
Public Comment Received During 30-Day Comment Period 

Commenter Comment Response 

Public 
Comment 

The Water Street & Willowbank intersection 

creates recurring delays from left-turn 

movements, with limited mitigation options 

due to adjacent homes restricting roadway 

widening. 

Widening the roadway to add a left turn 

lane is just about an impossible thing 

without displacing residents or really 

encroaching onto their properties to allow 

adequate space. 

Noted, similar comment already 

documented in report. 

 Public 
Comment 

Traffic signals along the corridor are 
inconsistently timed, with side-street 
sensors often triggering too quickly—
disrupting mainline flow—while others, such 
as at Giant, experience excessive delays, 
creating inefficiency and frustration. 

Noted, similar comment already 

documented in report. 

 Public 
Comment 

Widening Benner Pike to add capacity, 
particularly through additional lanes or turn 
lanes, would improve traffic flow. This was 
mentioned in the proposal document 
under section B2/B3.  

Noted. 

Public 
Comment 

Inconsistent speed limit signing between 
the Route 99 interchange and the 45 mph 
zone near Bellefonte particularly near the 
on-ramp and Persia Road leads to 
confusion and slower travel speeds due to 
long gaps between posted signs. 

Added to public meeting themes. 
 
Noted. Speed limit signage would 
be evaluated under A1 (evaluating 
posted speed). 

Public 
Comment 

The off ramps from 99 both directions tend 
to be a major pain point. While returning to 
Bellefonte approaching Rutters, the first 
exit lane is great, having it's own lane with 
the ability to maintain speed and then 
merge left to go straight or turn left at 
Rishel Hill. Drivers do not abide by the stop 
sign at the second exit and it should be 
redesigned to better allow them to merge. 

Added to public meeting themes. 
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Commenter Comment Response 

Centre 
County 
Planning  

The study addresses long-term 
transportation needs, many 
recommendations remain conceptual and 
provide limited implementation detail, 
feasibility analysis, and consideration of 
local constraints. 

As a planning study, this initiative 
was intended to identify issues and 
concerns to be addressed. As 
projects are identified and 
programmed, future phases of 
project delivery will address these 
issues at an engineering level of 
detail.  

Centre 
County 
Planning  

5 or 6 lane roadway expansion projects: 
• Feasibility due to limited available 

land, utility relocations, impacts to 
adjacent businesses and properties, 
and overall constructability. 

• Roadway continuity, particularly 
where a widened section would 
transition from a five-lane section 
back to existing two-lane segments. 

These issues will be addressed 
through preliminary engineering.  
 
The transitions back to 2-lanes 
would occur outside the study area 
and would be addressed during 
preliminary engineering.  
 
Additionally, recommendation A5 
includes a future study at Water 
Street, which would help with 
identification of transitions. 

Centre 
County 
Planning  

Using parallel local roads to divert traffic 
from Benner Pike. Are there terrain 
constraints, property acquisition, and long-
term municipal responsibility for 
construction and maintenance?  

This recommendation would need 
to be done with the Official Map 
recommendation. The local roads 
would be constructed by developers 
as part of the land development 
plans along alignments identified in 
the Official Map.  

Centre 
County 
Planning  

The official map recommendation: it could 
create long-term obligations to preserve 
corridors and acquire property, along with 
financial and legal implications, and 
whether municipalities such as Benner 
Township would have the financial or 
administrative capacity to implement and 
maintain such roads. 

There will be long-term implications 
with or without the adoption of an 
Official Map. Recommendation has 
been qualified to encourage 
municipalities to consider the long-
term implications of implementing 
an Official Map. 

Centre 
County 
Planning  

Complete Streets are promoted, many 
pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and park-and-
ride recommendations are categorized as 
low priority despite recognition that non-
vehicular and transit options are critical to 
reducing long-term congestion. This is 
contradictory, with concern that roadway 
widening continues to be prioritized over 
multimodal improvements that could 
reduce dependence on single-occupancy 
vehicles. 

Changed E1 and E2 from Medium to 
High. 
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Centre 
County 
Planning  

Pedestrian infrastructure along Benner Pike 
was noted as fragmented and inconsistent 
despite decades of development 
approvals requiring sidewalks. Sidewalk 
gaps remain, limiting safe pedestrian 
access between commercial areas, hotels, 
residential developments, and recreational 
destinations.  
 
The study does not provide a sufficiently 
strong or coordinated strategy to close 
these gaps or improve pedestrian safety. 
Many improvements appear tied to future 
roadway projects rather than improving 
existing conditions. People currently walk 
along shoulders, use scooters, or run within 
the corridor, and these existing safety 
needs should be addressed. 

Additional detail has been added 
under recommendation E1. 
 
 

Centre 
County 
Planning  

ITS improvements supported, but benefits 
may be limited since signals are already 
optimized; real-time and adaptive systems 
are preferred. 

Noted. 

Centre 
County 
Planning  

Additional freight development could 
exacerbate congestion and safety issues, 
particularly given existing truck diversions 
from I-80 incidents. The study does not 
adequately address regional emergency 
traffic management coordination or truck 
rerouting strategies. 

Recommendation D3 encourages 
focusing freight-intensive 
development near the interchange 
with I-99. Recommended ITS 
improvements would provide 
opportunity for additional 
emergency management 
coordination for freight-related 
incidents. As implementation moves 
forward, this issue could be 
addressed through various planning 
initiatives, including the LRTP, HMP, 
and ROP. 

PennDOT Page 67, recommendation A1. Add 
municipality to the lead and support 
agency. 

Agreed. Report updated. 

PennDOT Page 67, recommendation A3. PennDOT is 
very limited in requiring developers to 
make major revisions to access 
management and/or approved HOPs, 
especially for 'off-site' intersections 

Added: ”and when opportunities arise 
if access changes are proposed” 
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Commenter Comment Response 

PennDOT Page 69, recommendation B1. It is 
challenging to get a developer to agree to 
any intersection improvement above and 
beyond a traffic signal, such as a 
roundabout. 

Noted. Likely would only happen if 
that was the only option for the 
development to get approval. 
Added “This type of design may be 
considered as an improvement option 
during the permitting process.” 

PennDOT Page 71, recommendation C2. The process 
of connecting traffic signals along this 
corridor has already started and 
progressed. 

Added “continued” implementation 

PennDOT Page 72, recommendation C5. This project 
is referenced in PennDOT Central Region 
ROP May 2025 as IU-01 PA-150 ICM. 

C5 pertains to Benner Pike, not I-99. 
Added “Sign placement should would 
be beyond the interchange area to give 
motorists opportunities to alter travel 
patterns.” 
 
 

PennDOT Page 72, recommendation C7. With the 
CCTV in construction on I-99, most of this 
corridor should be able to be viewed. 

C7 pertains to Benner Pike, not I-99. 
Additional text referring to corridor 
was added. 
 

PennDOT A2 Upgrade signal Equipment 
 
This was mostly completed with Benner 
Township’s recent Green Light Go grant.  

Agree. We observed this in April 
2026.  Recommendation was 
modified to make it more general. 

PennDOT A5 Conduct traffic operations study at 
Water Street(PA 550) intersection with 
Willowbank Street 
 
We have gotten several informal CCC’s 
here. The intersection is also included in 
the SR 150-N40(Phoenix Ave) study and 
also on the VRU list, but not programmed 
for updates due to the amount of work 
needed.  

Added this information to the 
description. 

PennDOT C1 Monitor & optimize Signal Operations 
 
As part of the recent HOP, the developer is 
contributing funds to implement Traff Ops 
a performance metrics software to assist 
with signal operations.  

The upcoming Miovision Traf-Ops 
inclusion in mentioned in a later 
recommendation (C3). C1 would 
cover other additional 
improvements. 

PennDOT C2 Enhance signal operations and incident-
response capabilities along Benner Pike 
 
This is partially done. (4) traffic signals are 
currently on the Department’s network.  

Added “continued” implementation 
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Commenter Comment Response 

PennDOT C3 Evaluate adaptive signal timing and 
implement if warranted 
 
As part of the recent HOP, the developer is 
contributing funds to implement Traff Ops 
a performance metrics software to assist 
with signal operations. 

Agreed. The description mentions 
this detail on page 72. No additional 
changes recommended. 

PennDOT C6 Develop incident signal timing plans 
 
This should be a lower cost($). As 
mentioned, most of this is done connecting 
to the network. Just need timings. 

Updated cost to $. 
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