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PREFACE 
The Pioneer Valley Region 
The Pioneer Valley Region is comprised of 43 cities and towns covering approximately 1,180 square 
miles.  Home to over 600,000 residents, the Pioneer Valley is the fourth largest metropolitan area in 
New England.  The following map references the Pioneer Valley Region and displays an outline of the 
principle highways throughout. 

TIP Format and MPO Endorsement 
The FFY 2009-2012 TIP has been prepared with completely separate components of the document 
that are subject to federal review and approval and components that are not.  This distinction of a 
“federal component” was the firm position of the Executive Office of Transportation and Public 
Works(EOT) as a means to avoid potential problems with adequately satisfying federal financial 
constraint requirements with the non-federal aid component of the TIP.  Although a non-federal 
component of the TIP is represented, it is understood that this component is not subject to Metropolitan 
Planning Final Rule 23 CMR 450 section 324, therefore federal review and approval is not required. 
The non-federal component is provided for the benefit of the MPO and the constituent communities as 
a representation of an agreed upon listing of improvement projects to be undertaken entirely with state 
provided resources.  All projects included in the NFA section of the TIP must be eligible to receive 
federal funds and be located on a functionally classified road.  The separation of federal aid projects 
from non-federal aid projects by no means represents a lack of commitment by the state to fund all 
projects specifically programmed in the document.  Assuming that adequate funds are available from 
federal and/or state sources, it can be fully expected that the following project listings can and will be 
implemented over the FFY 2009-2012 time frame.  Pending federal guidance approving the inclusion 
of non-federal aid projects without secured bonded resources in each year, the TIP will be amended to 
reinstate all non-federal aid projects into the document endorsed for federal review and approval. 

EOT Commitment to Funding all Designed and Permitted Projects 
The EOT has committed to funding all transportation improvement projects that will be ready for 
advertisement in FFY 2009 and beyond.  In response to this commitment, Pioneer Valley local officials 
in cooperation with regional and state officials from the MassHighway department and the Executive 
Office of Transportation and Public Works have made a concerted effort to develop a TIP project listing 
that is truly representative of the projects that will realistically be ready for advertisement in FFY 2009-
2012.  Funding targets for the Pioneer Valley Region have been issued by EOT identifying potential 
resources for each year of the TIP.   
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I. GENERAL SUPPORT INFORMATION 
INTRODUCTION 
The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a requirement of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning Process as described in the Metropolitan Planning Final Rule 23 CFR 450 section 324.  This 
regulation developed by the Federal Department of Transportation defines the Transportation 
Improvement Program as: 

“A staged, multiyear, intermodal program of transportation projects which is consistent 
with the metropolitan transportation plan.”   

The Pioneer Valley TIP is a four-year schedule of projects identified by year and location complete with 
funding source and cost.  The TIP is developed annually and is available for amendment and 
adjustment at any time.  Each program year of the TIP coincides with the Federal Fiscal Year calendar, 
October 1 through September 30.  All TIPs and amendments are consistent with the goals and 
objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Pioneer Valley region.  This TIP is financially 
constrained.  
All projects in the TIP come from the conforming 2007 Regional Transportation Plan.  All regionally 
significant projects included in the TIP were previously included in the air quality analysis completed for 
the conforming RTP.  Because projects in the TIP come from the conforming RTP, and all regionally 
significant RTP projects for 2009 through 2012 (both Federal and Non-Federal Aid) are programmed in 
the TIP, the same air quality analysis utilized for the RTP can be used for the TIP.  Therefore, this TIP, 
in combination with the TIPs from the other MPOs in the nonattainment area, is found to be in 
conformance. 

DEVELOPMENT OF THE TIP 
The Pioneer Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is responsible for developing the TIP.  
The MPO is comprised of ten members including four independently operating agencies and six locally 
elected officials: 

• Executive Office of Transportation (EOT);  
• Massachusetts Highway Department (MHD);  
• Pioneer Valley Transit Authority (PVTA); and  
• Pioneer Valley Planning Commission (PVPC);  

• Mayor of Chicopee  
• Mayor of Holyoke;  
• Mayor of Northampton 
• Mayor of West Springfield 
• Selectboard member from Belchertown;  
• Selectboard member from Granville; 

As the lead planning agency for the MPO, the PVPC accepts the responsibility for developing the TIP 
in a cooperative process with members of the MPO and the general public.  The final TIP is voted on 
for endorsement at a formal meeting of the MPO.  The endorsed TIP project listing is included in the 
State Transportation Improvement Program verbatim and requires endorsement by the Governor. 
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The MPO relies on a transportation advisory committee to carry out the cooperative process during TIP 
development.  The Joint Transportation Committee (JTC) is a group of community appointed officials, 
MPO member representatives, public and private transportation providers, citizens, and special interest 
groups and agencies.  The JTC establishes and recommends to the MPO procedures for submitting, 
prioritizing and selecting projects for the TIP.  PVPC staff provides the technical support to conduct the 
TIP development activities for the JTC. 

Below is a general outline of steps taken during the TIP development process. 
1. Project proponents (communities, MPO members, agencies) submit projects through the 

process outlined in Chapter 2 of the Massachusetts Project Development & Design 
Guidebook (2006) 

2. Projects are prioritized based on an evaluation criteria by MPO staff, JTC representatives, and 
MassHighway District staff, and EOT staff at a posted meeting open to all.  

3. The State (thru EOT) provides funding targets for the Pioneer Valley Region. 
4. JTC reviews and recommends project priorities on the TIP to the MPO 
5. Draft TIP project listings are prepared by the MPO staff are distributed for review and comment 

to MPO members  
6. MPO meets to make final decisions on the composition of the TIP and to recommend the Draft 

TIP for general public release for no less than a 30 day review period 
7. Final Draft TIP is distributed for review, consultation and comment in accordance with the 

adopted Public Participation Plan 
8. Public meetings and news releases are conducted to promote public involvement and 

consultation. 
9. Comments are compiled and addressed where appropriate 
10. Final TIP developed for the JTC’s consideration and their recommendation to MPO 
11. MPO meets to vote on endorsement of the TIP 
12. Endorsed Regional TIPs are compiled by EOT to create the State TIP (STIP) 
13. Secretary of EOT endorses the STIP (on behalf of the Governor) and submits the STIP to 

federal agencies for review and approval 
14. Federally approved STIP is ready for state implementation (project advertisement) 
15. Amendments and adjustments to the TIP are made on an as needed basis with the 

additional public review and input for formal amendments only. 
 
Congestion Management Program (CMP) 
The Pioneer Valley Congestion Management Program (CMP) formerly the Congestion Management 
System (CMS) is an on-going, systematic process designed to improve transportation in the region by 
providing up to date information on the location, severity and extent of congested corridors and 
intersections.  Findings of the CMP report are used to assist in the selection of projects to be 
Prioritiezed for TIP consideration, as well as assist in the  prioritization of projects to be included in this 
document. 
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PROJECT PRIORITY CRITERIA AND SELECTION 
The EOT developed a process and set of criteria to prioritize the region's TIP projects which was 
modified and endorsed by the MPO.  All projects included in the TIP have been evaluated and 
assigned a priority value or rating (See Appendix  D).  This process is used as a management tool to 
identify projects of regional priority and program them accordingly in the TIP. 

PRIORITY CRITERIA 
A Project Information Form was developed in concert with the priority process and contains information 
for each project submitted.  In addition to this, consultation with the project sponsors and the state 
provided information also used in the evaluation of each project priority rating.  The priority rating was 
based on the following information: 

• Identified in the RTP; 
• Project Preparedness; 
• Benefit Cost; 
• Facility Preservation; 
• Congestion Relief; 
• Safety; 
• Enhanced mobility; 
• Air Quality/Environmental; 
• Enhancement Activity; and 
• Status of Design. 

The Project Information Form and a detailed outline of the project priority evaluation criteria are 
presented in Appendix E. 

PROJECT SELECTION AND PROGRAMMING 
The project priority ratings were applied in conjunction with a project’s anticipated advertisement 
schedule and with the funding targets provided by the state to develop the four-year program of the 
TIP.  A project was not considered for scheduling in a year earlier than its anticipated schedule 
regardless of the priority rating.  For projects that are expected to be ready to go in the first year of the 
TIP the top priority projects for that year were funded under the federal aid categories, since these 
funds are most secure.  Once the federal aid funds were completely programmed, non-federal aid 
funds were programmed to priority projects.  This initial assignment procedure was applied to each 
year of the TIP and is subject to change as the TIP is developed and refined by members of the MPO 
and the JTC. 

AMENDMENT/ADJUSTMENT OF THE TIP 
For the purposes of project selection and programming, amendment or adjustment to the TIP can be 
conducted at any time.  Amendment of the TIP consists of addition of a project not previously 
programmed, the advancement of a Year 3 project through Year 4 or a significant adjustment to project 
costs.  Amendment requires formal MPO action.   
Program adjustments can be conducted without formal MPO action in order to minimize constraints on 
programming projects.  Minor adjustments could include such actions as moving projects between 
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Year 1 and Year 2, and minor fluctuations in project description, costs and funding source.   This action 
can be accomplished through an agreed upon administrative action.   

DESCRIPTION OF FUNDING SOURCES 
Interstate Maintenance (IM) - Resurfacing, restoration and rehabilitation are eligible activities for 
maintaining Interstate facilities.  Reconstruction is also eligible if it does not add capacity.  However, 
high-occupancy-vehicle (HOV) and auxiliary lanes can be added.   Funding: federal - 90 %, state - 10 
%. 

Surface Transportation Program (STP) - This program is for the maintenance and construction of the 
federal aid system, all roads other than those functionally classified as local or rural minor collectors.  
Funds may also be flexed for use on bridge, transit capital, and bike or trail facilities.  A minimum 
amount of 10 percent must be set aside for both safety construction activities and for transportation 
enhancements.  The remaining STP balance is for use throughout the state.  Funding: federal - 80%, 
state - 20%. 

Surface Transportation Program Enhancements (ENHMT) - A portion of the Surface Transportation 
Program funding for enhancement projects chosen by states and localities.  Funding: federal - 80%, 
state - 20% 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) - These funds are directed 
towards transportation projects  and programs which reduce transportation-related emissions. These 
funds are to assist areas designated as nonattainment and maintenance under the Clean Air Act 
Amendments of 1990. These projects will contribute to meeting the attainment of National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS).  Funding: federal - 80%, state - 20%. 

Bridges - Funds the replacement or repair of structurally deficient or unsafe bridges in urban and rural 
areas.  All  bridges, both on and off the federal aid roadway system are eligible for funding.  Funding: 
federal - 80%, state - 20%. 

