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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

A Public Officials Briefing and a Public Open House were conducted on Wednesday, July 26, 2017 by the Pennsylvania 

Department of Transportation (PennDOT) Engineering District 12-0 and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in 

cooperation with Westmoreland County, to conclude the Laurel Valley Transportation Improvement Project (LVTIP) 

Feasibility Study and introduce the Preliminary Engineering phase.  

 

The Feasibility Study for the LVTIP was a comprehensive approach to identify a series of fundable, attainable, and 

sustainable roadway improvements to meet transportation needs on or near the existing Route 981 Corridor. The Study 

Area extended from Route 30 near the Arnold Palmer Regional Airport to the Route 819/981 intersection in Mount 

Pleasant. The study considered transportation improvement concepts to enhance safety, mobility and access consistent 

with land use and projected future growth in the region. The LVTIP feasibility study included consideration of future 

projected traffic and the possibility of a PA Turnpike interchange with Route 981. 

The purpose of this Public Open House was to: 

 Introduce the Draft Preferred Improvement Concept to the general public  

 Receive feedback on the Draft Preferred Improvement Concept 

 Provide general information  about the Preliminary Engineering process 

 Review the anticipated project schedule 
 

The public officials and open house meetings were held on the same day, July 26, and at the same location, Norvelt 

Roosevelt Hall. Twenty-two (22) public officials attended the Public Officials Briefing and two hundred thirty-eight (238) 

people registered at the Open House. In all, an estimated 260 people attended the Open House. A brief PowerPoint 

presentation was conducted at the Public Officials Briefing. Attendees at both meetings were encouraged to visit each of 

the display stations and talk one-on-one with study team members who were located throughout the display area.  

 

 The primary informational displays included:  

 Registration and Introduction 

 LVTIP Video 

 Feasibility Study Results 

 Draft Preferred Improvement Concept 

 Introduction to Preliminary Engineering 

 Anticipated Project Schedule 

 Future Public Involvement  

 Section 106 Information   

 Comment Area 
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II. MEETING FORMAT 
 

PUBLIC OFFICIALS BRIEFING 

Date:  Wednesday, July 26, 2017 

Time:  3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

Location: Norvelt Roosevelt Hall 
 2325 Mount Pleasant Rd. 
 Mount Pleasant, PA  15666 
 

PUBLIC PLANS DISPLAY 

Date:  Wednesday, July 26, 2017 

Time:  5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 

Location: Norvelt Roosevelt Hall 
 2325 Mount Pleasant Rd. 
 Mount Pleasant, PA  15666 
 

Format:  Open House Plans Display  

Purpose:  The purpose of this plans display was to: 

 Introduce the Draft Preferred Improvement Concept to the general public  

 Give details about the Preliminary Engineering process 

 Receive feedback on the Draft Preferred Improvement Concept 
 
Notices:   

 Notifications were posted on the project website two weeks (July 5, 2017) before the public 
plans display. 

 Letters were mailed to Public Officials and KeyS Committee members to invite them to the 
Public Officials Briefing and the Open House Public Plans Display (July 5, 2017).  

 A postcard invitation was sent approximately 4,000 homes along the corridor (July 5, 2017).  

 A newspaper advertisement was placed in the Greensburg Tribune Review and ran once during 
the week of July 17, 2017. 

 Following the newspaper advertisement, issuance of a press release was coordinated with the 
District Community Relations Coordinator one week prior to the meeting. 

 

Handouts:  Informational Handout and Comment Form  

 

Attendance:  Twenty-two (22) public officials attended the Public Officials Briefing and two hundred thirty-eight (238) 

people registered at the Public Meeting, with an estimated 260 people in total attendance. A copy of the 

sign-in sheets from both meetings can be found in Appendix A and B.  

 

 The following Study Team members were also in attendance:  
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PennDOT 

Gary Barber, P.E. District Portfolio Manager 

Kevin Clancy, Right-of-Way Unit  

Sarah Cordek, E.I.T. Civil Engineer  

Rachel Duda, P.E., Asst. District Executive - Design 

Mary Ann Hadden, Assistant Environmental Engineer 

Valerie Petersen, District Community Relations Coordinator 

Troy Pritts, Project Manager 

Angela Swallop Saunders, Transportation Planning Manager  

Joe Szczur, P.E., District Executive 

 

McCormick Taylor 

Ty Murcko, P.E., Highway and Transportation Engineer 

John Petulla, P.E., Project Manager 

Ken Rich, Senior Public Involvement Specialist 

Dawn Schilling, P.E., AICP, Feasibility Study Manager 

Dana Sklack, Public Involvement Specialist 

Jordan Wilcox, Highway Engineer  

 

Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission  

Bill Packer, Senior Environmental 

 

Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission 

Chuck Imbrogno, Data and Modeling Specialist 

 

Westmoreland County 

Chuck Anderson, County Commissioner 

Daniel Carpenter, Assistant Director of Planning and Development 

Jason Rigone, Executive Director of Planning and Development 
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III. MEETING DETAILS 
 

Both the Public Officials Briefing and the Public Open House were held at the Norvelt Roosevelt Hall. The Public Officials 

Briefing included a brief PowerPoint presentation, viewing of the project overview video and a short question and 

answer session.  Attendees where then invited to view the informational stations. The Public Open House began at 5:00 

p.m. and attendees where encouraged to view the six informational stations situated around the room and speak one 

on one with project team members.  

