit please?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Yes.  So thanks for your 

question, Beth.  As far as Levels of Service -- so 

what we look at is we compare the existing condition, 

the existing roadway, and we -- we analyze that out 

to the year 2050.  So that's kind of our timeframe 

that we're looking at.  Traffic grows over time, what 

happens to the Level of Service on the existing 

roadway network, and a lot of this information, as 

Tom said, is out on the website, and it's kind of 

color-coded, so red, you know, being bad and another 

color, green, being good, those kinds of things, but 

Level of Service is graded on a scale of A through F, 

kind of like a grading scale here in school.  Seems 

kind of appropriate.  A being good, F being not so 

good.  So you can see those things, how they look, 

you know, out into the future.  
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So we look at the traffic, you know, 

analysis and it came up with different Levels of 

Service out into the year 2050.  So the existing 

roadway network starts to degrade the service over 

time.  So something needs to be done.  That's how we 

know something needs to be done to improve the 

traffic flow, like you said, for businesses and just 

for commuters to get to where they're going, their 

destinations. 

So -- and we analyze that for all of the 

alternatives that we've shown tonight and have been 

showing for the, you know, past several public 

meetings to show how the improvements are made to 

that Level of Service.  So if we have a Level of 

Service that say E or F in the future if we do 

nothing -- we try to get something into the As, Bs, 

and Cs in the entire roadway network and that's how 

we know we're improving this Level of Service for 

everybody, the businesses, private use, commercial 

use, everybody. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MS. BETH KIRCHGESSNER:  Oh, are my two 

minutes up?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Yes.  

If you have multiple questions it is good 
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to ask them all at one time so we can write them 

down.     

The next couple people are Phyllis Kipp, 

Derek Bissett, and Don Cisthro [sic]. 

Phyllis, did you decide to talk or not?  I 

don't remember. 

MS. PHYLLIS KIPP:  My husband is going to 

speak.

THE COURT REPORTER:  I didn't hear what she 

said.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Her husband is going 

to speak. 

Mr. Kipp. 

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  My wife, Phyllis, 

brought up a good point and I -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Can you put your 

name in the record, sir?  

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  Richard Kipp.  We 

registered as a pair. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Yeah.  Your wife's 

name was down. 

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  Wife's name is     

Phyllis Kipp.  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  She said she would 
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rather I come up.  

It's a simple question.  How much -- I know 

a large number of truckers use the highway.  We all 

know that.  And we all know I think for those of us 

who aren't farmers virtually everything we have comes 

on a truck at least some distance.  Many of the 

truckers are independent not working for a larger 

firm.  The trip across Pennsylvania from Philadelphia 

to Pittsburgh or the Ohio line on the Turnpike is 

about $400 one way.  

How much -- how many minutes will be saved 

on this 10 mile, four lane stretch as compared to the 

existing 322?  How many minutes will the truckers 

save?  Two or three to travel that 10 miles?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And you're talking about 

the travel -- the 10 miles along the new corridor?  

Because our speeds are going to be the same posted.  

We're looking at a 55-mile-an-hour corridor.  When 

you look at the State College bypass on that end, the 

Boalsburg end, it's posted at 55 miles an hour.  The 

Potters Mills Gap is posted at 55 miles an hour.  

So we were not going to change the speed 

limit and speed it up through this corridor to then 

slow them down at either end of it.  Those were the 
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conversations that we had.  That obviously helps us 

establish a design speed for the corridor but the 

posted speed is going to be the same on the new 

alignment as it is on the existing alignment right 

now.  So am I -- 

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  So no time saved?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  No.  Okay.  I just want 

to add it kind of goes back to the last answer 

regarding Levels of Service.  So over time the Level 

of Service on the existing 322 would degrade to the 

point where it would slow traffic down because you're 

adding so much more traffic onto a network that can't 

handle it.  So there would be some inefficiencies 

with that, which with the new road being four lanes 

you would have those efficiencies.  You would gain 

that back.  

So we have to take a look at the detailed 

analysis as we go through that to see exactly what 

those numbers would be but there would be some 

efficiencies -- certainly some efficiencies gained by 

-- or having that traffic flow more freely through 

the area. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Kevin, is the 

purpose of the road -- of the new road to save 

minutes in travel or are there other reasons?  
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MR. KEVIN JAMES:  It's to, you know, 

increase the efficiency but also the safety -- safety 

and traffic operations are two of the big keys in the 

needs that we're looking at and to -- and those 

things help to eliminate the congestion that you see 

that spurs out into the local roadway network.  So 

it's not just 322.  It's all the other adjacent 

roadways that get clogged up with all of the 

inefficiencies in the existing network if we do 

nothing. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thanks. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And the other term -- 

let me say the other term we look at on the traffic 

side is reliability.  Is how often can you get out 

there and expect to travel the speed limit through 

the corridor.  We run into this -- we really got into 

this when we were studying the I-99/I-80 High-Speed 

Interchange.  Is that you never know when you get up 

there if you are going to be backed up for half a 

mile to try to get on I-80 when you're not -- you 

know, to get on I-99.  

So it's that reliability factor and that 

really kind of gears which way people go too.  You 

know, if I'm going to be on a road that I know that 

95 percent of the time I don't have to worry about if 
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I'm going to get from point A to point B you are a 

lot more comfortable going that direction than if 

it's -- like when I travel south of 95 I try to stay 

away from 95 because one accident you know you are 

clogged up for four hours sitting on I-95.  

So the reliability is a lot less, and 

that's one of the things we look at.  When you start 

looking at the existing roadway and the congestion 

you have, and the amount of traffic, and increased 

traffic, and people making left turns, and accident 

rates the reliability goes down and -- you know, so 

that's -- that's the one thing that looking at a new 

road is the reliability of traveling through that 

corridor and that timeframe obviously goes up because 

you have a safer roadway. 

MR. RICHARD KIPP:  Okay.  Just a related 

point, no matter what the roadway is enforcement of 

speed limits is pretty weak and we have seen 

horrendous violence on four lane highways.  When we 

go south into Washington area we see people 10 miles 

above the limit, black ice, fog.  The most recent 

accident that happened in the west I think 90 cars 

were involved, several deaths.  I would just like to 

urge some more talk on traffic speed limit 

enforcement. 
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MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Sure.  Appreciate that 

comment. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Derek Bissett. 

MR. DEREK BISSETT:  Hi.  Derek Bissett.    

I -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Wait. 

MR. DEREK BISSETT:  Hi.  My name is    

Derek Bissett.  I live at 104 Rockey Lane, which is 

right on the corner of Kaywood, Rockey Lane and 45.  

Much of the PennDOT design decisions 

regarding alignments so far seem to be primarily 

driven by achieving the least damaging outcome, which 

is understandable to some extent, but while investing 

very little research in what might be done to help 

the local community.  Again isn't at all surprising 

given the risks and the tragic cost looming for those 

most affected and I definitely sympathize with those 

families.  To build on the damage mitigation efforts 

on behalf of PennDOT I would like to see additional 

research applied to opportunities for improvement 

within the scope of this project.  

It's been well-established the current 

status along State Route 45 between Boalsburg and 

Centre -- and Centre Hall is untenable.  Currently it 
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is dangerous at best and this area is a hotbed of 

continued residential development.  Adolescents 

walking between neighbors along a two foot margin on 

a congested 45-mile-an-hour road, in which most 

people do not travel 45 miles an hour, is frankly 

insane, and now is your opportunity to win some 

support perhaps by addressing this problem and maybe 

others.  

Additionally, the communities on the north 

side of 322 are cut off from Boalsburg in a way that 

is detrimental to these neighborhoods and Boalsburg 

itself.  This deserves remediation as well.  I would 

like to see how the revision of the 322 corridor is 

going to solve the problems of multimodal and 

pedestrian transportation along 45. 

Another problem which might be improved 

with this costly effort but that also may worsen 

without due consideration is traffic noise from 322. 

Near proximity, prevailing wind direction, and the 

lack of any mitigating features inflicts unnecessary 

noise pollution onto neighborhoods along 322, and 

that doesn't just go for Harris Township.  

Why don't we see more noise mitigation 

along 322 and I-99?  And what will be done to 

evaluate these solutions in the coming phase?  
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MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  No more 

time.  Do you have a specific question in there or 

more about the -- what are the other projects that 

would happen out of 45? 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  Yeah.  Let me -- 

we'll talk a little bit about that.

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Yeah.  Yep.

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  He asked about some 

multimodal improvements and then some noise to -- 

Dean, do you want to talk a little about 

some of the multimodal that we've talked about in the 

past and some of the things we're looking at 

addressing?  

MR. DEAN BALL:  Yeah.  I was going to say 

that's the one thing -- part of our design.  We're 

looking at all means of multimodal transportation.  

We're looking at connectivity and trails.  We're 

looking at, you know -- you know, bike facilities, 

making sure communities are connected.  

So all of those things will be addressed.  

As we move through the preliminary design and the 

NEPA phase all of those items will be addressed.  

They'll all be looked at.  We'll talk with the 

municipalities and the communities, look at the 

community facilities, talk to the residential 
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housing, and then we'll -- you know, communities and 

we'll look at the connectivity moving forward, make 

sure that we have -- you know, part of the 

transportation project -- it's just not always for 

vehicular traffic.  You know, we look at all the 

needs of transportation; multimodal, vehicle, 

pedestrian.  We look at all of that as we are moving 

through the project. 

I know you talked, you know, a little bit 

about, you know, the opportunities for -- I have a 

question.  You said that the connectivity for people 

who live north -- I didn't hear that question -- of 

322?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Do you want to go 

back up and -- thank you.  

MR. DEREK BISSETT:  Yeah.  Mostly I was 

referring to the discontinuity between this growing 

residential area just north or east, depending on how 

you slice it, of 322 and then of course with -- with 

respect to Boalsburg, and again I live right on 45.  

I see kids walking to Boalsburg past my house.  So 

how are we going to make that safe?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  That's a good question, 

Derek, and that's something, as Dean said, we are 

going to be looking to work with the communities and 
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municipalities on that to locate an interconnectivity 

between pedestrian, bicycles, and other modes of 

transportation as well, and we have done studies of 

the entire 70 square mile study area that shows where 

some of those deficiencies are and we're going to 

provide a list of those -- some of those proposed 

improvements that may be able to be included in part 

of this improvement or they may be part of other 

separate improvements that we'll work with the MPO 

and the municipalities to bring forward. 

MR. DEREK BISSETT:  Right.  I would just 

urge that it's well understood before we decide on 

how the 322 alignment is designed.  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Understood. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  

MR. PAUL DEANGELO:  And there was a 

question regarding noise.  So as we move into the 

next phase, the NEPA phase for the project, noise 

assessment will be part of that.  

So we will be putting noise monitors out 

when we initiate studies to collect information on 

the existing ambient condition that's out there for 

the acoustic environment and that will get developed 

into the noise model as the engineering is developed 

and looking at projected traffic in the future.  So 
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that's all incorporated into the next phase. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Can we get to the 

rest?  

