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Scoping General Project Information

Project Location
County: Bucks District: 06

Municipality: Middletown and Bensalem Townships
Langhorne Manor and Langhorne Boroughs

Project Limits

SR/Section: 0001/RC3 Seg/Offset 0060/0953 Seg/Offset 0121/0980 Total Length: 150508€™ SR1 ft
0001/RC3 Start: 0061/1300 End: 0120/1013 : 32504€™
T-321 N/A N/A Neshaminy
(Neshaminy Blvd)

Project Details

Project Name: SR 0001, Section 03S (Construction Section RC3)

Project Description

Include narrative to describe the general project scope of work.
Attach Location Map(s) and Design Plan (only overview and sheets showing limits of work).

The SR 0001, Section 03S (MPMS 13549) project was originally scoped in 1999 as seven bridge rehabilitations along Lincoln Highway (SR
0001) with minor widening between the Street Road Interchange and the PA Turnpike Interchange for additional auxiliary lanes in the
northbound and southbound direction. This original project also involved guide rail upgrades including the replacement of the existing
double-face median guide rail along Lincoln Highway (SR 0001). The project was subsequently split into four construction sections (LHB, RC1,
RC2, and RC3) based on deteriorating existing bridge conditions and additional traffic and safety needs identified within each construction
corridor. Each of the four sections have independent utility. See attached SR 0001, Section 03S Overall APE Map. These projects are
federally funded.

Construction Section RC3 of the project was originally scoped as one bridge rehabilitation and double-face guide rail median barrier
replacement. In 2011, PennDOT expanded the scope to include safety improvements (replacement of the existing raised concrete traffic
islands with concrete median barrier, removal of the existing traffic crossovers, and replacement of the West Interchange Road overpass). In
2014, during public involvement for the safety improvement project, the public asked PennDOT to change the design and to consider noise
mitigation in the project. Alternative designs were investigated during 2019 and 2020, and a virtual public officials’ meeting was held on
October 1, 2020, to present two alternative design options. Prior the meeting, the public officials were provided a questionnaire to complete
on the project and the alternatives. Based on those officials in attendance and the questionnaire results, the public officials agreed with the
two interchange alternative. Based on the alternative chosen, a detailed noise study will be completed as part of the project design and
public involvement will continue as the project progresses.

This CE focuses on the independent SR 0001, Section 03S, Construction Section RC3 (AKA: SR 1 RC3), and the Neshaminy Boulevard
Reconstruction Project. The project description below includes new work area that is the result of initial traffic and safety analysis and early
public coordination.

The project includes approximately 2.6 miles of roadway reconstruction and widening from just north of the Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) bridge
over Business Route 1 (SR 2037) / CSX / SEPTA to approximately 0.2 miles north of the Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197) bridge over Lincoln
Highway (SR 0001).This part includes the 2-mile segment of the northbound and southbound service (frontage) roads within the Lincoln



Highway project limits noted above. See attached SR1 RC3 Project Location Map. The project also involves the reconstruction and widening
of Neshaminy Boulevard from Rockhill Road (SR 2044) to Bristol Road (SR 2025), see attached Neshaminy Boulevard Location Map.

Lincoln Highway Reconstruction and Widening

The project includes the construction of two proposed Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) mainline interchanges:

® One proposed Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) interchange will be in the area of the bridge carrying Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) over Highlan
Avenue (SR 2008) near the southern end of the project. This interchange will connect Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) with Old Lincoln
Highway (SR 2045) west of Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) and Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) with Highland Avenue (SR 2008) east of Lincoln
Highway (SR 0001).

® The second proposed Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) interchange will be in the area of the Pine Street (SR 0413) bridge over Lincoln
Highway (SR 0001) near the northern end of the project. This interchange will connect Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) with Pine Street (SR
0413).

Due to the proposed interchanges, access between the northbound and southbound frontage roads and Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) will be
removed. After construction, the northbound and southbound frontage roads will only provide access to the local road network for adjacent
properties along the frontage roads.

The project also includes the replacement of 3 bridges:

® \West Interchange Road (SR 2199) over Lincoln Highway (SR 0001)

O BMS 09-2199-0010-0000

O Built 1965

® Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197) over Lincoln Highway (SR 0001)

O BMS 09-2197-0010-0000

O Built 1965

® Pine Street (SR 0413) over Lincoln Highway (SR 0001)

O BMS 09-0413-0210-1611

O Built 1965

One bridge will be rehabilitated:

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) over Highland Avenue (SR 2008)

O BMS 09-0001-0080-0000

O Built 1965

Additionally, the project includes improvements at six intersections within the project corridor where roundabouts will be investigated.

® |ntersection locations:



Fairhill Avenue / Highland Avenue (SR 2008) and Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045)

Proposed southbound Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) ramps and Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045)
Proposed northbound Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) ramps and Highland Avenue (SR 2008)
Pine Street (SR 0413), Bellevue Avenue (SR 2049), and West Highland Avenue

Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045) and Neshaminy High School Driveway (south)

O O O O O O

Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045) and Neshaminy High School Driveway (north)

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction

The project also includes approximately 0.5 miles of roadway reconstruction and widening of Neshaminy Boulevard from Rockhill Drive (SR
2044) to Bristol Road (SR 2025). The widening on Neshaminy Boulevard is proposed to address queuing issues from traffic near and around
the Neshaminy Mall which negatively affects the function of the SR 0001 RC2 improvements at the Neshaminy Interchange, and will include
two eastbound travel lanes on Neshaminy Boulevard. The project also includes drainage improvements that involve installation of new inlets
and extensions of existing pipes.

Intersection improvements are also proposed at Neshaminy Boulevard and Rockhill Drive (SR 2044) and Neshaminy Boulevard and Bristol
Road (SR 2025). Roundabouts at both intersections will be investigated.

Based on the SFV and subsequent discussions, it is anticipated that the Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project will be a "stand-alone'
project and will have a NEPA evaluation document specific to that project. However, Neshaminy Boulevard will be included in this overall
Scoping Document.

Project Setting and Distinct Project Features

Provide narrative to adequately describe the project setting (terrain, locale, land use, presence of bicycle/pedestrian or other unique
facilities, etc.). Any additional information not otherwise covered by this form that is necessary to clearly understand project
circumstances should also be included in this section. Narrative should be appropriate for the complexity of the project and project
circumstances with the length and content varying accordingly.

The project is located in suburban Bucks County. The project area is a densely developed residential area with heavy traffic demand. In this
area, there are also several educational and community facilities such as Neshaminy High School, the Woods School for children and adults
with disabilities, and Cairn University. Our Lady of Grace Cemetery is located west of the project along the southbound service road. An
unnamed tributary to Neshaminy Creek passes under SR 0001 just south of the West Interchange Road overpass. Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) is
a limited access roadway and does not incorporate bicycle or pedestrian facilities; however, the public has identified West Interchange Road
as a major bike/pedestrian route for access from the east side of SR 0001 to the west side. Additionally, Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) is heavily
traveled by commuters between Philadelphia and New Jersey, as well as the surrounding neighborhoods, while providing direct access
between the Pennsylvania Turnpike just south of the project corridor and I-95 just to the north. Also, Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) is the
emergency detour route for incidents occurring on 1-95. This section of Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) is one of the last, if not the only, service
road corridor in Pennsylvania. A service road is similar to a frontage road where a locally-owned road parallels the limited access mainline
thru lanes to provide access to intersecting side roads and adjacent properties. The service road is accessed from the mainline thru lanes at
either end of the service road and via intermediate crossovers.