 

OPEN HOUSE AREA  

Listed below are the informational stations with a brief description of related displays and handouts.  

Station 1:  
Registration and Introduction 

Registration 

Welcome Board 

Informational Handout 

Comment Form 

Station 2:  
LVTIP Video 

LVTIP Project Overview Video 

Station 3:  
Feasibility Study Results 

Feasibility Study Summary 
o Purpose and Needs Analysis  
o Traffic Operations Analysis  
o Concept Development  
o Alternatives Analysis  
o Public Involvement to Date  

Typical Section 

Station 4:  
Draft Preferred  
Improvement Concept 

Draft Preferred Improvement Concept with Logical Sections Map 

How the Preferred Concept was Selected 

Draft Preferred Improvement Concept with Logical Sections Roll Plot Maps 

Station 5: 
Introduction to  
Preliminary Engineering 

What is Preliminary Engineering? 

Anticipated Project Schedule 

Future Public involvement 

Section 106 Information 

Station 6:  
Comment Area 

Stay Connected 

 

Copies of the informational handout, comment form and displays are included in the Appendix.  
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IV. PUBLIC OFFICIALS PRESENTATION SUMMARY & FEEDBACK 
 

The following is a summary of the presentation to public officials and the conversation that followed: 

 

1. Joseph Szczur, P.E., PennDOT District 12-0 District Executive, opened the presentation by welcoming the public 

officials. He gave a brief overview of the development of the project to date. He also mentioned that the SR 981, 

Section V10 project near the Arnold Palmer Regional Airport would be completed in spring 2018.   

 

2. Next, Jason Rigone, Director of Westmoreland County Planning and Development, spoke about the county’s 

involvement in the project and how it fits into their overall goals identified in the concurrent development of the 

update to Westmoreland County’s Comprehensive Plan and critical to achieve the county’s desired future 

growth along this corridor.   

 

3. The meeting was then turned over to Ken Rich of McCormick Taylor. He asked everyone in the room to 

introduce themselves and provided a brief overview of the material to be presented to the public and the 

project video.  

 

4. John Petulla, P.E., Project Manager of McCormick Taylor provided a more detailed review of the meeting 

material to be presented to the public including: the goal of the meeting to allow the public to weigh-in and 

receive input of the Preferred Concept selected; presenting the logic for how the study team selected the 

Preferred Concept; providing a detailed review of the Preferred Concept; reviewing the three logical 

design/construction sections along SR 981 – SR 891 to Norvelt, Norvelt to SR 130 (primarily following SR 2023), 

and SR 130 to SR 981 south of the airport (following SR 2023); reviewing the next steps of finalizing the study 

moving into preliminary engineering; and discussing the anticipated project schedule to design and construct 

each of the three sections. 

 

5. The project overview video was shown focusing on the first section of SR 981 from SR 819 to Norvelt. 

 

6. Mr. Petulla asked the public officials in attendance for feedback on the information presented, or if there were 

any questions.   

 

7. John Turack, Westmoreland County Smart Growth, asked if anything can be done to help slow traffic throughout 

the corridor once the road is straightened. Mr. Petulla said that traffic calming measures would be evaluated 

throughout the corridor, such as the use of roundabout, and the expected speed limit will be 45 mph.  

 

8. Duane Hutter, Mount Pleasant Township, asked what would happen to the existing Route 981 if the road is 

moved. According to Mr. Petulla, access to the current road would be maintained. Mr. Hutter then asked if the 

finished road would be called Route 981 and if that would affect the addresses on the current Route 981. Mr. 

Petulla said that this would need to be considered further and would also be a potential public safety issue if 

either road needs to be renamed. The project team plans to work closely with emergency responders in the area 

to determine the answer to that question.  
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9. Jerry Lucia, Mount Pleasant Borough, asked if the proposed Pennsylvania Turnpike ramp in Carpentertown is 

going to be installed. He also asked if the feasibility study considered traffic impacts south of the corridor going 

into Mount Pleasant if a turnpike interchange with Route 981 is constructed. Mr. Lucia was concerned about the 

impact of increased traffic traveling through Mount Pleasant. Mr. Petulla indicated the additional traffic from a 

new SR 981/Turnpike interchange traveling to Mount Pleasant Borough and the potential impact to congestion 

on roadways within Mount Pleasant Borough was not part of the study analysis or project area, though a 

moderate amount of increased traffic would be expected. The study did include an analysis of the SR 819/SR 981 

intersection, though did not evaluate the direct effect on the roadways in Mount Pleasant Borough. Mr. Lucia 

asked if a traffic volume estimate could be provided to better determine a relative expected increase. Mr. 