MR. DEREK BISSETT:  Yes. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  Sorry.  

The next three are Don Cisthro [sic], 

Marianne Kuhns, and Robert Saidis.  

I forgot how you pronounced your name. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Okay.  I think one of my 

questions -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Excuse me.  Can you 

put your name in the record?  Thank you. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Yeah.  Right.  Yeah.   

Don Cistaro.  I live in Patton Township, which is far 

north of this corridor but still use the corridor.  

    The question may have been answered to 

some extent.  The funding for the project -- you've 

indicated that several phases of it have already had 

funding and that but how does the funding get -- when 

is the next funding issue going to come up?  That is, 

where you need to go to the legislature and say, you 

know, we need X number of dollars to finish this 

project?  That's my first question. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Why don't you give 

us all your questions so -- 
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MR. DON CISTARO:  Okay.  Second question --  

you indicated that the -- upgrading the existing 322 

corridor was taken off the table, it was not part of 

the next phase of the evaluation, and I'm wondering 

where can we see more detail as to why that was taken 

off the table?  What the -- you know, some real 

details on the problems that would, you know, 

continue to exist if you enhanced that particular 

corridor because it looked like that from a cost 

standpoint it might be the least expensive. 

And my third question was, speaking of 

cost, when you showed the 322 options up there the -- 

I don't know that the cost of each option was shown 

but what are the estimates now of the cost of the 

projects in each of those three cases?  

So that's -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Great.  Thank you. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Yep. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  So do you remember 

-- do you have them?  Do you want me to read them?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  I think I can -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Okay. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  So the first question is 

-- was when's the next step in the funding when we 

move forward with that and I had mentioned going into 
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final -- when we get into final design -- we have got 

the study phase and the preliminary engineering phase 

funded.  As we go in final design -- and that kind of 

goes back to something Lori had talked about.  We 

have two years to get through the -- the NEPA 

clearance side of it, which takes us from preliminary 

engineering to final design.  So at that two year 

mark when we're -- when we've got that NEPA clearance 

on what that alignment is we need environmental 

clearance or NEPA clearance to be able to go into 

final design.  

So once we get that clearance we will go 

into final design and we'll need funding for that -- 

approved funding for that.  It is out on a long-range 

plan but -- so you're looking about a two -- you 

know, two years from now we would hope to have that 

NEPA clearance and then we would be looking at, you 

know, what are the costs -- you know, now we know 

what the alignment is, now we know what the project's 

actually going to be, what are those costs going to 

be, and then we would start initiating the funding 

for those next phases.  So that happens about two 

years out. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Okay.  Now -- 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  So the second 
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question was -- oh. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Once you've got the final 

design then is there funds available then for the 

construction or do you have to go back to -- 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  No.  And those funds are 

also on the -- it's very similar on a statewide basis 

as what we do locally for the MPO.  There is a      

12 year plan or a long-range plan, and if you go look 

at the MPOs they have the TIP for the -- which is the 

first four years of the 12 year plan, and then you 

have long-range planning and funding out for those 

years.  This money is in the out-years on the 

statewide side of things -- 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Right.  Okay.  But not 

allocated to this specific project?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Not yet.  Not yet.  As 

we progress through those funds would then have to be 

-- have to be authorized now to continue. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Okay.  Yes.  I understand 

that. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  So the next question 

was about the 322 upgrade, where can I get more 

information, and the third question was about the 

costs of the three 322 options.   

MS. LORI COLE:  So the Upgrade Existing 
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Corridor Alternative was evaluated from a safety 

perspective, and what Kevin mentioned, it got 

dismissed from the Level 2B screening because of 

safety.  Essentially what we found when we run the 

Highway Safety Manual analysis on the Upgrade 

Existing Project is that when we look at the future 

year 2050 it actually is worse from a safety 

perspective than what the existing facility would be 

today.  

MR. DON CISTARO:  Yeah.

MS. LORI COLE:  Today with the No-Build.  

So it gets worse.  And that information -- it will be 

in the PEL document that's going to be out here as 

soon as we get FHWA approval to circulate, but it was 

also presented in detail at the last public meeting.  

So on the website if you go to this public meeting 

there is archives for past public meetings.  There is 

a -- the board is on there. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Okay.  Yeah.  I'm 

interested in seeing that. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Then 322 cost.  

MR. DEAN BALL:  Yeah.  I was going to say, 

Don, on the boards out there we do have the estimated 

costs for the three 322 alternatives.  They are on 

the board out there.  I don't know those numbers 
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right in front of me or I'd quote them to you, but  

we do have them on the board out there.  I would be 

happy to show them to you, you know, when we are done 

with this session if you'd like. 

MR. DON CISTARO:  Sure.  Okay.  Thank you. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And the costs are for 

all of the alignments.  

MR. DEAN BALL:  Yes.  Actually it's for all 

of the alignments that are on the board out there, 

and it was part of Kevin's presentation that he 

brought up here. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Marianne, I believe 

you are next. 

MS. MARIANNE KUHNS:  Hello.  I'm      

Marianne Kuhns.  I live in State College but I own a 

farm on 322.  I don't dispute that something has to 

be done on that road.  We've had accidents and 

fatalities in front of our farm.  My problem is 

finding out how individuals whose land is condemned 

will be reimbursed.  

Our family has had that farm for just 42 

years and when I listened to some of the other 

families I realized we are babies in the process but 

we grow a crop that takes eight to 10 years to come 

to harvest.  So I'm spending thousands of dollars to 
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plant trees -- these are Christmas trees.  I get 

nothing from those trees until they are harvested.  

How do you reimburse individuals who may 

have crops like mine that take more than one year?  I 

have not been able to find an answer.  It obviously 

makes a difference to me because I am investing money 

now that I will see no return on for seven, eight, 10 

years, sometimes longer because we grow specialty 

trees for various arboretums and gardens. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  That's  

a very good question.  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  It is.  And I know we 

had a conversation at the last public meeting, 

actually it was a really informative conversation 

about your business and what you guys do, and took 

out that to our right-of-way people and let us -- I 

guess we need to contact you and really sit down and 

have a conversation with you and get the information 

and find out what -- what we've done across the state 

in the past and really get you some unique 

information for your business compared to what some 

other people do.  

So if you stick around afterwards we will 

get some information from you and I promise you we 

will follow up on that, and, like I said, get with 
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our right-of-way people, give them that exact -- some 

of the issues that you have and let us do some 

research and we will sit down with you and go over it 

with you. 

MS. MARIANNE KUHNS:  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  And also in this 

next phase the -- there will be folks from the team 

contacting all of the farmers and coming out and 

sitting with each of you and finding out real details 

about your operations and what's going on on each of 

your parcels, what are your most productive parcels, 

because that's going to be a good source of 

information that we'll be able to use to help 

evaluate as well, and that will be, you know, the 

next six months or so. 

Robert.  I told you I won't make you go 

number seven. 

MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  I don't want to go 

seven.  Hi.  My name is Robert Saidis, S-a-i-d-i-s.  

I really had some great observations but 

now I have turned them into questions because when 

you file -- follow farm machinery for seven miles 

from Snappy's down to Boalsburg at 25 miles an hour 

you notice a lot of things you don't normally see 

driving 60 miles an hour.  
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So I think the first question I have is 

going 25 miles an hour there seem to be about 50 

access points on that seven mile stretch, driveways, 

entrances to developments, lanes, you know, whatever, 

commercial areas, and, in addition to that, you have 

I'm guessing a couple of thousands homes.  

So my question is, have you examined any of 

those things yet on 45, the access points and the 

number of residents, and, most importantly, the 

number of farms that are going to be affected?  So 

that would be the first one.  

The second one, I know you've heard a lot 

about the fatalities and injury accidents but we're 

patrolled by Pennsylvania State Police and I'm just 

--    

It's to tell my wife to bring in the bird 

feeder before the bear gets it.  Sorry.  That doesn't 

count as my time though. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  I am taking five 

seconds off.  Go ahead. 

MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  You've heard -- and 

it's -- that seven miles is where I'm really 

concentrating.  So it's -- the Pennsylvania State 

Police patrol, so certainly if somebody is injured or 

there is a fatality, but how do you take into 
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consideration the fender-benders, the rear-end 

collisions, the damaged guardrails, the speeding, the 

vehicles passing on the solid line, and all the near 

misses that only the residents know about and the 

supervisors who oppose this know about.  How are they 

objectively measured?  

And so then my third question -- and again 

all of this deals with 45.  So one is, what's the 

connector going to look like?  Since it was so late 

coming to the design it looked -- you know, to me, it 

looked like the 45 connector was King Solomon cutting 

the baby in half.  It's three and a half miles from 

Snappy's, and it's three and a half miles from 

Boalsburg, and we had to put it somewhere.  So the 

question is, what's that going to look like?  My 

home's very close to that.  

And, secondly, is there a real -- or has it 

been considered, or part of being considered, making 

the Boalsburg interchange a full interchange and not 

just a partial?  

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Thank you.  Perfect.  

   You got them, Tom?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  I think so.  

   Again on the accident side of it, under the 

accident investigation we do get all reportable 
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accidents.  So it's not just fatalities and major 

accidents.  Anything reported by any of the police 

goes into -- we have a CDART system it's called and 

when we pull the accidents we get all of the 

accidents.  Again if it was reported in the police 

system.  So again any -- when you look at property 

damage, a car has to be towed, any of those, those 

show up in the system.  The near misses, that's -- 

that's when we're talking to municipalities they're 

telling us about what they're seeing out there, you 

know, but they -- but they officially aren't reported 

accidents.  When you look at our safety boards and 

you see accidents those are going to be all of the 

reported accidents that we got through the CDART 

system.  

So as far as the accidents I can talk about 

that.  Let me have Kevin talk a little bit about the 

45 corridor and then also the 45 connector too.  

Kevin and Dean here. 

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Yes.  So looking at the 

45 corridor you asked have we examined all of those 

connections, and you're right, there are a lot of 

driveways, there are a lot of access points, there 

are a lot of roadways, there are a lot of farm access 

points.  We have examined those, you know, at a 
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high-level, and for the planning-level study we do 

incorporate that, and we have identified some areas 

for improvement -- definitely needed for improvement 

on 45 for some of those intersections.  

We also -- as we get further along in 

design will be looking at all of the access points to 

see what -- if there are any others when we get into 

more detail that may need some additional attention, 

because we know just from being out there -- I know 

you guys live there.  We've driven it many times.  We 

know that there are several driveways and 

intersections that definitely have some substandard 

conditions there that need to be looked at in more 

detail, and we will be doing that. 

As far as what would the PA-45 connector 

look like, it would be a two-lane road.  It would not 

be a four-lane road.  It would be a two-lane road  

mimicking, you know, a lot of the other conditions in 

the area.  It would have wider shoulders than what 

would be on the existing 45 right now because I know 

there is some substandard conditions right there.  It 

would not be like 55 miles an hour.  It will be some 

lower speed like 35 miles an hour or something like 

that to connect between 45 and the new alternative is 

basically what it will look like. 
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MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  Stop sign?  