Why is the project needed (project needs)?

Provide project needs that are tangible and fact-based, framed in terms of problems and deficiencies, not solutions.

The SR 0001, Section 03S, Construction Section RC3 project needs have been identified as follows:

A. Safety Concerns

® Acceleration lane does not meet current design criteria for length or gap acceptance (room to safely merge into traffic)



® |ack of inside and outside shoulders for vehicle recovery or refuge
® Vertical curb along a high-speed facility in addition to the lack of shoulders
® | ow separator traffic island does not prevent errant vehicles from leaving the roadway

® \West Interchange Road (SR 2199) overpass pier columns unprotected in separator traffic island and within the clear zone (bridge pier not

protected by barrier or guide rail).

B. Construction Section RC3 does not meet current design standards.

The following areas along the Construction Section RC3 project corridor do not meet current design standards:

® \West Interchange Road (SR 2199) bridge over Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) has a vertical clearance of 14’-5 %" (posted 14’-2") rather than

the required minimum clearance of 16’-6" .

® Pine Street (SR 0413) bridge over Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) has a vertical clearance of 14’-2 %" (posted 13'-11") rather than the requirec

minimum clearance of 16-6".

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) mainline travel lanes in the service road corridor have 1'-0” shoulder rather than the required 10’-0” shoulder ¢

the preferred 12'-0” shoulder.

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) mainline travel lanes, north of the service road corridor, has shoulders that range from 7.5’ to 8’ in the

northbound direction and 6.3’ to 8’ in the southbound direction rather than the required 10'-0” shoulder or the suggested 12’-0” shoulder.
® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) existing median width is 4’-0” rather than the minimum required width of 10’-0".
® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) existing left (median) shoulder width is 1'-0” rather than the minimum required width of 4'-0".

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) has vertical curbs throughout the service road corridor as part of the median and design standards dictate that

“...vertical curbs should not be used along freeways or other high speed roadways.”

® Service Road ramp acceleration lanes onto Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) do not provide minimum design lengths to allow vehicle to reach

merging travel speeds.

® Portions of northbound (925’) and southbound (910’) Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) have a vertical grade of 0.45% rather than the minimum

vertical grade of 0.5%.

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) sight distance near just south of the West Interchange Road (SR 2199) overpass (Sta. 229+60 per as-built

stationing) is only 404’ where the required minimum sight distance should be 570'.

® Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) curves from just north of Park Avenue to just south of the West Interchange Road (SR 2199) overpass has as

low as 1.75% roadway bank rather than the required 2.70%.

® The West Interchange Road (SR 2199) bridge pier columns, located in the Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) raised island, are unprotected fron

vehicular traffic within the mainline and service road clear zone.

C. Construction Section RC3 does not meet driver expectations.
The SR 0001 roadway sections north and south of Construction Section RC3 are more typical of a limited access freeway while this section is
considered a service road section. The elimination of shoulders and introduction of concrete traffic islands are not typical of a limited access

freeway, therefore driver expectations are not met when traveling through Construction Section RC3,

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction

The primary need for the Neshaminy Boulevard reconstruction portion of the project is traffic congestion. In the existing condition, there are
queuing issues as a result of traffic near and around Neshaminy Mall, resulting in traffic congestion along Neshaminy Boulevard from Rockhill
Drive to Bristol Road which negatively affects the function of the SR 0001 RC2 improvements at the Neshaminy Interchange.



What is the project purpose?

The primary purpose of this project is to facilitate safe and efficient travel within and through the project area to meet current and future
transportation needs of the area while providing a functional and modern roadway that meets current design criteria and driver expectations.

Is there a crash history? ®'Yes ! No If yes, explain.

Crash data from 2015-2019 indicated a total of 129 crashes occurred within the SR 0001 corridor including the frontage roads. A safety
analysis will be completed in conjunction with the project traffic analyses and crash data information will be verified and updated.

List reasonable project alternatives (if applicable).

Two main alternatives have been explored. Alternative #1 focused on safety improvements consisting of eliminating the existing raised
concrete islands and crossovers between Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) and the NB and SB service roads and providing concrete barrier
separation and full width shoulders on Lincoln Highway (SR 0001). Through public involvement, this option has been dismissed. Alternative
#2 consists of the same safety improvements as Alternative #1, but also adds two interchanges; one at either end of the project corridor.
Public officials have voted in favor of Alternative #2 and this will be the only alternative being studied moving forward.

List reasonable options within the alternatives (if applicable).

Alternative #2 consists of one new interchange at the southern end of the project (Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) and Highland Ave (SR 2008) /
Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045)) and one new interchange at the northern end of the project (Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) and Pine St (SR
0413)). Several interchange types are being considered and will be studied as part of the traffic analysis that is to take place during design.
There are also 6 intersections throughout the project that are being studied for improvements and may potentially become roundabouts.

How many parcels require right-of-way acquisition, either partial or total?

SR 0001 RC3: 25 partial and 7 to 10 total acquisitions. Neshaminy: 27 partial acquisitions

Describe extent and locations of acquisitions. Indicate for each acquisition whether it is temporary or permanent.

SR 0001, RC3: 25 partial property acquisitions and 7 to 10 total property acquisitions / displacements are anticipated. The acquisitions are
related to the construction of two new interchanges and are anticipated to be permanent.

Neshaminy Boulevard: Up to 27 partial property acquisitions are anticipated and will be a mix of temporary and permanent acquisitions to
accommodate the intersection improvements and widening.

Describe any involvement with utilities.

Utilities are present within the project area, and include: overhead data/communication and electric lines, and below ground sewer, water,
and gas lines. Relocations and localized adjustments are anticipated throughout the project corridor due to widening, drainage
improvements, and bridge replacements. Coordination with utility companies will be ongoing throughout this project.

Will there be involvement with railroads (active or inactive) including rail lines, crossings, bridges or signals?
(_'Yes ® No If yes, explain.

Will there be involvement with the PA Turnpike (e.g., bridge; paving over or under; paving in vicinity of toll plazas; traffic
control planning which crosses or intersects; etc.)? _'Yes ™ No If yes, explain.



Funding and Cost Estimates

Funding Percentages Federal % State % Local % Other %
80 20 0 0
Estimated Costs PE $ FD $ ROW $ UTL $ CON$
0 12,000,000 12,700,000 2,700,000 120,000,000

Are there changes to the anticipated funding or cost estimates compared to the programmed amounts indicated in
MPMS? ®'Yes [_/No Ifyes, explain.

Construction funding is not currently included in the FY20-21 TIP. Funding Note: The estimated costs reflected here do not match the costs
populated by the MPMS# when the scoping document was generated. The costs presented above are the current funding estimates and will
be verified and updated as necessary.

