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INTRODUCTION 
 
A Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a prioritized, financially constrained, multi-year 

program for the implementation of federally funded transportation improvement projects in a region.  As such, 
it serves as a planning tool to ensure the most effective use of limited funding for transportation 
improvements.  It is also necessary for two other reasons.  First, the TIP is a requirement of the 
transportation planning process as most recently legislated by the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century (MAP-21).  Secondly, a transportation improvement is not eligible for federal funding unless it is 
listed on the TIP.   
 
 The TIP must include a certification by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) that it was 
developed through a continuous, cooperative and comprehensive (3C) metropolitan transportation planning 
process, in conformance with various applicable Federal laws and regulations.  Certification ensures the 
region's continued eligibility to receive Federal funds for highway and transit projects.  In the Berkshire region, 
the MPO presently consists of ten members and two Ex-Officio members: 
 
MPO members: 

 Massachusetts Department of Transportation, Secretary and CEO 
 Massachusetts Department of Transportation Highway Division, Administrator 
 Berkshire Regional Planning Commission, Chair 
 Berkshire Regional Transit Authority, Administrator 
 City of Pittsfield, Mayor 
 City of North Adams, Mayor 
 North Towns Representative 
 North Central Towns Representative 
 Southeast Towns Representative 
 Southwest Towns Representative 

 
Ex-Officio members: 

 Kevin Wright, Federal Highway Administration 
 Nicolas Garcia, Federal Transit Administration 

 
BRPC is responsible, under contracts with the Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) for 
conducting the regional transportation planning process utilizing federal planning funds. 
 
 Format  
   
 This document is in five parts in accordance with the standard format for TIPs, which was developed 
jointly by the federal, state, and regional agencies.   
 

1. This, the first section, presents a narrative overview of the TIP and its development.     
2. The second section presents the listings of TIP projects in the formats required by the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). 
3. The third section of this document contains the federal requirements for the TIP in accordance with 

the mandates of MAP-21, its predecessors and other applicable laws and regulations.  As such this 
section addresses federal transportation requirements such as the air quality consistency review, 
fiscal constraint, and other requirements.   

4. The fourth section contains maps and lists of the TIP projects arranged by mode and by town. 
5. The final section is an appendix containing all comments, and corresponding responses, that were 

offered during the formal 30-day Public Review Period. 
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1.   TIP DEVELOPMENT 
 
 The development of the TIP follows a process whereby new transportation projects, consistent with 
the Regional Transportation Plan and updated information about already active projects are solicited from the 
implementing agencies and local communities. The projects are then evaluated by BRPC, MassDOT staff, 
and assigned priority scores based on multiple transportation and regional planning criteria as summarized 
below.  Based on that prioritization, as well as project readiness and available funding, the first of several 
drafts showing a proposed list of projects by year is prepared and distributed to MPO members and the 
Transportation Advisory Committee for review and comment.   The Draft TIP list is refined in response to 
comments from MPO and Transportation Advisory Committee members, and released by the MPO for public 
comments.   
 
Projects are scheduled on the TIP based on their priority, likely implementation date and their fit within the 
funding estimated to be available for the Berkshire Region. Implementation of a particular project requires 
many steps, most likely taking several years from beginning to end.  It is, therefore, important that 
communities maintain an awareness of their long-term transportation needs so that projects can be initiated 
at an appropriate time to avoid unnecessary delays in keeping their road network up-to-date.  
 
 Applicability 
   
 Federal legislation and regulations mandate, as a condition of receiving federal funding for 
transportation projects, a metropolitan transportation planning process that results in plans and programs 
consistent with the comprehensively planned development of the region.  That process, according to federal 
regulations, must be conducted for the urbanized area, as a minimum.  Since it is a state and regional policy 
that the transportation planning process applies to all areas of the state, not just urbanized areas, the 
metropolitan planning area for the Berkshires is defined as the entire region; therefore the TIP is required for 
all of Berkshire County.   
  
 For the purposes of project selection and programming, any project listed in Year 1 of the endorsed 
TIP will be considered to have the concurrence of the MPO without further action.  It is understood that the 
TIP in no way preempts regular channels of review, such as public hearings and environmental review.  
However, for FHWA (highway) and FTA (transit) projects it will serve to satisfy notification requirements, as 
established by the Commonwealth in compliance with Federal Executive Order 12372.    
 
 

2.   PRIORITIZATION 
 
 Because the TIP must be fiscally constrained within the anticipated available federal funding for 
transportation projects in the region, not all projects can be programmed in the four-year TIP period.  
Regional decision-makers are faced with difficult choices about which projects to program and which projects 
to put off.  A system for prioritizing projects has been developed as one tool to assist in that process. In 
programming improvement projects, the Berkshire MPO considers transportation deficiencies that are in 
need of improvement and uses various performance metrics to identify priorities. The resulting projects which 
are selected for implementation do support one or more of the seven National Performance Goals contained 
in MAP-21 [§ 1203; 23 USC 150(b)]. 
 

First, the highway and transit funding estimated to be available to the region each year is allotted to 
various project categories, or modes, in a similar proportion as those funds are allocated to all of 
Massachusetts by the federal or state funding programs. 
  
 Bridges are funded and prioritized at the statewide level.  As such, there is no regional bridge 
allocation, or target. Statewide bridge priority scores are determined by a set of evaluation criteria similar to 
those used to calculate AASHTO ratings, which had been the basis for bridge priority scores in the past. 
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 Transportation Enhancement projects are subject to a statewide eligibility determination process, and 
are prioritized at the regional level. 
 
 Priorities for highway projects that are subject to regional funding targets are calculated on the basis 
of new evaluation criteria developed in 2011 to measure road condition, mobility, regional connectivity, goods 
movement, safety, environment, and livability factors. A project could score a maximum of 7 points based on 
the new evaluation criteria as explained below. Table on the next page shows the list of projects that were 
evaluated for FFY 2016 – 2019 TIP development: 
 

 Road Condition: 1 Point (Project will construct new road, or will strengthen pavement structure (not 
surface only) of existing road or will improve sub-standard or poorly functioning drainage). 
 

 Mobility: 1 Point (Project will reduce vehicle delay at intersections (LOS C or worse) and/or improve 
through lane(s) capacity along a corridor). 

 
 Regional Connectivity: 1 Point (Improves Principal Arterial, or minor arterial/collector with no 

alternative route). 
 

 Goods Movement: 1 Point (Project will make geometric improvements at intersections or along a 
corridor to facilitate truck movement (3 axle ADT greater than 50). 
 

 Safety: 1 Point (Improves safety at location where accident rates exceeds the state average). 
 

 Environment: 1 Point (Project has positive (not neutral) effect on water quality and/or air quality, 
wildlife, or other neutral features). 
 

 Livability: 1 Point (Meets at least two of these standards: Supports economic development, increase 
use of alternate modes, or benefits 3 or more defined EJ populations). 

 
 Transit projects funded by formula grants and special earmarks have not been rated with the 
evaluation criteria, since they are not competing against other projects, but it is expected that such projects 
will be prioritized in future TIPs.  Transit projects that must compete for discretionary funding would be 
prioritized on the basis of maximum ridership benefit per dollar expenditure and/or other factors, but there are 
no such projects proposed for the Berkshire region at this time.   
 
 It is recognized that other considerations, which are not readily quantified, can result in projects being 
programmed or deferred in apparent conflict with these calculated priorities.  In particular, programming 
decisions are strongly influenced by project readiness and the realities of project cost in relation to financial 
constraint. 
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3.   PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
 This Transportation Improvement Program was prepared in accordance with the Transportation 
Planning Public Participation Process as required by the MAP-21.  Public input has been solicited, public 
meetings have been held, draft copies have been made available, and a formal 30 day public review period 
was advertised and completed. All comments, and corresponding responses, that were offered between 
June 30, 2015 and August 4, 2015 are summarized in Appendix. 
 
 Private Enterprise Participation 
 
 In addition, the local process for the involvement of the private sector in the transportation planning 
activities of the region has been followed.  Private Enterprise Participation Policy Statements have been 
adopted by both the Berkshire Regional Transit Authority (May 29, 1986) and the Berkshire County Regional 
Planning Commission (November 20, 1986).  Both of these statements have been previously submitted to 
and approved by FTA.   
 
 Massachusetts law requires that a private company operate the BRTA's fixed-route service.  
Berkshire Transit Management (BTM), a division of First Transit, Inc is the current fixed route operating 
company.  BTM was selected over other private companies in a competitive bidding process in 2003, and 
replaced the previous operator since January 2004.  The current contract between BRTA and BTM is a three 
year contract with an option to extend one year for each of 2 subsequent years. BRTA has exercised the final 
option year under the current contract which extends the expiration date to June 30, 2016.  Documentation of 
the RFP, proposals and selection process are available for inspection at the BRTA offices. 
 