MR. KEVIN JAMES:  Well that's to be 

determined.  That's a good question as well.  

So the intersection right now it's just 

shown as a connection but we would look at any 

intersections like that or interchanges.  You know, 

we have to look at the type of connection.  So we 

look at all stop conditions, traffic signals, 

roundabouts.  We have to look at all of that and find 

out operation and safety wise what works the best. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  And, Lori, will you -- 

   We had a question last night a little bit 

about the location of the 45 connector and you 

explained -- you know, they actually asked us last 

night about did the property ownership have anything 

to do with where you put the 45 connector, and I 

think the answer was valid on how we got the 45 

connector and why is it shown where it is. 

MS. LORI COLE:  Okay.  So the 45 connector 

is actually being driven by where we could locate 

that interchange there off at 322.  As Paul's talked 

about, you know, all of the different resources we 

have in the area, when we looked in that corridor to 

try and place an interchange that was the location 

that we found is what you're seeing on the board, and 
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then what we did from there is try to minimize 

property impact, and what we try to do when we're 

going up and doing further refinement is kind of hug 

property lines to get up to the next -- up to 45.  

So that's how the placement was put.  It 

wasn't put there because it's halfway between -- as 

you mentioned, three and a half and three and a half.  

It was because of the interchange location at the 322 

corridor that kind of predicated where that went. 

MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  Boalsburg full 

interchange?  

MS. LORI COLE:  For full interchange. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Yeah.  We looked at 

that.  That was a comment we had last night too, and 

we actually drove on the way over here today to take 

another look at it, and there is still a lot of 

engineering that needs to be done on that end of it 

on -- and when we look at it is -- and actually 

Dennis down here was explaining to me the way it's 

shown right now is that it's still -- it is a full 

interchange now.  It's just that you have to get off 

and get onto Boal Avenue if you were going to go up 

45.  

For now it functions that way.  There is a 

direct access to 45.  There isn't a ramp that gets 
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off and cuts behind the PennDOT shed and links to 45, 

but if you were going to get off at that location and 

go on 45, you go down to Boal Avenue to the light and 

make a right, the same way if you were coming down 45 

and wanted to take 322 east you'd come down into 

Boalsburg, hit Boal Avenue, and then go out and 

connect on and keep rolling so -- 

MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  But they are both 

partial?  They're not a full interchange in one 

place?  

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  Correct.  As we move 

forward and look at it -- is that we aren't sure 

exactly how the ramp system would work there but the 

connection to 45 is anticipated whether it be a    

ramp system, you know, that -- that connects onto       

Boal Avenue or existing 322 like similarly to what it 

does now or would we put ramps directly onto 45.  

There is a lot of engineering work that has 

to be done.  We talked a little bit about this last 

night, you know, with a couple other comments that 

people asked, but again what we're seeing, and 

especially at the ends, the Boalsburg end, they're 

saying, hey, we're going to have a four lane come 

down and squeeze through that corridor, well where 

does existing 322 go now and how do we get connection 
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to Bear Meadows Road and some of those other 

locations, and that's the engineering that still has 

to be done.  You know, it's a lot of engineering to 

try to -- you know, where are lanes, and median 

widths, and what goes overtop of what, and those are 

meetings the -- we talk with Harris Township and, you 

know, we need to sit down with them and talk about, 

okay, what's the traffic patterns, where's the people 

coming from, talk about businesses in that area.  

You know, we still have all of those 

communications to go through and then what that ramp 

configuration would look like, but, ultimately, we 

are looking at -- whether it be split up a little bit 

or connected is all going to have a lot to do with 

how existing 322 goes through there and the local 

connectivity but, you know, we are looking at ramps 

at that location so . . .

MR. ROBERT SAIDIS:  Thank you. 

MS. KATHERINE FARROW:  Great.  So those are 

all of our people who registered for questions.  

The design team and PennDOT will be back in 

the big room.  We are here till 8:30.  Happy to 

answer more questions and have more one-on-one 

conversations. 

MR. THOMAS ZURAT:  If I may too, there's 
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frequently asked questions and responses out in the 

other gymnasium also that can -- that may have more 

information to clear up some of this stuff.  So I 

recommend you take a look at those, and if you 

haven't been on the website there is a lot of 

information on the website.

(Whereupon, the PennDot Public Meeting 

   concluded at 7:36 p.m.)
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October 2022 Public Comments Index 

Last Name First Name 
Comment 

Page # 
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Page # 
Comment Form 

Anonymous  1 1 
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Commenter: Anonymous 
Comment Form Question(s): What measures will be taken between now and construction to 
provide safe entry onto 322?  
 
Response: Since 2006, PennDOT has implemented numerous improvements along US 322 to 
improve safety. These improvements are outlined in Table 1 of the Final Purpose and Need for 
the State College Area Connector Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. Until a decision is 
made on what alternative(s) to advance from this PEL Study, environmental approval received, 
engineering designs developed, and construction complete, PennDOT will continue to evaluate 
any further localized improvements which may further enhance safety. 
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Commenter: Coopey, Barbara 
Comment Form Question(s): Why does the state say they care about farmland, then they take 
the best farmland in 1OEX & 1S? We came down 322 to get here tonight and the road was not 
busy. 322-5 does not have good farmland.       
 
Response: The PEL Study alternatives screening process considered all federal, state, and local 
regulations, as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that all regulatory 
requirements would be met in future NEPA studies. While federal regulations require that impacts 
to all resources be balanced with engineering considerations, the ability to address identified 
transportation needs, public and agency input, and other regulations require examination of 
avoidance alternatives or pose strict requirements for any impact.  
Following the initial identification of potential impacts, a refined analysis was conducted to focus 
on those environmental resources with statutory or implementing regulations with specific 
requirements for the evaluation and advancement of alternatives. Productive agriculture was 
included as one of the statutory environmental resources considered in the refined analysis. The 
comparative environmental analysis for each of the Build Alternatives provided a foundation for 
identifying which alternative(s) provided the best opportunity to minimize overall environmental 
impacts. The key environmental statutes and regulations included: 

• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966  
• Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Chapter 105 of 25 PA Administrative Code 

permitting process 
• Agricultural Land Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB) authorized under Section 306 

of The Administrative Code of 1929 (71 P.S. §106) (Act 100), and the Agricultural Security 
Law (3 P.S. § § 901—915) (Act 43) 

• Endangered Species Act 
• Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (as amended) 
• Community Impact Assessment (Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Policies Act, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, Executive Order (EO) 12898 on 
Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice, EO 13985 on Advancing Racial Equity 
and Support for Underserved Communities Through the Federal Government, and PA 
Section 2002 of the Administrative Code of 1929) 

The resources protected by these regulations, including agricultural land, were provided higher 
priority in the analysis of the environmental impacts and identification of which alternative(s) to 
advance. The environmental analysis was one of four assessments conducted. While all the 
proposed alternatives have the potential to impact productive agricultural lands, when combined 
with engineering, traffic, and planning assessment, Build Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, 
and US 322-5 were identified as the best alternatives to advance to meet the study purpose and 
need while balancing the environmental impacts, engineering, traffic, and planning analyses. 
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Last Name, First Name: Coopey, Meredith 
Comment Form Question(s): Why does the state even consider route 322-1 on existing and 
322-1 south because it takes some of the best farmland in the valley. The state spends huge 
amounts of money to preserve farmland then takes several farms for the road.       
 
Response: The PEL Study alternatives screening process considered all federal, state, and local 
regulations, as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that all regulatory 
requirements would be met in future NEPA studies. While federal regulations require that impacts 
to all resources be balanced with engineering considerations, ability to meet identified 
transportation needs, public and agency input, other regulations require examination of avoidance 
alternatives or pose strict requirements for any impact.  

Following the initial identification of potential impacts, a refined analysis was conducted to focus 
on those environmental resources with statutory or implementing regulations with specific 
requirements for the evaluation and advancement of alternatives.  
Productive agriculture was included as one of the statutory environmental resources considered 
in the refined analysis. The comparative environmental analysis for each of the Build Alternatives 
provided a foundation for identifying which alternative(s) provided the best opportunity to minimize 
overall environmental impacts. The key environmental statutes and regulations included: 
 

• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966  
• Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Chapter 105 of 25 PA Administrative Code 

permitting process 
• Agricultural Land Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB) authorized under Section 306 

of The Administrative Code of 1929 (71 P.S. §106) (Act 100), and the Agricultural Security 
Law (3 P.S. § § 901—915) (Act 43) 

• Endangered Species Act 
• Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (as amended) 
• Community Impact Assessment (Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Policies Act, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, Executive Order (EO) 12898 on 
Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice, EO 13985 on Advancing Racial Equity 
and Support for Underserved Communities Through the Federal Government, and PA 
Section 2002 of the Administrative Code of 1929) 

The resources protected by these regulations, including agricultural land, were provided 
higher priority in the analysis of the environmental impacts and identification of which 
alternative(s) to advance. The environmental analysis was one of four assessments 
conducted. While the proposed alternatives have the potential to impact productive 
agricultural lands, when combined with engineering, traffic, and planning assessment, Build 
Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-5 were identified as the best alternatives 
to advance to meet the study purpose and need while balancing the environmental impacts, 
engineering, traffic, and planning analyses. 
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Commenter: Findley, Gorman 
Comment Form Question(s): The maps at the in-person meeting are higher resolution than the 
ones on the website. Can the website maps be improved?  
 

Response: The maps located on the study website are the same quality as those presented at 
the October 2022 public open house. They become blurry when zoomed in beyond the scale in 
which the original figure was created. For more detailed viewing of resources, data, and aerial 
imagery, we recommend reviewing the maps on the State College Area Connector PEL Study 
Resources webmap, which can be found on the study website at :  

ttps://terracon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e41bc8fe87ba4903bb
c4c10a17283269  

  

https://terracon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e41bc8fe87ba4903bbc4c10a17283269
https://terracon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e41bc8fe87ba4903bbc4c10a17283269
https://terracon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e41bc8fe87ba4903bbc4c10a17283269
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Commenter: Grignano, Barbara 
Comment Form Question(s): Why Rt. 45 connector - scrap it. Too much agricultural vehicles 
use 45 - not safe for more traffic - also there is a connector to expressway 3 miles away from 
projected connector.  
 
Response: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have 
raised regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
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Commenter: Gustafson, Robert 
Comment Form Question(s): Why are you imposing a plan for a truck expressway that both 
Harris and Potter Townships vehemently oppose?  
 
Response: PennDOT is committed to developing an alternative that best meets the Study 
purpose and need while minimizing natural, cultural, and socio-economic impacts to the 
surrounding area. Within the study area, an evaluation of the roadway network identified 
transportation deficiencies which led to the development of the following specific need statements:  

• Existing roadway configurations and traffic conditions contribute to safety concerns in the 
study area. 

• High peak hour traffic volumes cause congestion and result in unacceptable Level of 
Service (LOS), a measure of traffic flow/congestion, on US 322, PA 45, and PA 144 
roadways and intersections within the study area. 