Petulla indicated this information could be determined based upon the results of the traffic analysis and 

modeling of future traffic, though this information was not available at the time of the meeting. 

 

Subsequent to the meeting, it was determined the peak-hour volumes for the year 2022 No-Build versus the 

2022 Build with SR 981-Q20 improvements (without a PTC Interchange on SR 981) at the intersection of SR 981 

and SR 819 indicate minor traffic increases would occur.  The minor increases are primarily attributed to normal 

traffic growth in the area largely independent of the Section 1 (SR 981-Q20) Improvements.  Currently, there are 

no active plans being developed for the new PTC Interchange. However, if we evaluate and compare the traffic 

increases between the year 2022 (with only the 981-Q20 completion) versus the design year 2040 (with SR 981 

Corridor improvements and if a PTC Interchange on SR 981) then as expected the traffic increases are more 

significant. Traffic is not anticipated to increase a significant amount along the SR 981 Corridor until the 

upgrades to the entire corridor are complete and a new PTC Interchange opened to traffic.  If the PTC ever 

decides to advance their interchange concept, a broader and more comprehensive traffic analysis should be 

conducted to determine the impact on the local road network. 
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VI. INFORMATION GATHERED 
 

In addition to the conversation during the Public Officials Briefing, comments were collected by study team members 

during the Public Open House and everyone in attendance at both meetings was asked to submit a comment form either 

in person, electronically or by mail after the meeting. Comments were also gathered on two sets of mapping of the Draft 

Improvement Concept. The comments collected on the table top maps are summarized in Appendix G.  

 

PUBLIC MEETING COMMENTS 

Project team members were available for one-on-one conversations throughout the meeting. Comments received were 

noted by project team members and are included in appendix J.  

Additional comments were provided by the public on roll plot mapping during the meeting. A copy of all comments 

received on the mapping is included in appendix G.  

 

COMMENT FORM SUMMARY 

A comment form was handed out to every attendee at 

the meeting and a digital version of the comment form 

was made available on the project website. 

Commenters were given two weeks to provide their 

comments on the study as part of the comment period 

associated with this Open House public meeting. 

During the two week comment period, a total of 

twenty-five (25) comment forms were received. To the 

right is a summary of how those comment forms were 

received. A copy of all comments received is contained 

in Appendix H. 

 

The first question asked respondents to provide their 

contact information and if they would like to join the 

project mailing list. This information was added to the 

existing list.  

 

The second question on the comment form asked 

respondents how they learned about the meeting. As 

noted earlier in the summary, a newspaper ad was 

placed in the local paper, the Greensburg Tribune-

Review, and an article about the meeting ran in the 

same newspaper. Additionally, members of the 

project email contact list were sent a “Save-the-Date” 

blast email, and a post card was sent to all residents 

and businesses along Route 981 within the corridor.  

 

Question 2: 
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The next set of questions (questions 3-5) asked 

respondents how they are associated with the project 

area considering the logical termini sections that were 

identified during the study (Section 1 – Route 819 to 

Norvelt; Section 2 – Norvelt to Route 130; and Section 

3 – Route 130 to the Arnold Palmer Regional Airport). 

In addition to commenters responding if they live or 

work in the area, they were also asked if they are in 

the area for any other reason. For Section 1, 4 

commenters selected “other” and described 

themselves as a farmer, a business owner who runs 

his business from his home, a golfer that uses Norvelt 

Golf Club, and a person who attends regular meetings 

at the sewer office. For Section 2, one respondent 

selected “other” because they frequently travel along 

the existing corridor. For section 3, one person 

selected other and cited their concern for the 

cemeteries located along Route 2023.  

 

Question 6 asked if respondents had any suggestions 

or comments regarding the project sections. The 

seventeen (17) respondents who replied ‘yes’ to the 

question provided suggestions or comments. The 

most common responses (3 comments each) 

regarded safety and questioned the relevance of the 

project. Comments specifically about Section 1 

included concerns about grading, adding in the 

Turnpike interchange, and the proposed 

roundabouts. Comments about Section 2 involved 

concern about the cemeteries and farmland along 

Route 2023.  The rest of the comments identified a 

need for additional information or suggested not 

improving the Route 981 alignment.  

 

Questions 3-5: 

Question 6: 

Question 7: 
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Question 7 asked respondents to rate how well 

the Draft Preferred Concept addresses their 

concerns for the project area. Forty-five percent 

(45%) said they either disagree or strongly 

disagree with the concept. Nearly the same 

percentage (42%) was neutral. Eleven percent 

(11%) respondents strongly agreed with the 

concept. In addition to the ratings, a common 

theme of the eleven (11) comments received was 

a request for additional information about how 

the area would be affected by the Preferred 

Concept. Additional comments included concern 

about the cemeteries along Route 2023, and a 

preference to use the street car line more in the 

improvements, and questioning the relevance of the project.  