National Highway System (NHS) - The National Highway System (NHS) consists of major roads in 
the United States, including all Interstate routes, a large percentage of urban and principal arterials, the 
defense Strategic Highway Network (STRAHNET) and other strategic highway connectors.  Typically, 
these facilities qualify for an 80 percent federal share, however, projects on Interstates may qualify for 
up to 90 percent federal share funds.  Funding: federal - 80%, state - 20%. 

Other Federal Aid - This category includes projects that received federal funding within the Federal-Aid 
Program and may include special demonstration project funding. Funding: federal - 80%, state - 20%. 

In compliance with FHWA guidelines projects with  federal earmarks are only programmed in 
the FY 2010 to FY 2013 TIP  if the total funding is adequate for project implementation. The 
reaming earmarked projects will be included in appendix z for informational and tracking 
purposes. 
 
High Priority Projects (HPP) High Priority Projects are congressionally earmarked projects that have 
been deemed as a high priority for the state were the project is located.  Funding: federal - 80%, state 
– 20% 
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Section 115 Funds Included in the Transportation bill as congressional earmarks, each year the 
earmarks are given a designated funding category.  In FFY2005 the funding designation for these 
projects was Section 115 Funds.  Funding: federal – 100%, state – 0% 
Section 117 Funds Included in the Transportation bill as congressional earmarks, each year the 
earmarks are given a designated funding category.  In FFY2006 the funding designation for these 
projects was Section 117 Funds.  Funding: federal – 100%, state – 0% 

Section 129 Funds Congressional Earmarks for FFY 2008.  Funding: federal – 100%, state – 0% 

Section 125 Funds Congressional Earmarks for FFY 2009.  Funding: federal – 100%, state – 0% 

Non-Federal Aid (NFA) - This funding category contains all those projects not receiving federal funds.  
Various categories of state funding are included in this group including bikeways, State Aid (Chapter 
90), and highway construction and maintenance (Chapter 497).  This category is included in the TIP for 
informational purposes only.  Funding: federal - 0 %, state - 100 %. 

Section 5309 Capital (SEC.09) - A discretionary grant program funding capital projects in urban areas 
that are considered major capital investments in public transportation and facilities. Funding:  Federal - 
80%, State - 20% 

Section 5307 Capital (SEC. 07-CAP) - Eligible projects for Section 5307 (Capital) funds include the 
planning, acquisition, construction, improvement and operating costs of facilities, equipment, and 
associated capital maintenance items for use in providing mass transit service.  The Federal match for 
Planning and/or capital assistance under Section 5307 is 80 percent of the net project cost, but a 
recipient is permitted to provide additional local match at its option.  There are three exceptions to 80 
percent Federal match for capital projects: 

1. Air Quality Benefit.  If an air quality benefit can be forecast for a project such as a bus 
purchase, the federal match is 90 percent.  Larger state and local matches are allowed. 

2. Elderly and Disabled Projects.  The federal match is 95 percent for any element of a capital 
project intended exclusively to enhance the accessibility and mobility of elderly and disabled 
persons and that is in excess of Federal requirements.  All FTA-funded projects must be 
designed and implemented to meet the basic accessibility or mobility needs of elderly and 
disabled persons. 

3. Additional Service.  Capital expenditures for the increase in service can be funded with a 
90% federal match. 

Section 5307 Operating (SEC. 07-OPR) - Funds allocated under this category may be used to fund 
up to 50 percent of the operating cost associated with the provision of public mass transportation 
systems in urbanized areas. 

Section 5310 - Section 10 pertains to transportation facilities meeting special needs of the elderly and 
disabled.  Funds allocated under Section 16(b)(2) provide private non-profit corporations and 
associations with grants and loans to improve the mobility of the elderly and disabled.  In 
Massachusetts, 16(b)(2) funds are administered at the state level by the EOT.  These funds typically 
are used for the purchase of capital items, including lift-equipped vans.  Mobility Assistance Program 
(MAP) funds are intended for use by public agencies, such as municipal councils on aging and the 
PVTA to provide van service to elderly and/or disabled persons. 
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Section 5311 - These funds are made available exclusively for public transportation projects outside 
the urbanized areas.  Both capital and operating expenses are eligible. 

Section 20 - Section 20 provides financial assistance for projects which address the human resource 
needs and conditions of the public transit industry. The federal share of eligible capital and project 
administrative expenses is not to exceed 80 percent of the net cost of the project.  The federal share 
for state administration and technical expenses is 100 percent, not to exceed 15 percent of the state's 
total apportionment. 

 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE COSTS 
The FFY 2010-2013 TIP is consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the Pioneer 
Valley Region.  Tables 1 and 2 presents the estimates outlined in the RTP of annual expenditures 
associated with operating and maintaining the transportation system.  These estimates represent past 
expenditures and do not reflect costs associated with maintaining a constant level of system 
performance.  
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Table 1 
Transportation Operating and Maintenance Expenditures 

2007 - 2010 2011 - 2015 2016 - 2020 2021 - 2025 2026 - 2030 GRAND TOTAL
From TIP Total Total Total Total Total

Total Available for Programming in the Pioneer Valley RTP 211,406,178$     $400,102,000 $565,183,000 $652,511,000 $753,749,000 2,582,951,178$      

Recommended Maximum for Major Infratructure Projects* 58,161,375$       $56,340,000 $74,756,000 $86,663,000 $100,466,000 376,386,375$         

Recommended Minimum for Bridge Projects 70,979,230$       $153,608,000 $195,308,000 $226,415,000 $262,477,000 908,787,230$         

Recommended Minimum for IM Projects 20,000,000$       $30,405,000 $43,861,000 $50,847,000 $58,946,000 204,059,000$         

Recommended Minimum for Operating, Maintaining and 
Improving the Highway-Funded Transportation System

62,265,573$       $159,749,000 $251,258,000 $288,586,000 $331,860,000 1,093,718,573$      
*  Total of all Federal Earmarks used for 2007 - 2010 total  

  

 
 

Table 2 
Transit Operating and Maintenance Expenditures 

2007 - 2010 2011 - 2015 2016 - 2020 2021 - 2025 2026 - 2030 TOTAL
Total Available for Programming in the Pioneer Valley RTP 187,540,921$     258,818,336$     289,994,352$     324,018,124$     363,032,353$     1,423,404,086$     

Urbanized Area Formula (5307) 53,635,750$       77,018,397$       89,285,431$       103,506,286$     119,992,153$     443,438,017$        

Capital Fixed Guideway Program (5309)* -$                    1,000,000$         2,500,000$         2,500,000$         2,500,000$         8,500,000$            

Elderly & Disabled (5310) 1,494,399$         1,755,931$         2,035,606$         2,359,825$         2,735,684$         10,381,446$          

Non-Urbanized Area Formula (5311&5340) -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                    -$                       

JARC (5316) 1,547,213$         1,817,874$         2,107,415$         2,443,071$         2,832,189$         10,747,763$          

New Freedoms (5317) 946,499$            1,111,547$         1,288,588$         1,493,827$         1,731,754$         6,572,215$            

State Capital Investment 13,150,662$       19,254,599$       22,321,358$       25,876,571$       29,998,038$       110,601,229$        

State Contract Assistance for Operations 74,049,299$       103,463,612$     117,059,581$     132,442,171$     149,846,160$     576,860,823$        

Local Assistance 22,230,087$       27,787,608$       27,787,608$       27,787,608$       27,787,608$       133,380,519$        

Fairbox Revenue 20,487,012$       25,608,765$       25,608,765$       25,608,765$       25,608,765$       122,922,074$        
*  Assumes $500,000 a year for Springfield/Hartford/New Haven Commuter Rail beginning in 2014  
Source: Regional Transportation Plan, updated 2006 
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II. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION SUMMARY AND CHANGES 
The DRAFT FFY 2009-2012 TIP underwent a public review and comment period consistent with the 
Pioneer Valley Region Public Participation Process.  This began July 17, 2009 and continued for 30 
days until August 17, 2009.  During this time, comments were received from communities, JTC, PVTA, 
PVPC, MHD District offices and EOT.  Below is a summary of the significant changes by year to the 
Draft TIP as result of the public review and comment period. 

COMMENTS MADE REGARDING THE FFY 2010-2013 TIP: 
Transit Comments 

Comments by Projis Comment Action Date 

PVTA 
Transit 
TIP 

Add line in the Economic Stimulus section for Operating 
Assistance equal to 10% of our ARRA funds ($1,625,945).  
Reduce the Van line item by the full $990,000 that was 
originally in the TIP and the Transit Security line item by 
$635,945 to reflect projects that will no longer be funded by 
the federal dollars in this specific ARRA grant (MA-96-
X0002-00).  It is our intention to fund the Vans ($990,000) 
and this portion of the Security projects ($635,945) with 
State funds being flexed from Highway funds to PVTA to 
make up the 10% of ARRA funds that are now allocated to 
Operating Assistance. 

Transit TIP 
updated 

8/13/200
9 

Highway Comments 
Comments by Projis Comment Action Date 

PVPC   
Add $1,400,000 (FRA-HSR) to FY2010 section 1C for New 
England High Spread Rail Corridor 

Funding 
added 

7/17/200
9 

West Springfield 603730 

Please consider West Springfield Connecticut Riverwalk and 
Bikeway for the second round of ARRA funding 
($2,375,000) 

Comment 
noted 

7/14/200
9 

Ware   

The MPO should also be commended for its effort to 
advance regionally significant projects within the FFY2010-
FFY2013 TIP.  Here again, the mix of projects reflects 
attention to the need for transportation improvements within 
our urban centers, and on the vital connector routes to less 
densely populated communities as well. While it is 
unfortunate that no CMAQ funds will be available to the 
region, I do recognize that further development of commuter 
rail outside of our own region will provide benefits to the 
Commonwealth as a whole. We can only hope that other 
regions will be as ready to help us in future years, 
particularly as we plan for regularly scheduled commuter rail 
access to Hartford, Boston and Albany. In this regard, the 
Palmer (Depot Village) passenger rail station could provide 
an important embarkation point for travelers in the region. I 
hope that this opportunity will be addressed in planning 
activities in future years. 

Comment 
noted 

7/30/200
9 

Ware   

I am also pleased that the MPO continues to support the 
proposed improvements to the Ware River Secondary Track. 
The impacts of the project, in terms of immediate job 
creation and long-term job retention, certainly make this 
project eligible for the proposed use of ARRA funds. The 
short-line railroad is a vital transportation connector for a 

Comment 
noted 

7/30/200
9 



Pioneer Valley Transportation Improvement Program FFY 2010-2013  September 2009 

 

  12

number of industries along the Ware River Valley 
corridor. More importantly, it provides major industries in 
Indian Orchard with a key link to Intermodal distribution 
facilities. I wholeheartedly endorse the inclusion of this 
project in the TIP. 