• The roadway network configuration in the study area lacks continuity and does not meet 
driver expectations. 

PennDOT, in cooperation with FHWA, developed alternatives to address the identified needs. 
Any alternative considered in the PEL Study would meet these needs and be open and available 
for public use and not only for truck use. 

PennDOT understands the concerns of the local communities. PennDOT has been following the 
required and appropriate methodology in the planning and environmental studies that have been 
conducted to date. Additionally, PennDOT has shared the analysis and results of the PEL 
documentation with Harris and Potter Townships and the public throughout the entire study 
process and will continue to do so moving forward. 

All information that has been developed by PennDOT has been shared with the Townships and 
all other Cooperating and Participating Agencies. PennDOT has utilized the input provided by 
Cooperating and Participating Agencies and the public to refine the study and address any 
concerns that have been brought forward. 
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Commenter: Hammerstept, Roy 
Comment Form Question(s): Pay attention to alternative provided by Harris Township 
supervisors. Schedule additional discussion of the 45 add-on.     
 
Response: PennDOT has been coordinating with all the municipalities throughout the PEL Study 
including Harris Township. Page 30 provides the full response to the Harris Township’s concern 
regarding their alternative proposal.  

PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 

Future meetings will be held to discuss the more detailed environmental, engineering, and traffic 
analyses during the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental investigations (NEPA) 
phase of the transportation project development process. 
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Commenter: Khoury, George 
Comment Form Question(s): I can support any of the three Build Alternative alignments. The 
issue of Rt. 45 connection seems to be a major concern with many people. Looking at future 
growth in the region, it seems to me that a 45 connector makes sense. Designing a 45 connector 
with the least impacts should be a priority.  
 
Response: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have 
raised regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed 
environmental and traffic analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
 
As the project moves into the detailed environmental studies and preliminary engineering, 
PennDOT will work to avoid and minimize environmental impacts associated with a PA 45 
connection as well as the overall alternatives. 
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Commenter: McIntire, Daniel 
Comment Form Question(s): The property acquisition process, extending over time puts the 
property owner at a disadvantage as there are no buyers for impacted properties. They are 
essentially sterilized as owners with only PennDOT as a viable buyer. Then the timing of the 
comparative value is important i.e. pre road improvement e.g. 2016 versus impaired e.g. today.     
 
Response: PennDOT understands concerns of the property owners that are within the refined 
State College Area Connector study area and the uncertainty that not having a final alignment 
raises in the community. PennDOT is committed to working toward a preferred alternative as 
quickly as possible. PennDOT will continue to update the local municipalities and the public 
throughout the process. 

When appraising properties under the Eminent Domain Code in Pennsylvania, any market value 
increases or decreases due to general knowledge of a future transportation project are not 
considered in the Before Value (e.g., fair market value) of the property being acquired. In other 
words, the Before Value is the property’s fair market value if the project was not being 
implemented. Any increase or decrease in market value due to property acquisition is considered 
in the After Value (e.g., property value following implementation of the transportation project) of 
the property and compensation and/or damages paid following negotiations, accordingly. 
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Commenter: Schenker, Guy 
Comment Form Question(s): I spoke with Mary at the recent meeting. I am the owner of the 
Michael Jack Estate - the oldest home in Centre County. This historical treasure is in the path of 
all three routes. Please thoughtfully consider this property.  
 
Response: One of the studies conducted during the Preliminary Engineering and detailed 
environmental investigations (NEPA) phase of the transportation project development process 
will be a determination of effect on historic properties and historic districts resulting from the 
alternatives under investigation. During these investigations, every effort will be made to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts to these historic resources. If impacts are unavoidable, mitigation 
will be considered and advanced. 
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Commenter: Smith, Michael 
Comment Form Question(s):  
1. Currently the noise from trucks on the west end of the route is very bad. Design should take 
into account noise reduction. NO JAKE BRAKES! 

2. A parkway style road entering Nittany Valley would be much better than a 4-lane concrete wide 
expressway. Please consider this alternative. 

3. Harris Township plans show a bike path from Fasick Park connecting to the bike path in 
Boalsburg. An interchange expansion at existing PA 45 would ruin this planned bike path. Can 
you make completing the bike path part of this project? Currently it is very difficult to bike from 
Willowbrook to Boalsburg and a completed path is needed.  

 
Response:  
1. Noise is evaluated as part of the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental 
investigations (NEPA) phase of the project development process. During this phase, PennDOT 
will conduct a Preliminary Design Highway Traffic Noise Assessment for the proposed 
alternatives. State and Federal Guidelines require PennDOT to use a standardized process to 
identify locations where abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and reasonable considering 
peak hour noise levels and the potential effectiveness of noise abatement measures. This process 
includes the following steps: 

1. Identify land uses within the project area that are sensitive to noise, such as homes and 
parks. 
2. Monitor existing noise levels and develop acoustical models to predict future conditions. 
3. Evaluate predicted future noise levels after the highway project is constructed and 
identify locations where noise impacts are anticipated. 
4. Consider noise abatement where noise impacts are anticipated. 
5. Identify areas where preliminary noise abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and 
reasonable. 

The Noise Assessment will be reevaluated in the Final Design process before final determinations 
regarding potential noise abatement designs are made for the project. 
Noise related to ‘Jake Brakes’ or the use of compression release brakes is not effectively reduced 
using concrete noise barriers. It has been found that compression release brake noise is best 
addressed by local legislation and strict enforcement of that legislation. However, major 
transportation improvements that accommodate truck traffic patterns, reduce traffic congestion, 
minimize steep grades, and better manage traffic exiting and entering the roadway may reduce 
the need for truckers to use compression release brakes to slow down and therefore indirectly 
reduce the noise caused by their use.  
2. At the start of the PEL Study, a range of alternatives was identified and evaluated. One of those 
alternatives was the upgrade of existing US 322 (similar to the parkway concept referenced) This 
alternative included four lanes, a paved median with concrete barrier separation (18’ total 
median), and full-width shoulders (12’). The upgrade of existing US 322 alternative included 
access-controlled lanes, with at-grade intersections and left hand turn alternative concepts 
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(jughandle turnarounds) strategically located to maintain local road network connectivity and 
access. Jughandles were considered during this evaluation as they could be located to minimize 
the land area impact to adjacent properties compared to other possible designs such as 
roundabouts. The design speed for this alternative was 55 MPH. All the proposed design 
parameters for this alternative would meet current design criteria.  
Under this alternative evaluation, the upgrade alternative was determined to have 17% of total 
traffic (AADT) and 21% of truck traffic (AADTT) migrate to the upgraded US 322 alternative from 
the remaining local road network (e.g., PA 45, PA 144). With the reductions in traffic volume on 
the local roadway network in the study area, this alternative was found to improve overall study 
area traffic operations. A safety analysis was also conducted for this alternative. Using the 2050 
traffic data, the findings indicated that an upgrade to US 322 did not improve safety on the local 
roadways when compared to the existing conditions along current US 322. These analyses were 
presented at the April 2022 public meetings in Boalsburg and Centre Hall. During subsequent 
analysis, the upgrade of existing US 322 alternative was dismissed from further study because it 
would not improve overall safety on the network. Therefore, it would not meet the purpose and 
need for the PEL Study.  
3. Multimodal improvements, including bicycle connections, will be considered in the Preliminary 
Engineering and detailed environmental investigations (NEPA) phase of the transportation project 
development process.  
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Commenter: Smith, Susan 
Comment Form Question(s): Please stay on existing 322 with a 3rd lane for turning and better 
enforcement and lower speed at intersections! Use money left over to work on bridges rural roads.  
Dear Mr. Dean,  
Just because you, PennDOT has millions of dollars doesn't mean you have to use it to destroy 
lives, farms, historic structures. Instead use it to fix dangerous bridges, rural roads, bad 
intersections. A great solution would be to use the current alignment of 322, add a third turning 
lane, especially at crossroads, increase enforcement, lower the speed limit. PennDOT can expect 
to receive emphatic opposition to all of your plans. We've stopped these ridiculous plans before.   
 
Response: PennDOT is committed to developing an alternative that best meets the Study 
purpose and need while minimizing natural, cultural, and socio-economic impacts to the 
surrounding area. Within the study area, an evaluation of the roadway network identified 
transportation deficiencies which led to the development of the following specific need statements:  

• Existing roadway configurations and traffic conditions contribute to safety concerns in the 
study area. 

• High peak hour traffic volumes cause congestion and result in unacceptable Level of 
Service (LOS), a measure of traffic flow/congestion, on US 322, PA 45, and PA 144 
roadways and intersections within the study area. 

• The roadway network configuration in the study area lacks continuity and does not meet 
driver expectations. 

At the start of the PEL Study, a range of alternatives was identified and evaluated. One of those 
alternatives was the upgrade of existing US 322. This alternative included four lanes, a paved 
median with concrete barrier separation (18’ total median), and full-width shoulders (12’). The 
upgrade of existing US 322 alternative included access-controlled lanes, with at-grade 
intersections and left hand turn alternative concepts (jughandle turnarounds) strategically located 
to maintain local road network connectivity and access. Jughandles were considered during this 
evaluation as they could be located to minimize the land area impact to adjacent properties 
compared to other possible designs such as roundabouts. The design speed for this alternative 
was 55 MPH. All the proposed design parameters for this alternative would meet current design 
criteria. 

Potential environmental impacts and traffic analysis were assessed during the evaluation of this 
alternative. The upgrade of existing US 322 alternative was found to have the highest potential 
impacts to residential units. It also had the highest potential impact on commercial businesses 
(non-agricultural businesses) and had high potential impacts on PA Core Habitat Areas (protected 
habitat that could support threatened and endangered species). The alternative would also impact 
the most National Register of Historic Place structures with the highest potential impact on known 
archaeological sites and high probability for archaeology areas. From a traffic perspective, the 
upgrade alternative was determined to have 17% of total traffic (AADT) and 21% of truck traffic 
(AADTT) migrate to the upgraded US 322 alternative from the remaining local road network (e.g., 
PA 45, PA 144). With the reductions in traffic volume on the local roadway network in the study 
area, this alternative was found to improve overall study area traffic operations.  
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A safety analysis was also conducted for this alternative. Using the 2050 traffic data, the findings 
indicated that an upgrade to US 322 did not improve safety on the local roadways when compared 
to the existing conditions along current US 322. These analyses were presented at the April 2022 
public meetings in Boalsburg and Centre Hall. During subsequent analysis, the upgrade of 
existing US 322 alternative was dismissed from further study because it would not improve overall 
safety on the network. Therefore, it would not meet the purpose and need for the PEL Study. 
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Commenter: Centre County Historical Society 
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Commenter: Centre County Historical Society 

Comment Response: PennDOT is committed to developing an alternative that best meets the 
Study purpose and needs while minimizing natural, cultural, and socio-economic impacts to the 
surrounding area. 

CCHS-1: Each of the conceptual Build Alternative corridors were developed in accordance with 
applicable standards for the appropriate roadway classification. These design standards include 
criteria for design speed, severity of horizontal curvature, maximum and minimum vertical grades, 
number and width of travel lanes, and other design parameters. All alternatives were proposed to 
accommodate design year (future 2050) traffic, including truck traffic, through the study area. All 
Build Alternatives include 4 travel lanes with full inside and outside shoulders, and varying median 
widths. Many of the criteria provide both desirable and minimal values for certain design elements. 
In areas where the use of minimum standards would reduce or avoid large scale impacts, these 
minimum values have been incorporated in the conceptual Build Alternatives. For example, 
proposed median widths have been reduced from 60-feet (desirable) to 18-feet (minimum) in 
portions of the corridor to minimize or avoid displacements and impacts to sensitive areas and 
resources. 

CCHS-2: PennDOT has been following the required and appropriate methodology in the planning, 
preliminary design, and environmental studies that have been conducted to date. Additionally, 
PennDOT has shared the analysis and results of the PEL documentation with the Cooperating 
and Participating Agencies and the public throughout the entire study process and will continue 
to do so moving forward. 

Throughout the PEL Study process, PennDOT has considered all comments brought forward by 
Cooperating Agencies and the public. PennDOT has and will continue to utilize the input provided 
by Cooperating and Participating Agencies and the public to refine the study and address any 
concerns that have been brought forward.  
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 Commenter: Collins, John 
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Commenter: Collins, John 

Comment Response:  

JC-1: Build Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-5 were identified as the best 
alternatives to advance to meet the Study purpose and need while balancing the environmental 
impacts, engineering, traffic, and planning analyses. 

JC-2, JC-3: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have 
raised regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection. 

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
JC-4: During Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental study (NEPA), support facilities 
to the Build Alternative would be considered including park-n-ride lots with electric charging 
stations. Additionally, PennDOT identified other localized independent transportation projects that 
could benefit the study area. These projects could include improvements to roadway intersections 
and segments, as well as improvements in bikeway connectivity, CATA transit routes, park-and-
rides, and other modes of travel, which could be advanced as separate transportation projects 
with independent funding mechanisms. If any of the independent projects are identified for further 
development, PennDOT would work with the CCMPO to plan and program these new projects 
accordingly. The Final PEL Report identifies several roadway intersections and segments to 
evaluate the need for independent transportation projects.  

JC-5: Incorporation of Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) features will be considered during 
the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environment study (NEPA) for the Build Alternatives, as 
appropriate. 

JC-6: Noise is initially evaluated as part of the Preliminary Engineering and detailed 
environmental investigations (NEPA) phase of the transportation project development process. 
During this phase, PennDOT will conduct a Preliminary Design Highway Traffic Noise 
Assessment for the proposed alternatives studied as part of the NEPA study. State and Federal 
Guidelines require PennDOT to use a standardized process to identify locations where abatement 
is potentially warranted, feasible, and reasonable considering peak hour noise levels and the 
potential effectiveness of noise abatement measures. This process includes the following steps: 
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1. Identify land uses within the project area that are sensitive to noise, such as homes and 
parks. 

2. Monitor existing noise levels and develop acoustical models to predict future conditions. 

3. Evaluate predicted future noise levels after the highway project is constructed and 
identify locations where noise impacts are anticipated. 

4. Consider noise abatement where noise impacts are anticipated. 

5. Identify areas where preliminary noise abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and 
reasonable. 

The Noise Assessment will be reevaluated in the Final Design process before final determinations 
regarding potential noise abatement designs are made for the project. 
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Commenter: Gustafson, Marjorie  
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Commenter: Gustafson, Marjorie  

Comment Response:  

MG-1: Based on an evaluation of the predicted 2050 No Build traffic volumes (all vehicles and 
trucks) on the study area roadway network, transportation deficiencies were identified which led 
to the development of the following specific need statements:  

• Existing roadway configurations and traffic conditions contribute to safety concerns in the 
study area. 

• High peak hour traffic volumes cause congestion and result in unacceptable Level of 
Service (LOS), a measure of traffic flow/congestion, on US 322, PA 45, and PA 144 
roadways and intersections within the study area. 

• The roadway network configuration in the study area lacks continuity and does not meet 
driver expectations. 

PennDOT understands the concerns of the local communities and are committed to developing 
an alternative that best meets the Study transportation purpose and need while minimizing 
natural, cultural, and socio-economic impacts to the surrounding area.  

It should be noted that traffic data collected for the study was obtained while schools (i.e., local 
primary schools as well as secondary schools) were open. Traffic data obtained and analyzed for 
this study was based on daily and peak hour traffic volumes and conditions for an average day of 
the week (e.g., Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday) during a non-holiday/non-special event. While 
the proposed Build Alternatives would improve event traffic, it would not fully address all the event 
traffic needs such as the traffic that occurs on Penn State football weekends. Additionally, to date, 
Penn State University has not issued any declaration or offered any comments on the proposed 
study. 

MG-2: As part of the PEL Study, the existing roadway network and performance (operational and 
safety) were evaluated. Crash data from January 2014 through December 2018 (5-year period) 
was obtained from PennDOT’s open data portal through the Pennsylvania Crash Information Tool 
(PCIT) and analyzed for various roadways within the study area. There was a total of 396 
reportable crashes within the PEL study area over the 5-year period. This included five fatal 
crashes (1 percent), 168 injury crashes (42 percent), and 223 property damage only crashes (no 
injuries or fatalities) (57 percent). PA 45 (143 crashes) experienced the highest crash frequency 
of all the corridors followed by PA 144 (111 crashes) and US 322 (108 crashes).  

The Highway Safety Manual (HSM) analysis was conducted for the Base Year (2017) and Design 
Year (2050) to evaluate the safety performance of the existing roadway network. Based on current 
roadway types and features and the continuous increase in traffic volumes into the future, crashes 
within the overall PEL study area are predicted to increase overall by 24 percent. However, the 
number of crashes along PA 144 is predicted to increase by 33 percent due to the anticipated 
traffic growth in the area. Of the other major corridors within the PEL study area, crashes along 
US 322 are predicted to increase by 17 percent and crashes along PA 45 are predicted to increase 
by 20 percent. 
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MG-3: The ability and right to make I-76 toll free for trucks is beyond the purview of PennDOT 
and this PEL Study. Those types of endeavor would require approval by the Pennsylvania 
Turnpike Commission and state legislature. 

According to the traffic analysis conducted during the PEL study, currently between 3,150 and 
4,250 trucks travel along US 322 on a daily basis. Those numbers are anticipated to increase to 
4,800, an increase of 13 to 52 percent by the design year 2050. This increase is expected with 
no implementation of any of the proposed PEL Study alternatives. 

MG-4: PennDOT has been coordinating with all the municipalities throughout the PEL Study 
including Harris Township. Page 30 provides the full response to the Harris Township’s concern 
regarding their alternative proposal.  
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Commenter: Harris Township  
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Commenter: Harris Township 

Comment Response: 

HT-1: PennDOT is committed to developing an alternative that best meets the Study purpose and 
need while minimizing natural, cultural, and socio-economic impacts to the surrounding area. 
Within the study area, an evaluation of the roadway network identified transportation deficiencies 
which led to the development of the following specific need statements:   

• Existing roadway configurations and traffic conditions contribute to safety concerns in 
the study area.  

• High peak hour traffic volumes cause congestion and result in unacceptable Level of 
Service (LOS), a measure of traffic flow/congestion, on US 322, PA 45, and PA 144 
roadways and intersections within the study area.  

• The roadway network configuration in the study area lacks continuity and does not meet 
driver expectations.  

At the start of the PEL Study, a range of alternatives was identified and evaluated. One of those 
alternatives was the upgrade of existing US 322 (similar to what was considered along PA 41). 
This alternative included four lanes, a paved median with concrete barrier separation (18’ total 
median), and full-width shoulders (12’). The upgrade of existing US 322 alternative included 
access-controlled lanes, with at-grade intersections and left hand turn alternative concepts 
(jughandle turnarounds) strategically located to maintain local road network connectivity and 
access. Jughandles were considered during this evaluation as they could be located to minimize 
the land area impact to adjacent properties compared to other possible designs such as 
roundabouts. The design speed for this alternative was 55 MPH. All the proposed design 
parameters for this alternative would meet current design criteria.  
Potential environmental impacts and traffic analysis were assessed during the evaluation of this 
alternative. The upgrade of existing US 322 alternative was found to have the highest potential 
impacts to residential units. It also had the highest potential impact on commercial businesses 
(non-agricultural businesses) and had high potential impacts on PA Core Habitat Areas (protected 
habitat that could support threatened and endangered species). The alternative would also impact 
the most National Register of Historic Place structures with the highest potential impact on known 
archaeological sites and high probability for archaeology areas. From a traffic perspective, the 
upgrade alternative was determined to have 17% of total traffic (AADT) and 21% of truck traffic 
(AADTT) migrate to the upgraded US 322 alternative from the remaining local road network (e.g., 
PA 45, PA 144). With the reductions in traffic volume on the local roadway network in the study 
area, this alternative was found to improve overall study area traffic operations. A safety analysis 
was also conducted for this alternative. The findings indicated that an upgrade to US 322 as 
defined reduced safety on US 322 (89% increase in all crashes and 39% increase for fatal and 
injury crashes) when compared to the existing conditions along current US 322. These analyses 
were presented at the April 2022 public meetings in Boalsburg and Centre Hall. During 
subsequent analysis, the upgrade of existing US 322 alternative was dismissed from further study 
because it would not improve overall safety on the network. Therefore, it would not meet the 
purpose and need for the PEL Study.  
While it may at first appear that the upgrade alternative is not as impactful from a community 
perspective compared to new location build alternatives, the required right-of-way necessary to 
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widen the existing roadway to accommodate additional lanes, turn arounds/turn lanes, and meet 
current design standards, create impacts on community features that are actually higher as 
development has occurred along the existing roadway. The PEL Study found that the upgrade 
alternative would not meet the need for the project as it would negatively impact safety along US 
322 compared to existing conditions and would have high impacts on residential and commercial 
units in the area. As a result, Build Alternative options were advanced for further development 
and study.  
When comparing PA 41 in Chester County with US 322 in Centre County, the routes appear to 
be similar in regards to traffic volumes, truck traffic, and mobility concerns. However, in comparing 
the improvements along PA 41 to the alternatives of the State College Area Connector Study, 
there were some distinct differences. PA 41 traverses through more developed villages and 
communities, requiring a greater need to maintain direct access. Also, the logical termini of the 
PA 41 corridor are two-lane roadways while US 322 ties in to four-lane limited access highways. 
This difference in termini impacts driver expectation for the corridors. Ultimately, the PA 41 
improvements had a single purpose and that was to address safety. The State College Connector 
Project purpose and needs include the safety impact but also addressing congestion and driver 
expectation within the study area.  
As PennDOT finalizes the PEL Study and moves into Preliminary Engineering and NEPA, 
PennDOT is committed to working with local officials and the public to provide context-sensitive 
solutions and minimize impacts to the local community and surrounding environment. 
HT-2: GHG/Climate Change is a complex issue that is related to regional factors. Project level 
details are evaluated to ensure they are consistent with regional conformity objectives; however, 
there is no real mechanism to assess GHG/Climate Change with a meaningful level of detail for 
individual alternatives of a specific project at the planning level. For transportation projects, 
congestion is one of the main considerations for potential air quality issues. Since reducing 
congestion was part of the stated purpose and need of this project, all of the alternatives that were 
advanced through the Level 2 Screening, which include both the US 322 and PA 144 alternatives, 
would be considered as sufficiently meeting the regional conformity objectives.  
A qualitative evaluation of air quality (which includes GHG and Climate Change) will be completed 
for the State College Area Connector project as part of the NEPA analysis. Both the PA Climate 
Action Plan and Centre Region Climate Action Plan have been reviewed and will be considered 
as environmental studies progress.  
The strategies and objectives to reduce GHG emissions of both the state and local Climate Action 
Plans will be taken into consideration and incorporated into the air quality and climate change 
analysis for the State College Area Connector project as more detailed data becomes available 
during the NEPA process. These considerations will be consistent with current regulations and 
requirements, using the most current available tools and methodologies. 
HT- 3: As previously discussed with the Township, PennDOT has considered the traffic analyses 
and associated results of the US 15 (Central Susquehanna Valley Transportation Project [CSVT]) 
project and evaluated how that project may impact the State College Area Connector traffic. The 
CSVT project conducted a Special Impact Study to evaluate travel patterns and understand traffic 
diversions with the implementation of the project. The results indicated that south of Selingsgrove, 
PA, US 15 will have about a 10 percent to 15 percent increase in traffic and I-80 will only be a 
destination for 1 percent of the additional traffic. Since their model shows a minimal increase in 
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traffic on I-80, the results indicate that the majority of traffic destined to I-80 and points west are 
still utilizing US 322.  
HT-4: PennDOT has been following the required and appropriate methodology in the planning 
and environmental studies that have been conducted to date. Additionally, PennDOT has shared 
the analysis and results of the PEL documentation with the Township and the public throughout 
the entire study process and will continue to do so moving forward.  
All information that has been developed by PennDOT has been shared with Harris Township and 
all other Cooperating and Participating Agencies. PennDOT has utilized the input provided by 
Cooperating and Participating Agencies and the public to refine the study and address any 
concerns that have been brought forward. There is no formula that provides a weighted evaluation 
of the impacted resources in a study area. Mitigation, replacement, and avoidance measures 
need to be evaluated and applied as effectively as possible.    
Relating to the PEL Study results, PennDOT conducted several presentations (August 1, 2022 
Agency Coordination Meeting, September 7, 2022 Public Officials Meeting, and the October 2022 
Public Meeting). At each of these meetings, the study team explained the screening process used 
to identify the alternatives advanced for detailed study in preliminary engineering and 
environmental investigation (NEPA) phase of the transportation development process. As was 
stated during these meetings, the PEL Study alternatives screening process considered all 
federal, state, and local regulations, as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that 
all regulatory requirements would be met in future NEPA studies. While federal regulations require 
that impacts to all resources be balanced with engineering considerations, ability to meet needs, 
public and agency input, other regulations require examination of avoidance alternatives or pose 
strict requirements for any impact. Following the initial identification of potential impacts, a refined 
analysis was conducted to focus on those resources with statutory or implementing regulations 
with specific requirements for the evaluation and advancement of alternatives. The refined 
screening provided a comparative environmental analysis for each of the Build Alternatives and 
provided a foundation for identifying which alternative(s) provided the best opportunity to minimize 
overall environmental impacts. The key environmental statutes and regulations included:  

• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966  
• Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Chapter 105 of 25 PA Administrative 

Code permitting process  
• Agricultural Land Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB) authorized under Section 

306 of The Administrative Code of 1929 (71 P.S. §106) (Act 100), and the Agricultural 
Security Law (3 P.S. § § 901—915) (Act 43) 

• Endangered Species Act  
• Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (as amended)  
• Community Impact Assessment (Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Policies Act, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, Executive Order (EO) 12898 on 
Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice, EO 13985 on Advancing Racial 
Equity and Support for Underserved Communities Through the Federal Government, 
and PA Section 2002 of the Administrative Code of 1929)  

The resources protected by these regulations were provided higher priority in the analysis of the 
environmental impacts and identification of which alternative(s) to advance. The environmental 
analysis was one of four assessments conducted. When combined with engineering, traffic, and 
planning assessment, Build Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-5 were identified 
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as the best alternatives to advance to meet the study purpose and need while balancing the 
environmental impacts, engineering, traffic, and planning analyses. As the PEL is finalized and 
publicly circulated, the associated reports will also be available.  
HT-5: PennDOT understands the concerns of the property owners that are within the refined State 
College Area Connector study area and the uncertainty of not having a final alignment raises in 
the community. PennDOT, in cooperation with FHWA, are committed to working toward a 
preferred alternative as quickly as possible. PennDOT will continue to update the local 
municipalities and the public throughout the process.  
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Commenter: Hidden Lake Owner’s Association/No 45 Connector Movement 
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Commenter: Hidden Lake Owner’s Association/No 45 Connector Movement 

Comment Response: 

HLE-1: The full comment letter and associated signatories are included in this report. 

HLE-2: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and Township officials have 
raised regarding the PA 45 connector. As stated at the public meeting during the question-and-
answer session, PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic analyses to evaluate 
the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  
Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with Potter Township 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project. 
Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
HLE-3: As stated in HLE-2, PennDOT will collect additional traffic data and refine the analysis. 
The results of those investigations will better aid in determining if a connection to PA 45 is 
necessary to aid in meeting the transportation purpose and needs within the study area.  
The PEL Study will also be recommending a PA 45 safety study independent of the State College 
Area Connector to determine what safety improvements may be needed along PA 45. The PEL 
Study is also independently recommending additional studies for three independent intersections 
along PA 45 (Linden Hall Road, Willowbrook Drive/Rocky Ridge Road, and Cedar Run Road). 
HLE-4: The traffic analysis and associated HSM analysis evaluates the regional roadway network 
to identify overall trends and aid in identifying where additional analysis or transportation solutions 
are needed. The HSM analysis conducted for the PEL Study shows that predicted crash 
frequency for all crashes shows an 18 to 25 percent improvement on key area roadways with the 
implementation of a Build Alternative. Additionally, for fatal and injury crashes there is a predicted 
improvement of 22 to 28 percent improvement on key area roadways with the implementation of 
a Build Alternative. 
HLE-5: PennDOT is conducting the State College Area Connector PEL Study in cooperation with 
the FHWA and in coordination with the Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(CCMPO). PennDOT has been following the required and appropriate methodology in the 
planning and environmental studies that have been conducted to date. Additionally, PennDOT 
has shared the analysis and results of the PEL documentation with area municipalities and the 
public throughout the entire study process and will continue to do so moving forward. 
Additionally, all information that has been developed by PennDOT has been shared with Harris 
and Potter Townships and all other Cooperating and Participating Agencies. PennDOT has 
utilized the input provided by Cooperating and Participating Agencies and the public to refine 
the study and address any concerns that have been brought forward.  



 

 
 Appendix P – Comment Responses – Page 49 

  

Between the September 2021, April 2022, and October 2022 open house meetings, the HSM 
analysis did not change. The October 2022 meeting presented the Level 2 Screening results 
which included the traffic comparative analysis. The safety improvements questions were 
answered in a yes/no manner based on the data. 
Regarding the PA 45 connection to the US 322 Build Alternatives, that connection was added in 
the PEL Study traffic analysis during the Level 2B Screening process (screening process 
presented at the April 2022 open house). This connection was added once conceptual 
engineering was more advanced and actual interchange locations identified. The PA 45 
connection was added to evaluate traffic distribution on the roadway network to determine if, 
from a planning perspective, a connection would provide an overall benefit to the roadway 
network. The location of the connector was predicated on the location of the proposed US 322 
interchange which best minimized environmental impacts. Once the interchange location was 
determined, the connection to PA 45 was developed to connect into PA 45 by minimizing 
impacts to productive agriculture and connect into a tangent section of PA 45. 
HLE-6: PennDOT is conducting the State College Area Connector PEL Study in cooperation 
with the FHWA and in coordination with the Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(CCMPO). PennDOT has been following the required and appropriate methodology in the 
planning and environmental studies that have been conducted to date. Additionally, PennDOT 
has shared the analysis and results of the PEL documentation with area municipalities and the 
public throughout the entire study process and will continue to do so moving forward. 
Through the alternative screening process (presented at the September 2021 open house 
meeting), alternatives that do not meet the identified transportation purpose and needs were 
dismissed from further consideration in this PEL Study. All of the Build Alternatives as presented 
at the September 2021, April 2022, and October 2022 open house meetings meet the purpose 
and need for the project. As Preliminary Engineering on the alternatives is advanced and 
refinements made, any proposed impact to the existing roadway network that may occur would 
be addressed as a part of this project. This would include any potential future connection to PA 
45. 
PennDOT has been coordinating with all the municipalities throughout the PEL Study including 
Harris and Potter Townships. Page 30 provides the full response to the Harris Township’s 
concern regarding their alternative proposal and transparency. Additionally, Page 74 provides 
the full response to the Potter Township’s concern regarding the PA 45 connector. 
HLE-7 

1. See HLE-2 response. 
2. PennDOT values public and community input in the transportation project development 

process. Public input is one of many factors that is considered when developing 
alternatives. As studies and investigations continue, PennDOT is committed to 
continuing to engage the local communities and the public. 

3. The PEL Study is recommending nine specific intersections along US 322, PA 45, and 
PA 144 for further study as independent projects. Additionally, the PEL Study is 
recommending a safety study for PA 45 in Harris and Potter Townships. 

4. Recommendation acknowledged. 
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5. As the study advances, detailed design considerations would be advanced to minimize 
environmental impacts. This would include the PA 45 connector, if advanced. 

6. Noise is evaluated as part of the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental 
investigations (NEPA) phase of the project development process. During this phase, 
PennDOT will conduct a Preliminary Design Highway Traffic Noise Assessment for the 
proposed alternatives. State and Federal Guidelines require PennDOT to use a 
standardized process to identify locations where abatement is potentially warranted, 
feasible, and reasonable considering peak hour noise levels and the potential 
effectiveness of noise abatement measures. This process includes the following steps: 
• Identify land uses within the project area that are sensitive to noise, such as homes 

and parks. 
• Monitor existing noise levels and develop acoustical models to predict future 

conditions. 
• Evaluate predicted future noise levels after the highway project is constructed and 

identify locations where noise impacts are anticipated. 
• Consider noise abatement where noise impacts are anticipated. 
• Identify areas where preliminary noise abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, 

and reasonable. 
The Noise Assessment will be reevaluated in the Final Design process before final 
determinations regarding potential noise abatement designs are made for the project. 
 