 

Question 8 asked respondents if they had any suggestions for the overall improvement concept. Thirteen (13) 

respondents answered yes and twelve (12) provided comments with their answers. There was not a distinct set of 

common themes in the responses to this question. However, respondents cited concern about curves, safety, 

cemeteries, the intersection of Routes 981 and 819, potential pavement markings on the completed road, and farmland. 

Two commenters stated that the improvements are not needed and one suggested only improving the current Route 

981 roadway. The final comment questioned why the sections where not divided evenly in the corridor.  

 

Question 9 asked for any additional comments and eighteen (18) respondents provided comments. Three (3) comments 

expressed concern about the various roundabouts proposed and the recently built roundabout at the Arnold Palmer 

Regional Airport. Seven (7) comments expressed concern about construction disruptions and logistics and two (2) 

offered suggestions for improvements. The two suggested improvements included improving slopes along the road way 

and altering the proposed alignment to more closely follow the old trolley right-of-way.   Two (2) comments expressed a 

dislike for the project with one comment specifically mentioning that the Turnpike interchange is unneeded and would 

bring too much traffic into the smaller communities. Two (2) respondents requested responses to their comments. Four 

(4) comments thanked the project team and expressed support for the overall project.  

 

Overall, the comments received from respondents reflected a concern about personal property impacts and the need 

for additional information about the project before they form their final opinion.   

Question 8: 
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VII. CONCLUSION   
 

All meeting activities were concluded at 7:00 p.m. on Wednesday, July 26, 2017.  This summary provides an accurate 

description of activities associated with the Public Officials Briefing and the Public Open House, the information shared 

and feedback received.  

 

 

Dana Sklack     Kenneth V. Rich 

Public Involvement Coordinator    Senior Public Involvement Specialist 

 

 

 
1000 Omega Drive, Suite 1550 
Pittsburgh, PA  15205 
P: 412.922.6880 
F: 412.922.6851 
www.mccormicktaylor.com 

 

 

  

http://www.mccormicktaylor.com/
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VIII. APPENDIX 
 

A. Public Officials Sign-in Sheet 

B. Public Meeting Sign-in Sheet 

C. Public Officials PowerPoint Presentation 

D. Informational Handout 

E. Comment Form 

F. Meeting Displays 

G. Roll Plot Mapping Comments  

H. Comment Forms Received 

I. Comment Form Summary 

J. Additional Comments Received  

a. At Meeting 
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WESTMORELAND COUNTY AIRPARK

Kemerer Road

This section in Pleasant Unity 

does not use Rt 981 as its address

Phillip
s Road

023

Consider a possible 

realignment in this section. 

Follow this alignment/ 

existing road

Consider grade 

seperation

Cemeteries

Avoid houses in 

this area

Baker Road

Crash location - 

Failure to stop

New house 

being built
WYATT’S GARAGE AND 
OLD GLORY CORP.

NORVELT GOLF COURSE

Consider staying on alignment and 

not use the Trolley line
- If Trolley line is used, would this be 
the local access to the roundabout? 

Possible  historical site - 

Carpenterstown

Possible Haz Waste Site
- Garbage dump
- Deed Restricts moving dirt
- Contaminiated soil (16 wells and pump 

station)
- DEP waster Shut off - on Site contamination 

(mitigation: Monitoring wells
- 3 acres - old garbage dump with possible 

chemical dump (liquid). The area is fenced 
and gated. Monitoring wells in this area. 

- Junk yard in this area as well

Baseball Field
- Lots of kids in this area
- Easter Egg Hunt - 10,000 kids and 

parking along all roads in the area

Possible Contaminated Site
- Old Gas Station

2021

Helca Road

Crash location

Tractor Trailor deliveries
- no. of businesses in this area
- Concern about snow 

maintenance
- Tier 3 rdg? 

Bill Vschock Farm
Property Impact?

Possible Bridge

Drainage problems

Potential Interchange
- How many cars would go N/S from Turnpike? 

High School

Speed issue

build these  bigger than the 
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APPENDIX I:



1 
as of 8/28/17 

July 26, 2017 Public Open House  
Comment Form Summary 

Question 1: Introduce yourself to the Project Team: (Optional) 

Ronald Tinkey 
3788 State 
Route 981 

Mount 
Pleasant PA 15666 dtinkey@zoominternet.net 

724-849-0008 (home) 
or 724-757-8447 (cell) 

Joanne 
Krynicky 3629 Route 981 

Mount 
Pleasant PA 15666 724-423-5454 

George Overly 
(Overly Farms) 