Anticipated Schedule

Anticipated Construction Schedule Let Date: 10/05/23 NTP Date: 11/16/23 Completion: 11/16/26

Identify issues that could affect the project schedule.

ROW acquisition and utility coordination / involvement.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data

Attachments

1. SR1 RC3 Project Location Map.pdf (1200KB /1.2MB)

2. SR1 Section03S Overall APE Map.pdf (1433KB/ 1.4MB)

3. Neshaminy Blvd Project LocationMap (1).pdf (1441KB/ 1.4MB)

4. 2020 Preliminary Detour Maps.pdf (144KB/0.1MB)
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Scoping Design Criteria

Design Criteria

Roadway Description: Lincoln Highway (SR 0001)

Functional Classification: Freeways/Interstates

Urban [JRural

Roadway Typology: Limited Access Freeway a€*

Urban Interstate

Proposed Design New and Reconstruction, Bridge

Criteria: Projects

Design Year No-Build / Build ADT, as well as Current / Design Year Build LOS, is only necessary when PM2.5 hot spot analysis is

If PM2.5 hot spot analysis is not needed (see exempt project list in Air Quality Handbook, Pub #321), "N/A" can be entered for these

required.
values.
Current ADT: 74,800 Current Yr:
DHV: 8150 Truck %:
Design Speed: 60 mi/h  Posted Speed:

Required Minimum Widths:

Lane Width: 12 ft Shoulder Width:

2025 Design Yr Build 81500
ADT:
8 D (Directional Dist) 55
%:
55 mi/h

10'RT /4" ft Bridge curb-to-curb: 74
LT

Will the project be designed in 3D? ®'Yes (Z'No If No, explain.

Does this project involve intersection improvements? ™ Yes _'No

Design Yr:

ft

For this project, is the intersection control evaluation (ICE) policy in DM-1X, Appendix Al applicable?

® Yes (_'No ) TBD If No or TBD, explain.

Are design exceptions anticipated? _'Yes [_'No ® TBD If yes or TBD, explain.

TBD. Project team working to eliminate design exceptions; however, this will be determined as the project design progresses.

What is the topography? _' Level ® Rolling '_' Mountainous

Describe any identified pedestrian and bicycle concerns/needs (summarize issues from Bike/Ped checklist, if

completed).



Lincoln Highway (SR 0001) is a limited access roadway and does not incorporate bicycle or pedestrian facilities. The public has identified
West Interchange Road as a major bike/pedestrian route for access from the east side of SR 0001 to the west side. PA 413 may be considered
bike-able. There is a need for sidewalks along Rockhill Drive within the Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project. A Bike/Ped checklist will
be completed for this project prior to completion of the CEE.

Describe any ADA compliance issues.

None are anticipated.

Describe any transit issues.

There are multiple SEPTA bus stops along PA 413 and Neshaminy Boulevard and Rockhill Drive (SR 2044).

Are there additional design issues that need to be resolved (e.g., bridge is on a curve, or guide rails should be set
back, shoulders are in poor condition)?

No additional design issues have been identified.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Traffic Control Measures

What traffic control measures are to be considered?
[ Temporary Bridge(s)
[ Temporary Roadway
Detour
Ramp Closure
Other (specify)
1 None

Other Description: See Remarks.

Traffic Control Measures
If any of the above traffic control measures will be implemented, indicate the following conditions.

Provisions for access by local traffic will be made and so posted. (® True ' False _' TBD
Through-traffic dependent business will not be adversely affected. ® True ) False _' TBD
There will be no interference with any local special event or festival. i® True ) False _) TBD
There will be no substantial environmental consequences associated with the traffic control i® True ) False _' TBD
measure(s).

There is no substantial controversy associated with the traffic control measure(s). (® True ) False _' TBD
There are no substantial impacts to bicycle or pedestrian routes. i® True ) False _' TBD
There are no substantial impacts to PA Turnpike routes, operations or toll facilities, (® True ) False _) TBD

nor does the proposed traffic control cross or intersect with the PA Turnpike.

If the answer to any of the above questions was "False", please explain.

Detour

Approximate length in miles: See Remarks
Approximate number of days in effect: See Remarks
Approximate length in minutes: See Remarks I betour Map

Detours should be clearly shown on the map and described, including provisions for pedestrians, bicycles, disabled and the elderly.

Detour Description

Make the selection that best describes the planned detour.
(® Detour will use local roads with no improvements
i Detour will involve improvements to local roads with no resulting impacts on safety or the environment
_ Detour will involve improvements to local roads and will impact safety and/or the environment

i) Detour will use only state-owned roads



Are there concerns related to traffic control measures (e.g., emergency services, transit or school bus routes, permit
loads, etc.)? _'Yes ®'No If yes, explain.

Emergency services are available both east and west of SR 0001 within the project area; therefore, the detour is not expected to affect
emergency services. This will be confirmed as the project is further designed. Updated Detour maps will be attached to the CEE.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data

Traffic Control Measures &€“ Other Description: Traffic will be maintained on Lincoln Highway (SR 0001), Pine Street (SR 0413), Neshaminy

Boulevard and Rockhill Drive (SR 2044). West Interchange Road (SR 2199) and Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197) will be detoured for construction.
Other detours - TBD.



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Lincoln Highway (SR 0001)

Existing Proposed

# of Lanes: 4 (2 in each direction) # of Lanes: 4 (2 in each direction)

Lane Width: 13'ft Lane Width: 12'ft
Shoulder Width: 0" ft Shoulder Width: 14'RT/4'LT ft

Median Width: 4'ft Median Width: 10" ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 1.5'ft Clear Zone Width: 30" ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction would re-allocate existing widths by replacing the curbed island between the freeway and frontage roads with a
paved shoulder and concrete barrier.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: West Interchange Road (SR 2199)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 2

Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 11'ft

Shoulder Width: 6'-8'ft Shoulder Width: 5' ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 14'ft Clear Zone Width: 14'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes full depth replacement of the roadway approaches to the bridge and widening to match the proposed
bridge width.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: SB Service Road (T-679)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 1 #of Lanes: 1
Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 12'ft
Shoulder Width: 8' RT/2'LT ft Shoulder Width: 8' RT/1'LT ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: TBD ft
Clear Zone Width: Varies ft Clear Zone Width: Varies ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement rehabilitation of the service road.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Neshaminy Boulevard (T-321)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 3
Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 11'ft
Shoulder Width: Varies 2' - 8' ft Shoulder Width: 4' - 8'ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: 5'ft Sidewalk Width: 5'ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: Varies 1.5'- 16'ft Clear Zone Width: Varies 1.5'- 16'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement reconstruction and widening to accommodate a second eastbound travel lane.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 2