7. Any future design would include appropriate stormwater management to protect area wells 
and waters. 

8. Multimodal opportunities would be explored as the project advances. 
9. Should CATA decide to advance transit within the study area, PennDOT would work with 

them to provide connections for any new transit opportunities.  
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Commenter: Karpenko, Anastasia  
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Commenter: Karpenko, Annastasia 

Comment Response:  

AK-1: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
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Commenter: Moir, Lisa  
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Commenter: Moir, Lisa  

Comment Response: 

LM-1: Thank you for your comment. 

LM-2: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 

LM-3: The PEL Study alternatives screening process considered all federal, state, and local 
regulations, as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that all regulatory 
requirements would be met in future NEPA studies. While federal regulations require that impacts 
to all resources be balanced with engineering considerations, ability to meet needs, public input 
and agency input, other regulations require examination of avoidance alternatives or pose strict 
requirements for any impact.  

Following the initial identification of potential impacts, a refined analysis was conducted to focus 
on those environmental resources with statutory or implementing regulations with specific 
requirements for the evaluation and advancement of alternatives. The refined screening provided 
a comparative environmental analysis for each of the Build Alternatives and provided a foundation 
for identifying which alternative(s) provided the best opportunity to minimize overall environmental 
impacts. The key environmental statutes and regulations included: 

• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966  
• Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and Chapter 105 of 25 PA Administrative Code 

permitting process 
• Agricultural Land Condemnation Approval Board (ALCAB) authorized under Section 306 

of The Administrative Code of 1929 (71 P.S. §106) (Act 100), and the Agricultural 
Security Law (3 P.S. § § 901—915) (Act 43) 

• Endangered Species Act 
• Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (as amended) 
• Community Impact Assessment (Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Policies Act, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, Executive Order (EO) 12898 on 
Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice, EO 13985 on Advancing Racial Equity 
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and Support for Underserved Communities Through the Federal Government, and PA 
Section 2002 of the Administrative Code of 1929) 

The resources protected by these regulations, including high quality water features, were 
provided higher priority in the analysis of the environmental impacts and identification of which 
alternative(s) to advance. The environmental analysis was one of four assessments 
conducted. When combined with engineering, traffic, and planning assessment, Build 
Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-5 were identified as the best alternatives 
to advance to meet the study purpose and need while balancing the environmental impacts, 
engineering, traffic, and planning analyses.  

The recommended PEL Study Build Alternatives will be further investigated during the 
Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental (NEPA) phase of the transportation 
project development process. This phase of design will further refine the engineering and 
include stormwater management facilities and other mitigation measures, as agreed upon with 
the regulatory agencies, to minimize potential impacts to area water resources.  

PennDOT is committed to meeting the requirements of federal, state, and local environmental 
regulations and statues during the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental 
investigations (NEPA) phase, as well as in final design and construction phases of the 
transportation project development process. 
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Commenter: Nittany Valley Environmental Coalition  
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NVEC-5 

NVEC-6 
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NVEC-7 

NVEC-8 
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Commenter: Nittany Valley Environmental Coalition 

Comment Response: 

NVEC-1: The State College Area Connector is currently in the planning phase of the 
transportation project development process, also known as a Planning and Environmental 
Linkage (PEL) Study. During this PEL Study, PennDOT hosted four specific meetings to obtain 
public input. Following each of these meetings, there is a designated comment period that is 
advertised to provide comments specifically on the meeting materials. The Coalition has 
submitted comments following two of those meetings. However, at this phase in the process, 
PennDOT has been accepting public comments and having discussions with the public, 
community leaders, and various organizations through the Study and will continue to do so. 
PennDOT, in partnership with the cooperating agencies, has considered and incorporated all 
public comments during the PEL Study. This has resulted in the identification of three alternatives 
that meet the purpose and need which are recommended to move forward into the NEPA phase. 
There is no formal intervention process. The Draft PEL Report will be provided for a 30-day public 
review and comment period. Additional public review and comment periods will also be provided 
as required during the NEPA phase. Dean Ball, PE, PennDOT project manager, can be contacted 
directly at DEBall@pa.gov if you should have additional comments on the PEL Study. PennDOT 
will make sure to include your associations on the Study email distribution list for all future Study 
announcements and notifications. 

NVEC-2: As stated in the Final Purpose and Need for the State College Area Connector Planning 
and Environmental Linkage Study report and presented at the Open House Public Meetings for 
the project, the purpose of this study is to develop and evaluate a range of alternatives to improve 
mobility and meet regional traffic and local needs by reducing congestion, addressing safety, and 
improving system linkage and continuity within the study area.  

A range of alternatives were considered and screened to meet these identified transportation 
needs. These alternatives included Transportation System Management (TSM), Transportation 
Control Measure (TCM) strategies, and Upgrade Existing Alternatives. Based on the screening, 
it was determined that TSM and TCM Alternatives would be unable to fully address the 
transportation needs within the study area and was dismissed from further study. The Upgrade 
Existing Alternative (adding lanes to existing US 322) would not improve safety; therefore, it would 
not meet the purpose and needs and was also dismissed from further study. All of the Build 
Alternative were found to meet the Study purpose and need. When balancing the traffic, 
engineering, environmental, and planning study results, US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-
5 were found to be the best alternatives to advance for further detailed study. 

NVEC-3: US 322, in the study area, is a principal arterial highway owned by the Commonwealth 
and maintained by PennDOT. The purpose of principal arterial highways is to provide a high 
degree of mobility in urban or through rural areas. The State College area, which includes many 
traffic generators one of which is Penn State, is a major destination in the area, (accounting for 
just over 50% of passenger vehicle trips), it is not necessarily the destination for trucks traveling 
in the area (less than 10% of all trucks). PennDOT must develop and evaluate transportation 
solutions to address all the purpose and need of the study. As discussed, in NVEC-2, demand 

mailto:DEBall@pa.gov
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side solutions (TSM or TCM alternatives) alone would not address the PEL Study purpose and 
need.  

The PEL Study alternatives screening process considered federal, state, and local regulations, 
as appropriate, in the evaluation of alternatives to ensure that regulatory requirements will be met 
in future NEPA studies. In regard to the traffic volume forecasts, the PEL Study traffic forecast 
was developed utilizing the Centre County Regional Travel Demand Model (TDM). This TDM is 
a trip-based model comprised of links (roadways), nodes (intersections), and zones 
(development) within the region which incorporates local projected growth (e.g., population and 
employment). The TDM being used for the State College Area Connector was updated with 
Streetlight origin/destination travel patterns. Streetlight is a company that provides traffic 
information that is based upon tracking of location data from cell phones that travel through a 
selected study area. It should be noted that traffic data collected for the study was obtained while 
schools (i.e., local primary schools as well as secondary schools) were open. Traffic data obtained 
and analyzed for this study was based on daily and peak hour traffic volumes and conditions for 
an average day of the week (e.g., Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday) during a non-holiday/non-
special event. While the proposed Build Alternatives would improve event traffic, it would not 
necessarily address all event traffic needs such as the traffic that occurs on Penn State football 
weekends. 

In summary, the PEL Study traffic analysis used to predict future No Build and Build Alternative 
traffic volumes considers local growth factors, as identified by CCMPO, and is based on local 
anticipated travel patterns.  

Minimizing impacts to the natural environment was included in the analysis for identifying corridors 
to advance for further study. Rothrock State Forest & Stone Mountain Important Bird area, PA 
Natural Heritage Core Habitat, bat swarming areas, wetlands, and high-quality streams were 
considered in the analysis. These areas would support ecotourism in the study area.  While some 
of the corridors considered have higher potential impacts in these areas, they are lower for other 
important resources. Those corridors advanced for further study (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and 
US 322-5) provide the best overall balance from a traffic, engineering, environmental and planning 
perspective.  

NVEC-4: The traffic associated with the Nittany Mini-Casino was not specifically included in the 
State College Area Connector PEL Study. As mentioned in NVEC-3, the PEL Study traffic 
forecasts were based on Centre County Regional TDM and updated with localize origin and 
destination information.  

During the PEL Study, planning studies, ordinances, and other materials were considered when 
developing the transportation purpose and need, study goals, and conducting the planning 
analysis. The charters and plans for Ferguson Township and State College Borough were not 
evaluated at those two municipalities lie outside of the 70 square mile study area evaluated for 
the State College Area Connector PEL Study. However, assumed traffic demand supported by 
those municipalities would be included in the Centre County Regional TDM for this study. 
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During the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental (NEPA) phase of the 
transportation development process, environmental field data will be collected and engineering 
designs advanced. Engineering design will meet current design standards and include stormwater 
management facilities. Once the design is advanced, environmental impacts will be identified and 
coordinated with regulatory agencies. Mitigation measures will be developed and agreed upon 
and included as commitments in the environmental document. These commitments may include 
replacement of resources such as wetlands, habitat, etc. and installation of noise walls in areas 
that they are determined warranted, reasonable, and feasible. 

NVEC-5: At the start of the PEL Study, the identification of transportation problems within the 70 
square mile study area was conducted. This identification of transportation challenges resulted in 
the Study purpose and need which was documented in the Final Purpose and Need for the State 
College Area Connector Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study (February 2021). 
Following the identification of the transportation purpose and need, a range of alternatives was 
developed. The range of alternatives was then tested through a multi-phased screening process 
to first determine if they would meet the Study purpose and need and then to identify their 
environmental and planning impacts, traffic benefits, and engineering costs. Based on the results 
of the screening process, it was determined that a Build Alternative would be the solution that 
would meet the purpose and need. Furthermore, it was determined that when balancing the traffic, 
engineering, environmental, and planning study results, US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-
5 were the best alternatives to advance for further detailed study. Future studies will include 
detailed engineering, environmental field investigations, and updated analysis. These results will 
be shared with the public at future meetings. Mitigation will be developed to address adverse 
impacts which may include replacement of resources such as wetlands, habitat, etc. and 
installation of noise walls in areas determined to be warranted, reasonable, and feasible. 

Improving safety was identified in the needs analysis. The movement of freight via the roadway 
network was one component of the traffic analysis conducted as part of the PEL Study. Many 
factors influence freight movement. The PEL Study did not specifically consider rail as a 
reasonable alternative for the movement of goods or people. Existing rail infrastructure is not 
located throughout the study area and the installation of such infrastructure is cost prohibitive, 
would be as impactful as highway options and less beneficial at moving people in a rural area. 

NVEC-6: The PEL Study data collection (secondary source data with limited field validation) was 
conducted consistently across the 70 square mile study area. Additionally, the identification of 
potential impacts was also consistently conducted across the Build Alternative corridors. This 
includes the methodology for assessing potential engineering and right-of-way costs.  

During the preliminary engineering and detailed environmental phase of the transportation 
development process, environmental data will be collected in the field while engineers develop 
more detailed engineering designs to better identify an impact area. The results of these studies 
will be analyzed to determine ultimately what alternative would be advanced for final design, right-
of-way acquisition, and construction. These results will be shared with the public at future 
meetings. Mitigation will be developed to address adverse impacts which may include 
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replacement of resources such as wetlands, habitat, etc. and installation of noise walls in areas 
determined to be warranted, reasonable, and feasible. 