160 Hill 
Churches Road My. Pleasant PA 15666 cyndabrook@zoominternet.net 724-423-1777 

Matt & Arlene 
Hohman 203 Holly Place 

Mount 
Pleasant PA 15666 ahohman1@hotmail.com 724-423-6645 

E Garson Jaffe 

349 Bell 
Memorial 
Church Rd Latrobe PA 15650 garsonjaffe@yahoo.com 724-462-1824 

Charles Naggy 
217 Thomas 
Street MountPleasant PA 15666 canbe71@zoominternet.net 724-396-8086 

Michael Hoza 
(Kodiak 
Steamer) 

790 N.  Church 
Street Mt. Pleasant PA 15666 Kodiaksteamer@zoominternet.net 724-205-0769 

Henry and 
Donna Haitge

3336 State 
Route 981 

Mount 
Pleasant PA 15666 724-547-0912 

Margaret 
Depto 

279 Bell 
Memorial 
Church Road Latrobe PA 724-423-3088 



 
 
 
 

                             2                              
as of 8/28/17 

Tony Santia 
(Santia 
Trucking LLC) PA Loudpipes66@hotmail.com 
Daniel 
Carpenter 
(Westmoreland 
County 
Planning and 
Development) 

40 N 
Pennsylvania 
Avenue 
Fifth Floor, Suite 
520 Greensburg PA 15601 dcarpen1@co.westmoreland.pa.us 7248303768 

E. ruth Prath 

285 Bell 
Memorial 
Church Road Latrobe PA 15650 724-423-2410 

Don Orlandao 
(Saint Vincent 
College - PR 
Director) 

300 Fraser 
Purchase Drive Latrobe PA 15650 don.orlando@stvincent.edu 724-805-2010 

Jaylynn Surma 
128 Bingham 
Road Latrobe PA 15650 jaylynns123@gmail.com 724-423-1607 

Joe Tandarich 
122 Windy hill 
Drive PA 724-423-6092 

Rev. Mark 
Werner 

331 Hill 
Churches Rd. Latrobe PA 15650 revmaw@wpa.net 724-424-8998 

Ken Busony 103 Tara Dr Greensburg PA 15501 old11th@comcast.net 724-420-4588 
Chris and Cathy 
Phillips 

100 Windy Hill 
Drive PA cpphillips@zoominternet.net 724-331-4296 

Rachel Hoza 
780 N. Church 
Street 

Mount 
Pleasant PA 15666 r.hoza@yahoo.com 724-832-2313 

Richard A. 
Stoner 

239 Anna 
Goodman Rd. PA reistone@aol.com 724-424-6409 

William M. 
Yschack 

314 Weavers 
Road Greensburg PA 15501 724-309-8853 

Kelley Geary 
4092 State 
Route 981 

Mount 
Pleasant kelley_geary@hotmail.com 724-433-9257 

 
  



3 
as of 8/28/17 

Question 2: How did you hear about this meeting? 

Additional Comments:  
Didn't hear about meeting until after the fact 



4 
as of 8/28/17 

Question 3-5: Do you live or work within the project limits of Section 1, 2 or 3? 

Additional Comments: 
SECTION 1: SR 819 to Norvelt 
Meetings at Sewage office 
My business is based from my home. If I would have to relocate it would cause loss of business and 
additional costs for me to rent storage space for my equipment. 
Farmer- My barn and out buildings are right in the middle of the middle of making the road wider and 
nobody will give me a straight answer.  
I golf often at Norvelt Golf Club
SECTION 2: Norvelt to SR 130 
I travel frequently along existing routes. 
SECTION 3: SR 130 to the Arnold Palmer Regional Airport  
My wife's grandparents are burred in separate cemeteries on Dutch Hill in Trauger. The proposed 
project would bisect the two cemeteries. (catholic cemetery is north, protestant is south).



5 
as of 8/28/17 

Question 6: Do you have any suggestions or comments regarding the three 
project sections? 

Additional Comments: 

No Great planning, keep it going! Very important for economic development of all businesses in 
Latrobe/Laurel Valley Region.  

Yes I think straightening and widening this road will allow vehicles to go faster which will produce a dangerous 
situation for us and our children. 

Yes In the area from the railroad tressel to Norvelt, the right hand side of the road is fine until you get to the 
curve at the top of the hill where there is a steep drop off. It will need a lot of landfill. 

Yes 

You say you want to stay away from farmland and yet the land around Calumet on Route 2023 is all 
farmland.  I feel the best way to put this road in would be to utilize the old streetcar line around Trauger, 
Pleasant Unity, and back to Route 981.  It would be all on grade and avoid a large amount of farmland and 
housing. 

Yes This is not needed and will be a waste of money. 