Senator Stephen M. 
Brewer 

FRE -
101 

I am writing on behalf of the Town of Ware (Contact: Paul 
Hills, Community Development Director, 126 Main Street, 
Ware, MA 01 082; Telephone: 4 13-967-71 36 EXT. 186) 
relative to its interest in obtaining economic stimulus funds 
for the Ware River Secondary Track.   The Town of Ware is 
attempting to secure funding through the FFY2010 Element 
of the FFY 2010-2013 Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP). As you may know, the Ware River Secondary Track 
is owned by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and leases 
the rights of way to several corporations in the region. These 
companies are paramount to the future economic needs of 
the communities that they serve. Granting this funding 
would be beneficial to the area workers who would be 
employed by this project and the local businesses who 
depend on this track. I would appreciate your strong 
consideration of this matter at your earliest possible 
convenience and contacting the Town of Ware directly. It 
would also be appreciated if you would provide me with a 
copy of any correspondence that you may have with Mr. 
Hills in this regard.  

Comment 
noted 

7/31/200
9 

PVPC 602912 
Add $800,000 (section 122 funds) to Section 1C FY2013 for 
construction of Chicopee River walk 

Funding 
added 8/3/2009 

Ware 
FRE -
105 

See attached article supporting service by Amtrak's 
Vermonter along Vermont Central corridor through Palmer 
and Amherst 

Noted/See 
attached 
article 8/5/2009 

Ware 
FRE-
101 

See attached article supporting freight rail services offered 
by the MassCentral Railroad on the War River Line.   

Noted/See 
attached 
article 8/5/2009 

Davio Danielson 
Executive Committee 
Hampshire COG   

I just spent a few hours familiarizing myself with the draft 
TIP. Fascinating reading, both for what is included and what 
is not.  Did I miss it, or are the requirements for a 
conforming transportation plan silent on the total 
populations' transportation needs and transportation-related 
CO2 emissions for the region? I presume public 
transportation is covered in some other report, but is the 
availability of public transportation a factor in assigning 
priorities for repairs and new construction? Is traffic flow 
and impact on vehicle miles driven a factor in deciding 
which bridges and roads to fix?   Now that the courts have 
ruled that under the Clean Air Act DEP can regulate CO2 
and other greenhouse gasses, is it permissible to look beyond 
ozone and VOC's in considering transportation impacts?  
Are innovative approaches to traffic flow such as 1) no 
idling zones, 2) traffic-actuated signal systems, 3) replacing 
stop signs with yield signs where safety considerations 
permit, 4) park and ride programs etc. etc. allowable 
elements of a TIP?  Overall, this TIP looks like business-as-
usual, unrelated to the sense of urgency I feel about Climate 

Comment 
noted 8/6/2009 
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Disruption and the huge amounts of methane about to bubble 
out of the so-called permafrost.  Has the PVPC looked at 
other approaches and options for making transportation in 
the Valley more efficient and less impact on the 
environment? Might it have plans to do so? 

Robert H. Claflin, 
Administrator 
Applewood at Amherst 604043 

I wish to express comment, on behalf of Applewood at 
Amherst and the resident community that resides here, on the 
2010-2013 Transportation Improvement Program, project # 
604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner.       1. That state project 
#604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner for @439289 be funded 
under Part 1A: Federal Aid Target Projects with Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) funding instead of being 
funded under Part 1C: Federal Aid Non – Target Projects 
with Economic Recovery (ER) funds. This project is ready 
to begin in FY 2010 should not be delayed for discussions 
over funding the Atkins’ Corner project. This project, as it 
currently stands, is key to improving the current regional 
traffic system. All of the residential communities in this area, 
most housing older adults and seniors, as well as businesses, 
the college and museum see this project as an important 
improvement for addressing the many vehicular accidents at 
the intersections of Rte. 116 and at other adjoining roads. 
Once completed the project provides bus pull-off areas, 
traffic calming techniques that allow elderly residents to 
cross busy streets as well as a link to a long envisioned bike 
path.  This project also effects fuel economy and air quality 
as there will be no stop signs or lights stopping traffic that 
currently create slow moving traffic jams at rush hours. 
Thank you for your consideration with this matter and that I 
hope I expressed to you and other members of the MPO of 
the importance of keeping this project scheduled for funding 
in FY 2010 on the TIP for 2010 and funded by a reliable 
source. 

Comment 
noted 8/7/009 

Richard C. O'Riley 
President ABC&D 
Recycling, Inc. 

FRE-
101 

ABC&D Recycling, Inc. is a rail customer of the 
Massachusetts Central Railroad which operates on the Ware 
River Secondary, a property owned by the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts.  ABC&D Recycling directly employs 8 
people and indirectly serves 200 other companies and their 
employees.  We depend on the daily service performed by 
the Mass Central Railroad to ship loaded railcars of 
construction and demolition material.  The upgrade of the 
Ware River Secondary Right-of-Way Infrastructure is 
needed for our continued survival as a Massachusetts rail 
served company.  With the recent resurgence of rail freight 
movement and our own growth potential, we need to have 
this railroad Infrastructure upgraded in order that it can 
support our future growth. 

Comment 
noted 8/7/2009 
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Amherst DPW 604043 

I wish to submit the following comment on the Draft 2010 – 
2013 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with 
regard to state project # 604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner.  1. 
That state project # 604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner for 
$2,439,289, be funded under Part 1A: Federal Aid Target 
Projects with Surface Transportation Program (STP) funding 
instead of being funded under Part 1C: Federal Aid Non-
Target Projects with Economic Recovery (ER) funds.  This 
project is ready to begin in FY 2010 and should not be 
delayed over the discussion of Economic Recovery (ER) 
funds.  The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), 
chairman made it quite clear during the July MPO meeting 
that ER funds are not guaranteed and should not be relied 
upon to fund projects that are ready to proceed. This project 
has the second highest Transportation Evaluation (TEC) 
rating of the projects proposed on the FY2010 TIP.  The 
Town will be submitting the 100 % plans this month and will 
complete the principle right-of-way acquisition as well.  The 
current schedule for this project has the Town beginning 
water and sewer relocations this fall.  The Atkins Corner 
project as it currently stands is a key improvement to the 
current regional traffic system, providing the primary north-
south access on the eastern side of the Connecticut River.  It 
will also provide another link in the long envisioned bike 
route from Mount Holyoke College to the other members of 
the Five College system.  This project has also grown into 
the starting point of the long discussed Atkins Corner Plan in 
Amherst.  As such the plan has garnered wide acceptance 
and support in the local area and in the Town as a whole.  
Three of the principle businesses in this area have begun 
developing their expansion and improvement plans around 
the completion of this project.  To support these plans 
Amherst has entered into a tax incentive agreement with one 
of these employers to provide added incentives to continue 
moving their expansion plans forward.  This agreement 
covers about 2 million dollars in improvements and the 
creation of 10 additional jobs for the south Amherst area.   

8/11/200
9 

Mark K. Spiro Vice 
President for Finance and 
Administration 
Hampshire College 604043 

On behalf of Hampshire College, I wish to submit the 
following comment on the Draft 2010 -2013 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) with regard to state project # 
604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner. 1. That state project # 
604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner for $2,439,289, be funded 
under Part 1A: Federal Aid Target Projects with Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) funding instead of being 
funded under Part 1C: Federal Aid Non-Target Projects with 
Economic Recovery (ER) funds. Hampshire College has 
worked closely for several years with the Town of Amherst 
Planning Department, the Department of Public Works, 
Atkins Farms Country Market, Applewood at Amherst and 
the residents of South Amherst in the planning of the Rte 
116 Atkins Corner road project. It is important that funding 
for the project not be delayed over the discussion of 
Economic Recovery (ER) funds. I urge that the approved 
funding plan for the Rte 116 Atkins Corner road project 

Comment 
noted 

8/11/200
9 
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remain in place in order that the project may begin this fall 
as scheduled. Completion of this project in a timely manner 
is essential to improving vehicular circulation and the safety 
of pedestrians and bikers. In addition, the Atkins corner 
project will provide key improvements to the current 
regional traffic system, providing the primary north-south 
access on the eastern side of the Connecticut River. It will 
also provide another link in the long envisioned bike route 
from Mount Holyoke College to the other members of the 
Five College system. 

City of Westfield 603783 
Move HPP Design funding ($360,000) from FY2009 section 
1C to FY2010 section 1C  

Funding 
moved 

8/12/200
9 

Town of Amherst Public 
Works Committee 604043 

The Public Works Committee of the Town of Amherst 
submits the following comment on the Draft 2010-2013 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), in particular on 
State Project #604043, Route 116-Atkins Corner.  We ask 
that the Atkins Corner project be funded under Part 1A: 
Federal Aid Target Projects with Surface Transportation 
Program (STP) funding, and not under Part 1C: Federal Aid 
Non-Target Projects with Economic Recovery (ER) funds.  
The project is ready to begin in 2010 and should not be 
threatened with termination--or even delayed--as a result of 
the uncertainty that now surrounds ER funds.  The Town's 
Superintendent of Public Works, Guilford Mooring, tells us 
that ER funds are not guaranteed and may not be used to 
fund projects that are ready to proceed.  We therefore ask 
that the funding be moved from ER funding to STP funding, 
so that this project, long in planning and now "shovel-ready, 
can begin.  The Atkins Corner Project has already been 
given the second highest Transportation Evaluation rating, 
because it will improve traffic flow and enhance pedestrian 
and bicycle safety in this heavily-traveled, densely 
populated, and dangerous intersection.  IN addition, the 
reconstruction of the intersection will improve traffic flow 
and safety for those who get on and off the busses.  Further, 
the Town of Amherst in its master plan has designated 
Atkins Corner as a center of commercial development, a 
"village center", and the Atkins Farm corporation plans to 
enlarge and diversify its operatio9ns there.  The Town of 
Amherst has committed over $2,000,000 in tax incentives 
and property transfer to support and this expansion and the 
development of this village center.  It has done so done so 
because the Atkins Corner project is the cornerstone of the 
area's economic development.  For these reasons, we, the 
members of the Town's Public Works Committee, ask that 
Atkins Corner project be given stable STP funding so that 
construction can proceed immediately.     
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Town of Amherst 604043 

On behalf of the Amherst Select Board, I implore the MPO 
to change the TIP funding category for the Route 116 - 
Atkins Corner Reconstruction, State project #604043. The 
planning for this project has been in the works for many 
years. It has been through countless rounds of design and 
approvals. It involves land swap and compensation 
agreements with more than half a cozen property owners. It 
has garnered overwhelming support from multiple Town 
Meeting votes. An intricate web of complex collaboration 
has finally and painstakingly brought this project to the cusp 
of construction, and it is now threatened by an unreliable 
TIP funding classification. Allowing this project to be 
compromised at this point for this reason would be an 
accidental indulgence of the public's cynical stereotypes 
about bureaucracy. Please don't let this happen. This 
reconstruction is vital for safety and economic development, 
and will benefit the Five College community and beyond. It 
is ready to go. Please don't let it be jeopardized by making 
the final piece of funding uncertain. Please amend the 
FY2010 TIP to include this under Part 1 A, Federal Aid 
Target Projects with STP funding. 