NVEC-7: PennDOT, in cooperation with FHWA, conducts transportation studies in accordance 
with the federal, state, and local regulations and laws. PennDOT works with federal and state 
regulatory agencies to advance the alternative that best meets the transportation purpose and 
need while balancing impacts to the natural, cultural, and socio-economic resources. Coordination 
is also conducted with local municipalities to address their concerns to the extent possible. Real 
estate speculation is NOT part of the analysis.  

NVEC-8: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have 
raised regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 
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Commenter: Parks, Nancy  
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Commenter: Parks, Nancy 

Comment Response:  

NP-1: At the start of the State College Area Connector PEL Study, PennDOT, in cooperation with 
FHWA, conducted an investigation to identify the study area transportation issues which lead to 
the development of the transportation purpose and needs. This investigation identified 
transportation deficiencies which led to the development of the following specific need statements:  

• Existing roadway configurations and traffic conditions contribute to safety concerns in the 
study area. 

• High peak hour traffic volumes cause congestion and result in unacceptable Level of 
Service (LOS), a measure of traffic flow/congestion, on US 322, PA 45, and PA 144 
roadways and intersections within the study area. 

• The roadway network configuration in the study area lacks continuity and does not meet 
driver expectations. 

Based on these findings, it was determined that the study area needed transportation 
improvements to improve area travel.  

PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 

NP-2: Funding for transportation infrastructure and policy development for clean vehicles are 
decisions made by the State Legislature. As a result, these items are beyond the purview of 
PennDOT. 

NP-3: Following the identification of the study purpose and needs, a range of alternatives were 
identified, considered, and screened to meet the identified transportation needs (NP-1). These 
alternatives included Transportation System Management (TSM), Transportation Control 
Measure (TCM) strategies, and Upgrade Existing Alternatives. Based on the screening, it was 
determined that TSM and TCM Alternatives would be unable to fully address the transportation 
needs within the study area and was dismissed from further study. The Upgrade Existing 
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Alternative (adding lanes to existing US 322) would not improve safety; therefore, it would not 
meet the purpose and needs and was also dismissed from further study. 

NP-4: The management strategies, design considerations, and concerns you provided are largely 
beyond the purview of PennDOT. The following outlines the various concerns you presented:  

• Concern for speeding - While speed enforcement is always a concern when considering 
the safety of the traveling public, it is not under PennDOT purview and specific concern 
areas should be addressed with state and local law enforcement.  

• Police Barrack Location – Identifying sites for law enforcement is not under the purview of 
PennDOT. 

• Use of ‘Jake Brakes” – The noise generated by the use of ‘Jake Brakes’ or truck traffic 
noise caused by the use of compression release brakes is not effectively reduced through 
the use of concrete noise barriers, and it has been found that compression release brake 
noise is best addressed by local legislation and strict enforcement of that legislation. 
However, major transportation improvements that accommodate truck traffic patterns, 
reduce traffic congestion, minimize steep grades, and better manage traffic exiting and 
entering the roadway may reduce the need for truckers to use compression release brakes 
to slow down, and therefore, indirectly reduce the noise caused by their use.  

• Traffic calming measures on roadways – PennDOT utilizes various traffic calming 
measures throughout the Commonwealth. These types of measures were considered 
under the TSM Alternative for this study. Through the screening process, it was 
determined that TSM solutions alone would not meet the identified transportation purpose 
and need. 

NP-5: The traffic analysis identified a 2050 no build forecast that was used to determine the 
design requirements (e.g., number of lanes) for the Build Alternative. The intent of the new facility 
it to draw regional trips off of the local roadway network on to the new roadway to improve both 
local and regional traffic. Changing travel patterns could influence local land uses. However, 
future land development and land use is a local government issue beyond PennDOT control.   
NP-6: The State College Area Connector is included in the conforming 2023-2026 Centre County 
Transportation Improvement Program and the 2023 Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program. A qualitative evaluation of air quality (which includes GHG and Climate Change) will 
be completed for the State College Area Connector project as part of the NEPA analysis based 
on the procedures developed and approved for transportation projects. Both the PA Climate 
Action Plan and Centre Region Climate Action Plan will be considered as environmental studies 
progress. 
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Commenter: Potter Township  
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Commenter: Potter Township  

Comment Response:  

PT-1: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and Township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. As stated at the public meeting during the question-and-answer 
session, PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic analyses to evaluate the US 
322 to PA 45 connection.  
Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with Potter Township 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  
Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project.  
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Commenter: Saidis, Robert  
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Commenter: Saidis, Robert 

Comment Response: 

RS-1: PennDOT understands the concern that the community and township officials have raised 
regarding the PA 45 connector. PennDOT is committed to conducting more detailed traffic 
analyses to evaluate the US 322 to PA 45 connection.  

Under any of the Build Alternative scenarios (US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, or US 322-5), should 
the traffic analyses indicate that a connector is necessary to improve mobility and aid the State 
College Area Connector project in meeting the defined transportation purpose and need, 
PennDOT will include the US 322 to PA 45 connection. PennDOT will work with the townships 
and area residents to minimize impacts to the surrounding community. Additionally, should the 
associated analysis show that the Build Alternative, with the connector, adversely impacts 
conditions on PA 45, PennDOT would incorporate necessary improvements into the project.  

Conversely, if the analyses determines that a US 322 to PA 45 connection is not necessary to 
improve mobility and aid the State College Area Connector project in meeting the defined 
transportation purpose and need, the connection will be removed from the project. 

The PEL Study will also be recommending a PA 45 safety study independent of the State College 
Area Connector to determine what safety improvements may be needed along PA 45. The PEL 
Study is also independently recommending additional studies for three independent intersections 
along PA 45 (Linden Hall Road, Willowbrook Drive/Rocky Ridge Road, and Cedar Run Road). 

PennDOT has been coordinating with all the municipalities throughout the PEL Study including 
Harris and Potter Townships. Page 30 provides a full response to the Harris Township’s 
concern regarding their alternative proposal and transparency. Additionally, Page 74 provides 
the full response to the Potter Township’s concern regarding the PA 45 connector. 

As you mentioned, the crash data analyzed for the State College Area Connector PEL Study 
included only crashes that are reportable. As noted, the crash data includes crashes where there 
are injuries and fatalities but is also includes crashes where there are property damages (e.g., 
vehicles were damaged and needed to be towed). We do agree that non-reported and/or near 
miss crashes could occur on all of the local roadway network. 

RS-2: The Build Alternative corridors were first presented at the September 2021 open house 
meetings for the State College Area Connector PEL Study. These corridors were presented as 
preliminary and included large circles in proposed interchange locations. Following that meeting, 
PennDOT conducted refinements which included changing median widths and refining the 
corridors with shifts to address public comments. This included further developing interchange 
locations and concepts to avoid and minimize environmental impacts and provide access to the 
local roadway network. The refined Build Alternative corridors with interchanges and local road 
connections were then presented at the April and October 2022 open house meetings.  

PennDOT has been following the required and appropriate methodology in the planning and 
environmental studies that have been conducted to date. Additionally, PennDOT has shared the 
analysis and results of the PEL documentation with Cooperating and Participating Agencies and 
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the public throughout the entire study process and will continue to do so moving forward. 
PennDOT has utilized the input provided by Cooperating and Participating Agencies and the 
public to refine the study and address any concerns that have been brought forward. PennDOT 
understands the concerns of the property owners that are within the refined State College Area 
Connector study area that the uncertainty of not having a final alignment raises in the community. 
PennDOT is committed to working toward a preferred alternative as quickly as possible. 
PennDOT will continue to update the local municipalities and the public throughout the process. 

RS-3: The “Frequently Asked Questions” document was made available on the study website on 
October 19, 2022 and was provided as a handout at the October 2022 Open House Public 
Meetings. Information presented in the “Frequently Asked Questions” document was a 
compilation of information that has been presented to the public throughout the PEL study 
process. The public comment period was open from October 19, 2022 to November 11, 2022. 
The comment period gave participants opportunities to ask questions regarding the information 
presented at the Open House Public Meetings, including the display boards, meeting handouts, 
and presentation.  

RS-4: Noise is initially evaluated as part of the Preliminary Engineering and detailed 
environmental investigations (NEPA) phase of the transportation project development process. 
During the Preliminary Engineering phase, PennDOT will conduct a Preliminary Design Highway 
Traffic Noise Assessment for the proposed alternatives studied as part of the NEPA study. State 
and Federal Guidelines require PennDOT to use a standardized process to identify locations 
where abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and reasonable considering peak hour noise 
levels and the potential effectiveness of noise abatement measures. This process includes the 
following steps: 

1. Identify land uses within the project area that are sensitive to noise, such as homes and 
parks. 

2. Monitor existing noise levels and develop acoustical models to predict future conditions. 

3. Evaluate predicted future noise levels after the highway project is constructed and identify 
locations where noise impacts are anticipated. 

4. Consider noise abatement where noise impacts are anticipated. 

5. Identify areas where preliminary noise abatement is potentially warranted, feasible, and 
reasonable. 

The Noise Assessment will be reevaluated in the Final Design process before final determinations 
regarding potential noise abatement designs are made for the project. 

RS-5: During the PEL study, interchanges and roadway connections that provide local access 
were included in the planning-level traffic analysis. They were included to aid in predicting future 
travel patterns and volumes on the various proposed corridors and the local road network. The 
interchange and access roads were included in locations where the connections could aid in 
diverting traffic off the local roadway network and onto the proposed corridors. The planning-level 
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traffic analysis shows that when comparing the 2050 No Build traffic volumes to predicted US 322 
Build Alternative traffic volumes, with the proposed connector road, all roadway segments had 
the same or lower predicted traffic volumes.  

For those corridors that are advanced into Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental 
investigations (NEPA) phase of the transportation project development process, traffic counts and 
other field studies will be conducted to further refine the traffic model to: 

• understand if local access is warranted to meet the purpose and need for the project (e.g., 
provides benefits),   

• confirm site location topography, 
• establish refined traffic volumes at the interchange locations,  
• identify interchange layout to accommodate traffic and site restrictions,   
• determine if new localized access creates any localized congestion, and 
• determine if local access creates any new safety concerns.  

If during these investigations additional areas for improvement are identified with the detailed 
data, the proposed project will be required to adjust design to address these areas (e.g., expand 
design to improve local road network, remove connection, etc.) while still meeting the purpose 
and need for the project. 
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Commenter: Whitton, Lindsay  

 

Comment Response: 

LW-1: Build Alternatives US 322-1OEX, US 322-1S, and US 322-5 were identified as the best 
alternatives to advance to meet the study purpose and need while balancing the environmental 
impacts, engineering, traffic, and planning analyses. As this is a planning study, right-of-way will 
not be acquired until after the Preliminary Engineering and detailed environmental (NEPA) phase 
of project development is completed. During this phase PennDOT will evaluate all the alternatives 
and identify one alternative to advance for detailed engineering and ultimately construction. This 
process will take approximately 2 years.  

 

LW-1 
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