Lane Width: 10'ft Lane Width: TBD ft

Shoulder Width: 2" ft Shoulder Width: TBD ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 12'ft Clear Zone Width: 12'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes full depth replacement of the roadway approaches to the bridge.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: NB Service Road (T-680)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 1 #of Lanes: 1
Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 12'ft
Shoulder Width: 8' RT/2'LT ft Shoulder Width: 8' RT/1'LT ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: TBD ft
Clear Zone Width: Varies ft Clear Zone Width: Varies ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement rehabilitation of the service road.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Pine Street (SR 0413)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 # of Lanes: TBD
Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 12'ft
Shoulder Width: 8' ft Shoulder Width: 8' ft
Median Width: 6'ft Median Width: TBD ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 16'ft Clear Zone Width: 16'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes full depth replacement of the roadway approaches to the bridge and possible lane additions dependent
on traffic analysis and interchange configuration.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Rockhill Drive (SR 2044 / T-100)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 # of Lanes: Varies2-4
Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 12'ft
Shoulder Width: Varies 2' - 10' ft Shoulder Width: TBD ft
Median Width: Varies 0' - 14 ft Median Width: TBD ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: TBD ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: Varies 1.5'- 16'ft Clear Zone Width: 1.5'- 16'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement reconstruction/rehabilitation for the affected intersection approaches.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Bristol Road (SR 2025)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 2

Lane Width: 12'ft Lane Width: 12'ft

Shoulder Width: 2" ft Shoulder Width: TBD ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft
Sidewalk Width: N/A ft Sidewalk Width: N/A ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 1.5'ft Clear Zone Width: 1.5'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement reconstruction/rehabilitation for the affected intersection approaches.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Highland Avenue / Fairhill Avenue (SR 2008)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 2

Lane Width: 10'ft Lane Width: TBD ft

Shoulder Width: Varies 0' - 10' ft Shoulder Width: TBD ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft

Sidewalk Width: Varies 0' - 4' ft Sidewalk Width: TBD ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 14'ft Clear Zone Width: 14'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavement reconstruction/rehabilitation for the affected intersection approaches.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Roadway

Roadway Information

[INo roadways included with this project

Roadway Name: Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045)

Existing Proposed
#of Lanes: 2 #of Lanes: 2

Lane Width: 11'ft Lane Width: TBD ft

Shoulder Width: Varies 2' - 6' ft Shoulder Width: TBD ft
Median Width: N/A ft Median Width: N/A ft

Sidewalk Width: Varies 0' - 4' ft Sidewalk Width: TBD ft
Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft Bicycle Lane Width: N/A ft
Clear Zone Width: 14'ft Clear Zone Width: 14'ft

Remarks:

The proposed construction includes pavements reconstruction/rehabilitation for the affected intersection approaches.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Structure Information

Scoping Structure

1 No structures included with this project

BMS Number: 09 0001 0080 0000

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:
Under Clearance:
Lateral Clearance:
Sufficiency Rating:
Length:

NBI Rating:

Remarks:

Existing

Single Span P/S Conc. Spread Box

Beam
None ton
14' 8.5" ft
14'8.5" ft
26' Main, 22' Service Rd. ft
2'ft

8'ft
None ft
14'8.5" ft
8'ft

67.1

41' 7" ft

6 (Satisfactory)

BRKEY: 6722

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:

Under Clearance:

Lateral Clearance:

Length:

Proposed

Single Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam

None ton

14'8.5" ft

14'8.5" ft

40' Main, 22' 9.75" Acc. ft
4' ft

ft

10' 4" Right ft

14'8.5" ft

8' ft

41" 7" ft

SR 0001 over Highland Avenue (SR 2008) Bridge. Superstructure replacement with substructure rehabilitation, Sidewalk along SR 2008
under the bridge. Potential school mural to be placed on the abutments. Aesthetic coating will be needed for the abutments and wingwalls.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Structure Information

Scoping Structure

1 No structures included with this project

BMS Number: 09-2199-0010-0000

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:
Under Clearance:
Lateral Clearance:
Sufficiency Rating:
Length:

NBI Rating:

Remarks:

BRKEY: 6725

Existing

3-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam Type:
None ton Weight Restriction:
14' 2" ft Height Restriction Left:
14' 2" ft Height Restriction Right:
32' ft Curb to Curb Width:
4' ft Shoulder Width Left:
4' ft Shoulder Width Right:
5'ft Sidewalk Width:
14' 2" (See remarks) ft Under Clearance:
6' 6" ft Lateral Clearance:
73.9

58'/75.75'/61' = 194.75' ft Length:
5 (Fair)

Proposed
2-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam
None ton
None ft
None ft

32' ft

5'ft

5'ft

None ft

16' 8 3/8" ft
38'3 1/2" ft

106.75'/102' = 208.75' ft

West Interchange Road (SR 2199) over SR 0001. Built 1965. Raised sidewalk on existing structure. The need for a raised sidewalk on the
proposed structure will be investigated with PennDOT and local municipalities. Protective fencing will be provided on both barriers.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Structure Information

Scoping Structure

1 No structures included with this project

BMS Number: 09-2197-0010-0000

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:
Under Clearance:
Lateral Clearance:
Sufficiency Rating:
Length:

NBI Rating:

Remarks:

Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197) over SR 0001. Built 1965. Raised sidewalk on existing structure. PennDOT will coordinate with local municipality

Existing

3-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam

None ton

15'5 5/8" ft

14'5 5/8" ft

24' ft

TBD ft

TBD ft

5'ft

14'5 5/8"-Posted 14' 3" ft
6' ft

122' overall ft

4(poor-load) 5(condition)

BRKEY: 6727

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:

Under Clearance:

Lateral Clearance:

Length:

Proposed
2-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam
None ton
None ft
None ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft

TBD ft

regarding the need for a raised sidewalk on the proposed structure. Protective fencing will be provided on both barriers.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Structure Information

Scoping Structure

1 No structures included with this project

BMS Number: 09-0413-0210-1611

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:
Under Clearance:
Lateral Clearance:
Sufficiency Rating:
Length:

NBI Rating:

Remarks:

SR 0413 (Pine Street) over SR 0001. Built 1965. Protective fencing will be provided on both barriers. PennDOT will investigate the need for

Existing

3-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam

None ton

14'2 1/4" ft

14'2 1/4" ft

68" ft

8' ft

8'ft

N/A ft

14' 2 1/4"- Posted 13'11" ft
7.4'ft

54.3

135'5" c/c Brg.- remarks ft

4 (poor- load rating)

sidewalk(s) on the proposed structure.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data

BRKEY: 7027

Type:

Weight Restriction:
Height Restriction Left:
Height Restriction Right:
Curb to Curb Width:
Shoulder Width Left:
Shoulder Width Right:
Sidewalk Width:

Under Clearance:

Lateral Clearance:

Length:

Proposed
2-Span P/S Conc. Spread Box Beam
None ton
None ft
None ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft
TBD ft

ft



Scoping Environmental

Seg/Offset  Seg/Offset

Asset/Facility Name County SR/Section Start End BMS BRKEY Latitude Longitude
Roadway 0001- Bucks 0001/03S 0061/1700 0111/2056
LINCOLN HW

Resource Analysis

Answer yes or no to indicate presence of aresource.
If present, provide details on the temporary and/or permanent potential impacts and avoidance/mitigation measures.
If answer is TBD, identify the steps that will be taken to more definitively answer yes or no.