 In response to a Request for Proposals in February 2011 for qualified firms to provide demand 
response transportation services for BRTA paratransit consumers, a contract was awarded to County 
Ambulance.  The current contract between BRTA and County Ambulance is a three year contract with an 
option to extend one year for each of 2 subsequent years.  BRTA has exercised the final option year under 
the current contract which extends the expiration date to June 30, 2016.  Documentation of the RFP, 
proposals and selection process are available for inspection at the BRTA offices. 
 
 

4.   AMENDMENT/ADJUSTMENT PROCEDURES 
 
 A minimum public comment period of 30 days has been established for the TIP, RTP, and UPWP 
amendments. However, the Berkshire MPO may at their discretion vote to abbreviate the public comment 
period to 15 days, under what they consider to be appropriate circumstances. These circumstances must be 
out of the control of the MPO, or must include changes to the document that are not considered significant 
enough to warrant a full 30 day review, but warrant additional review.   
 
 Significant changes to the TIP will require MPO action through a formal amendment process.  
Significant changes would include actions such as the addition of a project not previously programmed, the 
advancement of a project programmed beyond Year 2 into Year 1 or 2, or a significant project cost increase. 
Such major actions will require a full public review process including a 30 day comment period and a formal 
MPO meeting. 
 
 In order to minimize constraints on programming projects, relatively minor adjustments can be made 
to the TIP without formal MPO action.  Minor adjustments could include such actions as moving a project 
from Year 2 to Year 1, or a change in funding category.  This can be accomplished through written 
correspondence whereby any MPO agency may submit a request for a minor adjustment to BRPC.  BRPC 
will then seek concurrence from the other agencies and forward these to the requesting agency. The 
amendment/adjustment procedures described above apply to highway and transit projects. 
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 Substitutions 
 
 When state funds are used to replace federal funding, those state funds will be treated in the same 
way as federal funds in the TIP.  Any transfer of those state funds to another project will be in conformance 
with federal requirements for the involvement of local officials for developing, amending, or revising the TIP. 
  
 It is understood that efforts toward implementation of these projects will be in accordance with 
priorities as established within the TIP.  In the event that a highway project in the adopted TIP is delayed, 
changed in scope, or cancelled, the state will notify the Berkshire MPO.  The MPO will consult with local 
officials in the affected jurisdiction to determine whether remedial actions can be taken to allow the project to 
be completed within the time-frame of the TIP.  If such a remedy is not available, the MPO will identify 
substitute project(s) from the region for the programming of the funds. 

 
5.   CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
 

In 1997, BRPC prepared a Congestion Management Report; along with other tools, like the 
Transportation Evaluation Criteria, and processes like the Regional Transportation Plan, previous TIPs, 
corridor planning studies, safety studies and input received from the public, the Congestion Management 
report is used to help identify projects that the MPO may program on the TIP. Berkshire MPO will utilize 
CMAQ money to be obligated: 

 
 In FFY 2016 to re-time and re-phase the traffic signal at Center Street and West Housatonic 

Street intersection in Pittsfield which would reduce delays at this intersection. 
 

 In FFY 2017 - 2018 to re-time and re-phase a number of the antiquated traffic signals (as limited 
by CMAQ funding) near Berkshire Medical Center in Pittsfield. The Pittsfield Downtown 
Circulation Study demonstrated that the existing (antiquated) traffic signals are contributing to 
traffic congestion in the City of Pittsfield through their inefficient phasing and timing. 
 

 In FFY 2019 to construct a multi-use sidewalk along Walker Street in Lenox.  
 
BRPC will identify other intersection improvement projects in Pittsfield and the region to program 

in future years. 
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6.   TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAMS  
   
      A summary description of each funding program contained in the TIP follows.  Which funding program a 
project qualifies for can be a limiting factor in how quickly it can be implemented.  In some categories, many 
projects are competing for a part of the state's allocation, while in other categories, there may be less 
competition for the available funding.  Therefore, it is important to recognize that certain projects may appear 
to be overlooked, but in reality may only be a victim of the limits of available funding in their category.    
 
 SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF  
 TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAMS  
 
ARRA: AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT of 2009 
 
BR:  BRIDGE PROGRAM - Federal funds available to Massachusetts for the necessary 

replacement or repair of bridges in rural and urban areas. The Federal share is 80 percent 
and the State share is 20 percent.  Federally funded bridges are categorized as either ON or 
OFF, depending on whether or not the roads they are on or off of the federal-aid highway 
system.  

 
CMAQ: CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - Projects 

included in this category must contribute to the attainment of a national ambient air quality 
standard.  The Federal share is 80 percent and the State share is 20 percent.  Funds from 
this FHWA program can be transferred to transit projects in accordance with MAP-21. 

   
5307: TRANSIT OPERATING/CAPITAL - Previously known as Section 9, the FTA Act provides a 

formula grant program for the support of urban public transit operations and capital projects. 
Funds available to the Pittsfield area are apportioned by FTA.  Federal operating assistance 
under this program may not exceed 50% of the net cost of service.  Section 5307 funds for 
capital are derived from the formula program that also includes operating assistance.  
Federal support of approved projects is generally 80 percent, with the balance supported by 
State and/or local funds.  These funds may also be transferred to highway projects in 
accordance with MAP-21, although that option has not been exercised in the Berkshire 
region. 

 
5309: TRANSIT CAPITAL ASSISTANCE - Federal assistance to support public transit capital 

needs.  Previously known as Section 3, these Section 5309 funds are discretionary and are 
often earmarked by Congress before being made available for distribution by FTA.  Federal 
support of approved projects is generally 80 percent, with the balance supported by State 
and/or local funds, although some Section 5309 earmarks have been 100% federally 
funded. 

 
5310: PARATRANSIT VANS - FTA funding, administered through the MassDOT for the 

acquisition of vans for the elderly and disabled.  Previously known as Section 16(b)2, the 
Federal share for Section 5310 funds is 80 percent and the State share is 20 percent. 

 
5311: RURAL TRANSIT FUNDING - FTA funding, administered through the MassDOT for public 

transportation in non-urbanized areas. Previously known as Section 18, these Section 5311 
funds may be used for both capital and operating projects. 

 
HPP: HIGH PRIORITY PROGRAM – FHWA funding designated by members of Congress for 

specific projects under TEA-21 or SAFETEA-LU.  The federal share is 80 percent and the 
state share is 20 percent, although some earmarks have been 100% federally funded.  
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HSIP: HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – Projects included in this category 
should demonstrate the highway safety improvements. The Federal share is 90 percent and 
the State share is 10 percent.   

   
NFA: NON-FEDERAL AID – Funds may be derived from state or local sources for transportation 

projects. Generally, state-funded projects shown in the TIP are bond-funded bridge projects.  
   
NHS: NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM - An interconnected system of principal arterial routes 

which serve major population centers and interstate and interregional travel.  The Federal 
share is 80 percent and the State share is 20 percent.   

 
NHPP: NATIONAL HIGHWAY PERFORMANCE PROGRAM – On system Bridges, Bridge 

Preservation & Bridge Inspection 
 
STP: SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM – This is the most common source of funding 

for regional highway projects in the TIP. Eligible projects include the construction, 
reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration, and operational improvements for 
highways (including Interstate highways) and bridges.  The Federal share is 80 percent and 
the State share is 20 percent.  These funds may also be used to support public transit 
capital projects, in accordance with MAP-21, although that option has not been used in the 
Berkshire region. 

 
STP-TE: STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT 
 
Sec.115: SECTION 115 of the Transportation Appropriations Act of 2004, which set aside FHWA 

funding designated by members of Congress for specific projects.  
 
Sec.117: SECTION 117 of the Transportation Appropriations Act of 2005, which set aside FHWA 

funding designated by members of Congress for specific projects. 
 
Sec.112: SECTION 112 of the Transportation Appropriations Act of 2006, which set aside FHWA 

funding designated by members of Congress for specific projects. 
STP-BR-Off: Off – System Bridges  
 
TAP: Transportation Alternatives Program 
 
TE:  TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT - Landscaping, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, 

scenic easements, preservation of abandoned RR ROW, mitigation, and the like.  The 
Federal share is 80 percent and the State share is 20 percent. 

 
TCSP:  TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNICATION & SYSTEM PRESERVATION EARMARK 
 
UNDET: UNDETERMINED – Shown for projects for which no funding is reasonably expected to be 

available at this time. 
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1. FHWA-FUNDED HIGHWAY, BRIDGE & ENHANCEMENTS PROJECTS 

 
The table on the following pages lists projects to be funded through the Federal Highway Administration 
based on the anticipated amount of funding expected to be available for projects in this region during the 
four-year TIP period. 
 

 
2. NON-FEDERAL AID (NFA) PROJECTS 

 
Non-Federal (NFA) projects are to be funded from non-federal sources.  The TIP is only required to list 
federally funded projects, but these are included to provide an indication of the overall level of investment in 
preserving the existing transportation system, which MAP-21 does require.  Projects listed under NFA 
projects are state-funded bridge projects. State-funded bridge projects have not been prioritized for the FY 
2016-2019 TIP. 

 
 
 
NOTES ON TABLE: SECTION 1 – FEDERAL AND SECTION 2 - NFA 
      
ID:   Six-digit number assigned to projects by MassDOT’s Project Review Committee upon authorization 

to begin design process and approval of federal aid eligibility.  Projects with ID numbers beginning 
with XXX have not yet reached that stage.  

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  Projects listed as reconstruction, rehabilitation, repaving and resurfacing are 

classified as system preservation, while projects with improvements mentioned in this field are 
classified as system improvement or expansion projects.  

 
FUNDING CATEGORY: SAFETEA-LU or MAP-21 highway funding program or appropriations legislation  

 
TARGET PROJECTS:  Projects that must be programmed within the fiscal constraints of the non-CMAQ & 

HSIP highway funding allocated to the region. 
 
CMAQ PROJECTS:  Projects programmed to make use of CMAQ funding allocated to the region.  
 
HSIP PROJECTS: Projects programmed to make use of HSIP funding allocated to the region.  
 
MPO TEC SCORE:   Numerical score based on transportation project evaluation criteria as applied to 

regional highway projects. The absence of a score indicates that a project has not yet been 
evaluated.  Highway projects are scored on a scale of 0 to +7. 

 
FEDERAL AID BRIDGES: Bridge projects programmed in the region from the statewide federally funded 

bridge program. 
 
NOT IN TARGET:  Projects for which federal funding has been made available through congressional 

earmarks or other sources in addition to the regional allocation. 
 

NFA:  Projects funded through non-federal sources. 
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3. ADDITIONAL REGIONAL PROJECTS – NO FUNDING AVAILABLE 
 

 
The projects listed in the table on the following pages, sometimes referred to as the Supplemental List, are 
not programmed in this TIP.  They are shown for informational purposes; because some of them were 
programmed in the previous TIP and others are active enough to be considered as candidates for 
programming in a future TIP.  The reasons individual projects were not among those selected to be 
programmed in the TIP vary, and may include simple fiscal constraint, costs exceeding any single year’s 
financial target, insufficient level of project development or low priority scores.   
 
NOTES ON TABLE:  Section 3 – ADDITIONAL REGIONAL PROJECTS: 
 
ID:   Six-digit number assigned to projects by MassDOT’s Project Review Committee upon 

authorization to begin design process and approval of federal aid eligibility.  Projects with ID 
numbers beginning with XXX have not yet reached that stage.  

 
UNDET:  Undetermined funding, shown for projects for which no funding is reasonably expected to be 

available at this time. 
 
PRIORITY: Numerical score based on transportation project evaluation criteria as applied to regional 

highway projects. The absence of a score indicates that a project has not yet been evaluated.  
Highway projects are scored on a scale of 0 to +7. 
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4. TRANSIT PROJECTS 
 

The table on the following pages lists federally funded transit projects programmed for the region over the 
four-year TIP period.  The format of this table is different from the highway tables in order to meet Federal 
Transit Administration requirements.  The scheduling of projects in this table represents the years in which 
grants are expected to be applied for and approved (obligated), rather than the years in which projects are 
to be implemented, as is the case with highway projects.  Projects to be funded from grants or 
appropriations from previous years that have not been obligated are shown as carry-over projects. 
 
In the Berkshire region, the Transit element of the TIP consists mostly of formula funding for BRTA 
operations and maintenance.  Capital improvements include the annual purchase of paratransit vehicles 
to replace aging vans or to expand the capacity of the BRTA and other agencies to provide mobility for 
disabled, elderly and disadvantaged residents. 
 
 
 
 
NOTES ON TABLE:  Section 4 – TRANSIT 
 
 
FTA PROGRAM: Transit funding program 
 
FEDERAL FUNDS: Percent of cost covered by federal funding 
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Berkshire Region TIP Section 4 – TRANSIT 
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Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
Additional Regional Transit Projects – No Funding Available (Included for informational purposes only) 

 
  

2016 $1,740,000  New parking area, new buses & ADA fleet & paratransit dispatch area 
 $3,865,800   Purchase 7 30ft buses expansion fleet; 4 CNG, 3 hybrid 
 $1,234,200 Purchase 9 expansion vans; 5 CNG, 4 hybrid 
 $700,000 Construction: Upgrade facility to CNG 
 

2017 $1,150,000 Satellite facility North County 
 

2018 $1,150,000 Satellite facility South County 
 $416,250 Purchase 3 expansion FR vans; 2 CNG, 1 hybrid 
 

Total $10,256,250 
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Transportation Improvement Program 

 
 
 
 

Part C:   FINANCIAL SUMMARIES AND CERTIFICATIONS 
 

  
1.  FEDERAL FUNDING FINANCIAL SUMMARIIES 
 Highways & Bridges 
 Transit 
 Total Federal Projects 
 Summary of Federal Funding Categories 
 
2. FEDERAL REGIONAL TARGETS 
 
3. STATEWIDE TIP PROJECTS 
 
4. STATUS OF FUNDS 
 Advanced Construction Cash Flow 
 Status of Previous Annual Element Projects 
 Status of FFY 2015 Transit Grants 
 
5. CERTIFICATIONS 
 3-C Process 
 Air Quality 
 Highway Operations and Maintenance Expenditures 
 BRTA Financial Capacity 
 Special Efforts for the Elderly and Disabled 
 701 CMR 7.00 Use of Road Flaggers and Police Details on Public Works 

Projects  
 BRPC Title VI Assurance 
 Greenhouse Gas Monitoring and Evaluation 
 310 CMR 60.05: Global Warming Solutions Act Requirements for the 

Transportation Sector and the Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
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1.   FEDERAL FUNDING FINANCIAL SUMMARY 

 

Highway $ CMAQ $ HSIP $ Bridge Total $ Highway $ CMAQ $ HSIP $ Bridge Bridge On Bridge Off Total $
Y1 4.746 1.112 0.356 6.214 4.744 1.114 0.356 0.310 0.000 9.993 16.517
Y2 5.885 1.112 0.356 7.353 5.885 1.112 0.356 0.310 0.000 12.655 20.319
Y3 6.205 1.112 0.356 7.674 3.027 1.112 0.356 0.000 0.000 0.000 4.496
Y4 6.205 1.112 0.356 7.674 4.975 1.112 0.000 0.000 0.000 10.707 16.794
Total 23.042 4.450 1.424 28.915 18.631 4.451 1.068 0.620 0.000 33.355 58.126

Fiscal 
Year

Federal Targets Federal Programmed
FEDERAL HIGHWAY  & BRIDGE FUNDING CATEGORIES

 
 Notes: Figures shown are in millions of dollars, represent total project costs, and do not include 

projects exempt from targets; Bridge projects are programmed statewide against a target of 
$148,053,935 per year; there is no regional target for bridges. 

 
TRANSIT WITH FEDERAL FUNDING 

Fiscal Year 

 Available  Programmed 

Federal $ 
Total 

$ Federal $ 
Total 

$ 
Y1 0.266 0.957 0.266 0.957 
Y2 0.356 0.457 0.356 0.457 
Y3 2.253 2.833 2.253 2.833 
Y4 2.518 3.147 2.518 3.147 
Total 5.393 7.395 5.393 7.395 

Note: Millions of Dollars 
 
The Berkshire County MPO Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is financially constrained according 
to the definition in the Federal Register 23 CFR Part 450.324.  The Projects programmed for this region meet 
the funding estimates of federal and state funds available in each of these fiscal years.  These estimates 
were provided by the state and refined as part of the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
development process. 
 

TOTAL FEDERAL PROJECTS PROGRAMMED ($millions): 
 

YEAR
SURFACE 

TRANSPORTATION
CMAQ HSIP BRIDGES

BRIDGES 
ON

BRIDGES 
OFF

HIGHWAY 
EARMARK

HIGHWAY 
OTHER

TRANSIT 
EARMARK

TRANSIT TOTAL

Y1 4.744 1.114 0.356 0.310 0.000 9.993 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.957 18.474
Y2 5.885 1.112 0.356 0.310 0.000 12.655 0.000 11.086 0.000 0.457 31.862
Y3 3.027 1.112 0.356 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.500 0.000 2.833 8.829
Y4 4.975 1.112 0.000 0.000 0.000 10.707 0.640 5.499 0.000 3.147 26.081

Total 18.631 4.451 1.068 0.620 0.000 33.355 1.640 18.086 0.000 7.395 85.246  
 

Please Note: Financial constraint of the total state program will be depicted in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP).  Funding levels have been developed cooperatively between the state and the 
regional members of the MPO as part of the MPO process in TIP development.  The financial plan contained 
herein is financially constrained and indicates that the Berkshire MPO Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP) reflects the federal program emphasis on the maintenance and operation of the current roadways, 
bridges, and transit system with the ability to provide additional capital improvements. Only projects for which 
funds can reasonably be expected have been included. 
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SUMMARY OF FEDERAL FUNDING CATEGORIES ($millions): 

 
 

Funding Category FFY 1 FFY 2 FFY 3 FFY 4 Total
Bridge 0.310 0.310 0.000 0.000 0.620
Bridge On 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Bridge Off 9.993 12.655 0.000 10.707 33.355
CMAQ 1.114 1.112 1.112 1.112 4.451
HSIP 0.356 0.356 0.356 0.000 1.068
NHS 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
STP 4.744 5.885 3.027 4.975 18.631
TE 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Statewide -TE 0.000 5.206 0.000 0.000 5.206
Statewide -CMAQ 0.000 5.880 0.000 4.949 10.830
Statewide -HSIP 0.000 0.000 1.500 0.550 2.050
STP-Safety 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
HPP - Demo 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.640 1.640
S.112 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
S.115 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
S.117 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TCSP 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Byways 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
SRTS 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

FHWA TOTAL 17.517 31.405 5.996 22.933 77.852

FTA-Program
5307 0.000 0.457 2.833 3.147 6.438
5309 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5310 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5311 0.533 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.533
5337 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5339 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Other Federal 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Other Non Federal 0.424 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.424

FTA TOTAL 0.957 0.457 2.833 3.147 7.395
GRAND TOTAL 18.474 31.862 8.829 26.081 85.246  
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2.   FEDERAL REGIONAL TARGETS 
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3.   STATEWIDE TIP PROJECTS 
 

STATEWIDE TIP PROJECTS – FFY 2016 – 2019 
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4.   STATUS OF FUNDS 
 
 

 
SUMMARY OF TEA 21 HIGH PRIORITY FUNDS AVAILABLE IN 2015 

NOTE: All figures are Federal Funds only (excluding State Match) 
Region City/Town Description Total Allocated 

(1999 - 2007) 
Obligated 

Amount  to date 
Balance 
Available 
in 2015 

BRPC LANESBORO-CHESHIRE-
ADAMS 

CONSTRUCT HOUSATONIC-
HOOSIC BICYCLE NETWORK & 
ASHUWILLTICOOK 
RECREATIONAL RAIL TRAIL IN 
LANESBOROUGH-CHESHIRE-
ADAMS 

3,075,299 3,075,299 0 

BRPC PITTSFIELD 
MA20 

ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES, P.E., 
AND DESIGN OF NORTH-SOUTH 
CONNECTOR IN PITTSFIELD TO 
IMPROVE ACCESS TO I-90 

1,537,649 640,706.56 896,942 

BRPC BRTA BUS MAINTENANCE FACILITY 99,500   
 

 
 
 

SUMMARY OF SAFETEA-LU HPP FUNDS AVAILABLE IN 2015 
(Federal Funds only) 

 

 
 
Notes: MA 173 – these funds were not expended in 2012, and are therefore available in 2014 or later years, as programmed by the 
MPO.  Actual amount after rescission and other actions is $3,599,601   002S(345) funds  of $2,001,564  withdrawn 11/20/2013  
 
MA 192 – these funds were obligated and expended for design (2008) and construction (2010). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City/Town Description 
Amount Accrued 
                  2005-2009 

                 
                 
    

(Fed. funds only) 

2012 $2,001,564 

2013 $0 

2012 $0 

2013 $0 

North Adams  
(MA 192) 

Design and Construct  
Downtown Roadway and  
Streetscape Improvements 

$1,858,950 

Programmed Amounts  
2012-2013   
                    
                    
                  Region 

(MA 173) 
Berkshire County Bike Paths,  
Design and Construction 

$3,599,601 
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STATUS OF PREVIOUS ANNUAL ELEMENT PROJECTS 
  
Highways 
 
 A listing of the Highway Funded Projects from the previous TIP that have been advertised and those 
that have yet to be advertised can be found on the following tables. 
 

 
FHWA Projects Advertised from 10/1/14 to 6/30/15 in the BRPC Region 

 

Locale Description Adv. Amt. ID No. Fund 

Lenox, 
Pittsfield 

Resurfacing and Related Work on 
Route 7/20 (MM 25.5 to MM 29.4) $3,045,429 606544 National Highway 

Preservation Program 

Sandisfied 

Bridge Maintenance, S-03-033, 
Route 8 (South Main Street) over 
West Branch of Farmington River 
(Phase II) 

$570,789 607510 BRRN – Federal Aid 
Bridge Maintenance 

Sheffield, 
Great 

Barrington 

Resurfacing and Related Work on 
Route 7 (MM 0.0 to MM 9.38) $5,635,225 605887 National Highway 

Preservation Program 

 
 
 

FHWA Funded Projects anticipated to be advertised (7/1/15 to 9/30/15) 
 

Locale Description Current TIP 
Estimate A ID No. Fund 

Adams Ashuwillticook Rail Trail Extension 
(Hoosac St. to Lime St.) $3,360,000 608071 SAFETEA-LU, HPP 

Dalton Reconstruction of Housatonic 
Street, from Route 8/9 to Route 8 $11,181,141 602280 

Surface Transportation 
Program, Regional and 

Statewide CMAQ 

Great 
Barrington 

Bridge Replacement, G-11-005, 
Route 183 (Park Street) over the 
Housatonic River 

$5,904,802 605299 Federal Aid BR-ON 
(On-System Bridge) 

Lenox 
Intersection/Signal Improvements, 
Route 7/20 (Veterans Memorial 
Hwy) at Route 183 (Walker St.) 

$395,516 607745 Highway Safety 
Improvement Program 

Savoy 
Superstructure Replacement, 
S-06-004, River Road over the 
Westfield River 

$2,589,860 607121 Federal Aid BR-OFF 
(Off-System Bridge) 

 
A TIP estimate includes State/Local match. 
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Transit 
 
 The major Transit Projects from the previous TIP which have been implemented are shown below 
along with the dollar amount of the Federal share of the project: 
 
   
Section 5307 Repurposed Capital $    7,934 
Section 5307 Operating – Small Urban Areas $  1,612,561 
Section 5307 Capital  $        67,811 
Section 5311 Operating - Rural Areas $     254,862 
            Total Federal Transit Dollars $  1,943,168 
 
 
 

 
STATUS OF FFY 2015 TRANSIT PROJECTS (FEDERAL FUNDS) Funds are as of 5/22/15 

 
Federal Funds Direct to Recipient from FTA 

Section Description Federal 
Funds 

Approval 
Status Grant # Comments 

5309 SGR Capital 2,291,200 approved MA-04-0074 Available 254,618 
5307 Capital 160,000 approved MA-90-X690 Available 33,681 

5307 Repurposed  471,300 approved MA-90- X021 Available 48,110 
5309 VTCLI 2,000,000 approved MA-04-0081 Available 308,570 
5307 Operating 1,462,814 approved MA-90-X669 Available 0 
5307 Capital 180,000 approved MA-90-X669 Available 110,737 
5307 Operating 1,488,689 approved MA-90-X702 Available 234,164 
5307 Capital 205,416 approved MA-90-X702 Available 204,394 
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AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY INFORMATION 
 

FFY 2016-2019 Berkshire MPO Transportation Improvement Program 
 
Since most all of Massachusetts (with limited exceptions) was designated on 5/21/12 by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency as “unclassifiable/attainment” for the latest ozone standard, a conformity 
determination for the Berkshire MPO 2016-19 TIP is not required. Further details and background 
information are provided below:  
 
Introduction 
 
The 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) require metropolitan planning organizations within 
nonattainment  and maintenance areas to perform air quality conformity determinations prior to the 
approval of Long-Range Transportation Plans (LRTPs) and Transportation Improvement Programs 
(TIPs), and at such other times as required by regulation. A nonattainment area is one that the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated as not meeting certain air quality standards. A 
maintenance area is a nonattainment area that now meets the standards and has been re-designated as 
maintaining the standard. A conformity determination is a demonstration that plans, programs, and 
projects are consistent with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for attaining the air quality standards. The 
CAAA requirement to perform a conformity determination ensures that federal approval and funding go to 
transportation activities that are consistent with air quality goals. 
 
The entire Commonwealth of Massachusetts was previously classified as nonattainment for ozone, and 
was divided into two nonattainment areas.  The Eastern Massachusetts ozone nonattainment area 
included Barnstable, Bristol, Dukes, Essex, Middlesex, Nantucket, Norfolk, Plymouth, Suffolk, and 
Worcester counties.  Berkshire, Franklin, Hampden, and Hampshire counties comprised the Western 
Massachusetts ozone nonattainment area.  With these classifications, the 1990 Clean Air Act 
Amendments (CAAA) required the Commonwealth to reduce its emissions of volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx), the two major precursors to ozone formation to achieve attainment of 
the ozone standard. 
 
 
Legislative and Regulatory Background 
 
The 1970 Clean Air Act defined a one-hour national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS) for ground-level 
ozone. The 1990 CAAA further classified degrees of nonattainment of the one-hour standard based on the 
severity of the monitored levels of the pollutant. The entire commonwealth of Massachusetts was 
classified as being in serious nonattainment for the one-hour ozone standard, with a required attainment 
date of 1999.The attainment date was later extended, first to 2003 and a second time to 2007. 
 
In 1997, the EPA proposed a new, eight-hour ozone standard that replaced the one- hour standard, 
effective June 15, 2005. Scientific information had shown that ozone could affect human health at lower 
levels, and over longer exposure times than one hour. The new standard was challenged in court, and 
after a lengthy legal battle, the courts upheld it. It was finalized in June 2004.The eight-hour standard is 
0.08 parts per million, averaged over eight hours and not to be exceeded more than once per year. 
Nonattainment areas were again further classified based on the severity of the eight-hour values. 
Massachusetts as a whole was classified as being in moderate nonattainment for the eight-hour standard, 
and was separated into two nonattainment areas—Eastern Massachusetts and Western Massachusetts. 
 
In March 2008, EPA published revisions to the eight-hour ozone NAAQS establishing a level of 0.075 
ppm, (March 27, 2008; 73 FR 16483).  In 2009, EPA announced it would reconsider this standard 
because it fell outside of the range recommended by the Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee. 
However, EPA did not take final action on the reconsideration so the standard would remain at 0.075 ppm.  
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After reviewing data from Massachusetts monitoring stations, EPA sent a letter on December 16, 2011 
proposing that only Dukes County would be designated as nonattainment for the new proposed 0.075 
ozone standard. Massachusetts concurred with these findings. 
 
On May 21, 2012, (77 FR 30088),  the final rule was published in the Federal Register, defining the 2008 
NAAQS at 0.075 ppm, the standard that was promulgated in March 2008. A second rule published on May 
21, 2012 (77 FR 30160), revoked the 1997 ozone NAAQS to occur one year after the July 20, 2012 
effective date of the 2008 NAAQS. 
  
Also on May 21, 2012, the air quality designations areas for the 2008 NAAQS were published in the 
Federal Register. In this Federal Register, the only area in Massachusetts that was designated as 
nonattainment is Dukes County. All other Massachusetts counties were classified as 
unclassifiable/attainment. 
 
Therefore, conformity for ozone in the Berkshire MPO is required until July 20, 2013 for only the 1997 
ozone standard. This standard was revoked on July 20, 2013, and since the latest area designations do 
not require conformity under the current 2008 standard, the MPO does not need to perform a conformity 
determination for ozone on the program. 
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Highway Operations and Maintenance Expenditures 
 
An assessment has been made of recent and projected MassDOT expenditures for operation and 
maintenance of the existing system, in accordance with new requirements of MAP-21 and FHWA guidance.  
The following tables summarize MassDOT expenditures in that category using non-federal and federal funds, 
respectively.   The 2016-2019 TIP does not contain any projects that expand the existing transportation 
system.  Improvement projects in the TIP are focused on improving the safety and efficiency of the existing 
system, along with the condition.   The majority of projects in the TIP are investments in preserving the 
condition and operation of the existing transportation system.  No projects in the TIP will result in increased 
operation and maintenance costs. 
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BRTA Financial Capacity Assessment 
 

An assessment of financial capacity has been made of the transit projects programmed for the Berkshire 
Regional Transit Authority in this TIP.  It is determined that the BRTA has the financial capacity to carry out 
the programmed projects, based upon the following facts and assumptions: 
 
1. BRTA services are supported by revenues from the following sources: 

Federal -    30.72% 
State     -  39.28% 
Local    - 13.57% 
Fares    - 15.01% 
Other    - 1.42% 
Total     - 100.00% 

 
BRTA Operations and Maintenance Summary  

State Fiscal Year 2015 
The numbers below represent actual numbers for the previous year, the current year budget/forecast 
approved by the BRTA Advisory Board, and Projections for the out-years.  These numbers indicate that 
there are sufficient revenues projected to meet the operating needs of the area transit authority. 

Operating Revenue Previous Current Yr Two Yr. Three  

 2014 2015 2016 2017  

Farebox 911,279 952,591 981,995 981,995  

Section 5307 1,581,144 1,236,422 1,515,700 1,515,700  
 

Section 5311 342,795 261,132 266,381 266,381  

CMAQ/TDM      

Fully Funded * 5,716,976 6,703,009 6,352,153 7,300,000  

Job Access/Reverse 
Commute 150,000 150,000 101,000 0  

New Freedom 59,131 59,131 83,720 0  

Advertising 38,000 25,000 30,000 35,000  

Interest Income 3,500 3,000 3,000 3,000  

Rental Income 38,100 38,100 13,116 38,100  

State Contract Assistance ** 2,084,863 2,493,472 2,488,000 2,550,200  

Local Assessment 840,480 861,492 883,029 905,904  

Other: (Define) 29,600 24,000 25,000 25,000  

TOTAL 11,795,868 12,807,349 12,743,094 13,621,280  
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BRTA Operations and Maintenance Summary  
State Fiscal Year 2015 

Operating Expenses *** Previous Current Yr Two Yr. Three  

 2014 2015 2016 2017  
TOTAL  (See Description 

Below) 
11,795,868 

 
12,807,349 

                 
12,743,094 13,621,280 

                 
                  

      
Footnotes:      

*    Fully funded refers to contract work often to Human Service 
Agencies 

  

**  Operating assistance provided by the State   

*** Description of Operating Expenses:  Salaries and Wages; Fringe Benefits; Legal, Accounting and 
Professional Services; Promotion/Marketing; Insurance; Equipment Leases and Rentals; Real 
Property Leases and Rentals; Non-capitalized Maintenance/Repair; Fuel costs; Tire costs; Office 
Supplies and Equipment; Interest Expense; Utilities; Management Fees; Travel and Training; and 
Other miscellaneous expense items. 
 

2. While federal, state and local sources of funding are limited, they are presently adequate to 
support existing levels of service provided by the BRTA through 2016. 
 
3. The first phase of the ITS project implemented in FY 2011 include: installation of mobile data 
terminals in fixed route buses; creating route maps of all fixed routes; activation of the Route Shout 
vehicle locator application for smartphones; testing of the depot monitor templates for selected sites 
along the fixed bus routes.  On February 1, 2012, 15 lift equipped, purple BRTA logoed, minivans were 
placed into operation by the local paratransit contractor to perform ADA and Non-ADA services. The 
BRTA implemented a new fare structure in January 2014 together with the launch of the Charlie Card.  
Unlimited ride passes for 1, 7, or 30 days together with stored cash value within the Charlie Card 
partitions allow customers a variety of transit options.  The final phase of the ITS project was 
implemented in 2015 though the VTCLI grant which included: automatic passenger counters, 
automated voice announcers, and interactive voice response. 
 
4. Current assets offset current liabilities; and cash flow, supported through revenue anticipation 
notes, is sufficient to provide cash-on-hand and/or receivables are available to fund operations for one 
year. 

 
SPECIAL EFFORTS FOR THE ELDERLY AND DISABLED 
 
 BRTA special efforts to provide transportation services for the elderly and disabled in compliance 
with Section 504 requirements are described in detail within the document.  These special efforts consist 
of: 
 
 1. Half fares on all fixed-route buses on weekdays and on Saturdays. 
 
 2. Kneeling feature on all fixed-route buses. 
 
 3. Wheelchair lifts or ramps on all fixed-route buses. 
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 4. User-side subsidy program for the use of participating taxis at 90% of the regular fare and 
Non-ADA paratransit service at 39.7% of the regular fare (available 7 days per week).  (This 
program began in July 1978. It was modified in November 2006 via a public solicitation for a 
single provider for both ambulatory and non-ambulatory trips under a multiyear contract. The 
BRTA acquired a fleet of 15 paratransit vehicles placed into service in February 2012). 

  
 Expenditures for ADA and Non-ADA transportation services (contract plus administrative costs) 
account for 10.4% of BRTA's budgeted operational expense for FY15 (July 1, 2014 – June 30, 2015). 
 
 In 1987, the BRTA Advisory Board established a paratransit subcommittee which worked closely 
with BRPC and BRTA staff, handicapped advocacy organizations and consumers, and adopted a 
"handicapped accessibility plan" in compliance with Section 504 regulations.  This plan is dated June 19, 
1987 and it documents the BRTA services for disabled persons, proposed service modifications to 
improve accessibility, and the public participation process during the development of the plan.  BRTA has 
implemented the plan. 
 
 In January 1992 the BRTA Advisory Board adopted an ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) Plan 
for Complementary Paratransit Service which was drawn up with the assistance of the paratransit 
subcommittee.  The plan was implemented in July 1992, and updates have been completed each year as 
required.  The BRTA services are currently in full compliance with ADA regulations. 
 

 
701 CMR 7.00 USE OF ROAD FLAGGERS AND POLICE DETAILS ON PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS 
 

701 CMR 7.00 (the Regulation) was promulgated and became law on October 3, 2008.  Under 
this Regulation, the CMR is applicable to any Public works Project that is performed within the limits of, or 
that impact traffic on, any Public Road.  The Municipal Limitation referenced in this Regulation is 
applicable only to projects where the Municipality is the Awarding Authority.   
 

For all projects contained in the TIP, the Commonwealth is the Awarding Authority.  Therefore, all 
projects must be considered and implemented in accordance with 701 CMR 7.00, and the Road Flagger 
and Police Detail Guidelines.  
 

By placing a project on the TIP, the Municipality acknowledges that 701 CMR 7.00 is applicable to 
its project and design and construction will be fully compliant with this Regulation.    
 

This information and additional information relative to guidance and implementation of the 
Regulation can be found at the following link on the MassDOT Highway Division website:  
 
http://www.massdot.state.ma.us/Highway/flaggers/main.aspx 
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Transportation Improvement Program 
 

 
Part D:   ATTACHMENTS 

 
1. TIP PROJECTS BY MODE BY YEAR (Combined Federal, State and No Funding) 
2. TIP PROJECTS BY TOWN/ CITY 
3. BERKSHIRE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION NETWORK MAP 
4. BERKSHIRE TIP PROJECTS MAP 
5. GREENHOUSE GAS MONITORING AND EVALUATION 
6. FHWA & FTA TITLE VI CERTIFICATIONS & ASSURANCES 
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Attachment 1 
 

PROJECTS BY TYPE AND YEAR 
 
The table on the following pages lists all TIP and Supplemental List projects in four groupings labeled 
“Modes”:  Bridge, Enhancements, Highways, Other Highways and Transit.   Supplemental List highway 
projects are listed under Other Highways, while unfunded Enhancements and Transit projects are listed in 
their respective categories. 
 
In the Berkshire region, the Transit element of the TIP consists mostly of formula funding for BRTA 
operations and maintenance.  Capital improvements include the annual purchase of paratransit vehicles 
to replace aging vans or to expand the capacity of the BRTA and other agencies to provide mobility for 
disabled, elderly and disadvantaged residents. 
 
  
 

NOTES ON TABLE: 
    
MODE: Type of project (Bridges, Enhancements, Highways, Transit) 
 
LOCATION:  City or Town for highway projects. Transit projects list the grant recipient in this 

column. 
 
LEAD:  Agency responsible for project implementation.  Generally MassDOT (MHD), 

municipalities, or BRTA.  BRPC (REGION) will be the lead agency for one Scenic 
Byways project not involving construction.   

 
YR:   Federal Fiscal Year in which a project is programmed for funding.  Supplemental 

List projects are listed with a question mark in the YR column. 
 
OTHER HIGHWAYS: Highway projects not funded or programmed in this TIP 
 
NOTE:  MODE Totals include projects not funded or programmed 
 

 



   

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016– 2019 TIP    

63 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016– 2019 TIP    

64 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016– 2019 TIP    

65 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016– 2019 TIP    

66 

 



   

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016– 2019 TIP    

67 

 
 
 
 

Attachment 2 
 

PROJECTS BY LOCATION 
 
 
NOTES ON TABLE: 
 
LOCATION: City or Town for highway projects 
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Attachment 3 
BERKSHIRE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION NETWORK MAP 
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Attachment 4 
2016-2019 TIP PROJECTS MAP 
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Attachment 5 
 

GREENHOUSE GAS MONITORING AND EVALUATION 
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2016-2019  

Transportation Improvement Program  

Greenhouse Gas Monitoring and Evaluation  

 

Introduction 

 

This section summarizes the greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts that are anticipated to result from the 

projects that are included in this FFY 2016 – 2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). It includes 

a summary of the state laws and policies that call for reducing greenhouse gas in order to mitigate global 

climate change, actions that are being to respond to these state laws and policies, the role of regional 

planning and TIP development in reducing GHG emission and tracking these reductions, and the 

projected GHG emission impacts from the projects programmed in the TIP. 

 

State Policy Context 

 

The Global Warming Solutions Act (GWSA), which was signed into law in August 2008, makes 

Massachusetts a leader in setting aggressive and enforceable GHG reduction targets, and implementing 

policies and initiatives to achieve these targets. In keeping with the law, on December 29, 2010 the 

Massachusetts Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs (EOEEA), in consultation with other 

state agencies and the public, released the Massachusetts Clean Energy and Climate Plan for 2020. In 

December 2014 the Department of Environmental Protection issued new regulations that require 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations to quantify impacts from project investments, track progress 

towards reductions, and consider impacts in the prioritization of GHG impacts from project investments. 

The targets for overall statewide GHG emissions are: 

 

 

 

GreenDOT Policy 

 

The transportation sector is the single largest emitter of greenhouse gases, accounting for over a third of 

GHG emissions, and therefore the transportation sector is a key focus of the Clean Energy and Climate 

Plan. MassDOT’s approach to supporting the implementation of the plan is set forth in its GreenDOT 

Policy Directive, a comprehensive sustainability initiative that sets three principal objectives: 
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GreenDOT Policy and Metropolitan Planning Organizations 

 

The Commonwealth’s thirteen metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) are integrally involved in 

helping to achieve the GreenDOT goals and supporting the GHG reductions mandated under the GWSA. 

The MPOs are most directly involved in helping to achieve the GHG emissions reductions under the 

second goal – to promote healthy transportation modes through prioritizing and programming an 

appropriate balance of roadway, transit, bicycle and pedestrian investments – and assist in the third goal 

by supporting smart growth development patterns through the creation of a balanced multi-modal 

transportation system. This will be realized through the transportation goals and policies espoused in the 

2016 Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs), the major projects planned in the RTPs, and the mix of new 

transportation projects that are programmed and implemented through the TIPs. The GHG tracking and 

evaluation processes enable the MPOs to identify the anticipated GHG impacts of the planned and 

programmed projects, and also to use GHG impacts as a criterion in prioritizing transportation projects. 

 

Regional GHG Tracking and Evaluation in RTPs 

 

MassDOT coordinated with MPOs and regional planning agency (RPA) staffs on the implementation of 

GHG tracking and evaluation in development of each MPO’s 2035 RTPs, which were adopted in 

September 2011. This collaboration has continued for the MPO’s 2040 RTPs and 2016-19 TIPs.  

 

Working together, MassDOT and the MPOs have attained the following milestones: 

 

 Modeling and long-range statewide projections for GHG emissions resulting from the 

transportation sector. Using the Boston MPO’s regional model and the statewide travel demand 

model for the remainder of the state, GHG emissions were projected for 2020 no-build and build 

conditions, and for 2040 no-build and build conditions. 

 All of the MPOs included these GHG emission projections in their RTPs, along with a discussion 

of climate change and a statement of MPO support for reducing GHG emissions as a regional 

goal. 

 

Project-Level GHG Tracking and Evaluation in the Transportation Improvement Program 

 

It is also important to monitor and evaluate the GHG impacts of the transportation projects that are 

programmed in the MPO Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP). The TIP includes both the larger, 

regionally-significant projects from the RTPs, which have already had their aggregate GHG impacts 

calculated and reported in the RTP, as well as smaller projects that are not included in the RTP but that 
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may nevertheless have impacts on GHG emissions. The principal objective of this tracking is to enable 

the MPOs to evaluate expected GHG impacts of different projects and to use this information as a 

criterion for prioritizing and programming projects in future TIPs.  

 

In order to monitor and evaluate the GHG impacts of TIP projects, MassDOT and the MPOs have 

developed the following approach for identifying anticipated GHG impacts and quantifying GHG impacts 

of projects, when appropriate, through the TIP.  Different types of projects will have different anticipated 

GHG emissions impacts. The different project categories are outlined on the next two pages with this 

region’s project tracking sheet on the third page. 

 

Calculation of GHG Impacts for TIP Projects 

 

The Office of Transportation Planning at MassDOT provided the spreadsheets that are used for 

determining Congestion Management and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) eligibility. These 

spreadsheets require the same inputs as the CMAQ calculations, and have been adapted to provide CO2 

impacts. The data and analysis required for these calculations is available from functional design reports 

that should be submitted for projects that would produce a measurable GHG impact. 
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RTP Projects - Major capacity expansion projects would be expected to have 

a significant impact on GHG emissions. However, these projects are included 

in the RTPs and analyzed using the statewide model or Boston regional 

model, which would reflect their GHG impacts. Therefore, no independent TIP 

calculations are required. 

Quantified Decrease in Emissions - Projects that would be expected to 

produce a measurable decrease in emissions. The approach for calculating 

these impacts is described below. These projects should be categorized in 

the following manner:  

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from Traffic Operational 

Improvement - An intersection reconstruction or signalization project 

that is projected to reduce delay and congestion. 

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from Pedestrian and Bicycle 

Infrastructure - A shared-use path that would enable increased 

walking and biking and decreased vehicle-miles traveled (VMT). 

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from New/Additional Transit 

Service - A bus or shuttle service that would enable increased transit 

ridership and decreased VMT 

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from a Park and Ride Lot A 

park-and-ride lot that would enable increased transit ridership/ 

increased ridesharing and decreased VMT 

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from Bus Replacement 

 A bus replacement that would directly reduce GHG emissions 

generated by that bus service. 

 Quantifed Decrease in Emissions from Complete Streets 

Improvements 

Improvements to roadway networks that include the addition of 

bicycle and pedestrian accommodations where none were present 

before. 

 Quantified Decrease in Emissions from Other Improvement 

 

 
Quantified Increase in Emissions – Projects that would be expected to 

produce a measurable increase in emissions. 

Projects with 

Quantified 

Impacts 
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No Assumed Impact/Negligible Impact on Emission - Projects that do not 

change the capacity or use of a facility (e.g. a resurfacing project that restores 

a roadway to its previous condition, or a bridge rehabilitation/replacement that 

restores the bridge to its previous condition) would be assumed to have no 

GHG impact. 

Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions - Projects that would be 

expected to produce a minor decrease in emissions that cannot be calculated 

with any precision. Examples of such projects include roadway repaving or 

reconstruction projects that add a new sidewalk or new bike lanes. Such a 

project would enable increased travel by walking or bicycling, but there may 

be not data or analysis to support any projections of GHG impacts. These 

projects should be categorized in the following manner: 

 Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions from Sidewalk 

Infrastructure 

 Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions from Bicycle 

Infrastructure 

 Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions from Sidewalk and 

Bicycle Infrastructure 

 Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions from Intelligent 

Transportation Systems (ITS) and/or Traffic Operational 

Improvements 

 Assumed Nominal Decrease in Emissions from Other 

Improvements 

Projects with 

Assumed 

Impacts 

Assumed Nominal Increase in Emissions - Projects that would be expected 

to produce a minor increase in emissions that cannot be calculated with any 

precision. 

  
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Regional Greenhouse Gas Impact Summary Tables for FFY 2016 – 2019 TIP 

 

The following tables summarize the calculated quantitative and assumed qualitative impacts of the 

projects included in the regional FFY 2016 – 2019 TIP.  

 

2016 Berkshire Region Project Tracking 

 

 

2017 Berkshire Region Project Tracking 
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2018 Berkshire Region Project Tracking 

 

 
 
 
2019 Berkshire Region Project Tracking 
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310 CMR 60.05: Global Warming Solutions Act Requirements for the Transportation Sector and the 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 

 
Self-Certification Compliance Statement for Metropolitan Planning Organizations 

 
This will certify that the FFY 2016 – 2019 TIP for Berkshire MPO is in compliance with all applicable 
requirements in the State Regulation 310 CMR 60.05: Global Warming Solutions Act Requirements for the 
Transportation Sector and the Massachusetts Department of Transportation. The regulation requires the 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to: 

1. 310 CMR 60.05, 3(b)(1)(a): Evaluate and track the GHG emissions and impacts of RTPs and 
TIPs; 

2. 310 CMR 60.05, 3(b)(1)(b): In consultation with MassDOT, develop and utilize procedures to 
prioritize and select projects in RTPs, TIPs, and STIPs based on factors that include GHG 
emissions and impacts; 

3. 310 CMR 60.05, 3(b)(1)(c): Quantify net GHG emissions and impacts resulting from the projects 
in RTPs and TIPs and have made efforts to minimize GHG emissions and impacts; 

4. 310 CMR 60.05, 3(b)(1)(d): Determine in consultation with the RPA that the appropriate planning 
assumptions used for GHG emissions modeling are consistent with local land use policies, or that 
local authorities have made documented and credible commitments to establishing such 
consistency; 

5. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(a)(2)(a): Develop RTPs and TIPs; 
6. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(a)(2)(b): Ensure that RPAs are using appropriate planning assumptions; 
7. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(a)(2)(c): Perform regional GHG emissions analysis of RTPs and TIPs; 
8. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(a)(2)(d): Calculate GHG emissions for RTPs and TIPs; 
9. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(a)(2)(e): Develop public consultation procedures for GHG reporting and related 

GWSA requirements consistent with current and approved regional public participation plans; 
10. 310 CMR 60.05, 4(c): Prior to making final endorsements on the RTPs, TIPs, STIPs, and projects 

included in these plans, MassDOT and the MPOs shall include the GHG Assessment and 
information on related GWSA activities in RTPs, TIPs, and STIPs and provide an opportunity for 
public review and comment on the RTPs, TIPs, and STIPs. 

11. 310 CMR 60.05, 6(a): After a final GHG assessment has been made by MassDOT and the 
MPOs, MassDOT and the MPOs shall submit MPO-endorsed RTPs, TIPs or projects within 30 
days of endorsement to the Department for review of the GHG assessment. 

The Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization authorizes the Chairman to endorse the document on 
their behalf. 
 

 
 

 
_______________________________ ____________________________ 
Stephanie Pollack     Date 
MassDOT Secretary and CEO 
Berkshire MPO Chairman  
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Attachment 6 
 

FHWA & FTA TITLE VI CERTIFICATIONS & ASSURANCES 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016 – 2019 TIP   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 































 

 
Berkshire Metropolitan Planning Organization: FY 2016 – 2019 TIP   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Transportation Improvement Program 
 

   APPENDIX 
 

 
1. PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
2. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

    

1. PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



4 8-NEWS THE BERKSHIRE EAGLE)) BERKSHIREEAGLE.COM 

Public Notices 

07/01/15 

Berkshire Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT 

The Berkshire MPO is seeking 
public comment on the 
following documents: 

2016 Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) - The 2106 Regional 
Transportation Plan update is a 
long range (25 year) comprehensive 
document that provides the basis 
for future transportation investment 
and planning in the region . The 
RT~ establishes a regional priority, 
reviews current transportation infra­
structure in the region and makes 
recommendations for future proj­
ects. 

2016 Unified Planning Work Pro­
gram (UPWP) -The 2016 UPWP is 
a list, budget and description of all 
federally funded transportation 
planning work to be performed be­
tween October 1, 2015 and Sep­
tember 30, 2016, mostly by staff of 
the Berkshire Regional Planning 
Commission (BRPC) and consul­
tants working for BRPC, under the 
auspices of the Berksl1ire Metropol­
itan Planning Organization. 

2015-2018 Transportation Im­
provement Program (TIP) - The 
TIP is a prioritized, multi-year pro­
gram for the implementation of fed­
erally funded transportation proj­
ec:ts in Berkshire County. Highway, 
bridge, transportation enhance­
ment and transit improvement proj­
ects must be listed in the TIP to be 
eligible for federal funding. 

Copies of these documents can be 
obtained by: 
1. Phone: Berkshire Regional 
Planning Commission (BRPC), 
413-442-1521, ext. 20; 
2. BRPC web site: 
www.berkshireplanning.org; 
3. Walk-in: BRPC, 1 Fenn Street 
Suite 201, Pittsfield MA 01201 . ' 
4.The following public libraries: 
Berkshire Athenaeum, Pittsfield; 
Stockbridge Public Library; Mason 
Public Library, Gt. Barrington; 
North Adams Public Library; Lenox 
~ibrary; Lanesborough Library; Wil­
liamstown Public Library; Dalton 
Public Library and Adams Free Li­
brary. 

Three public workshops have been 
scheduled to provide more infor­
mation on these plans. The work­
shops will be held at the locations 
and dates identified below begin­
ning at 5:30 PM: 

July 9th Adams Free Library, 
92 Park St. Adams 

July 15th BRPC Offices, 
1 Fenn St. Pittsfield 

July 28th Lee Library, 
100 Main St. Lee 

Comments are due by July 31, 
2015, addressed to the Berkshire 
Metropolitan Planning 
Organization/BRPC, 1 Fenn Street 
Suite 201, Pittsfield MA 01201 or vi~ 
email to info@berkshireplanning.org 
The Berkshire MPO is scheduled to 
approve these documents at their 
meeting scheduled for August 4, 
2015 at 4 PM at the BRPC offices. 

07/01/15 

Request For Proposals 
l':itv nf Nnrth Atf.,,mc 

Public Notices 
U7/01'JT5 

THE LENOX NATIONAL BANK 
7 Main Street 

Lenox, Massachusetts 01240 
(413) 637-0017 

NOTICE OF SPECIAL MEETING 
OF SHAREHOLDERS 

TO BE HELD ON JULY 16, 2015 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that, 
pursuant to call of its directors, a 
Special Meeting of shareholders 
(the "Special Meeting") of The Le­
nox National Bank will be held on 
Thursday, July 16, 2015 at 4:30 
p.m., local time, at The Lenox Na­
tional Bank, 7 Main Street, Lenox, 
Massachusetts 01240, for the fol­
lowing purposes: 

1. To consider and vote on a pro­
posal to approve the Agreement 
and Plan of Merger by and between 
The Lenox National Bank ("LNB") 
and Adams Community Bank 
("ACB") dated April 8, 2015 (the 
"Merger Agreement") and the 
transactions contemplated thereby 
(the "Transactions"), pursuant to 
which LNB would consolidate with 
a subsidiary of ACB (the "Merger") 
and each shareholder of LNB 
would receive cash consideration 
of $1,388.35 per share of the com­
mon stock, par value $10.00 per 
share of LNB in ~ccordance with 
the terms of the Merger Agreement. 
As a result of the Merger, ACB 
would own all of the issued and 
outstanding capital stock of LNB. 
Immediately following the Merger, 
all of the assets and liabilities of 
LNB would be transferred to ACB 
and LNB would be dissolved; 

2. To consider and vote upon a 
proposal to approve one or more 
adjournments of the Special Meet­
ing, if necessary, to permit further 
solicitation of proxies in favor of the 
approval of the Merger Agreement 
and the Transactions if there are 
not sufficient votes at the time of 
the Special Meeting, or at any ad­
journment or postponement of the 
Special Meeting, to approve the 
Merger Agreement and the Trans­
actions; and 

3. To consider and act upon such 
other matters as may properly 
come before the Special Meeting or 
any adjournment or postponement 
of the Special Meeting. 

A copy of the Merger Agreement 
approved by the directors of LNB 
and ACB is on file at LNB and may 
be inspected during business 
hours. 

06/10/15, 06/17/15, 06/24/15, 
07/01/15 

Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts 
The Trial Court 

Probate and Family Court 

NOTICE OF PETITION FOR 
CHANGE OF NAME 

DocketNo.BE15C0035CA 

In the matter of: 
Carolyn McKee Gardner 

Of: Lee, MA 

To all persons interested in petition 
described: . 
A petition has been presented by 
Carolyn M Gardner requesting that: 
Carolyn McKee Gardner be allowed 
to change his/her/their name as fol­
lows: Zara Raab 

Public Notices 
fY n 1Qrciyl3,-:2011 at B'OOK-~TIJJ 
Page 24 and by assignment from 
Residential Credit Solutions, Inc. to 
Federal National Mortgage Associ­
ation dated October 20, 2014 and 
recorded with said registry on Oc­
tober 23, 2014 at Book 5459 Page 
33, for breach of the conditions of 
said mortgage and for the purpose 
of foreclosing, the same will be sold 
at Public Auction at 2:00 p.m. on 
July 23, 2015, on the mortgaged 
premises located at 50 Hungerford 
Street , Pittsfield, Berkshire County, 
Massachusetts, all and singular the 
premises described in said mort­
gage, 

TOWIT: 

Lot E6-10-201 as shown on a plan 
entitled "Peter W. and Elaine D. 
Marchand, 40 & 50 Hungerford St., 
Pittsfield, MA, Approval Not Re­
quired Division of Land, Survey 
Plan," which plan was prepared by 
Hill Engineers, Architects, Planners, 
dated July 27, 2007 and is record­
ed in the Berkshire Middle District 
Registry of Deeds in Plat H, No. 
320. Containing 32,535 square feet, 
more or less, as shown on said 
plan. 

Being the same premises conveyed 
to the mortgagor herein by deed of 
Elaine D. Marchand and Jean D. 
Munn, dated October 1, 2007 and 
recorded in the Berkshire Middle 
District Registry of Deeds in Book 
3904, Page 28. 

Parcel A, containing 21,260 square 
feet, and Parcel C, containing 676 
square feet, as shown on a plan en­
titled "Peter W. and Elaine D. 
Marchand, 40 & 50 Hungerford St., 
Pittsfield, MA, Approval Not Re­
quired Division of Land, Survey 
Plan," which plan was prepared by 
Hill Engineers, Architects, Planners, 
dated July 27, 2007 al"ld is record­
ed in the Berkshire Middle District 
Registry of Deeds in Plat H, No. 
320. 

For mortgagor's title see deed re­
corded with the Berkshire Middle 
District Registry of' Deeds dated 
September 10, 2008 in Book 4137, 
Page 305. 

For a more accurate description of 
the premises, see judgment at 
Book 5268, Page 346 

For mortgagor's(s') title see deeds 
recorded with Berkshire County 
(Middle District) Registry of Deeds 
in Book 3904, Page 28 and in Book 
4137, Page 305. 

These premises will be sold and 
conveyed subject to and with the 
ben~fit. of all 1rights, rights of way, 
restnct1ons, easements, covenants, 
liens or claims in the nature of liens 
improvements, public assess~ 
ments, any and all unpaid taxes, 
tax titles, tax liens, water and sewer 
liens and any other municipal as­
sessments or liens or existing en­
cumbrances of record which are in 
force and are applicable, having 
priority over said mortgage, wheth­
er or not reference to such restric­
t!ons, easements, improvements, 
hens or encumbrances is made in 
the deed. 

TERMS OF SALE: 

A deposit of Five Thousand 
($5,000.00 ) Dollars by certified or 
'bank check will be reauired tn hP. 

Public Notices 
tornerr'ln t:SetKSrtirS IV110Ul9"""D1SltrC'r 
Registry of Deeds in Book 3942, 
Page 115, has filed with said court 
a bill in equity for authority to fore~ 
close said mortgage by entry and 
possession and exercise of a pow­
er of sale: 
.If you are entitled to the benefits of 
the Servicemembers' Civil Relief 
Act of 2003, as amended, and you 
object to such foreclosure of said 
mortgage, you or your attorney 
should file a written appearance 
and answer in said Court at Pitts­
field, in said County of Berkshire, 
on or before the 21st day of July, 
2015 which day is the return day of 
this subpoena, or you may be for­
ever barred from claiming that such 
foreclosure is invalid under said 
Act. 

WITNESS, Judith Fabricant, Es­
quire, Chief Justice of our Superior 
Court, the 26th day of May, in the 
year of our Lord two thousand fif­
teen. 

Deborah S. Capeless 
Clerk 

Don C. Hunter, Esq. 
Hunter & Graziano, P.C. 
10 Park Place 
Lee, Massachusetts 01238 

07/01/15 

Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts 
The Trial Court 

Probate and Family Court 

INFORMAL PROBATE 
PUBLICATION NOTICE 

OocketNo.BE15P0426EA 

Estate of: 
Vallerie Sally Doboszynski 

Also Known As: 
Vallerie S. Doboszynski 

Date of Death: 30 May 2015 

Berkshire Probate & Family Court 
44 Bank Row 

Pittsfield, MA 01201 
(413) 442-6941 

To all persons interested in the 
above captioned estate, by Petition 
of Petitioner Joseph C. 
Doboszynski of Pittsfield MA a 
Will has been admitted to informal 
probate. , 
Joseph C. Doboszynski of Pitts­
field MA has been informally ap­
pointed as the Personal Represen­
tative of the estate to serve without 
surety on the bond. 

The estate is being administered 
under informal procedure by the 
Personal Representative under the 
Massachusetts Uniform Probate 
Code without supervision by the 
Court. Inventory and accounts are 
not required to be fifed with the 
Court, but interested parties are 
entitJed to notice regarding the ad­
ministration from the Personal Rep­
resentative and can petition the 
Court in any matter relating to the 
estate, including distribution of as­
sets and expenses of administra­
tion. Interested parties are entitled 
to petition the Court to institute for­
mal proceedings and to obtain or­
ders terminating or restricting the 
powers of Personal Representa­
tives appointed under informal pro­
cedure. A copy of the Petition and 
Will, if any, can be obtained from 
the Petitioner. 
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2. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
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