Yes 

I am very concerned after looking at the proposed draft of the road construction. I chose 35 years ago to 
make my home dwelling in the country and have invested considerable financing into my home and 
property. My home does not sit back that far from the road and if you widen the road to the proposed 40 
feet you will destroy my property frontage. I'm all for improvement of the road but the standing proposal 
is equal to a side of route 30 and nobody builds a house on the highway. I've looked at Route 130 and 
even the original Route 981 and 982 and have seen no roads even close to the proposed 40 foot width. 
It's unreasonable to intrude on citizens existing property to such an extent. My other concern would be 
keeping the speed limit posted at 40 mph and strictly enforced. It's already a dangerous situation pulling 
out of my driveway and like I said previously no one builds a house on a highway. I hope these concerns 
will be addressed for there are numerous family dwellings that will be affected and people’s rights and 
safety matter.                   



 
 
 
 

                             6                              
as of 8/28/17 

Yes 

Public meetings are welcomed to eliminate rumors and doubts that the project is going to happen. The 
potential timeline of the project is also helpful.  I realize that you may not be able to be specific in the 
public meetings, but most people just want to know if it is coming through their property. In general I 
appreciated everyone answering the questions as best they could and I think the road improvements will 
be beneficial to everyone. 

Yes 

We do not feel it's necessary to put in a roundabout in section 1.  The money it would cost to do that can 
be used to fix other areas that are still in question. We do live by the intersection and traffic does flow 
smoothly.  Also, a roundabout would speed up traffic which could potentially cause more accidents, like it 
did in New Stanton 

Yes This of this road is nothing but a raceway and you want to straighten it out so cars go faster so they can 
get from Mt Pleasant to airport in 12 minutes. It is a country road not a expressway.  

Yes Without the turnpike exit this project is absolutely meaningless. Traffic will still need to access the road 
via route 119 or route 30 resulting in the same amount of traffic as before on all roads involved. 

Yes I think you should forget about going past my house and go where the old street car tracks are but I know 
you have to do what’s best for everyone.  

Yes 

I believe this project is somewhat unnecessary, considering the amount of time and money required to 
make this draft concept a reality. Not only would this construction cause a lot of congestion for people 
who travel the road every day, it will be a frustrating process for the whole area. I understand that this 
new road plan was thought up to create less traffic, and provide an alternate route for the locals, but I 
strongly feel this will take away the natural beauty of this area. We already have two major state routes 
running through this area being Route 981 and 982, as well as 130. The proposed draft shows that this 
road will run parallel to 982 and 981, which makes me question why this is necessary. I do not want to 
come across as rude, but I would be really devastated if this plan is put into action. Being local to this area 
my whole life, I value the vast amount of nature in this area. I understand it would just be one roadway, 
but it would disturb the natural surroundings, turning this beautiful area into something more 
industrialized. I appreciate all of the time that went into creating this draft concept, and I am not 
discrediting or pointing fingers at anyone. However, I feel that this would be unnecessary for the area.  

Yes Avoid the cemeteries on Dutch Hill in Trauger! Cemeteries are places of Rest! Avoid the "s" curve on the 
northern section 3.  

Yes Suggest using Rt 2023 at Norvelt Service past golf course past slag dumps to Bell Memorial Church Rd.  

Yes 
i am concerned about the roundabout at 981/819. There are many homes and some businesses on rt 981 
into Mt. Pleasant. A roundabout will make it difficult and dangerous to pull out of driveways and parking 
lots due to the constant traffic flow.  

Yes Put the turnpike easy pass in 
Yes Not enough information provided with this project section!  
Yes Use the base foundation of the current Rt 981 rather than build a new section of road.  

Get your shit together and get this started. My union brothers are ready to start!  
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Question 7: The Draft Preferred Improvement Concept as presented 
adequately addresses my concerns within the project area. 

Additional Comments: 

Disagree We are in the "further analysis required" area, so we do not know if we are affected or not and no 
one at the July meeting could answer my questions.  

Disagree No concern is made regarding the bisecting of cemeteries in Trauger.  

Disagree Drawings not specific enough. No discussion on noise level, property values, truck traffic, speed limits, 
reducing speeding. No discussion about traffic lights vs. stop signs.  
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Disagree 

I have already sent an email regarding this and have yet to hear anything.  At the prior town hall 
meeting you had Google Earth maps that actually showed the houses and the different routes the 
project was considering so we could see exactly where the roads were in relation to our house and 
give feedback.  This time, however, you have a path chosen for the project and yet do not have a map 
that shows anything besides a line.  No roads are labeled except for the main roads.  No houses are on 
the map.  How is this giving anyone an idea of how this project is going to impact our lives. 
As I stated in my email the week of the town hall meeting, my husband and I didn't build our house 
two years ago with a 600-700 foot long driveway off of 981 so we could have an even busier road go 
through our back yard.  It would have been nice to have something showing more detail so we could 
see just how close you plan on coming to our house.  It would have been nice to see just how much of 
an interruption to our lives you plan on causing with this new road.  If you had the maps for the first 
meeting why didn't you have them for the second. Now you have everyone speculating how this road 
will change our neighborhoods rather than being straight and upfront.   
I understand that things are still in the planning stages for some sections.  But when you have a plan 
like this don't you think it would be nice to be a bit more open about the impact.  These are people's 
homes you are talking about.  How would you feel if all you were given was a tan colored map with 
gray and blue lines noting the roads - no detail showing where you 'fit in' and how your life is going to 
change?  
I would appreciate a response.  Anyone is welcome to come out to our property and show us exactly 
how this is going to pass our house and discuss just exactly you plan on doing to keep the noise level 
down once the road goes in.  