Wild or Stocked Trout Streams T vYes ®No O
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Seven unnamed tributaries to Neshaminy Creek are present within the project area and were
identified in a 2013 wetland field investigation and delineation. Neither Neshaminy Creek nor any
of the seven UNTSs are identified as wild or stocked trout streams per the PFBC. The 2013
information will be verified through an upcoming aquatic resources investigation.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

One stream is identified on the USGS map within the project area, near the Neshaminy Blvd/
Bristol Road intersection. This stream is an UNT to Mill Creek. The PAFBC does not identify
either Mill Creek or its UNT as a wild or stocked trout stream. The presence or absence of
streams will be determined through the upcoming aquatic resources investigation.

High Quality/EV Streams ' Yes ® No
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

The seven UNTs to Neshaminy Creek are designated as Warm Water Fishes (WWF) and

Migratory Fishes streams. They are not designated as High Quality (HQ) / Exceptional Value

(EV).

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

The UNT to Mill Creek is designated for Migratory Fishes and Warm Water Fishes (MF-WWF).



Federal and/or State Wild and Scenic Rivers and Streams C'ves ® No @
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

None of the project area streams are listed as Federal or State Wild and Scenic rivers and
streams per PA DCNR (https://www.dcnr.pa.gov/Conservation/Water/RiversConservation/
ScenicRivers).

Groundwater Resources C'Yes O No @
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

No wells were identified within the immediate project area based on preliminary desktop review.
This will be verified during preparation of the CEE.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

According to PAGWIS Map Search, there are 5 wells within an approximate 0.5 mile of the
project area. Three of which are labeled as observation wells. One of which is a monitoring
well, and the other is not listed as having a well use.

Wetlands ®Yes U No ©
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Three wetlands were identified during the 2013 wetland field investigation and delineation.

Wetland 1 is a 0.05 acre PEM/PSS wetland located adjacent to SR 0001, just north of SR 2049

(Bellevue Avenue); Wetland 2 is a 0.12 acre PEM wetland located adjacent to SR 0001, just

south of S.R. 0413 (Pine Street); and Wetland 3 is a 0.06 acre PFO wetland located on the

west side of SR 0001 (southbound lanes) and approximately 550 feet south of the West

Interchange and 560 feet north of SR 2027 (Hulmeville Road). The 2013 information will be

verified through an upcoming aquatic resources investigation.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

NWI maps identify one PFO wetland to the south of Neshaminy Blvd. Potential for more

wetlands will be determined during the upcoming aquatic resources investigation.

Federally proposed, candidate or listed; or State listed C'Yes “No @
Threatened and Endangered Species TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

A preliminary PNDI was completed on December 9, 2020, and indicated a potential conflict with
a threatened species under the jurisdiction of the PFBC, likely the eastern redbelly turtle.
Coordination with PFBC will occur during preparation of the CEE document.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

A preliminary PNDI, completed on December 7. 2020, identified no known impacts.



Resources protected under Section 4(f) / Section 2002 CvYes UNo ®
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

No mapped parks, trails or other recreational resources are located within the project area.

A forested corridor of land is located in the center of the project area and is split by SR 0001
and the frontage roads. Preliminary research through the Pennsylvania Natural Heritage
Program website (https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/Map) indicates that the
parcel immediately north of SR 0001 and the frontage roads is an 11-acre Heritage
Conservancy Conservation Easement with closed access. The parcel is bound by SR 0001
and the frontage roads to the south, Gillam Road to the north, West Interchange Road to the
east, and forested and residential land to the west. The parcel located immediately to the south
is a 2-acre Heritage Conservancy Conservation Easement with closed access. The parcel is
bound by SR 0001 and the frontage roads to the north, West Highland Street to the south, West
interchange Road to the east and forested and residential land to the west. The parcels are part
of a larger conservation corridor (totaling approximately 100-acres) which extends further north
and south of the identified parcels. Based on conversation with officials from Middletown
Township, the land is owned, managed, and maintained per the Conservancy lien (ensuring the
land remains undeveloped) with the Township. The parcels are closed access and are not
open to the public for recreational use. It is anticipated that this land will not qualify as a Section
4(f) resource, but additional research will occur during preparation of the CEE to verify this
determination. If it is determined that this land is NOT a Section 4(f) resource, a Non-
Applicability / No Use Section 4(f) Checklist will be completed for documentation and inclusion
in the project technical file.

Any historic resources identified as listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places would also be considered Section 4(f) Resources.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

No recreational resources are present within the project area; any historic resources identified
would be considered Section 4(f) resources.

Project area Section 4(f) resources will be verified / determined during preparation of the CEE.
If it is determined Section 4(f) resources are present within the project area/corridor the
appropriate Section 4(f) documentation will be completed.



Properties afforded protection under one or more federal and/or ~ Yes © No @
state recreation grants TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

No mapped parks, trails or other resources are located within the project area. A forested
corridor of land is located in the center of the project area and is split by SR 0001 and the
frontage roads, as described above in the Section 4(f) information. Additional research will be
conducted to determine if this land was purchased with federal and/or state recreation grants.
Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

No land within the project area was purchased with federal and/or state recreation grants.

Water Trails 2 Yes ®No @
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Per review of the PFBC water trail guide (https://pfbc.pa.gov/WaterTrail.htm) no water trails are

present within the project area.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

The PFBC does not identify any water trails within the project area.

Navigable Watercourses which require U.S. Coast Guard C'Yes ®No “
Coordination and/or an Aids to Navigation Plan TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Based on review of the Keystone Canoeing Guidebook, and the PFBC no navigable waterways
are present within the project area. Neshaminy Creek is a navigable waterway per the
Keystone Canoeing guidebook but none of the UNTSs are identified as navigable.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

Neither the Keystone Canoeing guidebook nor PFBC identifies navigable waterways within the
project area.

Other Surface Waters ' Yes ® No
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Based on review of available project imagery and the 2013 wetland field investigation and
delineation, no other surface water are present within the project area. This will be verified
through the upcoming aquatic resources investigation.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

A desktop review of aerial mapping does not identify any other surface waters within the project
area. This will be verified through the upcoming aquatic resources investigation.



Hazardous, Residual or Municipal Waste Sites ®yes ©'No “
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3), and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

Based on review of the PA DEP eMap and EnviroFacts websites, hazardous waste sites/
generators may be present within the project area. A hazardous waste Phase 1 Environmental
Site Assessment (ESA) will occur during preparation of the CEE.

Regulated Floodplain within or beyond the project limits ®Yes “No ©
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

The 100-year FEMA delineated floodplain (Zone AE) is present along the UNT to Neshaminy
Creek near West Interchange Road. Impacts will be determined as the project design
progresses.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

The project area is located in Zone X and is not in a regulated floodplain.

Agricultural Resources Z'Yes @ No &
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Multiple soils were identified adjacent to the SR 0001 RC3 project area that are considered to
be prime farmland soils, which are defined by the Federal Farmland Policy Act (FFPA).
However, the FPPA does not afford protection to these soils if they are in or committed to urban
development or water storage. The entire project area meets the following exclusionary
condition: the project affects areas mapped as prime farmland soils that are identified as
"urbanized areas" on a Census Bureau Map. Therefore, the project is in compliance with the
FPPA. No productive farming was identified within the project area.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

According to PennDOT One Map, farmland soils of statewide importance and prime farmland
soils are present underlying Neshaminy Boulevard and part of Rockhill Drive within the project
area. There are no active agricultural operations located within the project area.

Properties in the vicinity of the project purchased as hazard CYes ®No ©
mitigation lands under the Stafford Act TBD
SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

No Stafford Act properties are assumed to be present within the project area. This will be
verified during preparation of the CEE.



Geologic Resources including DCNR Heritage Geology Sites CYes ®No ©
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:
No Geologic Resources including DCNR Heritage Geology Sites are present within the project
area.

National Natural Landmarks ZYes ®No ©
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:
No National Natural Landmarks are present within the project area.

Federal and/or State Wilderness, Natural or Wild Areas C'ves @ No &
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:
No Federal and/or State Wilderness, Natural or Wild Areas are present within the project area.

Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Concerns Z'Yes ©'No ®
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

A Soil Erosion & Sedimentation Pollution Control (E&S) Plan will be prepared and submitted to
the Bucks County Conservation District for an adequacy determination. An NPDES permit will

be required since this project will have earth disturbances in excess of one acre.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

Proper E&S controls will be used during all phases of the project to avoid/minimize soil erosion
and sedimentation.

Community Facilities and Services ® ves Z'No ~
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

Neshaminy High School and associated athletic fields, the Woods School, and Cairn
University, and Our Lady of Grace Cemetery are located within close proximity of the project
area. The SEPTA West Trenton Line is located southeast and outside the project area.
Coordination with the Schools is anticipated.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

Access to King David Cemetery and PennDOT-Bensalem Driver's License Center are off
Neshaminy Boulevard within the project area. Several SEPTA bus stops are located along
Rockhill Drive and Neshaminy Boulevard.



Unique Cultures and Modes of Transportation (e.g., Plain Sect < Yes ® No =~
peoples) TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:
No Unique Cultures and Modes of Transportation are located within the project area.

Is an Environmental Justice population, as identified in Executive Order 12898, present? i) Yes ® No ) TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

No concentrations EJ populations as defined by EO 12898 are identified in the project area. The following are percentages of different
races within the area; 92% white, 3% Asian, 3% black, 1% reporting two or more races, and 1% another race. 63% of the population in

this area have average household incomes of $75,000+. 16% of the population makes between $25,000-$75,000+. And the remaining
5% make $25,000 or less. As a result, this project is not anticipated to cause a disproportionate high, adverse affect on minority

populations.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

No concentrations EJ populations as defined by EO 12898 are identified in the project area. According to the EJSCREEN tool, there is
a population of approximately 4,239 people within the project area and its 0.5-mile buffer. The following are percentages of different
races within the area; 73% white, 15% Asian, 7% black, 4% reporting two or more races, and 1% another race. The average household
incomes in the area range from < $15,000 to $75,000+. 49% of the population in this area have average household incomes of
$75,000+. 40% of the population makes between $25,000-$75,000+. And the remaining 11% make $25,000 or less. As a result, this
project is not anticipated to cause a disproportionate high, adverse affect on minority populations.

Coastal Zones ®yves T No ~
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:
According to PADEP, the project area is located within the Delaware Estuary Coastal Zone.

Vegetation CYes ®No ©
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

The project area is urbanized with maintained lawns and vegetation. Fragmented forested

areas are also present.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

The project area is very urbanized and developed. Based on aerial imagery, small portions of

the project area off the roadway are either forested or mowed/maintained grass areas.



Historic Properties or Archaeological Resources CYes UNo ®
TBD

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

The only known resource in the SR 0001, RC3 project area is the Langhorne Historic District
(Key #086385), which is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. Cultural resources will
be verified and updated during preparation of the CEE.

Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

There are no known National Register-listed or -eligible historic resources in the Neshaminy
Boulevard Reconstruction project corridor.

Cultural resources will be verified and updated during preparation of the CEE.

[1 This project likely meets the requirements of Appendix C of the Section 106 Delegation Programmatic Agreement

Likely 106 Process:
Findings of No Effect or No Adverse Effect
[ Finding of Consulted No Adverse Effect or Adverse Effect

Check if Additional Studies Needed:
Archaeology
Above Ground Historic Structures

List known historic resources in APE:
Langhorne Historic District (Key #086385)

List known archaeologic resources in APE:

TBD

Are there any air quality concerns? _'Yes ® No If yes, explain.

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):

A qualitative air quality analysis is anticipated for this project as the project is not exempt per Publication 321, Air Quality Handbook.
Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

The project falls under the category of "not a project of Air Quality concern” due to the roadway's ADT and ADTT.

Are there noise concerns? ™ Yes '_!No If yes, explain.

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) and Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

In 2014, during public involvement for the SR 0001 Section 03S (RC3) safety improvement project, the public was concerned with highway
noise and requested PennDOT to change the design and to include noise mitigation in the project. A noise screening was performed which
indicated potential noise impacts throughout the project area. An updated noise study and Preliminary Technical Noise Report will be
prepared for SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3). Per discussion with PennDOT District 6-0, post SFV, if the Neshaminy Boulevard work is developed
as a stand alone separate project, it is likely the Neshaminy Boulevard project would not be considered a Type 1 Noise project, pending final
review of the projecta€™s scope of work. If the Neshaminy Boulevard project is determined to be a Type 3 noise project, it is unlikely a
screening analysis would be needed for the Neshaminy Boulevard Project.

What environmental studies are anticipated?

SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3):
It is anticipated that a Phase | ESA, aquatic resources identification and delineation, cultural resource investigation, determination of



Section 4(f) properties, determination of Section 6(f) properties, threatened and endangered species coordination, public involvement
activities, and a noise study will be completed.
Neshaminy Boulevard Reconstruction:

A Phase | ESA, aquatic resources identification and delineation, cultural resources identification, and a screening noise study will be
completed.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Consistency Determinations

Consistency Determinations

DEP Coastal Zone Management Plan: '’ Not Applicable _ Consistent _’ Not Consistent ® TBD

DCNR/NPS Wild and Scenic River Management Plan: ®' Not Applicable _ Consistent ' Not Consistent _! TBD
FEMA Flood Map: ' Not Applicable ® Consistent _’ Not Consistent ' TBD

Other

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Public and Agency Involvement

What public involvement is anticipated?

One public open house plans display is anticipated for the project, to help inform and obtain
community input on the project. In addition, the project team anticipates meeting with each of the
Municipalities approximately every 6-months to keep them updated on the project throughout the
design process.

What agency involvement is anticipated?

Coordination with emergency providers, local schools, and municipal officials will be undertaken.

Is there public controversy on environmental grounds? ' Yes ® No ' TBD If yes or TBD, explain.

The public is concerned with highway noise. In 2014, during public involvement for the SR 0001 Section 03S (RC3) safety improvement
project, the public was concerned with highway noise and requested PennDOT to change the design and to include noise mitigation in the
project. A noise screening was performed which indicated potential noise impacts throughout the project area. An updated noise study and
Preliminary Technical Noise Report will be prepared for SR 0001, Section 03S (RC3) to determine the need for noise mitigation. Per
discussion with PennDOT District 6-0, post SFV, if the Neshaminy Boulevard work is developed as a stand alone separate project, it is likely
the Neshaminy Boulevard project would not be considered a Type 1 Noise project, pending final review of the projecta€™s scope of work. If
the Neshaminy Boulevard project is determined to be a Type 3 noise project, it is unlikely a screening analysis would be needed.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Permits

What permits are anticipated? Check all permits required for permanent and temporary actions.

[1No Permits Required

United States Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 and/or Section 10 Permit
[ individual [ Nationwide PASPGP

DEP Waterway Encroachment (105) Permit
[ standard [ Small Project General []Other

] DEP 401 Water Quality Certification
[J coast Guard Permit

NPDES Permit
General [Individual []Exempt

[J other Permits

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data



Scoping Logistics & Results

Date of project scoping? 12/14/20

Scoping Field View Attendees
FHWA:

® Deborah Suciu-Smith

PennDOT:

® Sibty Hasan

® Monica Harrower
® Mark Radatti

® Ghiyath Saloum
e Keith Highlands

® Mike Lenert (consultant)

JMT:

® Ken Yerges

® Jared Patrick

® Dylan Shank

® Shawn Rogan

® Mary Alfson-Tinsman
® Lindsey Allen

® Mike Kenawell

® Amy Altimare

SClI:

® Adam Welter

® Stephanie Kern

Were Cultural Resource Professionals (CRPs) needed for E&E SFV? ® Yes (_'No If no, explain.



CRP Scoping Field View Date: 12/14/20

CRP Architectural Historian in Attendance: Monica Harrower

CRP Archaeologist in Attendance: Michael Lenert

Was a Project Early Notification / Scoping Results Form Completed? _'Yes & No

Is there enough information at this time to determine the presence of resources and effects? Zives ® No

.
]

What is the complexity level of the project? _' Non-Complex (Minor) _' Moderately Complex ' Complex (Major)

Federal Funding: Yes Federal Oversight: Yes

Design Field View Submission to BPD is Anticipated? ® Yes _'No

If so, identify anticipated Independent Reviewer: TBD

Does the project meet the requirements for the BRPA? ' Yes ® No

(' Level 1a - Categorical Exclusion (CE)
(' Level 1b - Categorical Exclusion (CE)
(®) Level 2 - Categorical Exclusion (CE)

I._! Environmental Assessment (EA)
() Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

What is the anticipated NEPA Class of Action / Environmental Level?

Enter minutes, discussion and/or decisions made during scoping not accounted for elsewhere on this form.

The meeting started with a brief introduction. The entire SR 0001, Section 03S Corridor includes four construction sections (LHB, RC1, RC2,
and RC3), and is six miles long. Construction Section LHB was completed in 2014, Construction Section RC1 is under construction,
Construction Section RC2 will be under construction in the beginning of 2021, and Construction Section RC3 is in design. This Scoping Field
View (SFV) meeting will focus on Construction Section RC3, which is approximately 2.6 miles, located in Middletown and Bensalem
Townships, and Langhorne Manor and Langhorne Boroughs, Bucks County PA.

Ken Yerges provided a history of the project from 1999 to the present:

The SR 0001, Section 03S (MPMS 13549) project was originally scoped in 1999 as seven bridge rehabilitations along Lincoln Highway (SR
0001) with minor widening between the Street Road interchange and the PA Turnpike Interchange for additional auxiliary lanes in the
northbound and southbound direction. This original project also involved guide rail upgrades including the replacement of the existing
double-face median guide rail along Lincoln Highway. The project was subsequently split into four construction sections (LHB, RC1, RC2,
and RC3) based on deteriorating existing bridge conditions and additional traffic and safety needs identified within each construction
corridor.



Construction Section RC3 of the project was scoped originally as one bridge rehabilitation and double-face guide rail median barrier
replacement. In 2011, PennDOT expanded the scope to include safety improvements (replacement of the existing raised concrete traffic
islands with concrete median barrier, removal of the existing traffic crossovers, and replacement of the West Interchange Road overpass). In
2014, during public involvement for the safety improvement project, the public asked PennDOT to change the design and to include noise
mitigation in the project. Alternative designs were investigated during 2019 and 2020, and a virtual public officials’ meeting was held on
October 1, 2020, to present two alternate designs. The public officials who were in attendance and who completed a questionnaire that had
been distributed prior to the meeting voted in favor of the two-interchange alternative.

The SR 0001 RC3 project includes approximately 2.6 miles of roadway reconstruction and widening from just north of the SR 0001 bridge over
Business Route 1 (SR 2037) / CSX / SEPTA to approximately 0.2 miles north of the Corn Crib Lane bridge over SR 0001.This part includes
the 2-mile segment of the northbound and southbound service (frontage) roads within the Lincoln Highway project limits noted above. The
project also involves the reconstruction and widening of a portion of Neshaminy Boulevard.

Deb Suciu-Smith asked if the project is a single project (SR 0001) or if it is a separate project (SR 0001, RC3) under NEPA. Sibty Hasan noted
that the funding is from a single SR 0001, Group 03S project that involves the entire corridor (all four construction sections). Since the start of
the SR 0001 project, as Ken indicated in the project history, the project evolved, and the SR 0001 RC3 needs have changed. Deb noted,
because the needs have changed and the RC3 project can stand on its own, separate from the other parts, it is appropriate as a single,
separate NEPA document. A scoping document was completed and approved in 2013 for the SR 0001, RC3 project. A Level 1B CEE was
started but was never reviewed or approved. Those documents are no longer appropriate, and a new scoping document was created for this
project. Monica Harrower requested that IMT forward Deb a copy of the project description. Mike Kenawell forwarded this information to Ms.
Suciu-Smith during the meeting for her use.

Ken presented the PowerPoint presentation given to the Elected and Public Officials in October 2020 including the project needs (safety,
design standards and driver expectations), and a drone video flyover of the SR 0001 RC3 project corridor. IMT will review the needs to ensure
they are measurable and will include this information in the CEE document.

Amy Altimare reviewed the SR 0001 RC3 scoping document, (Scoping Package Number 31684, MPMS Number 93446), starting with the
General Information including: the overall project description, project setting, purpose and needs, crash data, alternatives, ROW acquisitions,
project cost and funding.

It was questioned whether or not the Neshaminy Boulevard reconstruction project should be a completely separate project. Sibty noted it can
be funded under the SR 0001 project and it will cost less money overall to combine the projects, and it will help expedite the Neshaminy
project. Deb and Keith Highlands asked how the projects are tied together. Ken and Sibty explained that the queuing on Rockhill Drive
extends from the Neshaminy Boulevard intersection west toward SR 0001 and negatively affects the function of the SR 0001 RC2 proposed
improvements at the Neshaminy Interchange. (This was confirmed by JMT after the meeting. Additionally, the crash data along Rockhill
Drive is indicative of queuing issues.) The Township identified the queuing as an issue in the existing condition at the SR 0001 RC2 Public
Plans Display and had requested additional intersection improvements be considered. Deb warned that if the team cannot explain WHY this
project is included and how it is related to the SR 0001 project, the Department will need to entertain all requests to improve “side” roads
within the interchange areas. PennDOT and the design team will need to show how this is a unique situation directly involved with SR 0001.
Should Neshaminy be a separate project? It was noted that funding for construction is currently not in the FY20-21 TIP as it was recently
removed. The MPO is working to restore construction funding. The design of the project is fully funded. Sibty will look into the funding of the
project and what it looks like to separate the projects. Funding will have to be included on the approved TIP for at least one section of the SR
0001 RC3 construction before the CEE can be approved.

Amy reviewed the remainder of the Engineering sections of the NEPA document, with added input from Ken and the project team. A Bike /
Ped Checklist will be completed for the project to determine sidewalk and cycling amenity needs. Detours are anticipated for the project but
will be updated as the project progresses. Ken and Jared will review the detour plans that are attached to the Scoping Document and revise /
supplement as necessary. Deb asked if the design team has coordinated with other projects either in design or scheduled for construction



within the vicinity of the RC3 project. Ken said that the team will coordinate with PennDOT, the PA Turnpike and other municipalities within
the region to coordinate future detour plans. Deb noted that the National Historical Landmark Delaware Canal may be located under the Mall
parking lot. It was later determined that the canal was further east and outside the limits of the project area.

Roadways:

SR 0001 RC3 project involves eight roadways: Lincoln Highway (SR 0001), West Interchange Road (SR 2199), SB Service Road (T-679), NB
Service Road (T-680), Pine Street (SR 0413), Corn Crib Lane (SR 2197), Old Lincoln Highway (SR 2045), and Highland Avenue / Fairhill
Avenue (SR 2008).

The Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project includes three roadways: Neshaminy Boulevard (T-321), Bristol Road (SR 2025), and Rockhill
Drive (SR 2044 / T-100).

Bridges:

The SR 0001 RC3 portion of the project also includes four bridges that will require work. Three proposed replacements: West Interchange
Road (SR 2199) over SR 0001, Corn Crib Lane (SR 2917) over SR 0001, and Pine Street (SR 0413) over SR 0001, and also includes one
bridge rehabilitation, SR 0001 over Highland Avenue (SR 2008). Only the bridges on West Interchange Road and Corn Crib Lane are SR’s.
The roads are municipal and privately owned, respectively. The Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project does not involve any bridges.

The Environmental Section of the Scoping document was then reviewed.

® The project area contains streams (none of the streams are trout stocked or wild, and none are HQ or EV) and wetlands. Streams and

wetlands will be verified through an upcoming aquatic resources task for this project.

® SR 0001 RC3 may be within the jurisdiction of the red-bellied turtle, coordination with the PFBC will occur during preliminary design. No

species were identified as a threatened or endangered within the Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project.

® Section 4(f) properties will include any identified historic resources (potential historic resources are noted below). No parks, trails or other
recreational facilities are present within the project area; however, a large tract of forested land is located in the center of the project aree
Preliminary research indicates that Middletown Township owns and maintains this land, which is closed from public access and is not use
for recreational purposes. The land is under a conservation easement (for non-development) agreement with the Heritage Conservancy. It
is unlikely this land will be considered a Section 4(f) property. The project team will verify this information. Deb and Keith noted it is
recommended that IF it is determined to not be a Section 4(f) resource, the team should prepare a non-applicability checklist as
documentation. In addition, the team needs to verify the funding used to purchase the land to verify it is not a Section 6(f) property or

another type of recreational grant funded project. If it is, coordination will be required with DCNR, etc.
® A Phase 1 ESA will be required for the project; hazardous waste generators are present within the project area.

® An E&S plan will be prepared and submitted the to the Bucks County Conservation District, and a General NPDES permit will be required
for the project.

® No EJ populations are present.

® The project is within the Delaware Estuary Coastal Zone; and therefore, coordination will be required with PADEP, Coastal Resources

Management division.

® Keith Highlands inquired about potential impacts to the Our Lady of Grace Cemetery within the SR 0001, RC3 project area. Ken noted
that there are proposed impacts to an unused portion of fallow field currently owned by the Our Lady of Grace Cemetery. Keith noted the

cemetery property cannot be condemned for transportation use so early coordination with the cemetery is important for the project.



® Lindsey Allen described the Cultural Resources present within the project area, as described in the scoping document.

O The only known resource within the SR 0001 RC3 project area is the Langhorne Historic District, which abuts the project area.

Lindsey pointed to the areas where the district abuts the project area.
O There could be other resources within the project area, which will be determined during the historic resources task.
O The Neshaminy Boulevard project area contains six potential resources, documented in CRGIS as unevaluated.

O Keith asked how old the Our Lady of Grace Cemetery is, Lindsey noted, based off historic maps, that the cemetery was established ir
the 1950s.

O Deb noted that the Department cannot condemn cemetery land, even if it is not in use.

O A cultural resources investigation will occur to determine the extent of cultural resources in the project area.

® As currently scoped, a noise study and preliminary technical noise report will be prepared for SR 0001, RC3 (Type | Noise Project); and a
Screening Noise study will occur for Neshaminy Boulevard (Type Il Noise Project). Deb and Keith noted that if the project stays as one
single project then the Neshaminy Boulevard section will also be considered a Type | project and will require the same level of effort as
SR 0001 corridor. If Neshaminy Boulevard is removed from this CEE and is documented as a separate project, a noise screening is
appropriate. Keith will talk to Nicole Auker, PennDOT BOD, about noise requirements for the project. Per discussion with PennDOT
District 6-0, post SFV, if the Neshaminy Boulevard work is developed as a stand alone separate project, it is likely the Neshaminy
Boulevard project would not be considered a Type 1 Noise project, pending final review of the project’s scope of work. If the Neshaminy

Boulevard project is determined to be a Type 3 noise project, it is unlikely a screening analysis would be needed.

Public involvement was discussed — a public open house plans display and regular meetings with municipal officials throughout the design
phase is anticipated.

Scoping Results:

The level of CEE documentation was discussed. The project should be scoped as a Level 2 CEE, due to its potential for ROW takes, impacts
to cultural resources, and the complexity of the project. (After the meeting, JMT confirmed the project is considered “most complex (major)”
based on DM-1 Table 2.3.) If upon project development the project can be “down scoped” to a Level 1B CEE, it will be.

Sibty will call the state to discuss the funding. This will help determine if Neshaminy Boulevard will be a standalone document or stay within
the SR 0001 RC3 CEE.

Based on the SFV and subsequent discussions, it is anticipated that the Neshaminy Boulevard portion of the project will be a "stand-alone"
project under separate MPMS#, and will have a NEPA evaluation document specific to that project. However, Neshaminy Boulevard will be

included in this overall Scoping Document. It is anticipated that the appropriate level of documentation for the Neshaminy Boulevard project

will be a level 1b CEE pending the revised limits of disturbance. If upon project development the project can be “down scoped” to a BRPA, it
will be.

Additional Information

Remarks, Footnotes, Supplemental Data
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