Comment 
noted 

8/13/200
9 

Wendy Hammerle 
Member, Manhan Rail 
Trail Committee, 
Easthampton   

I am writing in support of the use of Economic Recovery 
monies to help fund projects on the Pioneer Valley TIP list, 
specifically to fund two projects involving the Manhan Rail 
Trail in Easthampton:  The Manhan Rail Trail Bridge over 
Manhan River (ER $620,000) - this project was removed 
from the Easthampton-Northampton Connector project due 
to constructability issues that could not be resolved before a 
looming “shovel ready” deadline in June, 2009.  Those 
issues have now been resolved and the bridge project is 
ready to go.  This bridge will complete an important link 
between the two cities, providing huge economic benefits, 
opportunities for safe, pollution-free transportation and 
healthful recreation for persons of all ages and abilities.  The 
Manhan Rail Trail Coleman Road Extension (Sec 115 
$653,762; ER $103,923) - this project has been held up for 
years due to asbestos in the soil from an old Zonolite plant at 
the site.  This contamination is expected to be removed this 
fall by the Environmental Protection Agency under a “Time-
Critical Removal Action” order.  This clean-up paves the 
way for the construction of this short but vital piece of rail 
trail.  Once completed, this stretch will provide safe off-road 
access to bicyclists, walkers and others who patronize the 
many shops and businesses near the Coleman Road trail 
head.  This section is also a critical piece of the network that 
will ultimately stretch all the way to the Connecticut 
shoreline.  Funding for both these projects has been carefully 
pieced together using Economic Recovery funds, 
Transportation Improvement Program funds, Community 
Preservation Act monies and other funds.  But the support of 
the MPO is essential if these projects are to move forward in 
a timely manner.  I recognize that you have many requests 
and limited funds but I urge you to please support both of 
these important projects.  The entire region stands to benefit! 

Comment 
noted 

8/14/200
9 
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Christopher J. Lindquist 
board member of the 
Westfield Business 
Improvement District and 
the Executive Director of 
the Westfield 
Athenaeum, the public 
library for the City of 
Westfield  603783 

As a board member of the Westfield Business Improvement 
District and the Executive Director of the Westfield 
Athenaeum, the public library for the City of Westfield and 
one of the largest non-profits in the downtown, I was very 
disappointed to see the Columbia Greenway Project moved 
to Appendix Z in the Draft 2010-2013 Transportation 
Improvement Plan.  Recently the Draft of the Rethinking 
Downtown Westfield Plan listed the Columbia Greenway as 
a key component in the revitalization of the downtown. 
Currently the Central Phase of the Greenway is at 75% 
design and the South Phase is at 25% design with the final 
design designated in the next year.   I hope that you will 
reconsider placement of the Columbia Greenway in the 
2010-2013 TIP, giving it the high priority it deserves 

Comment 
noted 

8/14/200
9 

Fran VanTreese Chair of 
the Amherst Public 
Transportation and 
Bicycle Committee 
(PTBC) 604043 

As Chair of the Amherst Public Transportation and Bicycle 
Committee (PTBC), I urge you to fund the $2,439,289 
portion of the Atkins Corner - Route 116 project (State 
Project #604043) under Part 1A: Federal Aid Target Projects 
with Surface Transportation Program (STP) funding instead 
of being funded under Part 1C: Federal Aid Non-Target 
Projects with Economic Recovery (ER) funds.The PTBC has 
consistently supported Atkins Corner project because it has 
wide-ranging benefits to our region: • It will provide 
significant economic development opportunities for the area. 
• It will vastly increase traffic safety by improving a very 
dangerous intersection. • It will provide another section of a 
multiuse path that will eventually become a North-South 
alternative transportation route connecting Amherst center 
with points south.Furthermore, this project is ready to 
proceed.  It should be funded in a manner that lets the work 
begin immediately so that the many benefits of the project 
can be reaped as soon as possible.     

Comment 
noted 

8/14/200
9 

Hubert E. Robert 570 
Bay Road Amherst 604043 

I'd like to add the following to the public comment on the 
Transportation Improvement Plan, with specific reference to 
funding Amherst's Atkins Corner Project.  
Despite the vigorous manner in which Amherst Town 
officials have advocated for the Atkins Corner Project, I 
would respectfully suggest that it should not be assigned a 
high priority for available Federal Stimulus money. 
Though the intersection of Bay Road, West Bay Road, and 
Route 116 is in need of updating, the proposal Amherst has 
put together is a costly, over-planned response to an 
otherwise fairly straightforward infrastructure issue. 
The two daisy-chained "roundabouts" the plan incorporates 
represent a far more expensive and probably less effective 
solution, to the intersection's redesign than a more 
conventional, signaled setup.  I suspect the roundabouts 
represent not a highway design best practice, but rather a 
faddish, "fun" project for the Town's planning and public 
works staff to design and build -- much more exciting for 
them than a boring old traffic light setup. 
The village loop part of the project primarily benefits 
abutting landowners by increasing the value of their land; it 
is also 

Comment 
noted 

8/14/200
9 
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serves to facilitate luxury-priced Hampshire College's stated 
aspirations to become a developer of commercial real estate.
Neither is, in my opinion, a valid reason to award the project 
scarce stimulus monies.  Amherst unfortunately has a  
history of putting together over-planned, overpriced pubic 
works projects.   The downtown parking garage, with it's 
twice-the-necessary price tag, is one recent example. 
The Pioneer Valley has many other far more pressing traffic 
improvement needs than Atkins Corner.  I would strongly  
urge the PVPC not recommend it for funding. 

MHD 604441 

Easthampton Manhan Rail Trail Coleman Rd Extension: 
Given the likely timeline for EPA clean-up of the asbestos-
contaminated soil in the project area, the project should be 
considered for funding as non-ARRA only.  Without the 
EPA cleanup cost charged to the project, the project is 
anticipated to be fully funded with the Section 115 and HPP-
596 funds, which should remain in Section 1C for 2010. 

Comment 
noted 

8/17/200
9 

MHD 604433 
FFY 2013 Belchertown Route 181 (Correct Project Number 
is 604433)  Total Cost is $9,295,383 

Project 
Updated 

8/17/200
9 

Ellie Fraser, Member 
Upper Orchard II 
Condominium Assoc. 604043 

As a member of the Upper Orchard II Condominium 
Association in south Amherst, I convey Association support 
for requests of added funding to complete the planned 
'Atkins Corner' project. The Board attests to the fact that the 
traffic flow and congestion issues are very significant and 
that they have become of much greater concern in the last 
several years. As persons who walk, bike and/or drive daily 
in this community, we know too well the hazardous 
conditions that are frequently experienced. It would be to the 
welfare of all were this project completed as soon as 
possible. 

Comment 
noted 

8/18/200
9 

Pauline Lannon, 
President Atkins Farms 
Country Market 604043 

I wish to Submit the following comment on the above draft 
with regard to state project #604043.  1. That state project 
#604043, Rte 116 Atkins Corner for $2,429,289., be funded 
under Part 1A: Federal Aid Target Projects with Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) funding instead of being 
funded under Part 1C: Federal Aid Non=Target Projects 
with Economic Recovery (ER) funds.  This project is ready 
to begin in FY 2010 and should not be delayed over the 
discussion of Economic Recovery (ER) funds.  However, the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) chairman made 
it quite clear during the July MPO meeting that ER funds are 
not guaranteed and should not be relied upon to fund 
projects that are ready to proceed.  As one of the principal 
businesses at this location, we have invested a great deal of 
time and expense on plans, both architectural and landscape 
plans, to incorporate the future changes to our property due 
to the improved intersection.  We have been involved in and 
cooperative in land taking and land swap.  This project 
should not be delayed because the intersection, which has 
high traffic county, is a safety hazard.  There have been 
numerous automobile accidents at this intersection.  Also, 
we put out lives at risk every time we try to cross the street.  
The project improvements will not only make the 
intersection safer for pedestrians and cars, but will also 

Comment 
noted 

8/15/200
9 



Pioneer Valley Transportation Improvement Program FFY 2010-2013  September 2009 

 

  19

improve area nature trails and bicycle trails.  In addition, the 
five-college bus route stop will be taken off a busy road and 
moved to a slower side road.  The PVPC has been involved 
in planning for this corner for many years so I am sure you 
are aware of our many problems.  We would appreciate your 
continued support to have this project proceed in a timely 
manner. 

Gerard A. Majeran 
Terminal Manager A&R 
Transport, Inc. 

FRE-
101 

A&R Packaging is a rail customer of the Massachusetts 
Central Railroad which operates on the Ware River 
Secondary, a property owned by the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts.  A&R Packaging directly employs 44 people 
and indirectly serve several other companies and there 
employees.  We depend on the daily service performed by 
the Mass Central Railroad to bring in rail cars of plastic 
pellets that we either transload into our trucks for delivery to 
our customers, or package the product for our customers.  
The upgrade of the Ware river secondary Right-of-Way 
Infrastructure is needed for our continued survival as a 
Massachusetts rail served Company.  With the recent 
resurgence of rail freight movement and our own growth 
potential, we need to have this railroad Infrastructure 
upgraded in order that it can support our future growth. 

Comment 
Noted 

8/13/200
9 

Massachusetts Central 
Railroad Corporation 
Employees 

FRE-
101 

We, the undersigned, employees of the Massachusetts 
Central Railroad provide daily rail service to nine companies 
located along the Ware River secondary.  These companies 
depend on our expertise in providing the safe and efficient 
delivery of their rail commodities.  The upgrade of the Ware 
River Secondary Right-of-Way Infrastructure is necessary 
for our continued employment by the Railroad and the 
continued survival of these rail served companies.  This 
Infrastructure needs to meet the future needs of these 
customers for their continued growth.  With congestion on 
the highways, the movement of commodities via rail is 
increasing.  These are truly valid reasons for us to support 
this Infrastructure upgrade along the Ware River Secondary. 