Neutral 
 I guess the draft was presented as best as it could be with the studies that were done.  I do wish that 
we could have a more solid answer so we know if we can move forward with any home 
improvements we have planned. 

Neutral I should of had more final results from studies and exactly who's property it was going to impact and 
by how much. More research on the mining surface deep.  

Strongly 
Disagree The old streetcar line is on grade and by far the best way for the road. 

Strongly 
Disagree 

This road is not needed. A roundabout in the middle of where kids play and a pedestrian bridge is not 
a good idea. Kids drive their tractors to and from school on the last day of school. We do not need the 
turnpike to open up to our small town all that will do is put more drugs in this area. Our taxes will go 
up because more roads will be put on the township to maintain. The township and the state can't 
even maintain the roads we all ready have. We need to stop taking farmers fields and replacing them 
with roads. Norvelt is a part of history and this should not take place here. 

Strongly 
Disagree See above comments 
Strongly 
Disagree 

I went to meeting on July 26 the video did not work, no speeches, no body known a thing about the 
didn't even know the speed limit right now i will not waste my time again.  

 
The concept is hard to judge. How many homes will be lost? Does/will this connect to the turnpike? 
No traffic lights or stop signs indicated.  
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Question 8: Do you have any suggestions for the Draft Preferred Improvement 
Concept? 

Additional Comments: 

Yes Expand the road on our side to eliminate the upcoming curve toward Norvelt. We have lived here almost all 
our lives, 63 years, and there have been very bad accidents.  

Yes It would probably be best just to pave the road with quality materials and fill the berms on either side 

Yes 

When leaving Norvelt, the proposed route to cross 981 just north of Norvelt and then when you get to Holly 
Place, stop sign, then cross Mammoth-Calumet road brings you thru excellent farmland along route 2023.  I 
have my water line on the right the full length of my property along this route.  This route is not practical or 
acceptable.  Why is the most efficient and practice way being avoided? 
George Overly 

Yes Through it out. It is not needed. Some people do like to live and work in a country setting. 
Yes See above comments 
Yes Pedestrian crossing from ball fields and football fields and Rust Creak. Safety for all especially the children. 

Yes Why would you put a so call donnut in for a so called roundabout at middle Churches at 3:00 when High 
School lets out there is over a xxxx mile.  

Yes 

Given the proposed 8'-0" shoulder to accommodate potential bike/ped users, will there be any consideration 
for protection or designation, such as: special striping between travel lane and shoulder, shoulder rumble 
strips, and/or bike/ped pavement markings (every "X" number of feet) and bike/ped signage? 
Also, will the shoulders be treated as sidewalks at given intersections or roundabouts (provided 
crossings/crosswalks)? 
Suggest treatments/markings/signage to designate shoulder for bike/ped use and to alert motorists; and 
provide designated crossings at intersections. 

Yes Avoid the cemeteries in Trauger on Dutch Hill. Road construction between two cemeteries is very 
disrespectful!  
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Yes Explain why we need a connector from point A (proposed turnpike off ramp) to point B (Latrobe Airport). 
Utilization of farmland or vacant property is better than tearing down houses and filling in waterways.  

Yes Leave the intersection pf 981/819 a regular intersection with a four way stop or add a traffic light. This will 
pace traffic so pulling out onto 981 into Mt. pleasant is safe and possible.  

Yes Divide the road up evenly.  
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Question 9: Additional Comments  
At School students and teachers plus school bus hit that intersection at one time how is that going to fit through at 
one time plus traffic coming from 3 other directions at one time. Plus the school bus's are 35 ft long. all access so call 
progress for xxxx even will across  
It takes me sometimes 4 minutes to get across and you want to make them go faster all because of a golfer with 
money. you people are building road and you do not even know what to me put up with. if you want info than come 
talk to me if not do not waste my time.  
Driveway - If property is taken the slope will be not acceptable. Need fill for better slope to see traffic. Angle better to 
merge onto road - visibility.  
I work - no late night construction - no jack breaks at night.  
Draining improvements near my driveway.  
I do welcome the change due to the car accidents. Lower the speed limit also.  
Even though several farms may be impacted near Pleasant Unity, I feel the direct route of utilizing the trolley right-of-
way would be a safer route. (Avoid the "s" turn).  
Not in favor of any roundabouts. I know now try to avoid the new roundabout in New Stanton.  
Please Consider the option of utilizing the existing Rt 2023 at top of the Hill in Trauger. It is flat versus sloped proposal 
between two cemeteries.  
Everyone was very nice and answered all my questions.  
I agree with the alignment of the DPIC, which allows the existing Route 981 to function as a feeder route, rather that 
as a current truck route. The DPIC affects the least number of properties.  
I am also Chairman of the board of the Greater Latrobe-Laurel Valley Regional Chamber of Commerce and represent 
more than 500 member businesses in the region. We support the project and see it as essential to the future 
development and vitality of the region and to the improvement of the quality of life for the people who live here.  
I am aware that I missed the deadline of August 9th but I would still appreciate a response.   
I truly hope to receive some response to my deep concerns. Thank you. 
Is it possible to construct the roundabout underneath the train trestle, with the lanes going around the supporting 
tripod structure?  Maybe this would avoid taking homes, only sections of land. 