Comment 
Noted 

8/13/200
9 

Kevin D. Moriarty VP 
Human 
Resources/Administratio
n Kanzaki Specialty 
Papers 

FRE-
101 

Kanzaki Specialty Papers, Inc. is a rail customer of the 
Massachusetts Central Railroad which operates on the Ware 
River Secondary, a property owned by the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts.  Kanzaki Specialty Papers directly 
employs 219 people and indirectly serves 75+ companies 
and their employees.  We depend on the daily service 
performed by the Mass Central Railroad for the delivery of 
base paper which our company uses for further processing.  
The upgrade of the Ware river Secondary Right of Way 
Infrastructure is needed for our continued survival as a 
Massachusetts rail served Company.  With the recent 
resurgence of rail freight movement and our own growth 
potential we need to have this railroad infrastructure upgrade 
in order that it can support our future growth. 

Comment 
Noted 

8/11/200
9 
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John Pondelli, Jr. 
President Wildwood 
Reload 

FRE-
101 

Wildwood Reload is a rail customer of the Massachusetts 
Central Railroad which operates on the Ware River 
Secondary, a property owned by the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts.  Wildwood Reload directly employs nine 
people and indirectly serves thirteen other companies and 
there employees.  We depend on the daily service performed 
by the Mass Contrail Railroad to bring in rail cars of 
building materials such as plywood, OSB, structural steel.  
We also receive inbound rail cars of printing paper, road salt, 
wood pellets, and animal feed.  The upgrade of the Ware 
River Secondary Right-of-Way Infrastructure is needed for 
our continued survival as a Massachusetts rail served 
Company.  With the recent resurgence of rail freight 
movement and our own growth potential, we need to have 
this railroad Infrastructure upgrade in order that it cans 
support our future growth. 

Comment 
Noted 

8/10/200
9 

Support the Columbia 
Greenway Petition 603783 

We, the undersigned, wish to show our support for the 
Columbia Greenway project in Westfield, MA.  We want to 
see both phases of the project realized but we think that for 
the benefit of Southwick and Westfield that the Southern 
phase should start as soon as possible.  We would like to ask 
PVPC to raise the Columbia Greenway to the highest 
priority level of the TIP’s status.  The importance of having 
a bike and pedestrian path connection the two towns would 
be beneficial to our families by providing a fun sage place to 
walk, bike, and roller blade.  There is a great economical 
advantage for both of the towns.  The path will attract people 
from surrounding towns, new business will spur up and 
existing ones will thrive. (307 signatures) 

Comment 
Noted 8/17/09 

EOT 605065 

Remove "Design Only" from project description and update 
total funding to refelct remainder of HPP earmark 
($4,449,450) and move from FY2010 section 1C to FY2011 
section 1c 

Project 
Updated 9/1/2009 

EOT  

Connecticutt River Scenic Farm Byway-Land projectect 
move TCSP and Scenic Byway funding from FY2010 
section 1C to FY2011 section 1C – IF PROJECT WILL 
NOT BE READY IN FY2010 

Project moved 
pending 
approval 9/1/2009 

EOT 605569 
Spring and Elliot Street Improvments - Design only has 
been assigned Projis # 605569  

PROJIS # 
added 9/1/2009 

Advanced Drainage 
Systems, Inc 

FRE-
101 

Advanced Drainage System, Inc. is a rail customer of 
the Massachusetts Central Railroad which operates on 
the Ware River Secondary, a property owned by the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Advanced Drainage System, Inc. direlty employs 111 
people and indirectly serves 2,000 other companies 
and their employees. 
We depend on the daily service performed by the Mass 
Central Railroad to bring in rail cars of plastic pellets 
that we transload into our trucks to bring to our plant in 
Ludlow, MA. For manufacturing gof plastic drainage 
pipe. 
The upgrade of the Ware River Secondary Right-of-
Way Infrastructure is needed for our continued survival 

Comment 
noted 

8/19/200
9 
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as a Massachusetts rail served Company. With the 
recent resurgence of rail freight movement and our 
own growth potential, we need to have this railroad 
Infrastructure upgraded in order that it can support our 
growth. 

Palmer Redevelopment 
Authority 

FRE-
101 

The Massachusetts Central Railroad and its 
predecessors have served the Towns along the Ware 
River Valley for over 100 years.  The value of the 
Railroad to the local economy is important enough that 
rather than have it abandoned 30 years ago, the 
Commonwealth purchased the Right of Way.  This 
Right of Way is referred to as Ware River Secondary. 
The Railroad provides daily service to nine Companies 
located on its line who depend on the railroad for 
delivery of their products.  These companies employ 
over 1,000 people 
The upgrade of the Ware River Secondary Right of 
Way Infrastructure is needed for the continued survival 
of these rail-served Massachusetts companies.  With 
the recent resurgence in the movement of freight by 
rail, the congestion on the highways, the environmental 
issues we face and the growth potential of these 
companies, we need to have this Infrastructure 
upgraded, in order that it can the needs of the future.   

Town of Barre 
FRE-
101 

This letter is in conjunction with the above captioned 
matter and has been duly authorized by the Barre 
Board of Selectmen.  The Massachusetts Central 
Railroad and its predecessors have served the towns 
along the Ware River Valley for over one-hundred 
years(100).  The value of the railroad to the local 
economy is important enough that rather than have it 
abandoned thirty (20) years ago. The Commonwealth 
purchased the right of Way (ROW).  This ROW is 
referred to as the Ware River Secondary. 
The Railroad provides daily service to nine (9) 
companies located on its line who depend on the 
railroad for the delivery of their products and these 
companies employee over one thousand (1,000) 
people. 
The upgrade of this ROW infrastructure is needed for 
the continued survival of these rail-served 
Massachusetts companies.  With the recent 
resurgence in the movement of freight by rail, the 
congestion on highways, the environmental issues we 
face and the growth potential of these companies, we 
need to have this ROW infrastructure upgraded in 
order to meet future demand. 

Comment 
Noted 

8/11/200
9 

Town of Hardwick 
FRE-
101 

The Massachusetts Central Railroad and its 
predecessors have served the towns along the Ware 
River Valley for over 100 years.  The value of the 
railroad to the local economy was important enough, 
that rather than have it abandoned 30 years ago, the 
Commonwealth of purchased the Right of Way.  This 

Comments 
Noted 

8/10/200
9 
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Right-of Way is referred to as the Ware River 
Secondary 
The Railroad provides daily service to nine (9) 
companies located on its line who depend on the 
railroad for the delivery of their products and these 
companies employ over 1,000 people. 
The upgrade of the Ware River Right of Way 
infrastructure is needed for the continued survival of 
these rail-served Massachusetts companies.  With the 
recent resurgence in the movement of freight by rail, 
the congestion on highways, the environmental issues 
we face and the growth potential of these companies.  
There is have need to have this infrastructure 
upgraded in order that it can meet the needs of the 
future 

Amherst Town Manager 604043 

Please allow this letter to serve as my strongest 
recommendation that the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) do everything in its power to 
advocate for the funding of $2,439,289 for the fiscal 
year 2010 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  
I understand that the original TIP approval is included 
in a funding category that has not been guaranteed. 
This critical safety project improves an important but 
dangerous road that connects Amherst and South 
Hadley.  The project is also an important but 
dangerous road that connects Amherst and South 
Hadley.  The project is also an important economic 
development catalyst that will lay the public 
infrastructure needed to stimulate appropriate private 
development.  Atkins Farm, a regional destination for 
locally grown and produced products, has received Tax 
Increment financing approval from the Town of 
Amherst to construct a major addition and to add jobs.  
Hampshire College has plans to construct Veridian 
Village, condominium project designed to attract 
lifelong learners to South Amherst.  Both projects are 
dependent upon the Atkins road project going forward 
as conceived and as scheduled 

Comments 
Noted 

8/12/200
9 

Anne Gobi 
State Representative 
5th Worcester District 

FRE-
101 

am pleased to offer my endorsement for improvements 
to the Ware River Valley Secondary Track.  Rail 
service and the ability to move goods is crucial to the 
economic development of the region that is served by 
the Ware River Valley Secondary Track.  I am aware of 
long term goals of the Commonwealth and a desire to 
utilize more rail service to alleviate truck transport for 
freight.  I appreciate the fact that the Metropolitan 
Planning Organization has renewed its support of the 
project and I wholeheartedly support the project as 
well. 

Comments 
Noted 

8/19/200
9 
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COMMENT RECEIVED DURING PUBLIC REVIEW OF PROPOSED CHANGES (12/21/2009 – 
1/5/2010) 

Comment By: Projis Comment Action Date
MassCentral 
Railroad 
Corporation 

FRE-101 As the year comes to a close and the final stimulus funds 
are being dispersed, I am again asking that you support 
the rehabilitation of the Ware River Secondary and the 
Massachusetts Central Railroad operates this rail line 
from Palmer to Barre, under Agreement with the 
MassDOT. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts owns 
the track known as the Ware River Secondary and the 
Massachusetts Central Railroad operates this rail line 
from Palmer to Barre, under Agreement with the 
MassDOT.  The rebuilding of the Ware River Secondary 
rail INFRAUSTRUCTURE has been on the STIMULUS 
LIST of "shovel ready projects" for many months.   This 
Rail Project has had the ongoing support of 
MassDOT/Rail.  The Pioneer Valley Planning 
Commission (MPO), The Central Massachusetts 
Regional Planning Commission (MPO), Congressman 
John Olver, Congressman Richard Neal, Senator Steven 
Brewer, Representative Anne Gobi, and ALL the Towns 
and Businesses that we serve.   Reliable and continued 
rail service is essential to our rail customers.  Our 
customers directly employ over 1,000 Massachusetts 
workers and their products and services provide 
employment for many times that number.   According to 
studies by the Association of American 
Railroads......every $1.00 invested in improving rail 
infrastructure generates $3.00 in economic growth 
activity.  Every $1 billion of investment in improving rail 
infrastructure creates 20,000 jobs.   As we look ahead to 
our transportation issues for 2010 and beyond, it is 
apparent that expanding the role of rail passenger and 
rail freight is essential for our economy, our environment 
and our healthy lives.   I am therefore again asking for 
your support of the $4 million Stimulus Fund for this 
project.  With the new ownership of the Mass Central 
Railroad our business has grown.  Along with our growth, 
the Economic Growth of Central Massachusetts has 
followed.  Without a major rebuilding of your own track, 
this growth can not continue 

Comment
s noted 

12/28/200
9

MassDOT Highway 
Division 1 

605582 Cummington Route 9 Resurfacing project (FFY 2011) 
does not have a Project ID number listed.  The project 
was approved by the Project Review Committee earlier 
this year and was assigned the number 605582  

Project ID 
number 
added 

12/29/200
9
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Town of Ware, 
Community 
Development 
Department 

FRE-101 Please accept these comments on the (amended) 
FY2010 element of the proposed FY2010 -FY2013 
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).  In reviewing the 
proposed project list, I find that the improvements to the 
Ware River Secondary Track have not been included for 
funding.  Nevertheless, I believe that the MPO may have 
an opportunity to keep the door open for funding this 
important project.  While I understand that the MPO has 
a responsibility to endorse a TIP that is fiscally 
constrained, the funding stream that is provided through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act presents 
a unique opportunity to secure the necessary funds for 
the Ware River rail improvements.  It seems quite 
possible that approved projects from other jurisdictions 
may fall by the wayside.  This could lead to a reallocation 
of funds from other states, or other regions within the 
Commonwealth, that will advance a truly "shovel-ready" 
project such as this one.   I suggest that the Ware River 
Secondary Track project be added to the FY2010 TIP list 
as a place-holder, with the source of funds "to be 
determined".  Should ARRA funds become available, the 
project could then be put out for bid without the need for 
the MPO or the Commonwealth to return to the TIP 
amendment process.   Allow me to close by saying that I 
appreciate your past support for improvements to the 
Ware River Secondary Track and remain confident that 
you will act in the best interests of the region as a whole 

Comment
s noted 

12/29/200
9

Town of Ware FRE-101 At their meeting on December 29, 2009 the Ware Board 
of Selectmen voted their support for the inclusion of the 
Ware River Secondary Track improvement project in the 
FY2010 Transportation Improvement Plan.  The Board 
views the project as essential to the future economic well 
being of the region because several major employers 
depend on the Ware River line for efficient transportation 
of raw materials and finished products.  Without this 
important transportation link, these key industries might 
not survive.   Several businesses have made significant 
investment in recent years in plant expansion and 
processing capacity.  These include Kanzaki Specialty 
Papers, A&R Transportation and ABC&D Recycling in 
Ware, and Wildwood Reload in South Barre.  Their 
private investment has been complemented by safety 
enhancements at several grade crossings and the 
planned replacement of the rail bridge over Route 9 
(East Street) in Ware.  Unfortunately, while these 
improvements have gone on, deterioration of track and 
ties has led to weight and speed restrictions along this 
active rail corridor.  The proposed $4million investment 
will bring the track to a solid Class 2 performance 
standard.  It will immediately provide new jobs in 
construction trades, and secure long term employment 
opportunities at the industries along the line.  We ask 
that you give careful consideration to the inclusion of this 
project in the current Transportation Improvement Plan.  
Thank you 

Comment
s noted 

12/30/200
9
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State Senator 
Stephen M. Brewer 

FRE-101 I am pleased to be writing on behalf' of the Town of Ware 
(Contact: Paul E. Hills, Director Town of Ware 
Community Development Department. 126 Main Street, 
Ware. MA 01082; Telephone: 413-967-9648. ext. 120), 
relative to its request for funding to improve the Ware 
River Valley Secondary Track. 
It is my, understanding that the Town of Ware is seeking 
$4 million to make improvements to the railroad corridor 
that runs from Palmer to South Barre. It is my further 
understanding that this project was previously advanced 
by the Massachusetts Department of Transportation as a 
Transportation Improvement Plan where the finding was 
to come from the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act (ARRA). It is also my understanding that Governor 
Deval Patrick was responsible for the project selection 
and the Ware River Valley Secondary Track did not 
make his priority list. It is my additional understanding 
that the project has received an unprecedented level of 
support from the region with residents, businesses, and 
local officials. I am also in strong support of the Town of 
Ware's request and I would appreciate your 
consideration of this important matter. It would also be 
appreciated if you would provide me with a copy of any 
correspondence that you may have with the Town of 
Ware in this regard. Thank you for your time and 
attention to this matter. 

Comment 
Noted 

1/5/2010

PALMER 
REDEVELOPMEN
T AUTHORITY 

 The Town of Palmer currently has a unique and 
exciting opportunity for creating jobs and producing 
revenue for Western Massachusetts. Reinstating 
passenger railroad service to Union Passenger Station 
has the ability to spark the economic growth needed in 
these economically challenged times. Our plan also 
includes the construction of a parking facility to 
accommodate short & long term parking, as well as a 
recreational facility to act as a town common for hosting 
events and festivals. These two projects, along with 
restoring passenger service back to Palmer combine to 
make a tremendous revenue generator for the Town of 
Palmer. With much of the infrastructure already in place, 
our project can utilize the funding provided to us in the 
most proficient way, ensuring our projects overall 
success and quick completion. Platform construction with 
walkway and Subway Entrance construction is estimated 
at $500,000.00 Maximum for completion. Parking Lot & 
Lighting estimate of $800,000.00. Recreational Theme-
Park & Relocation of the Highway Department estimates 
at $3.5 Million including building & rebuilding. The 
Palmer Redevelopment Authority would ask to seek 
funds for all funding or individually funding; Total project 
cost would be $4.8 Million.  

We are proud to say that we are not alone in our 
efforts, and have an ever-growing list of letters of support 
from local communities and organizations, state and 
regional officials, railroad industry representatives and 
even our community residence praising and supporting 

 Comment 
Noted 

1/5/2010
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our efforts. Our current list of supporters include: 
 
- MA State Representative Todd Smola  
MA State Senator Stephen Brewer 
- MA Lt. Governor Timothy Murray  
- Town of Palmer 
- Town of Amherst  
- Town of Ware 
- Town of Erving, CT  
-         Town of Brimfield 
- Town of Stafford, CT  
- Town of Sturbridge 
- Town of Southbridge  
- Town of Warren 
- Town of Webster  
- Town of Wales 
- Old Sturbridge Village  
- State of Vermont Rail Service (The Vermonter) 
- Crimmins & Graveline Insurance Agency - Marc 
Graveline 
- Quaboag Hills Chamber of Commerce - Leonard 
Weake,   
- Palmer Economic Development Advisory Committee - 
Paul Burns  
- Rail America Operations - Charles Hunter (Director of 
Operations - East) 
… and the list continues to grow every week.  
Some of the competitive advantages to reinstating 
passenger rail service include: 
•Extensive Road Network to funnel rail passengers- 
leading to the Regional HUB of Palmer 
•High Population Count  
•Existing rail provides additional rail links to other parts of 
CT drawing from the Central MA region, which 
supplements the current link from Springfield which is 
only realistically feasible by boarding in Palmer 
•Existing rail infrastructure can be utilized without 
constructing new rail – thus allowing this to occur in 
minimal amount of time 
•Minimal Required Improvements for new passenger 
platform as opposed to new or full track upgrades and 
new rail stations 
•Time of Implementation – short - favorable with funding 
and support by all stakeholders with A.R.R.A. Funding 
•Costs – very favorable on return 
•Future Developments/Expansion – Special Events 
•Growing Customer Base/MarketWe have a presentation 
detailing all of our short & long term goals for success, 
plans for development, and projected start up cost and 
revenue figures that was presented to the 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation, and can 
be made available for your review at anytime. We ask 
that you please take advantage of this great opportunity 
and help us give back to the State of Massachusetts. By 
allowing MBTA Service from Amherst to Palmer via 
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Worcester/Boston, our plan is also favorable to regional 
economic growth. The Lakeshore Limited is also on our 
door step as we speak, and our region wants to access 
this now. 

Philip Opielowski, 
Palmer, MA 
Chairman, Palmer 
Public Library 
Railroad Advisory 
Board 
Member, Palmer 
Rail Coalition 
 

FRE-101 It has been brought to my attention that ARRA stimulus 
dollars may be available to perform critical upgrades to 
the track of the "Ware River Secondary", the 25-mile line 
that is owned by the Commonwealth and leased to the 
Mass Central Railroad between Palmer and Barre. This 
communication is in reference to the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).  The availability 
of any portion or all of approximately $4 million available 
dollars are a very small sum to invest to realize greater 
economic returns to the region encompassing Ware, 
Hardwick, and Barre.  
I currently understand that this line is operable with an 
industry standard 286,000# loading factor, however I 
believe this standard exists only between Palmer and as 
far as the town of Ware for about 12 miles of its 25-mile 
total. It would be in the best interests of communities 
north of Ware to include Hardwick and Barre to have a 
rehabilitated track refurbished to the higher 286K 
standard. In this way, there exists a greater potential to 
locate new industries that transport goods using freight 
cars built to accommodate heavier lading.  Thus, this 
higher standard track may very well entice new industry 
and stimulate new employment.  
I strongly propose an aggressive pursuit of these funds 
to perform this upgrade.  

 

Comment 
noted 

1/5/2010

PVTA Transit 
TIP 

We plan to spend these amounts in the following Federal 
Fiscal Years: 
FFY09               FFY10       FFY11                    TOTAL  
JARC 
$112,374         $337,123       $0                     $449,497 
NF 
$6,688             $80,780     $79,260                 $166,728 

Changes 
made 

1/5/2010
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Lenny Weake 
President 
Quaboag Hills 
Chamber of 
Commerce 
3 Converse Street 
Suite 103 
Palmer, MA 01069 
 

FRE-101 It has been brought to my attention that ARRA stimulus 
dollars may be available to perform critical upgrades to 
the track of the "Ware River Secondary", the 25-mile line 
that is owned by the Commonwealth and leased to the 
Mass Central Railroad between Palmer and Barre. This 
communication is in reference to the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).  The availability 
of any portion or all of approximately $4 million available 
dollars are a very small sum to invest to realize greater 
economic returns to the region encompassing Ware, 
Hardwick, and Barre.  
I strongly propose an aggressive pursuit of these funds 
to perform this upgrade.  If you have any questions 
please feel free to call me. 

Comment 
noted 

1/5/2010

 
In addition to the above changes, the Pioneer Valley Transit Authority requested that the following be 
included:  The Pioneer Valley Transit Authority, the FTA Section 5307(c) applicant, has consulted with 
the Pioneer Valley Planning Commission and concurs that the TIP satisfies the public hearing 
requirements that pertain to the development of the Program of Projects for regular Section 5307, 
Urbanized Area Formula Program, grant application including the provision for public notice and the 
time established for public review and comment. 
For FTA projects that are not routine; i.e. Section 5307 applications that required environmental 
assessment or an environmental impact statement, the public involvement provided herein for TIP 
review is not sufficient.  Additional public involvement will be required by FTA prior to grant approval, 
as presented in the joint FHWA/FTR environmental regulations, 23 CFR-Part 771. 
The Federal Aid (FA) and Non-Federal Aid (NFA) elements were separated into two components.  The 
FA component of the TIP was endorsed by the MPO and the NFA component is included in the main 
body of the TIP, however, is not subject to federal planning rules. 
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III. FEDERAL COMPONENT 
 
 
PIONEER VALLEY MPO ENDORSEMENT
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CERTIFICATION OF THE 3-C PLANNING PROCESS 
In accordance with the Metropolitan Planning Final Rule, the Pioneer Valley MPO has completed its 
review and hereby certifies that the conduct of the 3-C Transportation Planning Process complies with 
the requirements of CFR 450.334 and includes activities to support the development and 
implementation of this TIP, the Regional Transportation Plan, and subsequent project development 
activities, as necessary and to the degree appropriate. 
To reinforce this self certification, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) conducted a certification review of the Pioneer Valley MPO planning process in 
December 2004.  The two day on-site review was preceded by a desk audit of the major planning 
documents completed as part of the planning process.  Based on the certification review, the 
transportation planning process for the Pioneer Valley region was found to substantially meet the 
requirements of 23 CFR 450 Subpart C and 49 CFR 613. 
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FUNDING INFORMATION 
Federal Aid Funding Targets 
The EOT provided the revised PVPC federal aid highway funding targets and CMAQ targets for the 
region on July 1, 2009  The targets are provided for FFYs 2010 through 2013 and represent both the 
federal aid portion and respective state match.  
Federal financial resources for transit are projected using appropriated amounts provided by the FTA 
for the funding categories of Sections 5307 and 5311.  Sections 5309 and 20 are based on estimates 
of what will be reasonably available.  Due to the discretionary nature of these categories, project line 
items are maintained in the fourth year of the TIP until an actual grant award is tendered.  Section 5310 
is programmed through the state and is awarded on a discretionary basis.  Projections are based on 
past experience and the funding level provided by the State.   

Federal Aid Financial Constraint 
The federal aid element of the TIP is financially constrained according to the definition in Federal 
Register 23 CFR Part 450.324.  The federal aid projects programmed for this region reasonably meet 
the federal aid funding targets provided for the region.  Only projects for which funds can reasonabley 
be expected have been included.  Table 3 shows both these target amounts and the amounts 
programmed for highway projects during fiscal years 2010-2013.  Projects that are not charged against 
the funding targets are not presented in the table.  These projects include: Statewide items; and 
special funding projects. 
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Table 3 
Federal Highway Financial Plan 

Fiscal 
Year 

Federal 
Target 

Federal Aid 
Programed 

CMAQ 
Target 

CMAQ 
Funded 

HSIP 
Target 

HSIP 
Funded 

          

2010 
$13,160,66

3 $13,093,718 $0 $0 
$1,080,992 

$1,080,992 
         

2011 
$12,088,33

5 $12,088,335 $0 $0 
$1,080,992 

$1,080,992 
         

2012 
$11,716,84

1 $10,988,901 $0 $0 
$1,080,992 

$1,080,992 
         

2013 $9,396,840 $8,629,811 $2,161,984 $2,161,984 $1,080,992 $1,080,992 
 
 

The funding targets were programmed to projects according to project priority rating.  Projects were 
programmed slightly beyond the program target with the understanding that the targets are not 
earmarks and program levels are expected to fluctuate. 
The TIP reflects an emphasis on the maintenance and operation of the current transportation system 
with the ability to provide capital improvements.  The federal aid program for each year consist of 
almost entirely of maintenance projects for the present transportation system. 
The transit program outlined in Table 4 represents both apportioned items as well as discretionary 
items.  The total programmed amount represents both the federal, state and local contributions. 

Table 4 
Federal Transit Financial Plan 

Fiscal Year Total Programmed 

2010 $108,779,125 

2011 $78,474,264 

2012 $80,135,714 

2013 $82,257,684 

 
The transit projects programmed focus on maintaining and operating the present system and reflect 
little to no expansion.  The present transit system is being evaluated in order to service the same area 
more efficiently. 
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IV. TRANSPORTATION PROJECT PRIORITIES 
 
ORGANIZATION OF PROJECT LISTINGS 
Each project in the TIP contains the following information: 
 

SID - Project identification numbers given by the Massachusetts Highway Department. 

City/Town - Town or city in which a project is located. 

 Project Description - A brief description of work to be funded under the project. 

Funding -  The funding catagory from which funding is expected. 

Federal Funds -  The amount of federal dollars allocated for project construction. 

State Funds - The amount of state dollars allocated to the project. 

Total Cost - The total dollar amount that the project is expected to cost. 

Regional Target - The total combined Federal and State dollar amount provide for project funding 

TEC Score – Transportation Evaluation Criteria (TEC) is used by the TIP sub-committee to rank 
each potential TIP porject 
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V.  FEDERAL AID REGIONAL PROJECT LISTINGS 
The following is a complete listing of the Pioneer Valley Federally Funded Transportaion Improvement 
Projects for Fiscal Years 2010-2013. 
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APPENDIX D: Listing of Prioritized Projects, Project Needs Form (PNF), and 
Project Priority Evaluation Criteria 
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Community SID Project Name Percent Design Project Cost

*Westfield 603318 Main St. (Rte. 20) and Park Square Hwy Improvement (Total Cost TBD) 100 $15,000,000 12 11.75
Chesterfield 604718 East Street reconstruction (Footprint) 100 $3,305,000 6 5.60
Pelham 601154 Amherst Rd. Reconstruction 100 $6,000,000 5 4.70
Amherst 604043 Rte 116 Atkins Corner ($7,508,980) 75 $6,038,980 10 10.45
Springfield 604449 North end and Brightwood Infrastructure Improvements (South) 75 $7,878,000 10 9.85
West Springfield 604737 Westfield St. (Rte. 20) 75 $3,500,000 10 9.83
Westfield 604446 Route 187 - Little River Road reconstruction 75 $5,431,580 8 7.77
Westfield 604445 Route 187 -  Sherman's Mill Bridge reconstruction 75 $6,926,210 8 7.65
Westfield 604442 Route 187 - Feeding Hills Road reconstruction 75 $4,658,420 7 7.43
Belchertown 604433 Route 181 (Footprint) 75 $5,554,000 7 7.30
Southwick 604153 Routes 10/202 resurfacing (southerly) 75 $2,600,000 6 5.52
East Longmeadow 601350 Elm Street Reconstruction 75 $3,261,000 4 4.48
Blandford/Russell 605614 Resurfacing Route 23 75 $4,300,000 3 3.45
Springfield 604821 Outer Belt street improvements 25 $2,000,000 10 10.12
Amherst 82250 Route 116 (Notch) reconstruction 25 $5,300,000 9 9.10
West Springfield 604210 Rte 5 Reconstruction $4,800,000 (Section 1C, section 117 funds) 25 $0 9 8.78
*Northampton 180525 Damon Rd. Safety Improvement 25 $4,575,000 8 8.10
*Southwick 604154 Routes 10/202 resurfacing (center) ($5,175,000) 25 $3,375,000 8 8.02
Agawam 602653 Rte 159 (Main Street) Improvements 25 $3,700,000 8 7.77
Hadley 604035 Route 9 at Route 47 intersection improvements 25 $1,993,320 7 7.17
Agawam 600513 N. Westfield St. / S. Westfield St. (Rte. 187) 25 $3,500,000 7 6.95
Southwick 604033 Congamond Rd. (Rte. 168) Reconstruction 25 $3,700,000 6 6.47
Southampton 604653 East St. (Footprint) 25 $4,582,450 5 5.48
Belchertown 604692 N. Washington Street Reconstruction 25 $3,200,000 5 5.43
Easthampton 602486 Pomeroy Meadow Rd 25 $1,010,291 5 5.23
Holyoke 602925 Pleasant St. ($2,221,787) 25 $1,150,547 4 3.88
Monson 605687 Lower Hampden Rd Phase 2 25 $4,750,000 4 3.88
Southampton 604738 Glendale Rd. (Phase II) 25 $1,800,000 4 3.82
Huntington 605615 Route 112 Resurfacing 25 $3,070,000 3 3.45
Cummington 605582 Route 9 Pavement Preservation 25 $3,924,500 3 3.20
Westfield 604601 Route 20 Access Road ($10,355,971) 25 $7,852,283 3 3.12
Springfield 604603 Symphony Hall Plaza Improvements ($300,000) 25 $30,029 3 2.52
West Springfield 604746 Union Street Underpass 0 $15,000,000 11 11.22
Hadley/Northampton 604597 I-91 Exit 19 improvements 0 $15,000,000 10 9.75
Chicopee 604435 Memorial Drive (Rt 33) Traffic signal improvement 0 $800,000 10 9.67
Springfield/Wilbraham 605213 Boston Rd Reconstruction (Route 20) 0 $9,260,000 10 9.52
Westfield 604823 I-90 exit 3 0 $1,200,000 9 9.15
Agawam 603372 Connector, Rte 5 to Rte 57/rotary 0 $10,000,000 9 9.10
Westfield 603330 Rte. 10/202 CBD Traffic Improvements 0 $3,000,000 9 8.88
Westfield 603449 Western Avenue  Highway Improvement 0 $3,500,000 9 8.77
Chicopee 604434 Fuller Rd. Corridor Improvements 0 $6,200,000 8 8.27
Westfield 605134 Resurfacing Route 10/202 0 $1,250,000 8 8.05
Palmer 601504 Rte. 32 (Ware Road) ($22,854,850 or $15,000,000 W/O Climb lanes) 0 $19,975,170 7 7.43
Holyoke/West Springfield 604209 Route 5 Reconstruction from Ashley Ave. 0 $1,200,000 7 7.42
Northampton 604452 Route 66 (West St.) at Earle Street intersection improvements 0 $150,000 7 7.22
Southwick 603477 Route 57 Reconstruction 0 $2,500,000 7 6.82
Springfield 604448 Main St, Front, Route 141 Improvements (Indian Orchard) 0 $785,000 7 6.78
Belchertown 605556 Main @ Maple and Jabish Intersection Improvements 0 $690,000 7 6.68
Agawam 604203 Route 187/57 Intersection Improvements 0 $250,000 6 6.43
Southwick 604155 Routes 10/202 resurfacing (northerly) 0 $2,000,000 6 5.60
Holyoke 605643 Route 202 Resurfacing Ashley Ave to Old County Rd. 0 $1,545,000 6 5.58
Goshen 602888 Route 9 reconstruction 0 $4,500,000 5 5.17
Springfield 605385 Roosevelt Ave. @ Island Pond Rd and Roosevelt Ave @ Alden Street 0 $1,529,817 5 4.83
Hadley 602796 South Maple Street 0 $2,750,000 5 4.73
Westhampton 602386 Southampton Rd. 0 $1,400,000 4 4.38
Plainfield 604825 Route 116 (Main St) 0 $1,250,000 4 4.37
Westhampton 602387 Chesterfield Rd. 0 $2,400,000 4 4.02
Westhampton 602822 Kings Highway and Reservoir Rd 0 $1,360,000 4 4.02
Agawam 603731 Bikeway Loop 0 $472,526 4 4.02
Cummington 600301 Rte. 112 0 $600,000 4 3.70
Agawam/Southwick 115300 Rte. 57 Extension 0 $80,051,614 4 3.65

$324,585,737

Score
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Community SID Project Name Percent Design Project Cost

*Ludlow 604437 Intersection improvements, Chapin at East Street 75 $1,301,020 8 8.15
Westfield 603783 Columbia Greenway Rail trail and River Walk Phase I (South) ($6,226,907) 75 $5,234,139 6 6.28
Northampton/Easthampton 605728 Manhan Rail Trail-Bridge (Score is from the original project ranking) 75 $620,000 5 5.32
Easthampton 604441 Manhan Rail Trail Coleman Road Extension ($1,176,000) 25 $522,238 5 5.30
West Springfield 603730 CT Riverwalk and Bikeway 25 $2,500,000 5 4.77
Chicopee 602912 Chicopee Riverwalk 25 $1,400,000 5 4.62
Chicopee 602911 Connecticut Riverwalk 25 $1,611,250 4 4.40
Ware 603454 Ware River Valley Preservation Project 25 $1,400,000 4 4.22
Holyoke 603263 Holyoke Canalwalk (Phase 1B) ($2,731,820) 0 $740,566 9 8.65
Westfield 604967 Columbia Greenway Rail trail and River Walk Phase II (Middle) 0 $4,537,500 6 6.28
Westfield 604968 Columbia Greenway Rail trail and River Walk Phase III (North) 0 $1,898,750 6 6.28
Northampton-Whatley 604222 Park and Ride 0 $800,000 5 4.88

$22,565,463

Score
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Massachusetts Highway Department – District ___  

Project Need Form (PNF)  
 

This form is intended to provide preliminary information about the proposed project.  It is not expected that all 
information that is asked for is available or known but applicants are encouraged to complete the form as fully as 

possible.  

From:  Title:  

Municipality/Organization:    

Phone:  Fax:  

Date:  Email:  
 

Project Reference No. (to be filled out by MassHighway): ________________  

PART I – LOCATION IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF NEED 

Municipality:  

Route and/or Street(s):  

Bridge ID Number (if applicable): 

Who owns the roadway/facility?    

Estimated project limits by mile marker and station from MassHighway’s roadway  

 

database or other distinguishing landmarks such as cross 

street(s). Include a locus map of the project and photos 

illustrating project need: Start: End:  

Total Mileage: 

Please provide a brief description of the project need:  
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Estimated Construction Cost:   

Does the project have Federal Funding? Yes No  

If yes, legislation:  Amount: $  

Is the project authorized in a state transportation bond bill? Yes No  

If yes, bill:  Amount: $  

 

PART II – PROJECT BACKGROUND  

In what type of area is the project located? Project limits may include more than one type of area. For a 
definition of areas, please refer to Chapter 3 of the Guidebook.  

  Rural Natural  Suburban High Density  Rural Village   Suburban 
Village/Town Center  Rural Developed  Urban Residential or CBD   
Suburban Low Density  

How does the roadway/facility function in the community?  

  High-speed, primary corridor with limited access   Moderate speed, major corridor between 
towns/regions   Low to moderate speed corridor between towns/regions   Moderate speed, major street 
connecting residential areas to a town center or major connector   Low to moderate speed street connecting 
residential areas with other streets   Primarily or exclusively a residential street  

What is the federal functional classification of the road?  

  Interstate   Rural Principal Arterial  Urban Principal Arterial  
Rural Minor Arterial  Urban Minor Arterial  Rural Major Collector . 
Urban Collector  Rural Minor Collector  

Is the proposed project on the National Highway System?  Yes  No  

Does the project have any Intelligent Transportation System Components? . Yes . No If 
yes, describe:  

Is the project a footprint road project? . Yes . No  

Is the project a footprint bridge project? . Yes . No Provide whatever information is available to 
characterize the current, general use of the facility (attach traffic counts).  
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CHARACTERISTIC  USE/DATA  DATA 
SOURCE 

NOT AVAILABLE/ 
Comments  

Number of Lanes     
Lane Width     
Shoulder Width     
Sidewalk Availability/Width     
Bicycle Facility Availability/Width     
Existing Right of Way     
Current Average Annual Daily Traffic 
(AADT)  

   

Current Peak Hour Vehicular Volume     
Current Peak Hour Bicycle Traffic     
Current Peak Hour Pedestrian Traffic     
Percent Truck Traffic     
Current Transit Operations/Facilities     
Traffic Control (signal, flash, signs, etc.)     
Roadway Lighting     
Pavement Condition an d Markings     
Posted Speed Limit     
85th Percentile Speed     
 
PART III – TRANSPORTATION NEEDS ASSESSMENT Choose a project type – Roadway, Sidewalk or 
Multiuse Path; Bridge or Other.  Answer the questions that apply to the proposed project.  Depending on the 
nature of the project, not all questions need to be answered.  For all projects, answer For All Projects.  

Roadway, Sidewalk, Multiuse Path   Preventive Maintenance    Rehabilitation/Resurfacing  
Reconstruction   Widening   New Facility   Intersection, Roundabout or Traffic Signal 
Improvements   New Interchange or Interchange Reconfiguration   Safety What is the 
condition of the facility, e.g. extent of cracking, deterioration, rideabiltiy/walkability, surface 
condition, structural adequacy, etc.? Include a pavement management system (PMS) condition 
rating from a MassHighway approved PMS, as appropriate, and attach photo documentation with 
this submittal showing typical facility surface or site conditions.  

What year was the last repair made to the facility (at minimum a preventative maintenance treatment)?  

What repair was made to the facility? (Use repair typed above and describe)  



Pioneer Valley Transportation Improvement Program FFY 2010-2013  September 2009 

 

                            xxxii                                           

What is the crash history or other safety concerns of the facility? (For safety projects, consult 
MassHighway’s Traffic Division for more detailed analysis requirements).  

Are there mobility issues for motorists, bicyclists or pedestrians? (As an alternate to this question, attach 
Transportation Evaluation Criteria Form.)  

Are there congestion issues? Provide level of service analysis results if necessary. (As an alternate to this 
question, attach Transportation Evaluation Criteria Form.)  

What other conditions exist that warrant this project? (As an alternate to this question, attach 
Transportation Evaluation Criteria Form.)  
Evaluate the impact of the project on the following resources/environmental conditions. If major impact”, 
“ minor impact”, or “will improve” are selected, describe below. (As an alternate to this question, attach 
Transportation Evaluation Criteria Form.)  

RESOURCE/ 
CONDITION  

MAJOR 
IMPACT  

MINOR 
IMPACT  

NO 
IMPACT  

WILL 
IMPROVE 

UNKNOWN  

Cultural 
Resources  

     

Wetlands       
Hazardous 
Materials  

     

Air Quality       
Noise       
Other       
 
Bridge   Maintenance  Rehabilitation  Replacement   New or Widening  

What is the bridge rating and date of inspection?  
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 Structurally Deficient?   Functionally Obsolete? . Posted?  Unknown?  

What is the condition of the bridge elements?  

What is the condition of other infrastructure elements? What is the schedule of preventative maintenance?  

If a new bridge or a bridge that does not meet current eligibility requirements, describe why the project is 
proposed.  

Other   New or Expanded TDM/Park and Ride Lot   New or Expanded Traffic Management System 
  Traffic Calming, Streetscape, Lighting, or Transit Improvements  Intelligent 

Transportation Systems  Other  

Describe the conditions that warrant the project.  

For All Projects  

Describe Right of Way Issues  Probably adequate   Probably will require takings   
Probably will require easements and/or rights of entry  Unknown  

Describe known project area concerns or constraints.  

Describe the project’s effect on multimodal accommodation.  
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PART IV – PUBLIC PROCESS Please describe the public process associated with the project to date.  

None to Date  

What is the expected level of community interest in the project?  High   Medium  Low  

Unknown  

Describe issues of concern raised by the public during the public pr 
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APPENDIX E: Summary of Operationg and Maintenance Expenditures 
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 23 CFR 450.316(2)(b) of Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users (SAFETEA-LU) states that  
“In developing metropolitan transportation plans and TIPs, the MPO should consult with agencies and 
officials responsible for other planning activities within the MPA (metropolitan planning area) that are 
affected by transportation (including State and local planned growth, economic development, 
environmental protection, airport operations, or freight movements) or coordinate its planning process 
(to the maximum extent practicable) with such planning activities” 

 
PVMPO fulfilled these requirements through the processes tied to the Joint Transportation Committee (JTC).  
Listed below are two tables, table 1 list agencies with transportation interest in the Metropolitan Planning Area 
(MPA) that were contacted for the purpose of consultation while developing the TIP.  Table 2 lists the agencies 
from table 1 which responded and corridinated meetings were held during TIP development. 

Table 1 
(Agencies Contacted) 

 
Agency Agency Location 

Westfield River Wild and Scenic Advisory Committee Haydenville 
Executive Office of Transportation Boston 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN Cambridge 
US EPA Boston 
Executive Office of Transportation Boston 
COUNCIL ON AGING Granby 
AIR QUALITY CONTROL (DEP) Boston 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMIN Cambridge 
MassHighway (MHD) Districts 1& 2 Northampton 
OFFICE OF SOCIAL CONCERN Springfield 
Economic Development Council of Western Mass Springfield 
PETER PAN BUS LINES, INC. Springfield 
Pioneer Valley Transit Authority (PVTA) Springfield 
BARNES AIRPORT Westfield 
Pioneer Valley RR Westfield 
Bike/Ped Community (MassBike) Williamsburg 
UMASS Transit Amherst 
UMASS Traveler Information Center (RTIC) Amherst 

 
These agency are solicited to comment and provide relavant information during TIP development and are invited 
to attended all meetings and workshop involving project evaluation.  Agendas and information in regards the TIP 
and its development are distributed by mail  prior to meetings as outlined in the Public Participation Plan for the 
Pioneer Valley. 
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Table 2 
(Agencies Providing Consultation) 

 
Agency Agency Location 

Executive Office of Transportation Boston 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN Cambridge 

AIR QUALITY CONTROL (DEP) Boston 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMIN Cambridge 

MassHighway (MHD) Districts 1& 2 Northampton 

Pioneer Valley Transit Authority (PVTA) Springfield 

Pioneer Valley RR Westfield 

Bike/Ped Community (MassBike) Williamsburg 

  
 