Landscaping my bank that has crown - vetch on it currently. Slope the bank rather than straight up and down finish.  
Replacement of cement steps, sidewalk, move mailbox.  
Lengthy disruption of utilities, concern on water.  
Black top driveway will need reconfigured.  
My mail box is across the road from my house. Will it be installed across the road? Its risky now to cross. I am 86 years 
old. I do wish it can be replaced so I wouldn't have to cross the road. Will the vibration of the heavy equipment effect 
my house or my septic system in anyway?  
Our house is in the "Further Analysis Required" area. Our front porch is 45 feet from the edge of the road ; 43 feet 
from the edge of the shoulder. If you go to widen toward our side, the eastern side, the road will be on our front 
porch. We have 2 children, 12 years and 9 years old, and this would be very dangerous for them and us. We are more 
than willing to allow you to buy us out and come to this side. Our house is very large and if you needed a 
headquarters, our house would be ideal for offices. Our 30x30 garage would be convenient to store your equipment 
in. The area across the road from us, on the west side, I believe is considered a wetland, which I understand would 
cause problems for you, so please consider our proposal.  
Thank you 
the railroad tressel between the turnpike bridge and Norvelt has to come down. It is a clear and present danger. Years 
ago there was a mining operation between the turnpike and railroad tressels. Maps should be checked for any mining 
tunnels still remaining underground.  
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The round-a-bout at Latrobe airport is too small for truck and trailer traffic.  
I live on Windy hill Drive and Rt 981 and I feel that a new 2-lane road to handle truck traffic at all hours of day and 
night will damage property values around my house.  
Rumors of FedEx, UPS, DAL, Boeing Aircraft all wanting to ship out of Latrobe Airport via PA Turnpike will mean 10 fold 
of heavy traffic through Mt. Pleasant Twp.  
There is already a turnpike exit in New Stanton and in Donegal we don't need any extra traffic coming through our 
small country town. 
This evening was poorly designed. The video shown had no sound. I was told there was sound but it could not be 
heard over the talking of people gathered. This not an excuse. Bring adequate sound system with you or have a 
person speak.  
This roadway is one hundred percent unneeded. Penndot can not take care of the roads they currently have let alone 
additional ones.  
 
After attending this meeting I learned to different reasons as to why this roadway is being built: 
Reason #1 from Penndot representatives: Safety. The current road is not unsafe by any stretch of the imagination, 
what makes any road unsafe is the way people drive new or old road. There are not many accidents on the current 
road to begin with, and the story about there being so much traffic and congestion is complete lie. 
 
Reason #2 from numerous elected officials in attendance and absent from the meeting.  Kennametal and The Arnold 
Palmer airport are pushing very hard in favor of the road. As one official told me "The CEO of Kennametal told me 
before he left he would not add one more job to the area until they get their road" I say good don't let the door hit 
you on the way out. Ridership at the airport is up compared to 10 years ago yes but is down last year and this year 
also so far. Just drive past and look at the lots/runway parking. 
 
This is a rural area/community that I and many other people I have spoke with like the way it currently is. If you want 
to live in a more urban environment or are worried about your commute times move to Murrysville, Delmont, 
Greensburg or any of the other surrounding towns. Increased traffic means more crime will follow. All you read about 
is how bad the opioid  drug problem is, if you don't think increased traffic means increased drugs more easily coming 
into these communities you are kidding yourself. 
 
You can hardly travel 10 miles in any direction without running into construction now. Nobody wants to deal with the 
aggravation and mess of a road being torn up in front of their house on a daily or around the clock basis for that 
matter. There are other roads in much more dire need of improvement in this state than this one at the moment.  
 
By the way your roundabouts that you seem to be so in love with these days are an absolute joke. Try maneuvering 
around one in a tractor trailer. A stop sign or traffic light is much easier and more efficient. Think I'm joking? observe 
the ones in New Stanton and watch to see how many people don't use their turn signals or insist on stopping at a yield 
sign when there is no traffic coming making your continuous flow of traffic a joke.  

 
 

 

 



LAUREL VALLEY 
T RA N S P O RTAT I O N  I M P R O V E M E N T  P R O J E C TTT RRA NT RRA N O J E CC TT

APPENDIX J:




