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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the State of New Jersey. Members include
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and Philadelphia counties, plus the City
Mcdm oy |I of Chester, in Pennsylvania; and Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer

Ji : ol M) _r' counties, plus the cities of Camden and Trenton, in New Jersey.
el =4 :"”" ‘Ij DVRPC serves strictly as an advisory agency. Any planning or design concepts
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5 l* | P that have the primary responsibility to own, manage or maintain any
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DELAWARE VALLEY DVRPC's vision for the Greater Philadelphia

% dvrpc Region is a prosperous, innovative, equitable,

REGIONAL resilient, and sustainable region that increases

PLANNING COMMISSION mobility choices by investing in a safe and modern
transportation system; that protects and preserves
our natural resources while creating healthy
communities; and that fosters greater
opportunities for all.

DVRPC's mission is to achieve this vision
by convening the widest array of partners to inform
and facilitate data-driven decision-making. We are
engaged across the region, and strive to be leaders
and innovators, exploring new ideas and creating
best practices.

TITLE VI COMPLIANCE | DVRPC fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration
Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination mandates in all programs and
activities. DVRPC's website, www.dvrpc.org, may be translated into multiple languages. Publications and other public
documents can usually be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. DVRPC's public meetings are
always held in ADA-accessible facilities, and held in transit-accessible locations whenever possible. Translation, interpretation,
or other auxiliary services can be provided to individuals who submit a request at least seven days prior to a public meeting.
Translation and interpretation services for DVRPC's projects, products, and planning processes are available, generally free
of charge, by calling (215) 592-1800. All requests will be accommodated to the greatest extent possible. Any person who
believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by DVRPC under Title VI has a right to file a
formal complaint. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with DVRPC's Title VI Compliance Manager and/or the
appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information on
DVRPC's Title VI program or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, please visit: www.dvrpc.org/Getlnvolved/TitleV,

call (215) 592-1800, or email public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

DVRPC is funded through a variety of funding sources including federal grants from the U.S. Department of Transportation's
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Pennsylvania and New Jersey
departments of transportation, as well as by DVRPC's state and local member governments, The authors, however, are solely
responsible for the findings and conclusions herein, which may not represent the official views or policies of the funding agencies.



appendix i: SUMmMary of the TIP Public Involvement
Process, Public Comments, Agency Responses, and
List of Recommended Changes

A critical component of the DVRPC TIP development and adoption process is the Public Involvement Process
that is documented in this Addendum and serves as Appendix H of the DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey
(FY22—FY25). The following documents are included in this Addendum:

- Overview of the TIP Public Involvement Process;

- Abbreviated summary (index) and the full content of public comments with a few supporting
documents that were submitted with the comments to DVRPC during the July 21, 2021 to August 23,
2021 formal public comment period;

- Responses to the public comments, which were provided by the appropriate agency for a project or
issue raised in the public comment. Note that DVRPC compiled the comments and responses, and
provided this information to the DVRPC Board prior to requesting adoption of the TIP. This process is
meant to provide the DVRPC Board with viewpoints and input from the public on the program, and to
assist the Board in determining whether adoption of the TIP is appropriate;

- Several supporting documentation items from the Public Involvement Process, including the DVRPC
formal public notice on the public comment period; both English and Spanish “Highlights” documents
of the Draft TIP that were e-mailed to a wide distribution list and made available to the public to
describe the program, process, and projects in an abbreviated manner; documentation of outreach to
Tribal Nations; and proofs of publication of the legal notices for the formal public comment period in
area newspapers, as required.

- List of Recommended Changes to the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey: since the Board's
approval of the FY2022 TIP on September 23, 2021, changes listed in the table have been
incorporated into this Administrative TIP document. The DVRPC Board was presented with the Draft
Program and the List of Recommended Changes for adoption as the region’s official selection of
transportation projects.
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Overview of the TIP Public Involvement Process

DVRPC has a long history of public participation in its planning process. Public participation is a way to
ascertain the interests of a wide variety of residents across the region. The need for public involvement is
inherent to sound decision-making. DVRPC strives to provide a variety of opportunities for residents to
participate and become informed of the programming decisions that will affect the future of this region.

Public Comment Period

The 30+ day public comment period for the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey, which also served as an
opportunity for the public to review and comment on the Draft Statewide TIP (STIP) for NJDOT and NJ
TRANSIT, opened on Wednesday, July 21, 2021, at 5:00 PM (EST) and extended through Monday, August 23,
2021, at 5:00 PM (EST).

Public Outreach Summary

We firmly believe in the principles of public participation by reaching out to as many stakeholders and
members of the public as possible in an equitable and timely manner. DVRPC engaged in a multi-faceted
public outreach program in order to provide a variety of opportunities for members of the public to make
comments and receive information on the Draft TIP. DVRPC encouraged the public to pose questions about
the Draft TIP and Draft STIP to state, county, transit, and DVRPC staff through its ongoing enhanced public
participation process, and in particular, during the official public comment period.

Notices of the public comment period and the scheduled public meetings were distributed to individuals and
organizations that comprise a variety of stakeholders in the region, including nonprofit organizations;
traditional transportation and transit users; underserved, minority, and low-income populations; the private
sector; tribal nations; and the general public. Legal notices explaining the public comment process were
published by the following newspapers: the Philadelphia Inquirer, the Courier Post, Trenton Times, Al Dia,
Philadelphia Tribune, South Jersey Times, and the Burlington County Times. An email notice was sent to over
3,500 individuals, organizations, and DVRPC affiliated groups. In addition, DVRPC frequently employed social
media (Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram) during the public comment period to garner the public’s interest
and attention. For example, DVRPC highlighted different projects and facts via social media posts. The public
comment period was also announced on the DVRPC homepage at www.dvrpc.org and the Draft DVRPC TIP
webpage at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft. All public outreach documentation is included in this document.

DVRPC's website is a vital tool in public outreach and serves a useful purpose during the TIP update cycle.
The full Draft TIP and Draft STIP documents were available on the DVRPC website, including the date and
location of the online public meetings and other general information. Individuals could download or access
current TIP materials at any time. The Draft STIP was also available at www.state.nj.us/ transportation/
capital. For those without internet access, draft documents were available at DVRPC in the American College
of Physicians Building in downtown Philadelphia, or they could request the DVRPC Office of
Communications and Engagement to mail the draft documents to them by calling (215) 592-1800.
Hardcopies of the Draft TIP documents were also mailed to certain public libraries across the region.

To abide by public health guidelines for public gatherings because of the pandemic, DVRPC invited members
of the public to attend one or both online public meetings that were held at different times to learn about the
Draft TIP and Draft STIP and submit any written comment about these draft documents on Wednesday,
August 11, 2021, from 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM and on Wednesday, August 18, 2021, from 7:00 PM to 8:00 PM.
Registration information was available on DVRPC'’s events calendar at www.dvrpc.org/Calendar/2021/08.
Attendees could join via webinar or by phone in listen-only mode. To request accommodations, including
closed captioning and interpretation, attendees were directed to contact the DVRPC Office of
Communications and Engagement at 215-592-1800 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org. The meetings were
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conducted jointly with NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT, and the DRPA/PATCO. NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT and the
DRPA/PATCO do not hold a separate public comment period or meeting for the Draft STIP and rely on DVRPC
and other MPOs to serve as the vehicle for this federal requirement. As in past years, a representative from
NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT, and the DRPA/PATCO were available at the above-referenced virtual public meetings on
the draft documents. Eleven (11) members from the public besides DVRPC staff, partner agency
representatives, and other New Jersey MPOs attended the afternoon virtual meeting, and five (5) public
members attended the evening virtual meeting.

Public Comment Guidance

The best way for the public to submit comments was online by using DVRPC’s web-based Draft TIP public
comment application located at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft. DVRPC staff then gathered responses from
appropriate agencies. Responses were provided only to comments that were submitted in writing during the
public comment period by 5:00 PM (local time) on August 23, 2021. In addition, the public could submit
comments via email (tip@dvrpc.org) during the public comment period, or mail written comments to:

TIP COMMENTS
OFFICE OF COMMUNICATIONS AND ENGAGEMENT
DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
190 N. INDEPENDENCE MALL WEST, 8TH FLOOR
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-1520

Comments received via mail must be postmarked by August 23, 2021. If assistance was needed in providing
a written comment, one had to contact the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at 215-238-
2929 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

To facilitate the public comment process, DVRPC asked the public to consider some questions during the
review of this Draft TIP and Draft STIP documents.

- Given the projects in this Draft TIP, is the region heading in the right direction? Are we meeting the
needs of the region?

- Is the Draft STIP following the intent of the FAST Act?

- Does the Draft TIP and STIP contain the appropriate mix of projects with regard to (a) the amount of
investment in Highway projects versus the amount in Transit projects, or (b) the types of
improvements, such as maintenance and reconstruction of the existing system versus new capacity-
adding projects; non-traditional projects (such as pedestrian, bicycle, or operational improvements);
or freight improvements, versus the traditional Highway and Transit projects?

- Is this region getting its fair share of resources compared to other regions in the state or nation?

- Is the current transportation project development process, including environmental reviews and
public input, effective?

- Given financial constraints, is this region investing money in the right types of projects?

- Are the Draft TIP and STIP documents easy to use? How can DVRPC, NJDOT, and NJ TRANSIT
further improve their documents?
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Of course, comments were not limited to these broader issues of concern. DVRPC, as always, welcomed
opinions on specific projects contained in the TIP, the TIP development process, or any other topic of
concern.

Additionally, DVRPC reminded the public that a constructive, information-rich comment that is clearly
communicated and supported with facts and local knowledge is more likely to have an impact on decision-
making. Below are a few tips adapted from “Tips for Submitting Effective Comments” from Regulations.gov
that DVRPC shared with the public.

TIPS FOR CRAFTING EFFECTIVE PUBLIC COMMENTS

- Read the description and understand the project you are commenting on. Is the project a study,
operational improvement, enhancing a parking lot/bus stop, or creating a multi-use trail? What are its
intended effects? For example, an operational improvement project, such as signal re-timing, may not
be able to add another travel lane within its scope, but safety components like signage could be
added to many kinds of projects.

- Beconcise. Support your claims with sound reasoning, documented evidence, and/or how your
community will be impacted. For example, have you observed the impacts of a new development on
traffic patterns? Is there a study that supports your comment?

- Try to address trade-offs and opposing views.

- If you disagree with a project, suggest an alternative and include an explanation and/or analysis of
how your alternative might meet the same objective or be more effective. A potential alternative is to
not proceed with the project.

- Identify any credentials and experience that may distinguish your comment from others. If you are a
resident of a community, or have relevant personal or professional experience, please state so.

- There is no minimum or maximum length for a comment to be effective.

- The public comment process is not a vote. One comment that is well-supported with facts and local
knowledge can be more influential than a hundred comments. DVRPC and its planning partners want
to fund the best projects for the region within financial constraints; when crafting a comment, it is
important to explain the reasoning behind one’s position.

Public Comment: Summary of Results

After the public comment period closed, DVRPC staff reviewed each public submission via the online
commenting feature of the Draft TIP web map, email, fax, and snail mail, and if necessary, followed-up with
the person who submitted a comment (“commentor”) for clarification. A total of 85 individuals from the public
and on behalf of advocacy groups submitted 124 written comments on the Draft TIP primarily via the web-
based online commenting application, followed by email and U.S. mail. The public commented on a total of
135 issues. Since some individuals mentioned more than one issue in their submitted comments, DVRPC
assigned each issue an “ltem #” that was used to identify responses from the DVRPC regional planning
partner agencies and included in the Addendum/Appendix H.
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Issue Types (Percentage of All Issues):

1.

NooaswN

Combined requests for Circuit trail funding (CMAQ and TA Set-Aside), the inclusion of safety and
bicycle/pedestrian elements in TIP projects, and support for certain TIP projects (62 percent)
Project concerns, questions, and/or suggestions (19 percent)

Supports project or other TIP related item (7 percent)

Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study (5 percent)

DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program request or comment (3 percent)

General concerns, questions, and/or suggestions (3 percent)

Opposes project or other TIP related item (1 percent)

Three reports that display the public comments received during the public comment period and responses to
the comments are on subsequent pages:

Index of Comments (an abridged summary of comments);

Original Public Comments (displaying the full content of comments, including letters and/or
supporting documents); and

Agency Responses to Comments.
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Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from General Public
Camden County

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study

1 Jeff Taylor Requests for a study to construct an interchange between NJ 42 and
the NJ Turnpike and connect NJ 55 and 1-295

Gloucester County

DB #: 12306: Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway

2 Jeff Taylor Suggests an investigation to include intersection modifications at NJ
42 and Cross Keys Road, NJ 42 and Ganttown Road, and
NJ 42 and Berlin-Cross Keys Road within project DB #12306

DB #: 15302: Route 41 and Deptford Center Road

3 Jeff Taylor Suggests minor lane restriping to provide additional storage room for
left turning vehicles before project construction begins

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study
4 Jeff Taylor Requests that projects reconstruct two intersections on Route 45 in
Mantua Twp: Harrison Avenue/Mt Royal Rd. (Rt 678), and Mantua
Blvd/Berkley Rd (Rt. 632).

5 Jeff Taylor Requests that DVRPC and NJDOT study for a potential widening of
Route 55

6 Jeff Taylor Requests that portions of Route 322 be widened

7 Jeff Taylor Requests a review of a 2 mile section of 1-295, along with the

associated interchanges at Center Square Road (Exit 10) and US 322
(Interchange 11)

Mercer County

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study
8 Jeff Taylor Requests a feasibility review for three-lane widening on Rt. 29

Various Counties

DB #: D1601: New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative

9 Jeff Taylor Requests for increased funding to the New Jersey Regional Signal
Retiming Initiative project

General TIP Comments: Combined requests for Circuit trail funding (CMAQ and TA Set-Aside), the
inclusion of safety and bicycle/pedestrian elements in TIP projects, and support for certain TIP projects
10 Lea Ann Bowers Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups
Burlington County

DB #: 18326: Route 130, Delaware Avenue/Florence-Columbus Road (CR 656)
11 John F Boyle Requests to add bicycle/pedestrian amenities in the project design
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Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups
DB #: 20337: Route130, CR 543 (Beverly Road) to Lagorce Bivd
12 John Boyle Requests for funding of a Study and Development Program project

DB #: D2201: CR 614 (Tom Brown Road), CR 603 (Riverton Road) and New Albany Road Intersection
Improvement

13 John F Boyle Requests for bicycle accomodations on sidepath/sidewalk

DB #: D2207: Rancocas Creek Greenway, Laurel Run Park (Circuit)
14 John Boyle Supports project

Camden County

DB #: D1505A: ADA Improvements, Contract 1
15 John Boyle Supports project

DB #: D1914: Mount. Ephraim Avenue Safety Improvements, Ferry Avenue (CR 603) to Haddon Avenue (CR
561)

16 John Boyle Supports project

Gloucester County

DB #: 15302: Route 41 and Deptford Center Road
17 John Boyle Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design

DB #: 21366: Rowan University Fossil Park Roadway and Intersection Improvement at Woodbury Glassboro
Road (CR 553)

18 John Boyle Requests for bicycle accomodations on sidepath/sidewalk

DB #: D1203: Gloucester County Multi-Purpose Trail Extension - Glassboro Elk Trail
19 John Boyle Questions about funding and phases

DB #: D2019: CR 712 (College Drive) at Alumni Drive Roundabout and Multi-purpose Trail (Circuit)
20 John F Boyle Supports project

DB #: D2210: CR 654 (Hurffville-Cross Keys Rd), CR 630 (Egg Harbor Rd) to CR 651 (Greentree Rd)
21 John F Boyle Expresses support for pedestrian improvements within project

DB #: D2211: US 322/CR 536 (Swedesboro Rd), Woolwich-Harrison Twp Line to NJ 55
22 John Boyle Supports project

Mercer County

DB #: 15322: Delaware & Raritan Canal Bridges
23 John Boyle Requests for enhanced grade crossing markings

DB #: 19360: Route 27, Witherspoon Street

24 John Boyle Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design
DB #: D2014: CR 622 (North Olden Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Rd) to New York Ave
25 John Boyle Supports project

DB #: D2023: Circulation Improvements Around Trenton Transit Center
26 John Boyle Supports project

DB #: D2205: D&R Greenway Connector, Wellness Loop to Union St./Cooper Field (Circuit)

27 John Boyle Expresses gratitude for CMAQ funding allocation to Circuit Trails
projects and requests for continued support of trails over the next four-
years (FY22-25)

Various Counties
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Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups

DB #: 01316: Transit Village Program
28 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: 06402: Safe Streets to Transit Program
29 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: 08415: Airport Improvement Program

30 Robin Karpf, MD Requests that the DVRPC Board reject DB #08415, Airport
Improvement Program

DB #: 09388: Highway Safety Improvement Program Planning
31 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: 99358: Safe Routes to School Program
32 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: 99409: Recreational Trails Program
33 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: T112: Rail Rolling Stock Procurement
34 John Boyle Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design

DB #: T210: Transit Enhancements/Transp Altern Prog (TAP)/Altern Transit Improv (ATI)
35 John Boyle Requests to add bicycle/pedestrian amenities in the project design

DB #: X03E: Resurfacing Program

36 John Boyle Requests for NJDOT, County, and DVRPC coordination concerning
DB #X03E, Resurfacing Program

DB #: X107: Transportation Alternatives Program
37 John Boyle Requests to increase TA Set-Aside funding and/or eligibility

DB #: X12: Acquisition of Right of Way
38 John Boyle Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

DB #: X185: Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities/Accommodations
39 John Boyle Requests that funding increase for a line item/project

DB #: X98C1: Local Municipal Aid, DVRPC
40 John Boyle Requests for Local Aid funding formula for bicycle/pedestrian projects

General TIP Comments: Combined requests for Circuit trail funding (CMAQ and TA Set-Aside), the
inclusion of safety and bicycle/pedestrian elements in TIP projects, and support for certain TIP projects

41 Amy Tecosky Feldman Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups
42 Andrew Chainer Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

43 Ann Gillespie Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

44 Ann Gillespie Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

45 Anne Bloomenthal Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

46 Anya Saretzky Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups
47 Bart Kleczynski Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

48 Becky Taylor Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

49 Bill Edwards Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

50 Catherine Brandt Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

51 CB Michaels Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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52 Christopher Escuti Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

53 Craig Morgan Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

54 Dan Rappoport Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

55 Daniel Paschall Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

56 David Gwyn Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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57 David Steinberg Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

58 Dennis Kolecki Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

59 Diana Petruzzelli Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

60 Don Pillsbury Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

61 Don Vonderschmidt Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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62 Donna Ellis Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

63 Ed Arnold Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

64 Ed Budzyn Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

65 Edward Cohen Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

66 Eleanor Horne Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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67 Eleanor V. Horne Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

68 Eloise Williams Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

69 Eva Cetrullo Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

70 Fran DeMillion Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

71 Frank Koniges Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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72 Gregory Milewski Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

73 Heather Whren Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

74 Janet Cavallo Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

75 Janilsa Alejo Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

76 Jason Owens Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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77 Jean Baxter Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

78 Jeffrey Fields Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

79 Jeffrey Laurenti Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

80 Joann Higgins Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

81 Joe OBrien Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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82 John Bradley Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

83 John Kawczynski Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

84 John Kawczynski Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

85 Jon Davis Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

86 Jonathan Frederickson Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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87 Joseph Brescia Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

88 Kathleen McCaffrey Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

89 Kevin Sparkman Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

90 Larry Hobbs Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

91 Lee Pease Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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92 Leonard Bonarek Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

93 Linda Rubiano Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

94 Lisa Murray Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

95 Louis Peirce Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

96 Lyn Hedrick Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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97 Marianne Casale Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

98 Mark Klevence Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

99 Martha Moore Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

100 Michael Buriani Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

101 Michael Cloud Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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102 Michael Gibbs Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

103 Mike Zickler Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

104 Pam Mount Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

105 Patricia Frantz Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

106 Patricia Woodworth Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

fjdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 16



Index of Comments

ITEM# COMMENTOR SUMMARY OF COMMENT

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups
107 Patrick Monahan Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

108 Peter Boughton Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

109 Peter McLoone Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

110 Ralph Branch Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

111 Randy Shepard Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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112 Robert Bonner Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

113 Robert Cummings Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

114 Sage Lincoln Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

115 Samuel DeAlmeida Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

116 Sean McCarthy Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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117 Silvia Ascarelli Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

118 Sonia Szczesna Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

119 Steven Fasano Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

120 Thomas Atherholt Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

121 Tim Brill Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).
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122 Todd Lane Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and

request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

123 William Caldwell Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and
request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB #s
D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests
to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation Alternatives Set-
Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle
compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide; requests that
DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without
pedestrian facility upgrades (DB #s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and
requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

General TIP Comments: DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program request or comment
124 Eleanor V. Horne Supports CMAQ funding

125 John Boyle Expresses gratitude for CMAQ funding allocation to Circuit Trails
projects and requests for continued support of trails over the next four-
years (FY22-25)

126 Jonathan Reuther Expresses gratitude for CMAQ funding allocation to Circuit Trails
projects and requests for continued support of trails over the next four-
years (FY22-25)

General TIP Comments: General concerns, questions, and/or suggestions

127 Eleanor V. Horne Requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized
areas without pedestrian facility upgrades

128 John Boyle Concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and
NJ Complete Streets Guide

129 Jonathan Reuther Comment about DVRPC region's congestion, bicycle infrastructure,
and bicycle safety

130 Sage Lincoln Requests that DVRPC continue to prioritize funding safe bicycle
infrastructure for all ages

General TIP Comments: Project concerns, questions, and/or suggestions

131 Eleanor V. Horne Requests to increase TA Set-Aside funding and/or eligibility

132 Jonathan Reuther Requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized
areas without pedestrian facility upgrades

133 Jonathan Reuther Requests to increase TA Set-Aside funding and/or eligibility

134 Jonathan Reuther Concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and
NJ Complete Streets Guide

135 Jonathan Reuther Requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing
projects without traffic calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian
facilities
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Camden County
DB #: By Jeff Taylor
Item#: 1

NJ Turnpike Interchange with Route 42

An often-cited issue in the heavily travelled Route 42 corridor is the lack of an interchange between Route 42 and the
NJ Turnpike. Even as the current construction projects with I-295, I-76 and Route 42 to provide for the Direct
Connection and Missing Moves will improve traffic, congestion will still be a factor in the region, especially along the I-
295 Corridor in Camden County.

The DVRPC, in conjunction with NJDOT and the NJ Turnpike, should review and determine how to construct an
interchange between not only Route 42 and the NJ Turnpike, but also how to connect Route 55 and I-295 into the
interchange circulation, especially by utilizing the new Missing Moves ramps.

Additionally, due to the nature of the NJ Turnpike and |-295 paralleling each other, it can be reviewed to determine if
“cross-over” ramps can be constructed between the two highways at key, undeveloped points to assist with improving
traffic flow. While some areas of the country have utilized High Occupancy Toll lanes between a free roadway and
tolled roadway, such as with the Virginia Department of Transportation on I-95, -395 & I-495, New Jersey is in a unique
position to utilize existing roadways, including a tolled highway, to encourage the diversion of traffic to assist in
managing congestion. Potential crossovers could be constructed in Cherry Hill, around I-295 Milepost 33.8 & NJ Tpk
MP 31.4, in Mount Laurel around I-295’s MP 39.2 & NJ Tpk's MP 36.6, and/or also in Mount Laurel around -295's MP
41.2 & NJ Tpk's MP 38.6.

While the interchange between the NJ Turnpike and Route 42 is greatly needed, and with the NJ Turnpike planned
widening between Interchanges 1 and 4, utilizing cross-overs will further benefit commuter and commercial traffic in
the DVRPC region.

Gloucester County
DB #: 12306 Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway By Jeff Taylor
ltem#: 2

Route 42 Widening, Route 42 / Cross Keys Road Widening (Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway
DBNUM: 12306 / UPC: 123060) [DVRPC note: see end of the packet for additional materials as part of this comment]
As part of the Route 42 project to reconstruct Route 42 and its intersections between the Atlantic City Expressway and
Kennedy Ave, there are certain areas | would like the State to further look into as a potential part of this project: Route
42 and Cross Keys Road, and Route 42 and Ganttown Road.

Route 42 and Berlin-Cross Keys Road:

The intersection at State Route 42 and Gloucester County Route 689, commonly known as Berlin-Cross Keys Rd, has a
current configuration on Rt. 42 North and South with a single left turn lane, two thru lanes, and a full right shoulder. On
Rt. 689, the current configuration is a left turn lane, a thru lane, and a thru/right turn lane.

This intersection should be reconstructed to allow dual left turn lanes from Rt. 42 to Berlin-Cross Keys Road. Based on
the existing width of the median, dual left turn lanes should fit within the median by removing the existing grass portion
of the median between the left turn lane and the opposing lane of traffic. A narrow width curb can be installed to
maintain separation of traffic. The current phasing at this intersection on Rt. 42 provides for dedicated left turn signals
on Rt. 42, prohibiting left turning traffic when through-traffic on Rt. 42 has a green signal, and this phasing is assumed
to stay the same under this proposed alignment. Additionally, the full right shoulder should be re-striped or widened as
necessary to provide a separate lane for right turning traffic. Depending on the sharpness of the existing curb line, it
may also be necessary to cut back the curb a little to allow vehicles to properly turn. This will remove turning traffic
from the through lanes.

Also at this intersection, Rt. 689 South at Rt. 42 has a leading left turn light for traffic turning onto Rt. 42 South.
However, traffic on Rt. 689 North to Rt. 42 North does not have a left turn signal. An additional leading left turn green
arrow in this direction should be added to allow opposing left turns at the same time, prior to the full phase green on
Cross Keys Rd.

Route 42 and Ganttown Road:

Additionally, please consider a modification to the intersection of Route 42 and Gloucester County Route 639,
Ganttown Road. This 4-way intersection features 2 thru lanes on Route 42, along with a single left and right turn lane in
each direction from Route 42 onto Ganttown Rd and into a shopping center. On Ganttown Rd, there is 1 intake lane and
3 outflow lanes, consisting of a left turn only lane onto Rt. 42 North, a shared left/straight lane onto Route 42 North
and into the shopping center, respectively, and a right turn lane onto Rt. 42 South. In the shopping center, there’s a
wide intake lane and 2 outflow lanes — a left turn only lane onto Rt. 42 South, and a shared straight/right turn lane to
Ganttown Rd & Route 42 North, respectively. Due to the volume of traffic on Ganttown Rd, and this intersection being
the northern-most controlled intersection along Route 42 with left turn channels rather than jughandles, the
intersection sees significant delays due to the additional traffic signal phases and length of time for each phase. The
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Gloucester County

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

most significant delay is generally on Route 42 South, which can often back up traffic to the area around the Atlantic
City Expressway during peak travel periods. Existing traffic signal timing can also play a role into the severity of
congestion leading into this intersection. | would like the State to consider creating a jughandle on Route 42 North,
which can enter the shopping center, which would require purchasing a portion of the center’s parking

lot and/or relocating the existing drainage pond. The jughandle could either be prior to this intersection, which could
incorporate a roundabout within the shopping center to facilitate movements into/out of the shopping center’s parking
lot (highlighted in red on the map below), or the jughandle could utilize an existing access road between a bank and
automotive store, and loop back to the traffic light (highlighted in yellow). Also, such a configuration could be reviewed
to provide 2 lanes of traffic across Route 42 onto Ganttown Rd, which would require widening of Ganttown Rd between
Route 42 and Sunset Road, then narrowed down to Ganttown Road’s existing single lane. This should significantly
improve the level of service at this intersection, and reduce residual delays near other intersections along Route 42,
especially between here and the Expressway.

15302 Route 41 and Deptford Center Road By Jeff Taylor
3

Route 41 and Deptford Center Road DBNUM: 15302 / UPC: 153020 [DVRPC note: see end of the packet for additional
materials as part of this comment]

The Route 41/Deptford Center Road project is the result of a project around 2004-2005, in which an on-ramp from this
intersection to Route 42 South was added at this location. Prior to this project, the two Eastbound lanes on Deptford
Center Road provided a single left turn lane onto Route 41 North and a single right turn lane onto Route 41 South. Both
movements had significant amounts of traffic. When the Route 42 on-ramp was added, a 3rd lane was added on
Deptford Center Road at the intersection to accommodate this movement. However, as the roadway was re-striped,
there was only room for approximately 4 vehicles in the left turn lane. The result was an immediate failure of the lane,
in which turning traffic constantly overflowed into the thru lane meant for traffic accessing Route 42 South, or over the
hash-lined paved median.

As shown on the next page, in the first two images, Google Street View reveals a common way motorists cope with the
current conditions as they (somewhat) stack over the hash lines in the paved median. The aerial view shows the
overall condition, with the current left turn lane is only about 75’ long, fitting 4 vehicles legally.

Until this project can begin, as shown in the 3rd image, | would like to propose a minor lane restriping to provide
additional storage room for left turning vehicles. This will only entail minor strip removal and repainting and provide
additional storage — up to around 250’ long - for vehicles queued to make a left turn.

By Jeff Taylor
4

Route 45 Intersection and Mainline Improvements — Mantua Twp.

These projects will primarily reconstruct two intersections on Route 45 in Mantua Twp: Harrison Avenue/Mt Royal Rd.
(Rt 678), and Mantua Blvd/Berkley Rd (Rt. 632).

These projects are much needed and it would be desirable to have these intersections reconstructed in a reasonably
short period of time.

In addition to the stated goals of adding turning lanes on all approaches to these 2 intersections, | would like to have
investigated the widening of Route 45 to 2 lanes per direction throughout this area, but especially in the vicinity of the
Mantua Blvd/Berkley Road intersection. This intersection, combined with the nearby light at Main St (Rt. 553A)
approximately 700 feet to the north, causes a large amount of congestion on Rt. 45 South as 2 lanes are condensed
into 1 lane between these two intersections. By increasing the width of Rt. 45 (especially southbound) to 2 lanes per
direction in this short area, it will alleviate this bottleneck. Traffic can be reduced to one lane after passing thru the
Mantua Blvd intersection, or (preferable) maintain two lanes until south of the Mt. Royal Rd intersection.

Due to the space available, if Route 45 was to be widened, it could be reviewed to determine if a jughandle can be built
for left turning traffic onto Mantua Blvd, possibly by utilizing space between the existing bank and drug store in the Toll
House Shopping Plaza.

It should also be investigated, depending on the widening mentioned above, of widening Route 45 in this area to
include a center left turn lane. Numerous houses, side streets and businesses in this stretch involve plenty of left
turning traffic. This center turn lane should be considered either thru to the Jackson Road intersection (Milepost 21.6),
south of the Berkley Road intersection, or thru the “Center City” section of Mantua, to Valley View Drive (Milepost 20.9).

By Jeff Taylor
5
Route 55 Widening
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DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

| would like to propose the DVRPC and NJDOT to look into widening Route 55. While most people know that Route 55’s
median from CR 553 (Interchange 53) to Route 42 was built with a rail line in mind, NJDOT also had the forethought of
building the bridges and sign structures wide enough to easily accommodate a 3rd lane in each direction throughout
much of the corridor.

Route 55 has become an increasingly heavily travelled corridor throughout Gloucester County for daily traffic, along
with its well-known weekend shore traffic. Traffic congestion, which was normally limited to the northern-most mile or
so approaching Route 42 during the morning rush hour, has intensified to both the morning and afternoon rush hour
periods most weekdays. In addition, the 2 lane-per-direction highway is often quite heavy throughout the corridor
during the day with general traffic.

Thus, | believe it would be in the best interests of the region and the motorists to look at widening Route 55 from 2
lanes per direction to 3 lanes per direction between, at minimum, Route 42 to CR 553 (Interchange 53). The only
structural improvement along this stretch that would be necessary would be widening the overpass over Mantua
Creek, about a mile north of Exit 53. Otherwise, any other improvements would be safety measures such as guiderails,
tree clearing close to the highway, the VMS sign approaching Exit 56, and other relatively minor details. The 3rd lane
can otherwise be easily built within the right-of-way without any other overpass or gantry sign reconstruction.

South of Interchange 53, it should further be investigated to widen Route 55 to US 322 (Interchange 50) as well. While
the median’s width is reduced in this area compared to the highway north of Interchange 53, the corridor has mostly
been built to accompany a 3rd lane in each direction, with minor safety improvements. The only significant
construction, aside from the roadway, would be the overpass widening of the Chestnut Branch creek midway between
Exits 50 and 53.

With the planned restriping of Route 55 from 1 lane to 2 lanes as it approaches Route 42 as part of the current 295/42
Missing Moves project which should reduce congestion in that area, a widening of Route 55 will make the highway
safer and more conducive for traffic through the county.

By Jeff Taylor
6

Route 322 Widening - I-295 to the New Jersey Turnpike

US 322 in Gloucester County is a heavily used corridor for both weekday commuting traffic and weekend recreational
traffic, especially to and from the Jersey Shore. This is also becoming an important corridor for trucks, due to
numerous warehouse developments that have existed or are currently under construction.

A recent warehouse construction project widened US 322 between I-295 and US 130. A current warehouse project will
widen US 322 around the intersection of Locke Road/Oak Grove Road. As a result, there is approximately 2.3 miles of
roadway that remain with 1 lane in each direction between the nearly 8 mile corridor between the Commodore Barry
Bridge and the NJ Turnpike:

Milepost 4.9 (East of Stone Meetinghouse Road/Berkley Drive) to Milepost 5.6 (West of Locke Ave/Oak Grove Road)
Milepost 5.9 (East of Locke Ave/Oak Grove Road to Milepost 6.8 (West of Kings Highway)

Milepost 7.2 (East of Kings Highway) to Milepost 7.9 (Vicinity of the NJ Turnpike)

It would be beneficial to the region and the daily traffic to widen these remaining portions of US 322. Such widening
will sufficiently reduce congestion and accidents, especially between 295 and Locke Road where a gully narrows the
roadway and reduces visibility.

By Jeff Taylor
7

Center Square Road; I-295 Widening; US 322 Interchange

This proposed project will review an approximate 2 mile section of I-295, along with the associated interchanges at
Center Square Road (Exit 10) and US 322 (Interchange 11).

Due to the insufficient width of the Center Square Road overpass over |-295, the off ramp from 1-295 South to Center
Square Road (Exit 10) is congested back to mainline 295 on a daily basis during the afternoon rush hour. A revamped
interchange should include an overpass that provides, at minimum, 2 lanes per direction, and a multilane offramp from
295 South providing at least 2 left turn lanes and a separate right turn lane from 295 South to Center Square Road.

In the short term, it should be reviewed if the traffic light timing can be modified to increase the green light timing for
traffic coming off the ramp by reducing the green light time on Center Square Road, as long as it doesn’t increase
congestion on Center Square Road.

In addition, it should be reviewed to determine if various, newer interchange techniques, such as a Single Point Urban
Interchange or Diverging Diamond Interchange, would be beneficial to this location.

Also, because a large amount of traffic is utilizing 295 only between Center Square Road (Exit 10) and US 130 West
(Exit 11B), it should be reviewed to determine if a widening of I-295 is appropriate in this area. Within this area is an
overpass over Raccoon Creek. This overpass was originally built to allow a 3rd lane in each direction, evident by the
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Gloucester County

protruding piers in-between the Northbound and Southbound lanes. This will permit a faster and less expensive
widening between Interchanges 10 and 11 as opposed to if the overpass needed to be completely rebuilt.

In direct relation to the above, it should also be reviewed to determine if reconstructing Interchange 11 with US 322
should be necessary. This growing section of US 322 was recently widened due to new warehouse complexes being
constructed. The low-speed, cloverleaf ramp from 1-295 North to US 322 West (Exit 11B) experiences heavy traffic in
both morning and afternoon rush hours due to the additional residential and commercial properties in the area. It
should be reviewed to determine if a ramp that provides for additional traffic volumes, such as a flyover ramp, would
be beneficial to the area. It should also be reviewed if the missing ramps at this location (I-295 South to US 322 West,
and US 322 East to I-295 North) can be incorporated into this interchange.

Mercer County
DB #: By Jeff Taylor
Item#: 8

Route 29 Intersection Reconstructions around Market Street & Cass Street [DVRPC note: see end of the packet for
additional materials as part of this comment]

In the early 2000’s, Route 29 was reconstructed in the vicinity of US 1 to NJ 129. Since then, Route 29's traffic volume
has increased substantially.

Notable during both rush hours, but especially during the afternoon rush hour, traffic congests in this area, primarily
due to a lane reduction on Route 29 South between Market Street and Cass Street from 3 lanes to 2 lanes.
Additionally, traffic congests during both rush hours but notably during the morning rush hour, on Market Street due to
the exit ramp from US 1 North, with traffic approaching NJ 29.

It should be reviewed to determine if Rt. 29 South should be widened to 3 lanes throughout this stretch, mostly by
using existing right-of-way in the median between the North and Southbound lanes of Rt. 29. It should also be looked
at to revamp the Market Street/Route 29 intersection to allow for 3 left turning lanes. Due to the need for the lanes to
have enough mobility, the intersection can be revised to using a 45 degree or so angle of turning, rather than the
normal (and usually preferred) 90 degree right turn angles. As a result of this, it may be necessary for traffic exiting the
Riverview Business Complex at this location to only turn left, although a right turn lane would remain beneficial, even if
controlled by a protected signal phase. Because of existing congestion leaving the complex, allowing 2 lanes to turn
left would be preferable here anyway. The crosswalk can be relocated to be between the turning traffic, as it will allow
unimpeded crossing for both left turning traffic and pedestrian traffic.

On the following page is an example of how the corridor could be revised, which would include reconstructing the Rt.
29/Cass Street intersection as well to minimize the effects and loss of turning movements at the Rt. 29/Market Street
intersection.

Various Counties
DB #: By Lea Ann Bowers
Item#: 10

Stronger commitment to Circuit Trails and Safe Roadways Is Needed in the 2022-2025 NJTIP

| am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1 - I would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
x065)

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for "bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan
and conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its
standard to match its own Complete Streets Design Guide. General Comment and (DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades

such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. (DB# 15302, 9212C)
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DB #:
Item #:

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported, and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects. (DB# X107)

Finally, | support the inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC
to ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Lea Annowers

D1601 New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative By Jeff Taylor
9

New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative DBNUM: D1601 / UPC: 163170

As shown in the proposed STIP, approximately $380,000 in total is allocated on a yearly basis to retime traffic signals
on county roadways in the DVRPC region. Signal timing may be one of the most cost-effective and least invasive
methods to improve traffic control and reducing both congestion and vehicle crashes, while maintaining current
roadway features and improving air quality. Unfortunately, as can be seen throughout the region, motorists frequently
are stopped at multiple, consecutive traffic signals due to poor traffic light timing.

| would like to see additional funding dedicated to retiming traffic signals. This will dramatically improve travel
conditions throughout the region as a very low cost compared to construction and other means to improve traffic flow.
Also, as signals can occasionally become uncoordinated with nearby signals, or additional traffic from new
construction, developments, etc, additional funding will provide sufficient opportunities to review and coordinate
timings as necessary.

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups

Burlington County

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:

18326 Route 130, Delaware Avenue/Florence-Columbus Road (CR 656) By John F Boyle
11

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia.Route 130 is consistently the most dangerous road for
pedestrians in the State and fatalities have increased in the Florence and Burlington Township area where massive
warehouse development has taken place.We submitted comments on this project during the NJDOT public

comment period. We do not support this project as proposed but some minor design changes will make it safer
intersection for pedestrians and bicyclists. 1 - Replacing the proposed sidewalks with 10 ft wide paved sidepaths on
CR 656 and US 130. to create a safer crossing of US 130. The project as presented showed a mix of narrow sidewalks
and shared use paths with bicyclists expected to share parts of the corridor with large trucks while other times
jumping on the sidepath.2 - Enhance the proposed crosswalk with the addition of a pedestrian refuge island. The
FHWA lists refuge islands as a proven safety countermeasure that can reduce pedestrian crashes by 56%.

20337 Route130, CR 543 (Beverly Road) to Lagorce Blvd By John Boyle

12

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia.Support this project. Upgrade and complete sidewalks
along this entire corridor. Prioritize and fund.The City of Burlington has a complete streets policy.

D2201 CR 614 (Tom Brown Road), CR 603 (Riverton Road) and New Alba By John F Boyle
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Burlington County

Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

13

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia.We support the concept of a modern roundabout. The
adjacent sidepaths should be widened and be safely connected to the roundabout. Bicyclists should be
accommodated on the sidepaths since roundabouts increase conflicts for bicyclists.

D2207 Rancocas Creek Greenway, Laurel Run Park (Circuit) By John Boyle

14

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia.We support this project. We applaud DVRPC and
NJDOT for breaking out this trail project and putting on the TIP.

Camden County

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

D1505A ADA Improvements, Contract 1 By John Boyle
15
The Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia supports this project.

D1914 Mount. Ephraim Avenue Safety Improvements, Ferry Avenue (CR 6 By John Boyle
16
The Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia supports this project

Gloucester County

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

15302 Route 41 and Deptford Center Road By John Boyle
17

CommentsThe Bicycle Coalition opposes intersection expansion projects that do not include safe pedestrian
facilities such as pedestrian refuge islands across multi-lane roads. Will the improvements include an ADA-
accessible connection to the existing sidewalk on the southwest corner? And will a refuge island or bumpouts be
included to mitigate the increased crossing distance created by the road widening?

21366 Rowan University Fossil Park Roadway and Intersection Improvem By John Boyle
18

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater PhiladelphiaFossil Park Roadway this should include a 10' sidepath
for bicycle and pedestrian access to the park. This could also serve as future Circuit Trail segment for the Dinosaur
Trail.

D1203 Gloucester County Multi-Purpose Trail Extension - Glassboro Elk By John Boyle
19
Comments of the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We strongly support as this is a Circuit Trails Project.

The description is difficult to understand. What does "expected for encumbrance"” mean?The status of this project
and the proposed year of construction are missing from the description. Does that mean that this project may be ready
for construction in the near future?

D2019 CR 712 (College Drive) at Alumni Drive Roundabout and Multi-purp By John F Boyle
20

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We strongly support this future segment of the Circuit
Trails Network.

D2210 CR 654 (Hurffville-Cross Keys Rd), CR 630 (Egg Harbor Rd) to CR By John F Boyle

21

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We strongly support the pedestrian improvements in
this project.

D2211 US 322/CR 536 (Swedesboro Rd), Woolwich-Harrison Twp Line to By John Boyle

22

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater PhiladelphiaWe support the pedestrian improvements in this project.

!’jdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 6



Original Comments (Full Content)

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups

Gloucester County
Mercer County

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

15322 Delaware & Raritan Canal Bridges By John Boyle
23

At grade crossings of the D&R Canal Towpath need to be striped and signed for pedestrian and bicycle safety per the
AASHTO Guide for the development of Bicycle Facilities. Most of the crossings are unmarked.

19360 Route 27, Witherspoon Street By John Boyle
24

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelpiha:We support this project, can the project description
specify the bicycle safety improvements that will be implemented at the intersection?

D2014 CR 622 (North Olden Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Rd) to New York Av By John Boyle
25

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:Great project, one of the most comprehensive
"complete streets" projects that we have seen in New Jersey. We strongly support this.

D2023 Circulation Improvements Around Trenton Transit Center By John Boyle
26
The Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia strongly support bicycle and pedestrian improvements in this project.

D2205 D&R Greenway Connector, Wellness Loop to Union St./Cooper Fiel By John Boyle
27

The Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia supports this project. We applaud DVRPC, the City of Trenton, Mercer
County and NJDOT for breaking this Circuit Trails project out as a TIP line item.

Various Counties

DB #:
Item #:

By Michael Buriani
100

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - |1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
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Sincerely,Michael Buriani Hamilton Twp.NJ 08690"

DB #: By Michael Cloud
Item#: 101

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#2018)

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Michael Cloud Palmyra, NJ 08065"

DB #: By Michael Gibbs
Item#: 102

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
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for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Michael Gibbs Pemberton, NJ 08068

DB #: By Mike Zickler
Item#: 103

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -] oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Mike Zickler Moorestown,NJ 08057"

DB #: By Pam Mount
Item#: 104

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - |1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
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features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
pam mount PrincetonNJ 08540"

DB #: By Patricia Frantz
Item#: 105

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Patricia Frantz Medford,NJ 08055"

DB #: By Patricia Woodworth
Item#: 106

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.
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2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Patricia Woodworth Mantua,NJ 08051"

By Patrick Monahan
107

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
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Sincerely,
Patrick Monahan patrick@bicyclecoalition.org Philadelphia,PA 19143"

By Peter Boughton
108

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Peter Boughton
Hamilton, NJ 08690"

By Peter McLoone
109

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -] oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
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Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Peter McLoone MerchantvilleNJ 08109"

By Ralph Branch
110

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. I know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Ralph Branch
Philadelphia,PA 19139"

By Randy Shepard
111

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - |1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
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features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Randy Shepard Cherry Hill, NJ 08003"

By Robert Bonner
112

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Robert Bonner Mount Ephraim, NJ 08059"

By Robert Cummings
113
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.
2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
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make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
Sincerely,
Robert Cummings Browns Mills,NJ 08015"

DB #: By Sage Lincoln
ltem#: 114,130

Dear DVRPC, Affairs: | would like to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP: | am so happy that
the DVRPC Board is putting more money into bike trails and bike infrastruure. | love riding my bike and cycling, but |
don't feel safe on most roads, including roads that are considering bike routes. | urge you to continue to invest in
biking infrastruure—it is a huge benefit to both local and regional residents. Biking is a booming aivity that is healthy,
covid-safe, and low-carbon. Please continue to make safe biking infrastruure a priority—not just for fit men who feel
confident riding on dangerous roads, but for under-represented bikers like me! As | like to say, we need to strive for
bike infrastruure that feels safe to both 5-yr old children and the elderly.  Thank you! Sage Lincoln Philadelphia, PA
19104

DB #: By Samuel DeAlmeida
Item#: 115

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
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for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Samuel DeAlmeida dealmeis@gmail.com 8 UNION MILL Mount Laurel TownshipNJ 08054"

DB #: By Sean McCarthy
Item#: 116

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -] oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Sean McCarthy Maple shadeNJ 08052"

DB #: By Silvia Ascarelli
Item#: 117

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
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features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Silvia Ascarelli Windsor,NJ 08550"

By Sonia Szczesna
118

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -l encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Sonia Szczesna Trenton, NJ 08611"

By Steven Fasano
119
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.
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2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
ySteven Fasano Mount Laurel Township, NJ 08054"

By Thomas Atherholt
120

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
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Sincerely,
Thomas Atherholt Moorestown, NJ 08057"

By Tim Brill
121

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,Tim Brill Lambertville, NJ 08530"

By Todd Lane
122

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
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ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,

Todd Lane NJ 08203"

DB #: By William Caldwell
ltem#: 123

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
William Caldwell Hainesport, NJ 08036"

DB #: By John Boyle
Item#: 125

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We applaud the DVRPC NJ Technical Committee for
prioritizing Circuit Trails in the CMAQ selection process. We support the continued prioritization of Circuit Trails
projects in the CMAQ program.

DB #: By Jonathan Reuther
ltem #: 126,129, 132,133, 134,135

am writing to comment on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP. My comments are related to the advancement of bicycling as a
form of transportation and recreation. Our region continues to struggle to address congestion and it is becoming clear
that every individual, business, and government agency must act in a coordinated and decisive way to address the
causes and impacts of climate change. | am a licensed professional engineer, a bicycle commuter, a recreational
cyclist, and an advocate for active transportation. | know from experience that the transportation network in our region
makes it impossible for the majority of people to safely and confidently ride a bicycle or walk as a means of travel. The
pace of planning and implementation of active transportation networks needs to be drastically increased for our region
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to realize the benefits of active transportation, which | know DVRPC is well aware of.

I would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

| encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will make
every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the region to
contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025.

New Jersey's standard for "bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
| oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features.

New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands.

NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all stages
of trail development can be supported, and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow for
more significant development rather than piecemeal projects.

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County
Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County

Dinosaur Trail-College Drive

Fossil Park Roadway, a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail

Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County

| am writing to comment on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP. My comments are related to the advancement of bicycling as a
form of transportation and recreation. Our region continues to struggle to address congestion and it is becoming clear
that every individual, business, and government agency must act in a coordinated and decisive way to address the
causes and impacts of climate change. | am a licensed professional engineer, a bicycle commuter, a recreational
cyclist, and an advocate for active transportation. | know from experience that the transportation network in our region
makes it impossible for the majority of people to safely and confidently ride a bicycle or walk as a means of travel. The
pace of planning and implementation of active transportation networks needs to be drastically increased for our region
to realize the benefits of active transportation, which | know DVRPC is well aware of.

1. 1'would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2. l encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025.

3. New Jersey's standard for "bicycle compatible” shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan
and conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its
standard.

4. | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features.

5. New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands.
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6. NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported, and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects.

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

. Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County
. Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County

. Dinosaur Trail-College Drive

. Fossil Park Roadway, a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail

. Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County
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By John Boyle
128
Comments of the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:NJ Bicycle Compatibility standards are outdated based on
a 1998 Bike Plan and on high speed roads (40 mph or greater) it conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress
Analysis data. Bicycle compatibility should be determined by using NJDOT's Complete Streets Design Guide.Improve
the rate of including bike/facilities during road maintenance. New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green
Streets Policy. However, state roads continue to be resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped without safe places to walk
or bike, such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths and pedestrian refuge islands. Commercial developers
rarely required to install sidewalks along state roads.

01316 Transit Village Program By John Boyle
28

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:Support this but eligible municipalities should be greatly
expanded. Funding should be significantly higher than $1 million dollars.

06402 Safe Streets to Transit Program By John Boyle
29
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Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We Support the program but it is greatly underfunded.

08415 Airport Improvement Program By Robin Karpf, MD
30

[DVRPC note: original letter is enclosed towards the end of this packet] SUBJECT: Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New
Jersey written public comment submission;

REQUEST TO REJECT DB #08415 Airport Improvement Program

Dear Chairman Cappelli, Ms. Hastings, DVRPC Board Members c/o Mr. Lou Cappelli and Mr.
Barry Seymour:

Enclosed please find a public comment submission from Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.
regarding project DB #08415 Airport Improvement Program.

We implore the DVRPC Board to reject DB# 08415 Airport Improvement Program. This
Project, when applied to the Trenton- Mercer Airport (TTN), will continue to cause irreparable
harm to the health, safety, and welfare of New Jersey and Pennsylvania residents living in
municipalities surrounding TTN. The harm is likely to include, but not be limited to,

irreparable PFOS/PFOA contamination of the Delaware River, the source of drinking

water for over 13 million people.

You will receive this document via email & also via FEDEX, SIGNATURE REQUIRED by 5 PM

on August 23, 2021, the deadline for submission of comments. We ask that our comments be
published in their entirety in all DVRPC documents related to the Draft FY2022 TIP for NJ.
Sincerely,

Robin Karpf, MD, President

Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc

09388 Highway Safety Improvement Program Planning By John Boyle
31

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:People killed on foot or riding a bicycle on New Jersey's
roads account for nearly 30% of all traffic deaths. A much larger segment of this money should be spent making roads
safer for bicyclists and pedestrians. The Bicycle Coalition is participating in the State Highway Safety Plan
implementation.

99358 Safe Routes to School Program By John Boyle
32

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia: We strongly support SRTS but it is oversubscribed and
underfunded. We would like to see this fund supported with State Money to make projects simpler to implement.

99409 Recreational Trails Program By John Boyle
33

Comments for the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:We do not support the current $25,000 cap on projects. It
should be increased to at least $100,000.

T112 Rail Rolling Stock Procurement By John Boyle
34
Support, if passenger rail cars include dedicated bike storage.

T210 Transit Enhancements/Transp Altern Prog (TAP)/Altern Transit Im By John Boyle
35

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia - Please set aside funds to add retrofit Atlantic City Line
rail cars with dedicated bike racks.

X03E Resurfacing Program By John Boyle
36

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia: Despite the NJ Complete and Green Streets Policy.
State roads continue to be resurfaced, rehabilitated, and re-striped without safe places to walk or bike. As a first step -
NJDOT and the Counties should coordinate with DVRPC to expand the Bicycle Friendly Resurfacing Program to New
Jersey.
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DB #: X107 Transportation Alternatives Program By John Boyle
Item#: 37

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal
Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all stages of trail development can be supported, and
increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow for more significant development rather than
piecemeal projects.

DB #: X12 Acquisition of Right of Way By John Boyle
Item#: 38

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia:Acquisition of properties for regional trails has been
identified by the Circuit Trails Coalition has been identified as a roadblock for constructing regional trails. We think that
acquisition of for major regional trails should be eligible for this program.

DB #: X185 Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities/Accommodations By John Boyle
Item#: 39

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia. We strongly support but we need to increase funding
sharply to address New Jersey's high pedestrian fatality rate. A percentage of these funds should be dedicated
towards filling the gaps in the sidewalk network as mapped in DVRPC's sidewalk inventory.

DB #: X98C1 Local Municipal Aid, DVRPC By John Boyle
ltem#: 40

Comments from the Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia.This program has been strongly encouraging bike and
ped projects. But in FY 2020 only 3.5% of local aid funds went to dedicated bicycle and pedestrian projects. People
killed on foot or bicycle on New Jersey's roads account for nearly 30% of all traffic deaths. We think that the Local Aid
formula should be reexamined to carve out a 10% set aside of local aid funds strictly for bicycle and pedestrian
projects.

DB #: By Amy Tecosky Feldman
Item#: 41

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

| would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

| encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will make
every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the region to
contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

| oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all stages
of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow for more
significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
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3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Amy Tecosky Feldman Narberth,PA 19072

By Andrew Chainer
42

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Andrew Chainer Pennington,NJ 08534"

By Ann Gillespie
43,44

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
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parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
Sincerely, Ann Gillespie

By Anne Bloomenthal
45

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Anne Bloomenthal Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-4844"

By Anya Saretzky
46

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
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such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Anya Saretzky Philadelphia, PA 19147"

By Bart Kleczynski
47

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Bart Kleczynski Sicklerville, NJ 08081"
By Becky Taylor
48
[DVRPC note: original letter is enclosed towards the end of this packet] Dear DVRPC: | am writing to provide the
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following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for "bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan
and conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its
standard. (General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support the inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC
to ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Thank you for your kind attention.

Sincerely,

Becky Taylor, Co-President, Lawrence Hopewell Trail

By Bill Edwards
49

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
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4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Bill Edwards Doylestown, PA 18901"

DB #: By Catherine Brandt
Item#: 50

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,

Catherine Brandt Mount Royal, NJ 08061"
DB #: By CB Michaels
Item #: 51

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
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6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
cb michaels MANTUA,NJ 08051-1176"

DB #: By Christopher Escuti
Item #: 52

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Christopher Escuti Cherry Hill, NJ 08002"

DB #: By Craig Morgan
Item#: 53

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
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4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Craig Morgan Westmont,NJ 08108"

By Dan Rappoport
54

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Dan Rappoport Princeton, NJ 08540"

By Daniel Paschall
55
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
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1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Daniel Paschall Philadelphia,PA 19121"

By David Gwyn
56

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
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4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
David Gwyn Medford,NJ 08055"

DB #: By David Steinberg
Item #: 57

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,

David Steinberg Runnemede, NJ 08078"
DB #: By Dennis Kolecki
Item#: 58

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

!’jdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 33



Original Comments (Full Content)

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups

Various Counties

DB #:
Item #:

DB #:
Item #:

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
Sincerely,
Dennis Kolecki Collingswood, NJ 08107"

By Diana Petruzzelli
59

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Diana Petruzzelli MAPLE SHADE, NJ 08052"

By Don Pillsbury
60

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
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as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Don Pillsbury Lawrenceville, NJ 08648"

By Don Vonderschmidt
61

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Don Vonderschmidt MarltonNJ 08053"

By Donna Ellis
62

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
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Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Donna Ellis Wenonah, NJ 08090"

By Ed Arnold
63

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
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Sincerely,
Ed Arnold SicklervilleNJ 08081"

DB #: By Ed Budzyn
Item#: 64

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Sincerely, Ed Budzyn Shamong, NJ 08088"

DB #: By Edward Cohen
Item #: 65

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
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for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).
Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Edward Cohen edwardcohen1@gmail.com 15 Winterberry Mount LaurelNJ 08054"

By Eleanor Horne
66

[DVRPC note: original letter is enclosed towards the end of this packet] Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the
following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Eleanor Horne Windsor, NJ 08550"

By Eleanor V. Horne
67,124,127,131

We are writing on behalf of the Board of trustees of the Lawrence Hopewell Trail to comment on the 2022-2025 NJ
TIP. Before doing so, we want to express our respect and gratitude for the fine work that DVRPC has done in
supporting the Lawrence Hopewell Trail and the Circuit Trails. However, we urge you to do even more in support of
Circuit Trails and safe roadways in New Jersey. .

1. We applaud the DVRPC Board for providing $5 million dollars in funding for Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. We would like to see this investment continue during 2022-2025

2. We encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP to support the four New Jersey
counties. We will actively encourage Mercer County to fund and build as many miles of trails as possible over the next
four construction seasons so that Mercer County can contribute to the goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025.

!’jdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 38



Original Comments (Full Content)

Comments Received from Advocacy Groups

Various Counties

DB #:
Item #:

3. New Jersey's standard for "bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard
to match its own Complete Streets Design Guide. |

4. We oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. We urge DVRPC not to fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such
safety features wherever possible or practical. |

5. New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. We urge DVRPC not to fund road
projects without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes,
sidepaths and pedestrian refuge islands wherever possible or practical.

6. We urge NJDOT to be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and to increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to
allow for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects.

7. We support the inclusion of the following five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage DVRPC
to do all it can to ensure they can be completed by 2025:

- Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County

» Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County

» Dinosaur Trail-College Drive

« Fossil Park Roadway, a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail

+ Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County

Thank you for considering our recommendations for the 2022-2025 TIP and for your work in support of Circuit Trails.

Sincerely,
Eleanor V Horne (Co-President) , Becky Taylor (Co-President)

By Eloise Williams
68

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5-New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Eloise Williams Mt Laurel, NJ 08054"
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DB #: By Eva Cetrullo
Item#: 69

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Eva Cetrullo . MARLTON, NJ 08053"

DB #: By Fran DeMillion
Item#: 70

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

!’jdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 40



Original Comments (Full Content)

Various Counties

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Fran DeMillion Kennett Square,PA 19348-2592"

DB #: By Frank Koniges
ltem#: 71

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Frank Koniges Haddonfield, NJ 08033"

DB #: By Gregory Milewski
Item#: 72

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
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implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
Gregory Milewski Audubon,NJ 08106"

DB #: By Heather Whren
Item#: 73

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Heather Whren Delanco, NJ 08075

DB #: By Janet Cavallo
Item #: 74

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
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(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. I know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Janet Cavallo Secane,PA 19018"

By Janilsa Alejo
75

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Janilsa Alejo Fort Dix, NJ 08640

By Jason Owens
76
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
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1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,Jason Owens Hamilton, NJ 08620"

By Jean Baxter
77

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

= —
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Sincerely

Jean Baxter Ewing, NJ 08618"
DB #: By Jeffrey Fields
Item #: 78

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro EIk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Jeffrey Fields Hamilton,NJ 08330"

DB #: By Jeffrey Laurenti
Item#: 79

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -] oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).
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Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Jeffrey Laurenti TRENTON

DB #: By Joann Higgins
Item#: 80

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#2018)

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Joann Higgins Mt Laurel, NJ 08054"

DB #: By Joe OBrien
Item#: 81

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - |1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
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features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely, Joe OBrien Maple Shade, NJ 08052"

By John Bradley
82

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

=

| have personally experienced the dangers that are posed when trying to ride a bicycle on New Jersey roadways.
Please support these measures so that we can get everyone where they are going - workschool and beyond - safely.
Sincerely,
JOHN BRADLEY
Haddon Township, NJ 08108-1708"

By John Kawczynski
83,84
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
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1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely John Kawczynski Haddonfield, NJ

By Jon Davis
85

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

!’jdvrpc DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 48



Original Comments (Full Content)

Various Counties

Sincerely,
Jon Davis  SicklervilleNJ 08081"

DB #: By Jonathan Frederickson
Item#: 86

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB
#D2018)

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Jonathan Frederickson
PhiladelphiaPA 19130"

DB #: By Joseph Brescia
Item #: 87

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
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6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Joseph Brescia Oaklyn, NJ 08107"

DB #: By Kathleen McCaffrey
Item#: 88

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1 - I would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025.

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features.

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. Howeverstate road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanesbike lanessidepaths and
pedestrian refuge islands.

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Conneor in Mercer County

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive;

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail

and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County

Sincerely,

Kathleen McCaffrey Medford, NJ 08055"

DB #: By Kevin Sparkman
Item#: 89

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - |1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
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features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Kevin Sparkman Medford,NJ 08055"

By Larry Hobbs
90

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -l encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Larry Hobbs SicklervilleNJ 08081"

By Lee Pease
91
Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.
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2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Lee Pease Haddonfield, NJ 08033"

By Leonard Bonarek
92

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)
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Sincerely,
Leonard Bonarek Philadelphia,PA 19143"

By Linda Rubiano
93

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 - | oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Linda Rubiano MerchantvilleNJ 08109"

By Lisa Murray
94

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -] oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).
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Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Lisa Murray Sicklerville,NJ 08081"

By Louis Peirce
95

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 -1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. I know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
louis peirce Erdenheim, PA 19038"

By Lyn Hedrick
96

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - 1 encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -] oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
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5 - New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Lyn Hedrick Collingdale,PA 19023"

By Marianne Casale
97

Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)

4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, I support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to

ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)

2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)

3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);

4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)

5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Marianne Casale Maple Shade,NJ 08052"

By Mark Klevence
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Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:
1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.
2 - | encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
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make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construion seasons in order for the region
to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)
3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflis with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
(General Comment and DB# 9212C)
4 -1 oppose interseion lane expansion projes in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades such
as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projes that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety. (DB# 15302 #9212C)
5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projes fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfacedrehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projes
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)
6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supportedand increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projes (DB# X107).

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projes listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.

1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadwaya potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
and 5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
Mark Klevence Collingswood,NJ 08107"

By Martha Moore
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Dear DVRPC Affairs: | am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 NJ TIP:

1- 1 would like to thank the DVRPC Board for funding $5 Million dollars for the Circuit Trails through the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program. | would like to see this regular investment continue during 2022-2025.

2 - I encourage the DVRPC Board to make a stronger commitment in the TIP that the four New Jersey counties will
make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four construction seasons in order for the
region to contribute to the short-term goal of 500 Circuit Trail miles by 2025. (General Comment)

3 - New Jersey's standard for bicycle compatible" shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1998 State Bicycle Plan and
conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should encourage NJDOT to update its standard.
4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in urbanized areas that do not include pedestrian facility upgrades
such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane expansion projects that do not include such safety
features. | know first hand how necessary this is for pedestrian safety

5- New Jersey has an excellent Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy. However, state road projects fail to
implement this policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped. DVRPC should not fund road projects
without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or bike such as narrower travel lanes, bike lanes, sidepaths
and pedestrian refuge islands. We waste too much time and money by not coordinating this work with all interested
parties. For example. the bike/pedestrian bridge that needs to be built over Rt. 130 by Cooper River. (DB# X03E)

6 - NJDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Alternatives Set Aside (TASA) funding so that all
stages of trail development can be supported and increase the maximum award to at least $2 million dollars to allow
for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects

Finally, | support inclusion of these five Circuit Trails projects listed in the Draft TIP and we encourage the DVRPC to
ensure they get completed by 2025.
1) Delaware River Heritage Trail - D&R Greenway Connector in Mercer County (15302)
2) Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County (D2207)
3) Dinosaur Trail-College Drive (D2019);
4) Fossil Park Roadway a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail (21366)
5) Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County (D1203)

Sincerely,
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Martha Moore Philadelphia,PA 19147-1412
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Route 42 Widening, Route 42 / Cross Keys Road Widening
(Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway DBNUM: 12306 / UPC: 123060)

As part of the Route 42 project to reconstruct Route 42 and its intersections between the
Atlantic City Expressway and Kennedy Ave, there are certain areas | would like the State to
further look into as a potential part of this project: Route 42 and Cross Keys Road, and Route 42
and Ganttown Road.

Route 42 and Berlin-Cross Keys Road:

The intersection at State Route 42 and Gloucester County Route 689, commonly known as
Berlin-Cross Keys Rd, has a current configuration on Rt. 42 North and South with a single left
turn lane, two thru lanes, and a full right shoulder. On Rt. 689, the current configuration is a left
turn lane, a thru lane, and a thru/right turn lane.

This intersection should be reconstructed to allow dual left turn lanes from Rt. 42 to Berlin-Cross
Keys Road. Based on the existing width of the median, dual left turn lanes should fit within the
median by removing the existing grass portion of the median between the left turn lane and the
opposing lane of traffic. A narrow width curb can be installed to maintain separation of traffic.
The current phasing at this intersection on Rt. 42 provides for dedicated left turn signals on Rt.
42, prohibiting left turning traffic when through-traffic on Rt. 42 has a green signal, and this
phasing is assumed to stay the same under this proposed alignment. Additionally, the full right
shoulder should be re-striped or widened as necessary to provide a separate lane for right
turning traffic. Depending on the sharpness of the existing curb line, it may also be necessary to
cut back the curb a little to allow vehicles to properly turn. This will remove turning traffic from
the through lanes.

Also at this intersection, Rt. 689 South at Rt. 42 has a leading left turn light for traffic turning
onto Rt. 42 South. However, traffic on Rt. 689 North to Rt. 42 North does not have a left turn
signal. An additional leading left turn green arrow in this direction should be added to allow
opposing left turns at the same time, prior to the full phase green on Cross Keys Rd.

Route 42 and Ganttown Road:

Additionally, please consider a modification to the intersection of Route 42 and Gloucester
County Route 639, Ganttown Road. This 4-way intersection features 2 thru lanes on Route 42,
along with a single left and right turn lane in each direction from Route 42 onto Ganttown Rd
and into a shopping center. On Ganttown Rd, there is 1 intake lane and 3 outflow lanes,
consisting of a left turn only lane onto Rt. 42 North, a shared left/straight lane onto Route 42
North and into the shopping center, respectively, and a right turn lane onto Rt. 42 South. In the
shopping center, there’s a wide intake lane and 2 outflow lanes — a left turn only lane onto Rt.
42 South, and a shared straight/right turn lane to Ganttown Rd & Route 42 North, respectively.
Due to the volume of traffic on Ganttown Rd, and this intersection being the northern-most
controlled intersection along Route 42 with left turn channels rather than jughandles, the
intersection sees significant delays due to the additional traffic signal phases and length of time
for each phase. The most significant delay is generally on Route 42 South, which can often back
up traffic to the area around the Atlantic City Expressway during peak travel periods. Existing
traffic signal timing can also play a role into the severity of congestion leading into this
intersection. | would like the State to consider creating a jughandle on Route 42 North, which
can enter the shopping center, which would require purchasing a portion of the center’s parking
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lot and/or relocating the existing drainage pond. The jughandle could either be prior to this
intersection, which could incorporate a roundabout within the shopping center to facilitate
movements into/out of the shopping center’s parking lot (highlighted in red on the map below),
or the jughandle could utilize an existing access road between a bank and automotive store, and
loop back to the traffic light (highlighted in yellow). Also, such a configuration could be
reviewed to provide 2 lanes of traffic across Route 42 onto Ganttown Rd, which would require
widening of Ganttown Rd between Route 42 and Sunset Road, then narrowed down to
Ganttown Road’s existing single lane. This should significantly improve the level of service at
this intersection, and reduce residual delays near other intersections along Route 42, especially
between here and the Expressway.

Source: Jeff Taylor, 2021
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Route 41 and Deptford Center Road
DBNUM: 15302 / UPC: 153020

The Route 41/Deptford Center Road project is the result of a project around 2004-2005, in which an on-
ramp from this intersection to Route 42 South was added at this location. Prior to this project, the two
Eastbound lanes on Deptford Center Road provided a single left turn lane onto Route 41 North and a
single right turn lane onto Route 41 South. Both movements had significant amounts of traffic. When
the Route 42 on-ramp was added, a 3™ lane was added on Deptford Center Road at the intersection to
accommodate this movement. However, as the roadway was re-striped, there was only room for
approximately 4 vehicles in the left turn lane. The result was an immediate failure of the lane, in which
turning traffic constantly overflowed into the thru lane meant for traffic accessing Route 42 South, or
over the hash-lined paved median.

As shown on the next page, in the first two images, Google Street View reveals a common way motorists
cope with the current conditions as they (somewhat) stack over the hash lines in the paved median.

The aerial view shows the overall condition, with the current left turn lane is only about 75’ long, fitting
4 vehicles legally.

Until this project can begin, as shown in the 3™ image, | would like to propose a minor lane restriping to
provide additional storage room for left turning vehicles. This will only entail minor strip removal and
repainting and provide additional storage — up to around 250’ long - for vehicles queued to make a left
turn.
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Current Conditions:
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Route 29 Intersection Reconstructions around Market Street & Cass Street

In the early 2000’s, Route 29 was reconstructed in the vicinity of US 1 to NJ 129. Since then, Route 29’s
traffic volume has increased substantially.

Notable during both rush hours, but especially during the afternoon rush hour, traffic congests in this
area, primarily due to a lane reduction on Route 29 South between Market Street and Cass Street from 3
lanes to 2 lanes.

Additionally, traffic congests during both rush hours but notably during the morning rush hour, on
Market Street due to the exit ramp from US 1 North, with traffic approaching NJ 29.

It should be reviewed to determine if Rt. 29 South should be widened to 3 lanes throughout this stretch,
mostly by using existing right-of-way in the median between the North and Southbound lanes of Rt. 29.
It should also be looked at to revamp the Market Street/Route 29 intersection to allow for 3 left turning
lanes. Due to the need for the lanes to have enough mobility, the intersection can be revised to using a
45 degree or so angle of turning, rather than the normal (and usually preferred) 90 degree right turn
angles. As a result of this, it may be necessary for traffic exiting the Riverview Business Complex at this
location to only turn left, although a right turn lane would remain beneficial, even if controlled by a
protected signal phase. Because of existing congestion leaving the complex, allowing 2 lanes to turn left
would be preferable here anyway. The crosswalk can be relocated to be between the turning traffic, as
it will allow unimpeded crossing for both left turning traffic and pedestrian traffic.

On the following page is an example of how the corridor could be revised, which would include
reconstructing the Rt. 29/Cass Street intersection as well to minimize the effects and loss of turning
movements at the Rt. 29/Market Street intersection.
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Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.

NJ TIP Comments

Alison Hastings, DVRPC Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
DVRPC Board Members; c¢/o Lou Cappelli, Chair*

Barry Seymour; DVRPC Executive Director®

190 N. Independence Mall West, 8" Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19106

August 20, 2021

SUBJECT: Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey written public comment submission;
REQUEST TO REJECT DB #08415 Airport Improvement Program

Dear Chairman Cappelli, Ms. Hastings, DVRPC Board Members c/o Mr. Lou Cappelli and Mr.
Barry Seymour:

Enclosed please find a public comment submission from Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.
regarding project DB #08415 Airport Improvement Program.

We implore the DVRPC Board to reject DB# 08415 Airport Improvement Program. This
Project, when applied to the Trenton- Mercer Airport (TTN), will continue to cause irreparable
harm to the health, safety, and welfare of New Jersey and Pennsylvania residents living in
municipalities surrounding TTN. The harm is likely to include, but not be limited to,
irreparable PFOS/PFOA contamination of the Delaware River, the source of drinking
water for over 13 million people.

You will receive this document via email & also via FEDEX, SIGNATURE REQUIRED by 5 PM
on August 23, 2021, the deadline for submission of comments. We ask that our comments be
published in their entirety in all DVRPC documents related to the Draft FY2022 TIP for NJ.

Sincerely,

Robin Karpf, MD, President
Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.

CC:
Pete Buttigieg, U.S. Secretary of Transportation®
Diane Gutierrez-Scaccetti; Commissioner, NJDOT*
U.S. Senator Bob Menendez (NJ)
U.S. Senator Cory Booker (NJ)
U.S. Senator Bob Casey (PA)
U.S. Senator Pat Toomey (PA)

800 Denow Road, Suite C#375, Pennington, NJ 08534~~(609)240-9607~~trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com
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CC (cont.):

Shawn LaTourette (Commissioner, NJ DEP)*

Congresswoman Bonnie Watson-Coleman (NJ)

Congressman Tom Malinowski (NJ)

Congressman Chris Smith (NJ)

Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick (PA)*

Congressional Quiet Skies Caucus

Governor Phil Murphy (NJ)

Governor Tom Wolf (PA),

Patrick McDonnell (Secretary, PA DEP)

Yassmin Gramian (Secretary, PA DOT)

PA Attorney General Josh Shapiro

PA State Senator Steve Santarsiero

PA State Representative Perry Warren

Bucks County Commissioners: Ellis-Marseglia, Harvie, DiGirolamo

Evan Stone: Executive Director, Bucks County Planning Commission

Lower Makefield Twp. Board of Supervisors (Blundi, Lewis, Grenier, McCartney, Weiss)
Lower Makefield Twp. Solicitor David Truelove

Lower Makefield Twp. Trenton-Mercer Airport Review Panel c/o co-chair Richard Preston
Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management (BRRAM, c¢/o president Holly Bussey)
Trenton Threatened Skies Membership (via mass email)

Watershed Institute

William Penn Foundation

Water Resources Association of the Delaware River Basin

Partnership for the Delaware Estuary

Buxmont Coalition for Safe Water

* SIGNATURE REQUIRED. All others received the document via email, certified mail return receipt or FEDEX EXPRESS.

800 Denow Road, Suite C#375, Pennington, NJ 08534~~(609)240-9607~~trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com
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Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc

SUBJECT: Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey WRITTEN COMMENT SUBMISSION;
REQUEST TO REJECT DB #08415 Airport Improvement Program

Date: August 20, 2021

Trenton Threatened Skies. Inc. (TTS) is a grass roots group whose mission is to gather, review,
analyze and disseminate information regarding Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), Ewing NJ, with
respect to environmental, public health, safety and economic impacts of proposed and future
operations of the airport. We respectfully submit the following for your consideration with
regard to DB #08415 AIP.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey states, “The TIP Selection Process and Program
Evaluation use DVRPC'’s Indicators of Potential Disadvantage (IPD) to analyze projects that can
be mapped. There are nine population groups that are currently analyzed via the IPD, all of
which have been identified as communities of concern under Title VI and/or Environmental
Justice (EJ):

Youth;

Older Adults;

Female;

Racial Minority;

Ethnic Minority;

Foreign Born;

Persons with Disabilities;

Limited English Proficiency; and

Low-income.”

©WooNORWDN =~

DB# 08415: Airport Improvement Program, when applied to the Trenton- Mercer Airport
(TTN), will continue to cause irreparable harm to the health, safety and welfare of New Jersey
and Pennsylvania residents living in municipalities surrounding TTN, including the nine
communities of concern listed above. The harm is likely to include, but not be limited to,
irreparable PFOS/PFOA toxic contamination of the Delaware River, the source of drinking water
for over 13 million people. PFOS/PFOA are water soluble, dangerous “forever chemicals” which
poses great risk to human health.

We implore the DVRPC Board to reject DB# 08415 Airport Improvement Program.

800 Denow Road, Suite C#375, Pennington, NJ 08534~~(609)240-9607~~trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com
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Our concerns are detailed and supported by the wealth of information found within the following
attached documents:

e Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.’s RESPONSE to TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT
TERMINAL AREA IMPROVEMENTS DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT"*,
expounds upon the devastating impacts of TTN’s unchecked expansion on these
communities of concern and underscores the dangerous consequences resulting from
the irresponsible conduct of TTN and NJ politicians who have either remained silent or
have actively endorsed the continued, unchecked, segmented expansion of TTN,
despite significant risk of detrimental harm to residents’ health, safety and welfare.

*presented is an enhanced version of the document submitted to Mercer County during
the TTN Terminal EA public comment period. 6/16/21.

e Public comments submitted by PA politicians regarding the Trenton Mercer Airport
ongoing expansion, which detail the grave concerns regarding risk of devastating
expansion on our local communities.

o Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick

o State Senator Steve Santarsiero

o State Representative Perry Warren

o Lower Makefield Township Supervisor John Lewis

e Comments from BRRAM (Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management).

e Related Public Hearing Documents with significant, pertinent community input, including
comments from PA politicians, NJ/PA grassroots groups, & individuals; these documents
demonstrate significant evidence of unaddressed public outcry:

o 7/30/20 NJ Clean Air Council Public Hearing RE: Past, Present, and Future: Air
Quality Around Our Ports and Airports; and
o PADEP 2020 Water Quality Monitoring & Assessment Report

e |etter to the Federal Aviation Administration (11/4/19) by Barry Seymour, in which the
DVRPC went on record stating that NJ & PA residents are fearful of potential
environmental and social impacts created by proposed TTN facility expansion. The
DVRPC strongly supported the continued examination of these serious concerns, yet the
Trenton Mercer Airport continues its unchecked and inadequately evaluated expansion.

e Additional Relevant and Important Correspondences:
11/12/19 letter from Congressman Fitzpatrick to Elaine Chao (US DOT) in which
he outlines grave concerns regarding our drinking water being contaminated with
PFOS/PFOA.

6/12/18 letter from Congressman Fitzpatrick to Administrator Elwell (Federal
Aviation Administration or FAA).

800 Denow Road, Suite C#375, Pennington, NJ 08534~~(609)240-9607~~trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com
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11/19/18 letter from Congressman Fitzpatrick to FAA staff members Brian
Langdon, Mike Hines, and Joe Manges.

12/1/18 letter from Congressman Fitzpatrick to Gayle McKee (C & S Companies)

5/9/19 letter from Congressman Fitzpatrick to Elaine Chao (US DOT) and Dan
Elwell (FAA).

11/9/18 letter from Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors to Urban
Engineers, Inc. RE: TTN Terminal EA (Environmental Assessment)

12/5/18 letter from Barbara Lichman representing Lower Makefield Township
Board of Supervisors to Melinda Montgomery, TTN Manager, Re: Comments on
Trenton Mercer Airport Intention to: File Passenger Facility Charge Notice of
Intent 19-06-C-00-TTN. (Note: This letter was also officially included in a written
comment submitted by grassroots groups RE: Environmental Assessment for the
Runway Protection Zone & Obstruction Mitigation Project for TTN.)

The continued large-scale, unchecked expansion of TTN is in conflict with the DVRPC’s
stated goals in its VISION and MISSION STATEMENTS.

“‘DVRPC'’s vision for the Greater Philadelphia Region is a prosperous, innovative,
equitable, resilient, and sustainable region that increases mobility choices by
investing in a safe and modern transportation system; that protects and preserves
our natural resources while creating healthy communities; and that fosters greater
opportunities for all.

DVRPC’s mission is to achieve this vision by convening the widest array of
partners to inform and facilitate data-driven decision-making. We are engaged
across the region, and strive to be leaders and innovators, exploring new ideas and
creating best practices.”

Before it is too late, we implore the DVRPC Board to reject DB# 08415 Airport
Improvement Program as it applies to the expansion of Trenton Mercer Airport. Your
support of this project undermines the health of our communities and natural resources.

We ask that our comments be published in their entirety in all DVRPC documents related to the
Draft FY 2022 TIP for NJ.

Robin R. Karpf, MD, President
Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc.

800 Denow Road, Suite C#375, Pennington, NJ 08534~~(609)240-9607~~trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com
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TRENTON SHIES

TREMNTOMN-MERTER AIRPORT EXPANSION RISHS
YOLUR HEALTH, HOME, AND HAPFIMESS

Trenton Threatened Skies
800 Denow Road, Suite C #375
Pennington, NJ 08534
trentonthreatenedskies@gmail.com

TRENTON THREATENED SKIES’RESPONSE
to TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT TERMINAL AREA
IMPROVEMENTS DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 18, 2021

An earlier version of this document was submitted to Mercer County on
June 16, 2021 during the TTN Terminal EA public comment period.

Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc. (“TTS”) appreciates the
opportunity to provide comments on the May 2021 Draft Environmental
Assessment (“DEA”)! prepared for the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) for
the replacement of the existing terminal with a proposed new, much larger, terminal
building at the Trenton-Mercer Airport (“T'TN” or the “Airport”). For the reasons set
forth in detail below, TTN requests FAA remand the Draft EA and re-issue the Draft
EA as an Environmental Impact Statement to address TTN’s concerns and comply
with the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) and
the Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA (40 C.F.R.

§§1500 — 1508).

! Trenton-Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental Assessment, Prepared
for: Mercer-County. Prepared by: McFarland Johnson. April 2021.

D-aalop4aido


https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf

1. Introduction

First, the title Trenton Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvements Draft
Environmental Assessment i1s misleading. “Terminal Area Improvements” are
actually a massive project to demolish the current terminal and Aircraft Rescue and
Firefighting facility (ARFF) and construct a new terminal (and ARFF facility) that
1s four times larger than the current terminal. When this project is coupled with the
Airport’s other interrelated and supporting Airfield Changes and Runway
Protection Zone Projects, all of which have common and interrelated purposes and
needs, the result is a series of interconnected projects that will maximize
throughput at TTN, increase the number of commercial operations, and
exponentially increase the number of enplanements.

Despite considerable public controversy, County and airport officials have
continued to proceed with unconstrained expansion. In pursuing this goal, Airport
officials and their consultants have broken the Airport Layout Plan into over 50
smaller projects, many accomplished with Categorical Exclusion (CATEX)

approvals (See Exhibit 1).
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Exhibit 1
50 Segmented Projects

MNote:

This list does not contain:

1. New Air Traffic Control Tower
2. New Flightserv Terminal at
former Maval AirWwarfare Center,
Parcel A

3. New corporate terminals

4. New private terminal.
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This segmentation, pursued by the Airport, has had two results: (1) it masks
the overall environmental impact that all of the projects at the Airport have on
public health; and (2) it limits the New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection’s jurisdiction over the cumulative result. The residents of Mercer
County, New dJersey have been deprived of an honest, cumulative, and
comprehensive evaluation regarding the effects that the finished, functioning
airport will have on their daily lives and the public health. At risk are Mercer and
Bucks County residents’ basic rights to clean air, safe drinking water, and health
and safety in their own homes. The Airport has ignored and suppressed community
members’ concerns and circumvented federal law and regulations regarding
community notification and involvement as well as processes regarding public
controversy.

This massive Terminal Replacement and Expansion project poses a tremendous
risk to the community’s public health and well-being. Mercer County and the
Airport have both proceeded under false pretenses, using incomplete facts. The
proposed terminal, as presented in the Draft Terminal Assessment®, calls for the
construction of a 125,000 square foot, 4-gate terminal with four aircraft parking
positions that will each accommodate an A320 aircraft —the type of aircraft that the
DEA calls the Airport’s “critical aircraft.” Yet, only an Environmental Assessment is

being sought for approval. Earlier in 2000, the Federal Aviation Administration

2 Trenton-Mercer Airport, Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental Assessment. Prepared
by McFarland Johnson, April 2021.
- 0q.0 - ] osu ] OR R



https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf

informed Mercer County officials that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
would be required for a terminal expansion half the size (64,000 square feet), but
the current proposal for 125,000 square feet is being pushed through with the less
comprehensive Environmental Assessment (EA).

There are numerous facets to a decision, such as whether to perform an elevated
level of environmental analysis or rely on a FONSI, that this DEA does not
consider. Before a decision to perform an EA instead of an EIS is made, the FAA
must decide, based on substantial evidence, that the Project will not have
significant environmental impacts. See, e.g., Town of Cave Creek, Arizona v. FAA,
325 F.3d 320, 327 (D.C. Cir. 2003). The definition of significance includes, but is not

¢

limited to: “... (4) the degree to which effects on the environment are likely to be
highly controversial;... (7) whether the action is related to other actions with
individually insignificant but cumulatively significant effects;... [and] (10) whether
the action threatens a violation of federal, state or local environmental law.” 40
C.F.R. § 1508.7 (“CEQ Guidelines”). In short, the environmental effects reported in
the DEA, if fully and properly analyzed, fit all these categories of significance and,
as set forth below, should be evaluated in a full EIS.
Mercer County must follow the FAA’s recommendation and perform the

following:

1) A comprehensive, transparent Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),

using accurate, post-expansion volume predictions, inclusive of but not

limited to:



a) Aviation emission impact inclusive of ultra-UFP (10-20 nm)
b) Climate impact including Greenhouse Gas emission projections
and Ozone formation
¢) Organophosphate emissions on local farms and food production
d) Evaluation and remediation of PFAS and other contaminants
PRIOR to additional ground disturbance.
2) A Public Health Impact Assessment
a) With specific evaluation of downwind Environmental Justice
communities
b) With evaluation of residents within a 10 mile-radius
¢) Using accurate post-expansion volume
3) Noise studies
a) Recognizing the flaws outlined in the FAA’s Neighborhood
Environmental Survey (NES)
b) Inclusive of World Health Organization (WHO)
recommendations for 45dB daytime and 40 dB nighttime limits
¢) Inclusive of C-weighted sound/infrasound, which is experienced
as vibrations
d) Including ISO 1996-1 (2016) analysis.
4) An Independent Cost Benefit Analysis
a) Including public health costs of treating both Traffic Related Air

Pollution (TRAP) and aviation-emission specific illnesses



5) Delay construction until toxic contaminants have been thoroughly
evaluated and remediated. Simultaneous construction and
evaluation/remediation poses too great a risk of spread and is

unacceptable.

I1. History

To understand why pursuing this massive Project without proper environmental
oversight 1s so egregious to concerned residents, one must consider Trenton Mercer
Airport’s history of pursuing expansion projects without proper environmental
oversight. These attempts have taken the form of improper CATEX usage or

attempted usage, segmentation, and bait and switch tactics.

Prior to the last attempted expansion of the terminal, Mercer County hired
DMJM+ Harris to secure approval of a new terminal via a Categorical Exclusion
(CATEX) approval (See Exhibit 2). The FAA advised the County that a limited
CATEX was inappropriate for the scale and scope of the project and that an
Environmental Assessment (EA) was necessary. Once it was determined that
expansion would require an Environmental Assessment, the County applied to build
a four-gate, 64,000 square foot terminal facility that could accommodate a
low-fare/high-frequency (LF/HF) commercial air carrier (referred to as “Build
Alternative 2”, See Exhibit 3). The FAA's assessment of this application determined
that such expansion would “necessitate the preparation of an Environmental Impact

Statement (EIS)” (See Exhibit 3A).



Exhibit 2
TTN initially attempted to build a new terminal using a CATEX determination:

In Jung 1998, DMJM+HARRIS also prepared a report entitled Environmential Review: Trenton
Mercer Airport Terminal Enhancement Program for the County. The intent of this report was to
document the potential environmental impacts associated with construction of a new terminal
facility at the airport, and to request a decision from the FAA as to whether the new terminal facility
would be categorically excluded from the requirement of a formal Environmental Assessment. In
accordance w&ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬂ.#h. the construction or expansion of passenger handling facilities
is categorically excluded from the requirement of an EA, unless specifically covered by Paragraphs

21 22, 24 or IE of that Order. As a reault of FAA's review, they determlned that a categorical

Source: Executive Summary, pg ES-2, Final Environmental Assessment, Trenton-Mercer Airport, Prepared by
DMJM+Harris, Inc, Prepared November 2002, signed February 23, 2006.

https://www.mercercounty.org/home/showpublisheddocument/2672/636070831926230000

Exhibit 3
(complete letter below as Exhibit 3A)

However, this comparison also leads us to believe that implementation of the 2003 Build 1l altemative {i.e.,
four gates and a low fare'high frequency carrier), would result in exceeding the 1.5 Ldn threshold of

significance for noise impacts and necessitate the preparation of an environmental impact statement,

-

Tt LA BT .

We understand from your January 24, 2001 letter that the County proposes to proceed with the 2005 Build T
alternative (a 44,000 square foot terminal facility with two gates) as the preferred altemnative, not the 2005

Build [1 Iltmutm. or a phased approach. The choice of preferred alternative is yours. However, please
know that the phased approach you describe was not rejected by FAA. FAA representatives advised that
the EA must identify a preferred alternative. For analysis purposes, the phased approach means that project

ehaiiai i B et

implementation will eventually result in full build out of the 2005 Build [T alternative {four gates). To

assess the impacts of the first t phase without considering the impacts of the second phase would represent
.ﬂ-gmantmg the project if tl lt'r.hu full h1.1|!d out were likely in the fm‘muhlc future.

We acknowledge that at this time, the County is choosing to. proceed with the 2005 Build | alternative {two
gates) given the fact that the introduction of a low fare/high frequency carrier is speculative, Further, since
there is no proposal for the introduction of a low fare high frequency carrier, the 2005 Build 11 alternative

{four gates) is not ripe for decision. However, should a terminal expansion become necessary in the fulure,

the appropriate environmental documentation must be prepared to asses the - impacts of that project.

Source: Letter from FAA, from Final Environmental Assessment Trenton Mercer Airport, Vol 1 : Final EA & appendices A
through I, dated 11/2002, signed by FAA 2/2006. pg 240

https://www.mercercounty.org/home/showpublisheddocument/2672/636070831926230000
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Exhibit 3A

FAA letter from 2002 Environmental Assessment; FONSI for smaller terminal not issued until 2006 (reference & link above)

@

U, . Department ' New York Airports District Office
of T ' 600 Old Country Bd, Suite 446
ki Sy Yok lise

Federal Avi e s i
A:EmI:IE:r:I::::“ Fax: 516-227-3813

February 7, 2001

Robert Prunesti

County of Mercor County Executive

MeDede Administration Building

G40 South Broad Street

PO, Box B06E

Trenton, New Jersey 0B650-0068

Re:  Trenton Mercer Airport (TTH)
Preliminary Draft Environmenial Astessmeant

This i5 in response to your January 24, 2001 letter to Philip Brito, Manager of the New York Airports
District Orffice, regarding letters and meetings relative to the Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment
{FDEA) for the Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN). For your information we offer the following points of
clarification:

1) FAA reviewed a preliminary draft of the EA, dated April 14, 2000. On June 20, 2000 FAA
provided comments (copy attached) on the most significant concerns we had with the document.
We then held a follow-up meeting on June 26, 2000 to review the comments in more detail with the
airport sponsor and its consultants.

2} A revised preliminary draft EA, was submitted in August 2000, Comments on the revised draft
(copy attached) were presented and discussed at a November 14, 2000 meeting with the airport
sponser, s consultants, and representatives from the County of Mercer. We also provided a letter
dated December 8, 2000 (copy attached) with points of clarification from the Movember 14,
2000 meeting. The leagth of our review time was a result of several factors including the
magnitude of our comments on the previous draft, the number of issues remaining unsatisfactorily
addressed, the necessily to coordinate with several FAA offices, and our responsibilities for other
projects with funding deadlines relative to the September 30 end of the federal fiscal year.

3) In both the April and July versions of the document, the 2005 Build 11 alternative {four gates and
the introduction of a low fare high frequency carrier) was identified by the sponsor as the preferred
altermative; the November 14, 2000 meeting was the first time we were informed that the 2005
Build [l alternative may no longer be the sponsor's preferred allernative.


https://www.mercercounty.org/home/showpublisheddocument/2672/636070831926230000

In our June 2000 comments on the first version of the pre-draft EA, we determined that the noise analysis,
which used the 1994 “guiet” year when there was no commercial service at TTN as the baseline year,
needed to be revised in accordance with FAA Orders 105010 and 5050.4A. These Orders require that
noise analyses be performed using the comparison of “future no action™ and “future action”™ altemnatives,
with “future no action™ as the baseline for comparison. In our letter, FAA informed the sponsor that the
noise analysis must be revised accordingly.

The FAA project manager in 1998 had told the sponsor to use 1994 as the baseline for noise analysis
because of the public outery at the increase in aircrafi noise after the advent of service by Eastwind airlines.
Al our meetings, we informed the sponsor that while it would be appropriate (o Keep the 1994 comparison
in the EA to show the public the change in noise levels over the years, the sponsor should not use 1994 as
the baseline for the noise analysis. Upon reviewing the results of the noise analysis, it was revealed that
1994 is actually “noisier” than the “future no action” year of 2005 because of the transition to Stage 3
aircraft.

However, this comparison also leads us to believe that implementation of the 2005 Build 11 altenative [i.e.,
fiour gates and a low farethigh frequency carrier), would result in exceeding the 1.5 Ldn threshold of
significance for noise impacts and necessitate the preparation of an environmental impact statement.

We understand from your January 24, 2001 letter that the County proposes to proceed with the 2005 Build |
alternative (a 44,000 square foot terminal facility with two gates) as the preferred : altﬂmtwr., not the 2005
Build [1 alternative, or a phased approach. The choice of preferred alternative is yours. However, please
know that the phased approach you describe was not rejected by FAA. FAA representatives advised that
the EA must identify a preferred alternative. For analysis purposes, the phased approach means that project

mylm:nlam:m will eventually result i in full bu:]:E out of the IIII'S Build IT alternative _{_ﬁ:lﬂl gﬂtﬁ} 'll:l

e e ——

We acknowledge that at this time, the County is choosing to-procesd with the 2005 Build | alternative {two
gates) given the fact that the introduction of a low fare/high frequency carrier is speculative. Further, since
there is no proposal for the introduction of a low fare high frequency carrier, the 2005 Build [T alternative

(four gates) is not ripe for decision. However, should a terminal expansion become necessary in the future,

the appropriate environmental documentation muslh-: Empmnd to asses the impacts of that project.

I understand that a meeting has been scheduled for February 8, 2000 to discuss the revisions necessary to
reflect the changed preferred altemative. Once the appropriate analyses have been satisfactorily conducted,
FAA will complete its review of the draft EA. FAA is responsible for assuring that all documentation
presents a full, accurate, and fair assessment of the environmental consequences of the proposed action.
Upon completion of our review we will make a federal environmental finding.

The EA does not become a federal document until it is evaluated and signed on the cover page by the FAA
responsible official. Therefore, until the EA becomes a federal document, it is the decision of the airport
sponsor to release documents for public consumption. FAA is assisting the airport sponsor through reviews
of the preliminary documenis to provide advice and ensure the adequacy of the document for public review,
In light of the change in preferred alternative, FAA continues 1o believe that inviting public comment at this
point in time is premature and would serve to cause confusion among the affected public. However, the
decision on releasing the document remains with the airport sponsor.
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We take exception to your position both in your letter and as quoted in recent newspaper articles that FAA
has caused unnecessary delays. The process for preparing an EA is one through which we make
judgements on the significance of impacts. To do so, we must have a complete assessment of the impacts,
which to date, we have not yet received. Further, while it may not coincide with your desired schedule,
FAA will not make decisions in haste or without the appropriate information to justify the decision. FAA
has and will continue to follow the process as is required by law.

Be assured that FAA believes TTN is an important component to the National Aviation System and that
improvements are necessary 1o maintain its viability. We hope the current situation can be resoived so that
we can move toward achieving a project that is satisfactory to all interested parties.

Should you have any questions, please call me at (718) 553-3330 or have vour staff contact Mr. Philip
Brito, Manager of the New York Airponts District Office (516) 227-3800.

Shlctrdjr.

Rul:u:rt Men Du‘:ntur
Au‘pmﬁ Division

[k 1. Edwards, TTN Airport Manager
C. Tiernan, F.R. Harris

Rather than complete a more comprehensive and thorough analysis, the County

reduced their request to a smaller, two-gate, 44,000 square foot facility without a

Low Fare/High Frequency carrier, known as “Build Alternative 1”7 (Exhibit 4). The

FAA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) in

2006 for the Terminal Expansion. In the FONSI/ROD, the FAA specifically stated

that the Airport was approved for two gates, a 44,000 square foot terminal, without a

Low Fare/High Frequency carrier, and that any future expansion would require

additional environmental studies. FAA cautioned the County that phasing into a

larger, four gate terminal with a Low Fare/High Frequency carrier would represent

segmentation.
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Exhibit 4

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

This Enviromnmental Assessmant (EA) for proposed development at the Trenton Mercer Alrport
{TTHM) Is baing prepared for the County of Mercer. Proposad development conslsts of selactad
projecis an tha airport’s Capital Improsameant Plan (CIP). This EA is being praparad in accordancs
with Federal Avialon Administration (FAA) Drder 5050.44, the Regulations for Implementing tha
Procedural Provisions of the Mational Environmental Policy Act (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, Council
on Environmental Quality) and New Jersey Executive Order No, 215 (EQ 215).

In a November 14, 2000 latter commanting on the Pre-Drafl EA, the FAA axprassed threa key
concerns all with respect to impact analysis provided for 2005 Build Alternative 2, which is no
longer the sponsor's Preferred Alternative (see below). The FAA's letler expressed concemn over
the potantial noise impacts, air quality impacts, and indirect fmpacts of 2006 Build &lternativa 2. ¢
As further sections describe, 2005 Bulld Altemative 2 is defined by a four-gate, &4, 000 square foot
terminal facility that car accommodate a low-farerhigh-freguen FIHF) commearcial air carrier.

This is compared to 2005 Build Aternative 1 which is a bvo-gate, 44,000 sguare foot facility
masets axisting and future needs, but does not accommaodate a LF/'HF commercial air carrier. A

the fima of FAL'S reviaw, the 2005 Build Allermative £ was designated as the sponsor s Preferrad
Alernative. This currenl EA na longer designates 2005 Build Allematve 2 as the sponsars
Preforred Altermative. 2005 Build Allemative 1 i now tha mnns.nr 5 F'r'ﬂfﬁl‘l‘ud Almmau-m .ﬂ.:ssm:h
rnamy of the commants in FALNS Movermber 14, 2000 latler ths
of @ LFIHF air camier (Bulld Allemathie 2) have not been aﬂureﬁseu $hmlll:| ih& munw at @ later
date, de to pursue environmental approvals of the four-gale, 64,000 square foot facllity that is
Bulld Alternative 2, these issues will hiewe 10 be addressed at that time.

Mercer County's ariginal intent was ta build a two-gate facllity in the first phase (Build Alternatne
1) At a later unspecified date, based upon demand, the sscond phase (Bulld Aternative 2) with
an additional two gates would have been builll Due o the uncedainty of the need and the
anticipated time frame for the secand phase, the Couwnty of Mercer has designated 2005 Build
Afternalive 1, a two-gate facily, as the Preferred Allernative 1o be evaluated In this EA, Al
references fo 2005 Bulld Allernative 2 are mesely included as additional Infosmation, but mot
relevant o the decision requested by this EA on the currert sponsor's Preferred Alernative, The
2005 Bulld Alternative 2 will not be permitted 1o be bailt on the basis of a faworable decision on this
EA, but would require further emdraonmental documentation,

Background

In June 1957, DMJM+HARRIS (formerly Frederic B Harris, Inc.) conducted a sludy for the County
of Marcer, to develop a concapt fo renovate and upgrade the euesting passengar terminal facility
o meel current and profected regional alr iraved needs. This study, entitled The Trenton Marcer
Airpart Terminal Enbancement Frogram Terminal Ares PlanConcept Design, revealed that due
fo the probable cost of the removation project, the difficulties of maintaining cperations during
construction, and the deterorated condition of the existing facility, it would be more cost effective
as well as more operationally riendly, to conatruct a new lerminal facility. Subsequently, In June
1993, DMIM+HARRIS prepared a repor entitled The Tremton Mercer Alrport Termins!

" baild Al 2= 64K sq feol, 4 gate terminal w low Tarahigh frequency carier
ES-1

From Exacutive Summary, ES-1,
Final Environmental Assessment: Trenton Mercer Airport,
slghed 272106,

Source: Executive Summary, ES-1, Final Environmental Assessment, Trenton Mercer Airport, signed

2/23/2006. https://www.mercercounty.org/environmental-assessment
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Needless to say, TTN did not build the approved 44,000 square foot, 2-gate
terminal, and the terminal presently remains 29,000 square feet with two gates. In
2012, TTN did, however, expand operations to include Frontier Airlines, a low-fare,
high-frequency carrier. The addition of Frontier is in direct opposition to the opinion
set forth in the 2006 Environmental Assessment which clearly and specifically
1dentified the need for additional evaluation of noise, air quality and indirect impacts
prior to adding a LF/HF carrier, such as Frontier.

As a result of Frontier’s arrival at TTN and the subsequent massively increased
flight and passenger volume, TTN decided to revise its 2006 Airport Master Plan.
The 2018 release of the Master Plan Update® was based on 2018 volume, which was
acquired in violation of the 2006 EA. TTN justified the updated master plan by
stating that, “the FAA recommends updating the master plan every ten years based
on current use.”

III. The Draft Environmental Assessment Misleads the Public
Regarding the Ability of the New Terminal to Increase the Number
of Enplanements.

As mentioned above, the current terminal is 29,000 square feet with 2 gates
for four aircraft parking positions. Only two of the current aircraft parking positions
will accommodate the larger aircraft, the A320, used by Frontier Airlines. The other

two parking positions cannot be used by larger aircraft and thus, are rarely used.

3 Airport Master Plan Update, June 2018. Prepared for: Trenton-Mercer Airport. Prepared by:
Urban Engineers & McFarland Johnson.

Part 1:
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_070338050229445bb86776e60951d871.pdf

Part 2:
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55c4644b3c892a637fdeacIb4a.pdf



https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_070338050229445bb86776e60951d871.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55c4644b3c892a637fdeac9b4a.pdf

The continued misrepresentation of the number of gates at TTN
demonstrates Mercer County and Airport officials’ willingness to employ

inaccurate or incomplete information in order to obtain their desired end.

Consider the following facts, supported by exhibits, and the way that
they have been presented to the community to limit public concern
and dismiss valid complaints: Trenton Mercer Airport currently has
two gates. When the FAA concluded that expansion from two gates to
four gates would require an EIS, TTN subdivided the second gate into

three sub-gates to create the claimed four gates (See Exhibit 5).

Exhibit 5

Alrport Dewelopment | Mercer County, MJ
Thie Alpert Mot Plan for Tramon- oo Argant sl fee & 309000 plannieg - This propsaed
ierminad plan (6 o ircrapa e e capeciby &F the il pn o

Paaple alss ash
Hove many gates gre 8i Trenion Mercer Sirpons®

two gates

Terminal and fuiure developrman s

Trenban -Mercer Aapoct ba one lermnnl with Two getes. Sate T i dmded Fio 3 sk
galtis [nheled Oates 7-4

From Mercer County Website, Airport Development FAQ page, November, 2020.

Officials then wused the premise of four gates to apply for a
“four gate replacement terminal”’ repeatedly, uniformly dismissing residents’
concerns about the Project by perpetuating the falsehood that there are “no
plans to increase the number of gates above the current four gates.” In fact, County
officials continue to publicly refer to TTN as a four-gate replacement terminal. It was
incorrectly presented as 4 gates at the Terminal Expansion Project Public Meeting on

January 23, 2019 (Exhibit 6) and in the Master Plan Update, June 2018 (Exhibit 7).
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Exhibit 6
@ Proposed Action

= Construct a Replacement 4 Gate
Terminal

= Apron Improvements

= Parking Lot Reconfiguration and
Investigate Need For a Parking Garage

» Roadway, Circulation, and Ground
Access [mprwements

= Relocate Airport Rescue and Firefighting
Facility
oNERR0 B

1 Trenkon-Mercer Aepart o Malurbied pabwsnn

Source: Trenton Mercer Airport Terminal Environmental Assessment Public Meeting, January 23, 2019, slide 12.
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_f083af83dd174febad4b4f5d57ab0113.pdf

Exhibit 7

Proposed

Terminal Facility

Regulred
2014 ()

Actual
2014 (1)

Feqguired
2014 (2)

Requlrements Froposed {3

annual Enplanements 377554 377,554 177,554 476,507

Peak Design Hour 275 376 276 430

Enplaned

Ticketing

Counter Positinns (#) g 10 1 10 14 4]
Counter (LF) 34 ah { 45 A )
Counter Area [SF) 280 450 160 450 700 730
:‘;hr‘;ch"” Al fres 450 1810 1360 1,810 2820 1,010
Airline OMce (5F) 2,750 1,550 -425 1,550 2415 B65
Bapgage Make Up {5F) 100 2,584 2,490 2,550 4025 1,435
Airline Operations [SF) 0 1,205 1,285 1,295 2.010 715
Hold Rooms

Gates i#] 4 4 9] 4 4 4]
Held Room Waiting [SF) 3420 2,420 2,000 8420 12,120 3700

Source: Airport Master PlanUpdate, June 2018 Part 2, page 4-30
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6be_6c9ecd55c¢4644b3¢892a637fd eac9b4a.pdf
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https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_f083af83dd174febad4b4f5d57ab0113.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_f083af83dd174febad4b4f5d57ab0113.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55c4644b3c892a637fd
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55c4644b3c892a637fdeac9b4a.pdf

Only after repeatedly calling out this deliberate inaccuracy has the wording in the
Draft Environmental Assessment been corrected to more accurately describe the
layout as having “four aircraft positions,” (See DEA Introduction, pg. 1-8 and website
screenshot/Exhibit 8). The Airport continues, however, to maintain this inaccuracy:

that the proposed 125,000 square foot terminal will not change the “[flour passenger

4

aircraft parking position (same as existing)”®, which one can observe additionally in

the DEA’s “Terminal Planning” (Table 2-2). (See Exhibit 9).

Exhibit 8

Wil the proposed Terminal iImprovements increase capacity far the alrpont®

The existing terminal is X4, 7ED iquare feet i s5ne, i cemently processes over 3177000 passengers annually The existing terminal
cansists of four ainoraft positions senved by teo et doors and |5 outdated and undersized for the nember of operations it currently
accommedates. During peak times, processing threagh security is impacted due o the size, configuration of the existing space and

the adjatent areas for passengers to stand or 9t in the public spaces which is inadequate, Airports with similar size operations fo
Trentan Mercer have larger ard more medern facilities (that ane between twa and six times the gize) that cost less to operate and
maintain, The proposed terminal plan is to incnease the capaclty of the terminal up to approximately 125,000 square feet while stll
providing four hedd rooms and gates for aircraft. The improsements will provide modern typical passenger amenities that mas)
airpoets have such as adequate ticketing counter sizes and queuing areas; stardardized Transpartation Security Administration [T54)
sized processing areas and faciiities; hold ropms and pubdic spaces sized to accommaodate waiting passengers in a comfortable

arviromment; sdequate restraoms, concessians, and other public amenities that are typical for all airports with similar aircraft
schedules and sizes; provide up 1o date cutbound beggage screening and inbaund baggage handling that are automated and da not
requite as mauch manual assistance; improve the boarding process by providing boanding bridges that do rat require passengess o

go outside to board an aircraft; and fmprove the overall passonger experience ontersng and (eaving the airpart

Source: Mercer County Airport Development FAQ webpage:
https://www.mercercounty.org/departments/transportation-and-infrastructure/trenton-mercer-airport/new-developments

While it is accurate to state that both the existing terminal and the proposed
replacement terminal each will have four aircraft parking positions, to say that they are
the same is purposely misleading. To be clear, the current four parking positions consist of
two parking positions that can accommodate larger aircraft, such as the A320 (the
critical aircraft at the Airport), and two parking positions that are only suitable for
much smaller aircraft. Large aircraft cannot safely use these two parking positions.

Because of this fact, the smaller aircraft parking positions are rarely used.

* Trenton-Mercer Airport, Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental Assessment, p. 1-8.

https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8 9689056171474547a61f31{7e9797bcd.pdf
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Source: Terminal Draft Environmental Assessment, pg 2-10
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8 9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf

The Replacement Terminal calls for four aircraft parking positions, all of
which can accommodate an A320. This will allow the Airport and Airlines to
dramatically increase throughput without having to analyze the significant impact
that increase in throughput will have on the environment and the surrounding
communities. Additionally, the figures in the DEA clearly indicate that by shifting
the new, massively expanded terminal and apron to property adjacent to the current
terminal, the four parking positions corresponding to the new terminal overlap the
current aircraft positions by only one spot (See Exhibit 10), creating seven possible

parking positions, as shown below.
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Exhibit 10
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Source: Terminal EA preferred alternative pg.3-41(Figure 3-11) & No Action Alternative pg. 3-5 (Figure 3-1
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8 9689056171474547a61f31f7¢9797bcd.pdf

This fact alone renders the analysis in the Draft Environmental Assessment
useless. Much of the DEA 1is premised on the fact that there will not be an
increase in capacity because of the Project. Yet, the opposite i1s obvious. Airplane
parking positions are effectively doubled, gates are doubled, passenger boarding
bridges are added, the terminal i1s expanded 5-fold and TSA screening is expanded
to four lanes. Additionally, airfield changes, such as parallel taxiways, a new
Air  Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and Runway Protection Zone clearances
significantly increase potential throughput. An Environmental Impact Statement must

take all of these elements into account.


https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf
https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8_9689056171474547a61f31f7e9797bcd.pdf

IV. The DEA Intentionally Misstates the Growth Rate and Number of
Operations In Order to Justify a Less Than Complete Environmental
Assessment

TTN claims throughout the DEA that the Terminal Replacement and
Expansion Project will not cause an increase in operations, throughput, or
passenger enplanements. The DEA relies on a growth rate of passenger
enplanements of 1-2%, but the actual numbers show a much larger growth rate.
Because of this discrepancy, the DEA 1s unreliable and must be redone as an EIS
that shows the increase in operations, throughput, and passengers enplanements
that will occur as direct result of the terminal expansion and all of the other related

projects.

In order to support its conclusion that there will be no significant
environmental impact, the DEA grossly underestimates both passenger volume
and car emissions. The number of passengers, which will contribute to a
significant increase in on-ground vehicular emissions, has increased dramatically
over the past several years (prior to pandemic related shut down). According to

the FAA: Airport Data & Information Portal (ADIP)°, TTN Enplanements rose

by:
e 14% or 58,000 passengers (2018 to 2019) and

e 11% or 40,700 passengers (2017 to 2018).

5 Federal Aviation Administration, Airport Data and Information Portal.
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Yet, the DEA uses a growth rate of 1% per year in passenger volume to maintain
that construction of a new terminal four times the size of the current terminal will

not cause an increase in passenger enplanements.

Passenger

Enplanements

(deplanements counted Increase # % Increase from
separately) Number |passengers Previous Year
Actual 2017 363,654

Actual 2018 404,349 40,700 11%
Actual 2019 462,173 58,000 14%
TTN projection 2035 476,507 1.1% annual

While the pandemic caused passenger enplanements to diminish dramatically in
2020, the numbers for 2021 show that passengers are coming back and there is no
reason to expect that passenger enplanements will stay below the levels
experienced in 2019.

Moreover, by utilizing low numbers, it is likely that ground transportation
emissions are woefully underestimated. It is hard to imagine that quadrupling the
terminal size, expanding TSA screening capacity and waiting rooms, converting
from two gates loaded by tarmac stair access to four gates capable of
accommodating A320s loaded by passenger boarding bridges, will not dramatically

increase passenger volume. When coupled with the other interconnected projects,
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the Airport creates efficiencies that would support an increase in passenger

enplanements of approximately 10-15% per year.

Turning from passenger enplanements to commercial operations, one easily
sees that the construction of a larger terminal capable of accommodating larger
aircraft will allow efficiencies that will in turn create an dramatic increase in the
number of commercial operations. This is particularly true if one couples the
expansion of the terminal with the construction of the parallel taxiways that the
Airport is also pursuing. The FAA recommends parallel taxiways as a method of
increasing throughput by optimizing flow. This is accomplished by queueing planes
for take-off, providing one way traffic, and maximizing take-offs and landings on a

shared runway.

A single parallel taxiway/runway combination can accommodate 200,000
flights per year. Calculations submitted in the RPZ, the Terminal Environmental
Assessment, and the 2018 Master Plan by the Airport, however, maintain that
TTN’s airport capacity will remain the same capacity after terminal completion and

major airfield configuration changes.

Given the massive increase in terminal size, passenger processing and
holding capacity, the recruitment of additional air carriers, and the FAA's known
endorsement of taxiway and queuing changes to increase operations without
building additional runways, the numbers used in the DEA are, like passenger

enplanements, grossly underestimated. By wusing underestimated commercial



operations numbers, the DEA grossly miscalculates environmental and health
impacts that building the 125,000 square foot terminal will have on the

environment and on residents of Mercer County and the surrounding counties.

Moreover, when considering these woefully underestimated numbers, bear in
mind an additional provision of the airport-AIP grant acceptance agreement:
built-in automatic expansion triggers for future airport development, including
additional runways, that Mercer County and TTN airport officials have accepted
without proper consideration. The FAA utilizes Annual Service Volume (ASV) as an

indicator of relative operating capacity. TTN’s current ASV is 230,000 flights/year

(See Exhibit 11).

Exhibit 11
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ostimates an hourhy zirfield capacity under both YFR arg IFR conditions, which.are the theoretica

maximum numbes of aircraft operations (takeofs and landings) that can take place on the runway
systerm inane hour under YRR or IFR condinons, respecteely. The variows capacity elements are
then consalidatad Into & single figure, the ASY for the Axport. The A5Y i the theoretical maximum
niurnber of alrcraft aperaticns that the Airport can support aver the coarse of 3 year,

Source: Trenton Mercer Airport, Master Plan Update, Part 2, June 2018.

https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55¢c4644b3c892a637fdeac9b4a.pdf
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Exhibit 12

Table 4-4 Activity Levels That May Trigger Capacity Planning and Development

Development ltem

Activity Levels to Begin
Planning and Developmant

Remarks

New runway or
extended runway to
increase hourly
capacity (based on a
specific airfisld use
configuration)

Planning: 60% ASY

Development: B0% of ASY
and within 5 years of activity
reaching ASV under currently
approved forecast.

Parallel runway usually preferred for
efficiency.

Hunway length determined by critical
arcraft intended to usae the new or
extendad runway.

Rurnway extension to
accommodate more
demanding aircraft

Planning and Developmeant:
Reqgular use of new critical
aircraft, existing or forecast
within 5 years, that needs
increased runway length or
payload capability.

if the critical aircraft changes, an
exiansion may be necessary.

Mew crifical aircraft must be expected
ko reman in the fleet for the
foreseeable future with regular use at
the airpori.

Additional axit
taxiways

Planning: 50% of ASY

Devalopment: 0% of ASY, or
within 3-5 vears of activity
reaching ASV under currently
approved forecast,

To be considered as a capacily project,
addilional exit taxiways will typically allow
for reductions in Runway Occupancy Time

Holding aprons) by-
pase taxiway

75,000 total operations,
20,000 itinerant operabions, or
30 peak hour operations per
l"L.IH'ﬁ'EI!I'.

Consider effect on navigational aids
(NAVAIDS).

Coordinate with ATC and Ramp Operations
to determine the aircraft positions nesded in
holding aprons.

Terminal aprons,

aircraft loading
aprons, parking
aprons

Planning: 60%+ of available
apron space is used routinely
(at least 30 days per year).

Development; B0%+ of

available apron space is used
routinely {al least 30 days per

Vear).

Planning should begin 3-5 years before
aprons are expected to be congestad
during peak penods.

NPiAS, Order 5080.5, 4-16

6 Federal Aviation Administration, Order Number 5090.5, “Table 4-4 Activity Levels That May

Trigger

Planning

23

and Development.”
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https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/Order-5090-5-NPIAS-ACIP.pdf

Remarkably, despite the massive terminal expansion, addition of parallel taxiways, and
active recruitment of additional airlines, TTN considers the post-expansion ASV to remain
230,000. This is consistent with their misrepresentation to the community of 1-2% growth
per year. The FAA AIP automatic expansion triggers, including construction of additional
runways, are in place when an airport reaches 50- 60% ASV. This is clearly outlined in the

FAA Order 5090.56, and TTN accepts these terms when it enters into a grant agreement

with the FAA (See Exhibit 12 above).

Exhibit 13

ot appear bo be constrained at the present, and future capacity is also anbopated to be adequate
Fah guidance recommends that planning for capacity enhancement should begin when capacity
reaches the GO peErcent eyel, It is as Lirnesd that any rumway Improvements that are confempiated
will b supplemented by taxiway improvements to maintain capacity

Source: Trenton Mercer Airport, Master Plan Update, Part 2, June 2018.

https://cb96aa82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/eec6bc_6c9ecd55c4644b3c892a637fdeacIb4a.pdf
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https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/Order-5090-5-NPIAS-ACIP.pdf

TTN and Mercer County officials are aware of this, as evident in their 2018
Master Plan, and presented this information along with low 2035 numbers (See
Exhibit 13 above). They continue to repeat these same gross underestimates in
public meetings and planning documents (i.e., 2018 Master Plan, RPZ EA, Terminal
EA). In fact, post-expansion benchmarks (2035) used in planning were already
surpassed by pre-pandemic actual volume (2019). TTN’s total operations listed in
the FAA Master Record for 2019 were 112,513 -exceeding the 2035 projected volume
by 17,238 operations, a full sixteen years early. Alarmingly, this also represents an
ASV of 49%. As noted in Exhibit 12, a 50% ASV triggers additional taxiway changes

and 60% triggers planning, for a new or extended runway.

It should be noted as well that the 49% ASV was reached, prior to the
Airport making any airfield changes, constructing parallel taxiways, planning an
oversized, new terminal as well as a new air traffic control tower (ATCT),
carrying out runway protection zone obstacle clearances, and recruiting
additional commercial airlines. It is not unreasonable to believe that when the
proposed, new, and enlarged terminal construction is complete, the next phase of
expansion planning will already be underway. TTN and their hired engineers are
deliberately using low numbers to disarm the community by disingenuously
presenting this massive, self-perpetuating project as a “replacement terminal.”
By utilizing the unrealistic growth rate of 1-2% per year, TTN 1is attempting to
not only dupe the public but also to circumvent proper New Jersey Department of

Environmental Protection (NJDEP) and National Environmental Policy Act
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(NEPA) oversight. Given the consistency with which these inaccurate numbers
are repeated, one can only conclude that it is a deliberate choice, rather than a
sheer miscalculation. Indeed, by avoiding accurate information, TTN can skirt
the protections afforded to us by federal law. Trenton Threatened Skies believes
that before any expansion for the Airport terminal is underway, accurate
operational use, with accurate flight volume, accurate ground traffic estimates
and detailed physical plant/building operations (lights, AC, power to the gates
and aircraft, etc.) must be considered with regard to air quality, climate, and
health.

This project must be comprehensively considered using independently
verified volume and operations predictions. Without adequate volume predictions,
the risk to our air quality, climate, water, and public health is unknown and

potentially harmful.

V. The Project Is Interconnected to Other Projects at the Airport.

NEPA requires that a “single course of action” be analyzed together as a
complete project. 40 C.F.R. § 1502.4(a). “In considering whether the effects of the
proposed action are significant, agencies .... [s]hould consider connected actions,”
which “should be discussed in the same impact statement." 40 C.F.R. §§ 1501.3(b),
1501.9(e)(1). Actions are “connected” if they “[c]annot or will not proceed unless
other actions are taken previously or simultaneously.” Northern Plains Resource
Council, Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd, 668 F.3d 1067, 1087 (9th Cir. 2011) (citing

former 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(i1) now reflected at 40 C.F.R. § 1501.9(e)(1)(i1)). If the
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subsequent action meets this criterion and it has no “independent utility,” e.g., it
“would have taken place with or without the other [project],” then it must be
analyzed in the same environmental document. Northern Plains Resource Council,
supra, at pp.1087-1088.

Despite TTN’s insistence that the Terminal project has “independent utility,” the
Airport Layout Plan (ALP)’, found within the Airport Master Plan, finalized in June
2018, details TTN’s comprehensive vision for the airport. All of these projects have a
single goal: to allow the Airport to increase capacity and maximize throughput. The
Airport has proposed and carried out numerous related projects, each
interconnected, dependent upon and supportive of the other. These projects include:

+  Reconfigured taxiways;

*  Reconfigured connectors and aprons;

*  Construction of a new Air Traffic Control Tower;

*  Development of a new electrical grid;

+  Construction of a new aircraft rescue & firefighting station (ARFF); and

+  Extensive Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) and Obstacle Mitigation

Clearances, which involves the massive removal of trees and the purchase of
surrounding homes and properties.

Years of incremental growth and segmented projects have been implemented in

support of the vision outlined in TTN’s 2016 Master Plan and 2018 Master Plan

Update, the culmination of which is this Terminal Replacement and Expansion

" For visual references, see:
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Project. (Source: F.10 June 2018 Final TTN Master Plan Appendix D ALP as
provided by FAA)

It is ludicrous for the FAA, Mercer County, and airport officials to maintain the
stance that each of these projects have independent utility and should be considered
individually, without regard to the other projects and without consideration of the
functional end result: a dramatically expanded airport. These projects have no utility
other than to support the improved efficiencies and increased functioning of each
other. In pursuit of this expansion, TTN’s classification was changed from

Commercial Service (CS) to Primary from 2014 to 2015 (See Exhibit 14).
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If this common sense, obvious conclusion is not persuasive, then consider the
FAA’s Airport Improvement Program (AIP) regulations and criteria for both funding
grants and approving the collection and utilization of Passenger Facility Fees to
offset expansion costs. The AIP criteria makes it abundantly clear that these
programs and processes are directly related. This is particularly relevant in the case
of the Replacement Terminal Expansion Project, the funding of which is proposed as
a series of bonds to be repaid by Passenger Facility Fees, for which the airport needs
specific FAA approval.

FAA Order 5090.5, table 3-4 specifically lists criteria by which the FAA
considers Sponsors, such as Mercer County, as candidates for inclusion in the
National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems/Airport Improvement Program
(NPIAS) Airport Improvement Plan (AIP) grant process:

* Demonstrates how the airport will meet the operational activity required

within the first 5 years of operation.

* Provides enhanced facilities that will accommodate the current aviation
activity and improve functionality as well as provide room for future
development based on imminent justified demand.

+ Can the proposed airport sponsor demonstrate that the airport has these
characteristics:

o Expandable and reasonably affordable to maintain and develop?

o Able to meet increased demand and accommodate new aircraft types?

30 35



o Permanent, with assurance that it will remain open for aeronautical

use over the long term?

o Compatible with surrounding communities, maintaining a balance
between the needs of aviation, the environment, and the requirements
of the airport’s neighboring residents?®

Pursuant to these growth objectives, the FAA requires certain airfield and property
conditions be met before applying for a grant for a new terminal (See Exhibit 15)°.

Exhibit 15

12 Terminal Development Prerequisibes.

For projects which include terminal development at & public use airport, as defined in Tite 49, it
haz, on the date of submittal of the project grant application, all the safety eguipment required
fior certification of such airpost under section 44706 of Title 4%, United States Code, and all the
security eguiprment reguired by rule o regulation, and has provided lor access to the passenges
enplaning and deplaning area of such akrport to passengers enplaning and deplaning from
aircraft other than air carrier aircraft,

The FAA’s conditions for funding for terminal development projects in

FAA Order 5090.5 Table 4-3, mirror the 50+ segmented projects

that have been implemented (either completed or are underway) at TTN in
advance of seeking FAA approval for its large terminal expansion project (See
Exhibits 16a, 16b, 16c). The parallel between the FAA prerequisite
checklist and the numerous, segmented projects undertaken by TTN over the
past several years, reveal how all of the projects are interconnected and related to

each other. None have “independent utility.”

8 Federal Aviation Administration, Order Number 5090.5, “Table 3-4 FAA Considerations in Reviewing NPIAS
Entry Requests.

https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/Order-5090-5-NPIAS-ACIP.pdf .

9 Federal Aviation Administration, Airport Sponsor Assurances, 2/2020, pg. 7.
https://www.faa.gov/airports/aip/grant_assurances/media/airport-sponsor-assurances-aip-2020.pdf .
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Exhibit 16a

Infrastruciure
Elernent

Airport Land

Table 4-3 Typical Airport Infrastructure for NPLAS Airports

Note: Including the infrastructure elements in this able inoan asrpont™s development plan does ot gearantee these chgihility - or
indicate that they have met the justification requirements — for federal funding,

infrasiruciure Characieristic

References (Lateal Version)
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Essanlial ta have a pnmary runway wilh clear
approaaches, rureay salely areas, unway
prodection zomes, object free areas, and
obatacle frea zones.

Desirabla § wind coverage on lhe primary
ruvway ts bess then B5%.

Ty af lighting far runvesay and taxieay s
justdfied by the runway usage and type of
approach. Rafiactors may be adaoqeata
depanifng on he ronssy usige.

Dasirable for efficiency and improved
instrumend approssch procedure minimoms.
Bay be eesential depandng on the bypea af
alrport andfor eincrafl operations.

Ajrparl Improveman Program Granl Assurance 844, Goodg Tille,

| airporl Imprevarnand Program Srant Assurance #21, Compalitls
| Land Lise;

| Acvisory Circular 150/5300-13, Arpart Design

14 CFR Part 150;
Airpart Improsvement Program Grant Assurance #2721 Sompahibla

| Lowrned Ll

| dvisory Circular 1500530013, Arpart Deelgn;

Acvisory Circular 1500532548, Rursy Lenghh Requimemants for

| Aot Design

| Advisory Clrcular 150053030-13 . Alrpart Deslgn

| Advisory Clrculer 1500534030, Dasign snd instalation Datails for

Alrpart Visual Aa's

Advispry Gircular 15004H-13, Alpart Dasign

Source: Federal Aviation Administration, Order Number 5090.5, September 2019,
table 4-3, page 4-12

https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/Order-5090-5-NPIAS-ACIP.pdf
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Exhibit 16b

Soplembuer 3, 3018

httpsAhwww.faa.gov/documentLibrary/mediaf

Order/Order-5090-5-NPIAS-ACIP. pdf

I"'E'i:““:tl"“ Infrastructiure Characteristic References (Latest Verslon)
49 USC & 4710100
4 H .
m.ld Glide Slopn vl foor ol Tusmess Order 510038, AP Mandbaook, Appandix K;
e 1 ¥EST) Advisory Circuler 15H5340-20, Dasign and inslallation Dodadls for
Adrpoar! Wisual Aids
A9 USE § 4TI
ST E“"L Desirabie for lighted runways unlees an Order 5100.35, AP Handbook, Appendix K;
Lights (REIL) Avproach Light Sysiem le prasent. Advisory Clroulsr 150/5340-30, Design and inatellation Delals for
Akport Wsual Aids
49 USC 5 4TI01(R
Ru Markings Ezgantial for all runways b suppor the 14 CFR Part 139, Paragraph 138,391
ST applicable approach ype. Dirder 510038, AP Mandbaak, Appendix J;
Aduvisery Circuler 18NE340-1, Sfandards far Airpot Markings
Eszmnhal bo hover sigrage o support the 49 URC § 47101 () Tile 14 Part 139, Paragraph 138.311;
applicable approach Lype. Reflective Signage . :
Signage may be suitable unlese lighted signage neadad Order 5100038, AF Handbook, Appandix J;
b support an Approacs. Advisory Circular 1 5005340-18, Standards for Aipart Sgn Syslems
Size to accommadats ranslent activity and Chrder 510038, AP Handboak; Appandix |
Apron Ipcal parking with adeguate spece for . : 1 :
sheutation of thi sl Advisone Circular 180E300-73, Alpor Desige
F&"{m Tmm AS necassary to support tased and transien: | 49 USC 54TIONN
Coursa) jet traffic. Ahvisory Circuler 1505300-13, Aigpor Design
Instrameant Tex maximize alnpart wlility, MAPS with the Dasl 48 USC § 4TACT),
Approach approach minima possiole are desirakble for all | Order B260.3, U5, Sfandsed for Terming! instnumant Procadumes,
Proceduras {LAF]): runway ends

Advizary Circular 5 BNSA00-13, Arpod Oesign

Source: Federal Aviation Administration, Order Number 5090.5, September 2019, table 4-3, continued.
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Exhibit 16c

Pl Dreder 50005 Tobde 43 504:14 joeals

Saptamber 3, 19 Order S0G0.5
hilpeStwww Inn payidocumentLiirarymesd s rdes O des- S0 HE A R P o]
igr b Infrastructure Characteristic Refarsnces (Latest Version)
Baolk ans assenbal Tok commefcial operadons. 44 USC § 47101(M; 14 CFR Parl 138;
: Segmanied circle = assental i nonstandard ; ;
| Wind Cone and traffic patism exisis. A lighisd wind cone is gdmwﬁrnﬁﬂ&u'&&lﬂ&&mmmmm
- Begmentod Circlo assonlial if arpon is approwed Tor nigit JFRITNY,
aparations Advigoey Circular 15005340-30, Daaign and nslalaton Delads for
AvporT Viswal Aids
49 USG5 aT101{akBk
i ﬂﬁiﬁuﬂ::ﬂ — 14 CER PART 77; 14 CFR Part 13
e saonlial - Advisory Ciroular TT4E]1, Obstrcfion Manking and Lighfing;
Owrder B100CIE, AP Handboak; Appendo D
o An yristierad maans of ingressgress s A8 USC § 4T101(b);
ACCEES B aspenlial, On-girport sandcs mads ars ¥ .
Swrvice Roads cesirabie for maving sirport equipment wilhout | Cror o 100-38, AR Handboak: Appendix P,
using the runvwayTaxway Sysiem Advisory Circutar 15005300-13, Arport Dasign
Essenlial o meel airpar] socurity o wildlife
mitigation nmsecs,
. Espentlial when H?HBEW T_N';tﬂ'lﬂ"ﬂ Fibigalion | 14 CFR Part 130 49 CFR Pard 1542
Perimater Fencing | noods Desrahie io moet & BB
nEais " m Crder 5100038, AP Handbook; Appendix L
Usaful 1o delineats he ainpor proparty
bBoundany
" 2d-hour fuel ) ) 44 USC & aT118(F);
" Desrabls o afl aiports.

Crder 510038, AP Handbook; Appondicas Doand T

Source: Federal Aviation Administration, Order Number 5090.5, September 2019, table 4-3, continued.

The first prerequisite or “Infrastructure Element,” ”Airport Land,” requires that

an airport owns all the land necessary for development, expansion, and runway

obstacle clearances. TTN’s ongoing acquisition of surrounding properties and

reversion to aeronautical use of other properties is its fulfillment of this

requirement. The acquisitions are as follows:

e Jones Farm: Acquired from the State Department of Corrections,

e Parcel A of the Naval Air Warfare Center: Acquired from US Navy
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e Surrounding residential properties: Acquired from residents during Runway

Protection Zone Approvals.

e Mountain View Golf Course, owned by Mercer County, is located on airport

property (from Airport 2018 Master Plan, pg. 3-18)

e County morgue: already reverted to Airport use
e Properties approved for temporary non-aeronautical use (Note: extension
needs ongoing FAA approval)
o County Impound Lot
o Civil Air Patrol
o Salt Dome
o Soccer Fields

The second element, “Primary Runway,” was repaved and an Engineering
Materials Arresting System (EMAS) was added to the Runway Safety Area (RSA);
an enlarged obstacle clearance zone is underway with the FAA sanctioned Runway
Protection Zone & Obstacle Mitigation (RPZ).

The FAA issued an FONSI/ROD for the RPZ Environmental Assessment
despite significant environmental concerns raised by Mercer and Bucks County
residents. The RPZ was promoted as being necessary for safety and yet the 2018
Master Plan Update, pg. 4-8, states that “[e]xisting services and operations at the
Airport operate safely and efficiently from both Runways 6-24 (6,006 feet long) and
16-34 (4,800 feet long).” Obviously, if conditions were not safe for current flight

volume and fleet, the airport would not be allowed to operate. As clearly stated
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above, the RPZ obstacle clearances contained within infrastructure element #2
(Primary Runway conditions), are related to and a prerequisite for AIP-funded
terminal expansion. Consideration of the RPZ documents and their relationship to
the terminal expansion funds, leads to the conclusion that increased enplanements
and volume, including operations in poor weather conditions, and the potential for
future expansion, are at least as important as any theoretical safety concerns.
Simply said, to obtain FAA/AIP approval to fund a new, expanded terminal, a
sponsor needs to prove that the safety needs of the new terminal and its associated
increased volume will be met AND will yield sufficient increased volume to repay
FAA-backed airport related bond debt within 5 years. Yet, airport officials continue
to position these co-dependent projects as distinct and unrelated.

Continuing down the listed criteria in table 4-3, one can see that TTN has
systematically completed the mandatory prerequisites: new lighting, signage &
markings, runway friction treatment, aprons, new parallel taxiways (approved with
CATEX permits, as discussed later), perimeter fencing, and instrument landing
procedures. The Airport Layout Plan (ALP) has been masterfully carved into
smaller segments while declaring to the public that they are independent and
further, no expansion is occurring. It is obvious that these projects are interrelated
and synergistic: neither would exist alone and both potentiate the other.

Moreover, by purposely avoiding consideration of the Airport Master Plan as
a functional unit, TTN Airport officials have circumvented comprehensive NJDEP

oversight. Specifically, in presenting only limited portions of individual larger
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projects for NJDEP permitting, TTN has deliberately restricted the jurisdiction of
the NJDEP. This intentional segmented approach is clearly demonstrated in the
discussion of the first parallel taxiway below, where FAA approved Categorical
Exclusion (CATEX) “repairs” were incorrectly used for entirely new construction.
This intentional misrepresentation is geared to limit NJDEP involvement, avoid
public awareness and limit the requisite public comment period. These deliberate,
intentional misrepresentations effectively rob Mercer and Bucks County residents
of their rights with regard to community involvement and government oversight.

The construction of the first parallel taxiway provides an unequivocal
demonstration of TTN’s segmentation practices. In the first phase, the preexisting
short segments of D and G were rehabilitated separately.

Specifically, partial taxiway D was moved, strengthened, and runway
clearance was widened; partial Taxiway G was resurfaced and strengthened (See
Exhibit 17). The result was an upgrade from Taxiway Design Group (TDG) 2 to
TDG 3, clearly with the intention of completing, in parts, the first of four parallel
taxiways. These were completed using the short form EA, which depended on many
of the same studies and documentation developed for the “unrelated” RPZ. After
completion of the end-taxiway portions of D and G, the D to G connector was
separately pursued using a CATEX approval. The D to G connector is a 2,300
foot taxiway (EA table 5-12) of entirely new construction over what is currently

grassland (Exhibit 18).
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Exhibit 17
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Source: Taxiway F and Taxiway D to G Connector, CATEX (obtained by OPRA request)
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Exhibit 18

1minilan

Source: Image from Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission , Orthoimagery 2020
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Despite the fact that the D to G connector comprises over 40% of the taxiway length and
paves nearly !/, mile of grassland, the connector was submitted as a separate
“Repair and Maintenance” project. As such, the application circumvented the air quality

impact questions and falsely claims it will not change airfield operations.

Exhibit 19

g, Alr (uality From CATEX Taxiway F
. and Taxlwoy=D&G
conmectorn, page A13 TES nND
14 iheE gt located w5 Cloan A AT mom-aifasnmant or masianancg are a? =
Woyes, s listed as exempt, presumed to oonform, or will emissions [incheding =

construction emissions} from the project be belowy oe minimis leveds? [Pravide the
paragraph citation for the exempion o presemed 1o condarm Bt below, i
agplicable. ] i the projedc sccomnted for m the Sate implementatson Plan ar
specificallby exempted? Afftach documentation. H exempl or “presumed 1o conform”,
skip The next Two Queshiong

The propoted project area s located ina ngnattainment area for 8-howr rone. The
Federal Asiation Administration’s “Federal Presumed to Conform Actiond Lindar
Genetal Confonmity”™ fules FEN volume T2 Ko, 145 Pags 41567 provide an @sempLion

far Boutifie Mairtenance intd fepas Aneies Thes progect inyalves the remayal and

-||_-|_'|In|-_|-_-ru|_-n1 of .: ||1:|w.;||'|' 4r||| :h:,l m-.ullmu;m of & taxiway connacior, The project el

m:n; mq::{-ds.n;- |;r'.|_- fap:m_'m,- ur{han,ggl !hl:l :.mnra-rnnal r.ln-.un:hnrn-rm af the airpoei

SOLILI:ZF;;:Ciway F and Taxiway D to G Connector, CATEX (obtained by OPRA request)

Additionally, by misrepresenting this newly paved surface as a repair, the
connector’s contribution to stormwater runoff and risk of hazardous
contaminant spread have been overlooked. Not surprisingly, the airport has already
obtained a CATEX  “repair and maintenance” approval for a second
taxiway connector of entirely new construction, Taxiway B. As these connectors
abut the newly renovated/widened taxiway F, the polluted Naval Air Warfare
Center, and other airfield changes, it provides one more example of why the
airport must be evaluated collectively and holistically with regard to cumulative

environmental and secondary impacts.
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In addition to constructing the D to G taxiway in parts, one must consider
the utility and impact of parallel taxiways as a required infrastructure element
included in Table 4-3 (Exhibits 16a, 16b, and 16c). Trenton currently has 2
runways. Neither has a full length parallel taxiway. The airport layout plan calls for
dual full-length, parallel taxiways, two for each runway, the intention being to
maximize volume by creating one-way traffic. Dual parallel taxiways allow for
queueing (Exhibit 20a), yet TTN airport officials insist this is not the case. Again,
“safety” 1s invoked in the pursuit of volume-expanding parallel taxiways.
Other FAA documents, however, encourage as few intersections as
possible (Exhibit 20b), because intersections increase the risk of collisions and
additional parallel taxiways increase the risk of incursions onto the wrong lane.
Currently, Trenton taxiways do not cross the central portion of the airfield,
but travel along the perimeter, avoiding dangerous intersections. Perimeter
taxiways, such as Trenton currently has, are recommended in FAA Engineering Briefs
(Exhibit 20c). The creation of dual parallel taxiways with TTN’s current X-shaped
runway configuration will lead to nine airfield intersections, when all parallel
taxiways are completed. It i1s difficult to imagine nine intersections are safer than

the current single, central airfield intersection.
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Exhibit 20 a

Dual Parallel Taxiway

Use dual parallel taxiways to increase efficiency. Consider dual taxiways parallel to the runway
for queuing departing aircraft instead of providing a large holding area at the runway end that
requires large expanses of pavement.

Exhibit 20b

Engancering Boict No. 75 11./0B07
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 agreadl (ahdch can include surface Eaffic
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Exhibit 20c
End-Arvund Tagiways (EATs
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Source: FAA Engineering Brief 75
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VI. An EIS Must Be Developed to Take a Hard Look at the Proposed Action’s Adverse

Impact

NEPA requires federal agencies to carefully identify and analyze the
environmental effects of their proposed action. Strycker’s Bay Neighborhood
Council, Inc. v. Karlen, 444 U.S. 223, 226-228 (1980). This means that federal
agencies must take a “hard look’ at the impacts of their actions by providing a
reasonably thorough discussion of the significant aspects of the probable
environmental consequences.” Center for Biological Diversity v. National Highway
Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 1194 (9" Cir. 2008) (internal quotations
omitted). The hard-look requirement entails, “both a complete discussion of relevant
issues as well as meaningful statements regarding the actual impact of proposed
project.” Earth Island Inst. V. United States Forest Serv., 442 F.3d 1147, 1172 ((th
Cir. 2006) (abrogated on other grounds by Winter v. Natural Resources Defense
Council, Inc. 555 U.S. 7 (9" Cir. 2006)). By misleading the public about the number
of gates and aircraft parking positions and by using gross underestimates of
passenger enplanements and commercial operations, the DEA fails to address the
adverse environmental impact that the terminal project will have. As shown on the
next page, in “Exhibit 21,” the DEA fails to take a hard look at several adverse
environmental effects of the Proposed Action, including water, transportation,
health, noise, environmental justice, and socioeconomic effects, as well as

cumulative impacts.
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Exhibit 21

5. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This chapter deseribes the anticipaled erviranmental, socal, and econorme consequence of the
Froposed Action. Infarmatian penaimng. o the epdmonmental corseguentes wal oatained
through an alternateee analysis, ovaluation of concoptuad plan, on-s3te ireestigations, review of
putdisked information, agency correspondence, and discussions with the Airpart personnel and
public officials. The design and the various stternatives developed and presented In Chaptar 3 is
the result of a cohesive ard ntegrated planning effort, miremizing mpacts by the post
desalppmeant condition. The fallowing 1able presents, in a comparative form, the lewal of impacts
per each alternative
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1. Impact on Water: The DEA fails to take a hard look at the
Proposed Action’s Water Impacts

Our concerns regarding water relate to storm runoff, the potential for PFOS
contamination, and the adequacy of deicing runoff containment systems with regard to
wildlife and downstream drinking water. Recent review of stormwater permit and
management documents as well as OPRA requests for stormwater testing indicates
that the Airport is not operating with appropriate stormwater permit and is not
testing stormwater for current operations and impact. Deicing is also currently
taking place during winter months without adequate containment systems in place.
This 1s irresponsible management and given the documented contaminated sites
surrounding the airport property, as well as the increase in impervious surfaces, it is
inconceivable that the streams, wetlands, and aquifers are being protected by the
building projects currently planned and going on at Trenton-Mercer Airport.

a. Runoff
The Watershed Institute estimated that the tree canopy lost with RPZ
obstruction removal will result in an increased runoff of 1,476,670 gallons/year

(RPZ EA, Appendix P-200)*. Further increases in impervious surfaces are associated

with the enhancements of: Runway 34, Taxiway D, FlightServ Terminal, Scotch
Road 6 acre parking lot, the planned new Passenger Terminal, 900-car parking
garage, additional roadways, dual parallel taxiways for both runways, new air

traffic control tower, new airplane rescue & firefighting station, and larger terminal

19 Trenton-Mercer Airport, RPZ EA, P-200. Appendix P: Public Comments & Response to

Comments, Nov. 27, 2018.
https://www.cscos.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Appendix-P-Public-Comments-and-Response-to-C

omments-new.pdf .
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apron. This large increase in the built environment will further increase runoff and possible

flooding. Rainfall/Storm severity in NJ anticipates increases up to 71%. This increase in

runoff and flooding will impact surrounding area streams, wetlands, and known toxic and

heavily contaminated areas on the airport property.

b. VOC, Heavy Metal & PFOS/PFOA Contamination

Adjacent to Trenton Mercer County Airport is the heavily contaminated Former Naval Air

Warfare Center (NAWC), which has been divided into Parcels A and B'! (Exhibit 22).

Exhibit 22
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Tetra Tech, “Final Evaluation ofPotentLal Sources of Per and Polyflouroalkyl Substances NAWC Trenton N<J,” Naval
Facilities Engineering Command. Dec. 1

https:/www.navfac.navy. mll/nlrls/MID_ATLANTIC/TRENTON_NAWC/N62376_001235.pdf_
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TTN has acquired and plans to develop Parcel A as the Flightserv Terminal. Parcel B

continues to be owned by the Navy. Both Parcel A and B have known contaminated ground

and surface water, including but not limited to: volatile organic compounds (VOCs),

AL BT WL T

g

particularly trichloroethene (TCE), heavy metals and other contaminants in concentrations

that continue to exceed EPA standards (See Exhibit 23). The Navy operates a water

treatment facility on Parcel B.
Exhibit 23: VOC Contamination
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https://www.navfac.navy.mil/niris/MID_ATLANTIC/TRENTON_NAWC/N62376_001226.pdf
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Water treated on Parcel B is released into Gold’s Run, a sensitive tributary that flows to the
Delaware (See Exhibit 24).

Exhibit 24
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https://www.navfac.navy.mil/niris/MID_ATLANTIC/TRENTON_NAWC/N62376_001235.pdf

48 53


https://www.navfac.navy.mil/niris/MID_ATLANTIC/TRENTON_NAWC/

Exhibit 25: PFOS/PFOA Contamination
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The former NAWC is further contaminated by extremely high levels of Per/
Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFOS/PFOA) (Exhibit 25), a known human toxin. These
compounds pose a particularly high risk of environmental harm because they spread
insidiously and do not degrade with time. Despite documentation of extremely high
levels of PFOS/PFOA on Parcel A, these toxins remain incompletely assessed and
entirely untreated. PFOS/PFOA are not included in the toxins being monitored or
treated by the Navy. Levels greater than 100 times the NJDEP drinking water limit
have been documented at NAWC Parcel A: PFOS/PFOA were found in 13 of the 24
wells sampled in June 2016 (Tetra Tech, p. 2-11) and 23 of 38 wells sampled according
to a 2018 Department of Defense Congressional Brief from Rep. Fitzpatrick,

communication below (Exhibit 26).

While most of the contaminated groundwater from Parcel A flows through the Navy-run
remediation facility on Parcel B, PFOS/PFOA is neither sampled nor treated at the

Navy's Parcel B facility. Further, a 2018 USGS study indicates that groundwater from

the highly contaminated Northeastern Corner of Parcel A is at risk of flowing off site to
the East (Exhibit 27). This area is highly contaminated with both VOCs and PFOS/
PFOA. The potential for spread is further elevated by the Runway Protection Zone
(RPZ) obstruction removal which has been approved for 7.4 acres of tree removal within

100 feet of contaminated NAWC Parcel A (See Exhibit 28 below).
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c. Surface water

Of equally grave concern is contamination in stormwater outfall drainage
in the area where Parcel A and RPZ obstruction removal meet: “Maximum
PFOS concentrations (greater than 1,000 ng/L) were detected in groundwater and
outfall samples in the eastern half of the former facility, including one outfall sample
at the facility boundary”!!. This report showed the highest PFOS/PFOA
contamination at the edge of Parcel A in close proximity to Runway 34 & RPZ
tree removal. The report recommended that additional investigation beyond
Parcel A should be undertaken and that Gold’s Run be sampled. PFOS/
PFOA are not mentioned in the RPZ EA, despite proximity of contamination to

RPZ obstruction removal and potential risk of spread.

The RPZ project plans limited soil sampling in the vicinity of Runway 34;
there is no commitment to test PFOS or to extend the area of testing to the edge of
Parcel A. There are also no plans to test the outfall runoff or Gold’s Run
tributary as recommended in the TetraTec Report!l. The RPZ EA’s plan to leave
stumps in place to avoid disruption of contaminants fails to acknowledge the
impact on water absorption provided by live, mature trees with functioning
root systems. The increased runoff will risk the spread of untreated PFOS/

PFOA and possibly additional toxic contamination from nearby areas'”.

11 Tetra Tech, “Final Evaluation of Potential Sources of Per and Polyflouroalkyl Substances
NAWC Trenton N<J,” Naval Facilities Engineering Command. Dec. 1, 2018.
https://www.navfac.navy.mil/niris/MID _ATLANTIC/TRENTON NAWC/N62376_001235.pdf.

2 See also recent NAWC water analysis: Koman Government Solutions, Final Fall Fourth Quarter
2018 Semi Annual Long Term  Monitoring Report NAWC Trenton NJ, dJuly 1,
2020. https://www.navfac.navy.mil/niris/MID_ATLANTIC/TRENTON_NAWC/N62376_001561.pdf .
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https://pubs.usgs.gov/01/2020/1016/0fr20201016.pdf
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Exhibit 28
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Source: Trenton-Mercer Airport, Final Environmental Assessment for Runway Protection Zones and Obstruction Mitigation, FAA AIP:

3-34-0042-46-14, Prepared by C&S Engineers, July 2019. figure 4.4

https://www.cscos.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Volume-1-report.pdf

Note: the orientation of the Exhibit 28 map, from TTN RPZ EA, is rotated when compared to Exhibit
27 (USGS map). The railroad tracks that mark the eastern airport boundary are of significant
concern in NAWC remediation studies and USGS documents for area of highest/incompletely
evaluated PFOS contamination, persistent VOC contamination, and eastward flow, bypassing the
water treatment facility on NAWC Parcel B. This high risk location is adjacent to extensive tree
removal in the RPZ plans.
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In addition to PFOS/PFAS on NAWC Parcel A, the Terminal EA documents
the presence of PFOS/PFAS contamination at the site of the proposed new terminal.
The Terminal EA includes plans to demolish the current Aircraft Rescue and
Fire Fighting (ARFF) Facility. A doubled, 10,000 square foot facility will be relocated
to the East Quadrant at the site of the old NJ National Guard. The new ARFF site has
known PAH and arsenic contamination. There is no mention of PFOS/PFAS testing at
the new location. It would seem prudent, given the history of the use of
airport property, the number of documented spills, use of land and soil fill,
as well as close proximity to known groundwater contamination, that
extensive testing for PFOS/PFOA would be conducted for every proposed

building project on the airport property.

d. Deicing Containment
TTN’s volume has dramatically increased over the past 5 years; it 1is
unclear whether deicing & jet fuel containment systems have met this increase,
particularly in light of record rainfall during the past two years. In 2019, TTN
purchased 40,000 gallons of liquid runway deicer & 40 metric tons of solid
runway deicer (See Exhibit 29, below). TTN’s new deicing & jet fuel containment
system 1is years away and with flight volume underestimated, concern for the

potential for additional chemical runoff is more than warranted and realistic.
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Exhibit 29

RESOLUTION ND.2019-200

§
2]
5

PELICAN CHEMICALS, INC.

3920 SANDPIPER DRIVE

MISSOULA, MT 39808

UP TO 40 METRIC TONS OF ECOWAY SF SOLID RUNWAY DEICER
S SUPE KS

COST PER METRIC TON $1,485.00

TOTAL COST FOR (40) METRIC TONS == §59.400.00

SCHOENBERG SALT C0.

P.O. BOX 128

OCEANSIDE, NY 11572

UP TO 40,000 GALLONS OF ALPINE RF-11 LIQUID RUNWAY DEICER

COST PER GALLON $3.00
TOTAL COST FOR 40,000 GALLONS §203,600.00; and,

WHEREAS, the Chief Financial Officer of Mercer County has certified in
writing the availability of funds for the purposes set forth in this Resolution; said
certification is on file with the Clerk to the Board, and funds for this purpose are
contingent upon the inclusion in and adoption of the 2019 and 2020 Mercer
County Budgets; and,

BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Executive and Clerk to the Board be
and are hereby authorized 1o execute said contracts when presented in a form
approved by County Counsel; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Clerk to the Board shall forward a
copy of this Resolution to the Mercer County Airport Manager and the Mercer
County Purchasing Department for further distribution.

Source: Mercer County Commissioner Meeting Resolutions, Resolution 2019-200.
https:/www.mercercounty.org/government/board-of-county-commissioners/meeting-

agenda
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e. NAWC Treatment Facility Capacity
The Navy continues to remediate numerous contaminants on Parcel B, yet
the capacity of NAWC’s remediation facility to handle increased drainage is
unknown. During a 2020 Mercer County Commissioners meeting, the airport attorney,
Daniel Markind referred to the barrier as being “in significant disrepair.” The most recent

NAWC inspection report indicates that this issue persists. The U.S. Global Change

Research Program study, “The Impacts of Climate Change on Human Health in the

United States: A Scientific Assessment,” notes that increased flooding and storm

events, “increase the risk that infrastructure for drinking water, wastewater, and

stormwater will fail due to either damage or exceedance of system capacity, especially in

areas with aging infrastructure”'?.

2. Impact on Air: The DEA fails to take a hard look at the Proposed
Action’s Air Quality Impacts

a. Non-attainment

The Airport and Mercer County Commissioners have hired an agency to recruit
additional commercial carriers to meet expanded capacity. Mercer County is in a
non-attainment area for 8-hour ozone and maintenance area for carbon
monoxide and PM2.5. Given the County and surrounding areas’ current poor air
quality, it will only require a doubling (9,000/year) of the 2019 number of passenger jet
operations (4,500/year) to reach the minimum thresholds (100 tons CO) that will

worsen the County's current non-attainment status.

13 U.S. Global Change Research Program, The Impacts of Climate Change on Human Health in the
United States: A Scientific Assessment. 2016.
nttps: ] -cli - - -he -united- oS-
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The airport has only studied the effects of their construction activities on air
quality. The amount of pollution emitted in one landing/takeoff cycle of a Frontier
A320/319 passenger jet contains approximately 6,900 lbs. of CO2, 20 Ibs. of NO, 38
Ibs. of CO, 2 lbs. of SO2, 1 1Ib. of methane, and 8 1bs. of hydrocarbon'!. These
calculations do not even take into account the corporate jet landing/takeoff

cycle emissions which are also considerable.

b. Ultra-Fine Particulate Matter (UFP) & Ultra-Ultra Fine

Particulate Matter (ultra-UFP)

In 2014, a groundbreaking study wusing mobile air quality monitors
demonstrated that particulate matter from airplane emissions spread 10 miles
outside of the flight path. This was not just for takeoff and landings, as previously
presumed, but for overflights as well. Specifically, pollutants measured 4-5 fold at 6
miles downwind and persisted 2-fold at 10 miles downwind. The authors of the
study concluded that air traffic exhaust was the “same general magnitude as the
entire urban freeway network” occurring overhead, raining down on residents.
Their findings “indicated that the air quality impact areas of major airports may

have been seriously underestimated”"”.

Until recently, studies regarding Traffic Related Air Pollution (TRAP) and

14 Kristin Rypdal, “Aircraft Emissions,” Good Practice Guidance and Uncertainty Management in
National Greenhouse Gas Inventories, Jan. 01, 2003.

https://www.ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/gp/bgp/2 5 Aircraft.pdf .
» Neelakshi Hudda, Tim Gould, Kris Hartin, Timothy V. Larson, and Scott A. Fruin, “Emissions

from an International Airport Increase Particle Number Concentrations 4-fold at 10 km Downwind,”
Environmental Science & Technology, 2014. https://pubs.acs.org/doi/pdf/10.1021/es5001566 .
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Particulate Matter (PM 2.5, diameter <2.5 micrometers (um), did not specifically
address smaller Ultrafine Particles (UFP, diameter <100 nanometers nm) or the

explicit contribution of aviation-origin emissions. The highly significant

Mov-Up Study, published in December 2019, wutilized mobile air

sensors to specifically delineate road vehicle exhaust from airplane
emissions. The researchers were able to identify a fingerprint of UFP and
ultra-UFP definitively emitted by planes. The Mov-Up researchers found that the
size and velocity with which aviation UFPs are thrust from jet engines, allows
for much further spread than heavier ground vehicle emissions, which fall to
the surface a relatively short distance from roadways. Additionally, the
velocity with which UFPs travel prevents adherence to other particles,
allowing the UFPs to reach the earth unchanged in size'®. The significance of
UFPs <100 nm size is demonstrated in UFP’s ability to permeate human
tissue barriers far more efficiently than other PM; emerging studies correlate

UFP with significant tissue inflammation, injury and risk.

Related studies have shown that the size and velocity of aviation-emitted
UFPs allow for concentration indoors, and the concentrations in homes of
aviation-origin UFP and NO2 were comparable to, or exceeded near-road regulatory

monitors'’. Related reports demonstrated the inadequacy of stationary air quality

16 University of Washington Department of Environmental & Occupational Health Sciences. Mobile
ObserVations of  Ultrafine  Particles: The MOV-UP study report. Seattle; 2019.
https://deohs.washington.edu/sites/default/files/Mov-Up%20Report.pdf .

" N. Hudda, M.C. Simon, W. Zamore, and J. L. Durant, “Aviation-Related Impacts on Ultrafine
Particle Number Concentrations Outside and Inside Residences near an Airport,”

Environmental Science & Technology. 2018. https:/pubs.acs.org/doi/pdf/10.1021/acs.est.7b05593 .
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monitors to accurately estimate residential exposures®®.

The environmental toxicology studies regarding UFP and ultra-UFP recently
published, support the fact that these particles, while causing the most human
harm, are so miniscule, <100nm, that they are significantly underestimated in PM
2.5 studies'”. While UFP is not specifically regulated, the associated harms to
health are well documented and cannot be overlooked in light of proposed massive

aviation volume expansion.

c. Future Technological Developments that Will Affect Air
Quality
As explained earlier in Section IV, once the FAA provides TTN an AIP grant
for TTN’s plethora of projects to expand the airport and its operations, there are
built-in triggers for additional growth and an inability for the community to place
limitations on the size of planes or hours of operations. Additionally, the National
Air Space is moving from Radar to Satellite (NextGen) and from Air Traffic Control
Tower Voice to Text Communications (DataComm). While this technology is
excellent for safety, both of these measures have allowed the industry to maximize

operations by creating very specific and narrow lanes of travel, decreasing vertical

18 See reports: “Basel-Mulhouse Airport and Air Quality - part III: Immission by ultrafine particles

—analysis and determination of the potential hazard to the residents,”
June 25, 2020.

ﬁ,pdf & Neelakshl Hudda Llam W. Durant ScottA Fruln and John L. Durant Irnpacts of
Aviation Emissions on Near-Airport Residential Air Quality,” Environmental Science & Technology.

2020. https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.est.0c01859 .
¥ Xiaole Zhang, Matthias Karl, Luchi Zhang, and Jing Wang, “Influence of Aviation Emission on the

Particle Number Concentration near Zurich Airport,” Environmental Science & Technology. 2020.
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and lateral distances between planes. Our central Northeast corridor location already
subjects us to record overflight aviation (Exhibit 30) and pass-through ground

vehicular traffic. In fact, Mercer County is in the top three counties in NJ with regard
to traffic volume (Exhibit 31). The impact of background Traffic Related Air Pollution

must be considered with the end-use of a fully expanded TTN airport.

Exhibit 30
L ——— el T S i S e |

Departments = Trenton-Mercer Airport » Airport Information = 1) massive overflights contributing to our
poor AL even w/o expansion
2) TTM nighttime curfew is voluntary & not

AIRCRAFT ACTIVITY enforced.

Font Size: [EF B Share & Bookmark Feedback g Print

The ownersfoperators of aircraft identified by these tail numbers did not violate any law or regulation, nor should any violation of
law or regulation be implied.

Please note, Trenton-Mercer Airport's Violuntary Nighttime Activity Curfew is midnight to & a.m. daily. If a breach of the voluntary
curfew is identified, the airport sends an advisory letter to the ownerfoperator in question reminding them of the importance of our
noise abatement efforts.

It has been recorded that the following aircraft utilized Trenton-Mercer Airport between midnight and & aum. en the date(s)/time(s)
noted. In the airport's continuing effort to be a good neighbor, the County of Mercer offers the information below.

Also please keep in mind that the aircraft you hear may not be associated with Trenton-Mercer Airport. Transient flights from all over
the country and the world fly threugh this area to use the nearby Yardley VOR (navigational beacon) to navigate up and down the
East Coast of the U.5.and Canada, very large aircraft exiting or entering Mewark and Philadelphia often fly through here, as well as
flights from Local airports such as Trenton-Robbinsville Airport, Princeton Airport, and several area military bases.

For further infarmation en the aircraft listed below, go to the Federal Aviatien Administration (FAA) Aircraft Registry site on the web
at hitkp/162.58.35.241 facdatabase/scmain.htm.

Source: Mercercounty.org website
https://www.mercercounty.org/departments/transportation-and-infrastructure/trenton-mercer-airport/
airport-noise-faqs
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Exhibit 31

% Staeof haw Jerse
¥ Fave Faps Acvem>  Deesoans

,; NIOIT Open Data Center
i Crata bl o

Annual Average Caily Traffic by Location and ROUlE s

5 HEC R

Annual Average Daiky Traic by Location and Route
Trathe sroms dabs b P ERCT 1 cara s el d=e denct-ep ooiees 0 haorssstamesand torhiza noe s (5 1 S 'l'-! SRR TINS T MALMETPRL e SHD SN '.-FIT»IH

BNlal ferage De g Trallic
[ M k4 5k 5 19 12 T4 &k "2

i I

bdd s

I ot | PN,
Ufghpieall® 0 0 0 0 0000000000000 laiu.Ed]

R® 200000000 0000000000000 e 15.5 Milian Camnay

Tarnirv | wiresd b ar thizugh
iz e b - RO R Marcer Caninky

e - £ )
ey 0000000 cand ]

20k 2.'..:!.1 et |

Locatan

HLcsan 7 3
T oo
Cape Wy I - 1T}
)

Surmex - T T

https:/data.nj.gov/Transportation/Annual-Average-Daily-Traffic-by-Location-and-Route/dfun-zupj

62

67


https://data.nj.gov/Transportation/Annual-Average-Daily-Traffic-by-Location-and-Route/dfun-zupj

3. Impact on Land: The DEA fails to take a hard look at the Proposed Action’s
Impact on Soil and Farmland

While most consider plane emissions to impact only air, data is emerging

demonstrating dangerous organophosphate emissions landing on & permeating soil
and water and being taken up by vegetation. A study at Albany International
Airport (60K flights/yr) shows just such data® (Exhibit 32).

Exhibit 32

Jet ol / Hypdranlic ol "'1; :
(0.88-6400 ppi) N OPEs
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Pine needles (153-2140 ngig)
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River

‘H—_ -
Mote: Values in parenthesis refer to ¥ (0FEs.

Source: Wenhui Li, Yu Wang, Kurunthachalam Kannan, "Occurrence, distribution and human exposure to 20
organophosphate esters in air, soil, pine needles, river water, and dust samples collected around an airport in New
York state, United States,” Environment International, Volume 131, 2019

20Wenhuj Li, Yu Wang, Kurunthachalam Kanpan, ”Occurrence, distributign and human exposur 20 organophosphate esters in air, soil,
pine needles, river water, anltl*ln&ust samlplies collected a]roundn an airport in %leanorlll{ state, nlteg g%ates};ggnv?romgent nternatlr(l)nai

Volume 131, 2019, https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/pii/S0160412019318537?token=0A1E2D44DF2B4FE6C7777E55
87711037F07EC9BD453A745F4BOBFAB77DCABC6242FSDBB2E7D2A294F9B7ES89C3678FFDE&o riginRegion=us-
east-1&originCreation=20210727215324 .

21 See: https://deohs.washington.edu/characterization-urban-nanoparticles .

22Sh il , P.S. Khil 1, and Ki- i, “The Effect i ft Traffi 1ssi Soil Surf: inati lysi
aroug%g &%grnatlongll A%II:SON? 11}1 ﬁ%ﬁgy?ﬁld{ial,mAs?ars ouer(;m 0, thlrﬁosp g”féc nrl?llrsosrlz%lesnotl.l\t}l(}f 6%, pi)l.rl ?gglg%?%%lenfolloﬁ ﬁ&ap:ﬁsm
asianjae.org/xml/19865/19865.pdf.
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General Aviation fuel remains leaded and there is concern that aviation related UFPs contain
additional heavy metals, as demonstrated by a study examining soil contamination surrounding
the international airport in Delhi, India?2. The exact composition of aviation-emitted UFP will
be further delineated in the ongoing Mov-Up Part 2:“The Characterization of Urban
Nanoparticles”?!. TTN’s neighbors include many farms, public open spaces, schools and homes,
yet expansion analysis has been limited to airport property. A comprehensive evaluation must
extend beyond airport boundaries, incorporate current research and include honest estimates of

post-expansion operations, airplane and ground vehicle emissions.

4. Impact on Climate: The DEA fails to take a hard look at the Proposed

Action’s Climate Change Impacts

In addressing the issues raised by climate change impacts and greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions, the ultimate utility and projected operating capacity of the Airport should be
considered, inclusive of Trenton-Mercer Airport’s expanded terminal and all related,
interconnected projects. This task is particularly pertinent in light of aviation’s growing
contribution to greenhouse gas emissions and climate change, which i1s largely unregulated.
The alarming speed at which aviation unfavorably impacts climate change has been

undervalued and unrecognized.?

3 Hiroko Tabuchi, “Worse Than Anyone Expected: Air Travel Emissions Vastly Outpace
Predictions,” New York Times, Sept. 20, 2019.

24 US Environmental Protection Agency, “EPA Finalizes First Steps to Address Greenhouse Gas
Emissions from Aircraft Engines,” Federal Register. Aug. 15, 2016.

]QI:I]QS'“MZ!MM! gQEZjDﬂ) gQJZfCQDIﬁDﬂDkng B 2“ 6 H& |5zp!] {2“ 6 Sgiﬂﬂ,pdf


https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2016-08-15/pdf/2016-18399.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/climate/air-travel-emissions.html?fbclid=IwAR3W3LQm3q0S_EwOwRkWteSEaEfZ0jNMPqEw-YMzydW4cOy85TkBL3aumU
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/climate/air-travel-emissions.html?fbclid=IwAR3W3LQm3q0S_EwOwRkWteSEaEfZ0jNMPqEw-YMzydW4cOy85TkBL3aumU

Although the EPA ruled in 2016 that "Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Aircraft
Cause or Contribute to Air Pollution That May Reasonably Be Anticipated To Endanger
Public Health and Welfare," no regulations were proposed?4. Only recently have aviation-
related GHG Emission Standards for aircraft been proposed?® and ultimately accepted,

(EPA, Jan 2021). However, the new EPA regulations consider only engine standards for

future airplane production; they neither reduce emissions from currently operating fleet nor
acknowledge the impact of increased flight operations, a major goal of the FAA’s Airspace

Redesign, NextGen, Data Comm and Airport Expansion projects.

The FAA-approved (9/2019) TTN Runway Protection Zone Environmental Assessment

acknowledges the veracity and magnitude of this issue:

"4.2.2: Climate Change: Since there are no federal or state standards for

aviation-related GHG (Greenhouse Gas) emissions, there is no significant

impact threshold for GHGs” (RPZ EA,pg. 4-9).

Similarly, the TTN Terminal EA, released in May 2021, is outdated. It not only fails to
consider both the recent EPA ruling and the urgency of the climate crisis, it is deliberately
misleading with regard to actual operations of the airport after the Terminal Project and

related airfield changes of the Airport Layout Plan are completed:

“4.3.1 Regulatory Setting:
Although no federal standards have been set for GHG emissions....”

and
"4.3.2 Affected Environment:

....Implementation of the Proposed Action would not increase the number of flights or
type of aircraft using the airfield compared to the No Action because it would only
affect the landside systems. The Proposed Action would not increase or change the

number of passengers that would utilize the Airport in the future, it would
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only change how they access the Airport and terminal facilities. Any new
roadway lengths and surface vehicle changes (i.e. vehicle miles traveled) are
expected to be minimal compared to the No Action. As a result, operational
emissions, associated airfield emissions sources, parking, and traffic were not

inventoried or evaluated as part of this EA (Terminal EA pg 4-11 & 4-12).

Greenhouse gas emissions, while disturbingly unregulated, are only one
component of aviation’s contribution to global warming. The impact of aviation on
climate change should be considered in the context of Effective Radiative Forcing (ERF)
which also includes the synergistic impacts of contrail cirrus and Nitrogen Oxides.
Calculating the true climate impact of aviation emissions further shows the interrelated and

expansive effects of aviation emissions on our climate crisis (Exhibit 33).

The DEA fails to acknowledge these climate impacts, yet provides a detailed six-page
description of construction vehicle emissions®. Astoundingly, there is no analysis of
anticipated emissions of final, long-term end-use after completion of the Terminal Project
and related capacity-increasing projects inclusive of the enlarged passenger
terminal, new garage and parking lots, redesigned taxiways, RPZ, and the new Air

Traffic Control Tower, all of which are designed for increased efficiency and volume.

% US Environmental Protection Agency, “EPA Proposes First Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards for

Aircraft,” News Releases. July 22, 2020.
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-proposes-first-greenhouse-gas-emissions-standards-aircraft.

% Trenton-Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental Assessment, Pgs. 5-11 through 5-17.
https://cb962a82-b970-489a-973b-dd16b4dfd8cc.filesusr.com/ugd/22b3e8 9689056171474547a61f31f7

€9797bcd.pdf .
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Exhibit 33

Climate Forcings from Global Aviation Emissions and Cloudiness
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Similarly omitted is the anticipated increase of on-ground facility operations,
increased passenger car volume, and significantly increased flight operations after
the airport has realized its master plan expansion and is working at full capacity.
The increased burden of pollutants coupled with warmer temperatures further
accelerates this detrimental process. “Climate change could alter the
dispersion of primary pollutants, particularly particulate matter, and intensify
the formation of secondary pollutants, such as near-surface ozone”. Warmer
temperatures escalate the rapidity with which ozone is formed. Mercer County is
in 8-hour ozone nonattainment. The synergistic relationship of climate change &
ozone formation will cause a self-perpetuating and inter-related cycle of
environmental and human health harms, including ozone-related deaths.
Again, the expansion of Trenton Mercer Airport cannot be considered as just a
set of buildings with an airfield, but must be earnestly addressed with regard

to emissions related to its intended end-use.

5. Impact on Environmental Justice: The DEA fails to take a hard
look at the Proposed Action’s Environmental Justice impacts

NEPA requires federal agencies to “analyze the environmental effects including
human health, economic, and social effects, of Federal actions, including effects on
minority communities and low-income communities, when such analysis is required
by NEPA.” Exec. Order No. 12898, 59 Fed. Reg. 7629 (1994). Analysis of
environmental justice, or "EJ", as it is known, should consider the unique conditions
of a region and its population and draw its boundaries for the affected environment
accordingly, which “may be larger (or smaller) and differently shaped than the

boundaries that would have been drawn without the existence of [unique
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conditions],” Federal Interagency Working Group on Environmental Justice &
NEPA Committee, Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA Reviews
(Mar. 2016). Agencies may need to revise their “baseline characterization ... of the
affected environment” to reflect "pockets of minority population and low-income

populations.” Id, p. 17.

The DEA 1inadequately assesses EJ impacts by failing to properly
characterize the affected environment. The EJ Analysis by the Airport for both
TTN’s Terminal Expansion and the RPZ limit consideration to Ewing and the
location of the airport, and concludes that Ewing is not an EJ community either
with regard to income or minority population. The terminal plan lists statistics
individually for Hopewell Township and Yardley Borough as well as Mercer

County as a whole (See Exhibit 34, below).

The city of Trenton, an EJ community by both economic and minority
population criteria, is not considered individually but as part of Mercer County as a
whole, potentially diluting any effect on this vulnerable population. This is
significant because we know that aviation emissions travel 10 miles downwind, and
that aviation related UFP are related to preterm delivery, in addition to other

health concerns listed later.
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Exhibit 34

Table 4-4 below i= 8 beief compilation of demmographic profes for the town of Ewing, Hopewell,
and karcer County. As shown on the table, the sacioeconomas characteristics incleded are
population, racialfethnic composition, median household incomms, travel tirme te woark, and
population in the labor foroe,

Table 4-4: D ngraphics.
o] T | e

Population 35,057 18,224 368,762
White 23100/ 64.1% 15,641 f 85 E% 241,583 / B5.5%
Hispanic or Lating 3016 /B 4% 17 50 3,371 /172%
Black ar Adrican 10,657 / 29.7%

pTian G0 f 5,00 78330 F31.5%
Asian 1912 / 5.3% 1,781/ 9.8% A2,594 /11 6%

Mative Hawalian ar

crttiar Bacibic iskandar 1] 2097 1.1% T06 /D 2%
Aamerican Indiany

Alatks Natvie q4F F 1. 7% 1 1,082 f0.5%
Cthar TET L300 I0E F1.TH 11,033 ¢ 305
hinanity Percentags 35.5% 14.2% 34, 5%
nedian Household

i 597 610 5137 E1R 579,900
Mean Travel Time o 725 705 2RO

Work iminutas)

O i
H Affected Environmant ﬁ.} MicPariand johnson

TTH TEAMINAL EA, pg. 4-32

According to March of Dimes, the preterm birth rate in New Jersey is 9.6%
and the preterm birth rate among Black women is 48% greater than all other
women. The EPA’s Environmental Justice Screening tool, EJ screen, clearly
demonstrates the at-risk population within the 10-mile radius of the airport
(See Exhibit 35). Additionally, Trenton is closer to the airport than many
parts of Hopewell Township, which are included in the submitted analysis.
Downwind directional spread of aviation emissions needs to be assessed and then
multiplied in consideration of the actual anticipated volume of flight operations
post-expansion. The societal and public health costs of preterm labor, asthma,

heart attacks and other diseases caused or exacerbated by Traffic-Related Air

Pollution (TRAP) must be assessed.
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Exhibit 35:

Environmental Protection Agency Environmental Justice Tool
with Applied Demographic Index:
Percent Low Income & Percent Minority Population within a 10 Mile Radius from Trenton Mercer Airport
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6. Impact on Noise: The DEA fails to take a hard look at the

Proposed Action’s Noise Impacts.
a. DEA fails to take the findings of the FAA’s Neighborhood
Environmental Survey into account

By claiming that there will be no increase in flight operations over the very
minimal projected growth, this draft EA fails to measure the current, real noise
impacts of the HF/LC Frontier Airlines flights and the future detrimental impacts
from the multiple other airlines being actively recruited by TTN. Recognizing that
the FAA Neighborhood Environmental Survey (NES)*’ identified errors in the
current FAA sound analysis, an updated noise analysis under the flight path
should be conducted using realistic future growth numbers reflecting the double
digit growth in the 2017- 2019 passenger jet operations at TTN.

b. The DEA neglects to account for Infrasound

A significant but unaddressed component of noise is infrasound -the low
frequency sound waves that are below the limit of human hearing and are
experienced as vibration. Because this low frequency sound is inaudible, it is
unaccounted for in FAA noise metrics. Infrasound, also known as C-weighted sound,
1s the result of violent air eddies created from air disruption as the planes pass
overhead. The resulting vibrations penetrate buildings and human tissue. Anyone
who experiences this vibration in their home or school can testify to how

uncomfortable and disturbing these vibrations are. Worse, is the emerging data that

2T Federal Aviation Administration, “Neighborhood Environmental Survey,” Feb. 22, 2021.
https://www.faa.gov/regulations policies/policy guidance/noise/survey/ .
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infrasound vibrations compound the negative health impacts of typical A-weighted
noise and aviation UFP emissions. Both the results and the delay in publishing of
the NES study demonstrate the FAA’s pro industry bias and disinterest in
thoroughly understanding and minimizing the impact to residents on the ground.
Trenton Threatened Skies demands that sound studies include dual measurement
and all sound, both A-weighted and C-weighted vibratory sound.

7. Impact on Socioeconomic Status: The DEA Fails to Take a Hard

Look at the Proposed Action’s Socioeconomic Impacts on Nearby
Residents and Businesses
NEPA requires federal agencies to examine all potential adverse effects of a
Proposed Action, including “economic ...., social, or health effects,” that “occur at the
same time and place as the proposed action” or that “are later in time or farther
removed.” 40 C.F.R. § 1508.1(g); see also § 1502.16(b). The socioeconomic costs of a
project related to physical environmental impacts, including adverse effects on
property taxes, must be analyzed. See Minisink Residents for Environmental
Preservation and Safety v. FERC, 762 F.3d 97, 112 (D.C. Cir. 2014). Here, the DEA
does not address the socioeconomic impacts of the Proposed Action. Specifically,
these effects are not adequately addressed because the DEA does not include any
actual, quantitative analysis of the Proposed Action’s potential economic and social
effects. Instead, the DEA simply provides demographic information without any
indication whether the Proposed Action would have any socioeconomic impact. The

DEA fails to address economic costs of the new terminal.
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For example, it is well-known that airports reduce home values, which in
turn, affect property taxes. There are also costs associated with treatment of
respiratory diseases caused by increased particulates, and costs of cleaning and
repainting buildings caused by airport air pollution. These costs will be borne not by
the Airport but by the residents and jurisdictions in the area surrounding the
Airport while receiving little or none economic benefit. The DEA does not discuss any
of these secondary effects in lieu of their terminal and airport expansion.

Notably, the DEA states that the “Proposed Action is located mostly on
Airport property and is not anticipated to negatively affect landowners, and
therefore would not produce a substantial change in the community tax base” (DEA,
p.5-28). Yet, as noted the DEA does not actually consider whether the Proposed
Action would adversely affect local tax bases. To make the conclusion that because
the Proposed Action is located on Airport Property does not mean that its impacts
will not have an effect on the community’s tax base. The DEA should be revised and
recirculated to assess the potential loss of property taxes, along with short-term
economic impacts related to nuisance caused by construction.

8. Impact on Health: The DEA Fails to Take a Hard Look at the
Proposed Action’s Health Impacts

NEPA requires an agency such as the FAA to analyze the direct and indirect
environmental consequences that a proposed action might have on public health
and safety. 40 C.F.R. §§ 1501.3(B)(2)(I1I), 1502.16(a) — (b), 1508.1(g). A federal
agency normally meets this statutory requirement by preparing a health risk

assessment (“HRA”) or other comparable study, that is subject to a public comment



and review process to ensure all “likely health effects” are “adequately disclosed.”
Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. U.S Dept. of Transp., 770 F.3d 1260, 1272
(9th Cir. 2014); see also Beverly Hills Unified School District v. Federal Transit
Administration, No. CV- 12-9861-GW (SSX) 2016 WL 4650428, at *61 (C.D. Cal.,
Feb. 1, 2016). As discussed below, the DEA fails to take a hard look at the Proposed
Action’s air quality impacts by failing to include an HRA or any comparable
analysis and provides no support for the health and safety conclusions made in DEA
4.12.3.

As a threshold issue, the DEA’s analysis is improperly constrained to
consideration only of health impacts to children. NEPA does not limit an agency’s
health impact analysis to just children; rather, it mandates an agency consider “the
degree of [a proposed action’s] effects on public health and safety.” 40 C.F.R. §
1501.3(b)(2)(ii1), emphasis added. The Environmental Protection Agency’s (“EPA’s”)
guidance advises agencies such as FAA to assess health impacts for all “population
groups of concern.”

a. Health Risk Assessment

An HRA for a proposed action of this size and scope should include, at least,
emissions estimations of hazardous air pollutants (“HAPs”), exposure assessments,
dose-response assessments, and a potential health risk quantification. This requires
consideration of all construction and operational sources of emissions, including on-
and off-road equipment, and emissions/toxins associated with demolition. For

example, the DEA indicates that there may be per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
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(PFAS) and/or other toxic materials, such as perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA),
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA), and perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS), in soil
unearthed as of the project and in the groundwater. In addition, the soil underneath
and around the Airport likely contains other federally regulated substances, such as
volatile organics, semi-volatile organics, PCBs, metals, pesticides, and petroleum
hydrocarbons. The task of removing and remediating this contamination, alone,
should be subject to an HRA-style analysis before the construction phase begins.

Moreover, while the federal government may not consider diesel particulate
matter (“DPM”) exhaust in total to be a carcinogen, nearly all of the more than
twenty individual exhaust constituents are regulated as HAPs by the Federal Clean
Air Act. 42 U.S.C. § 7412(b). As such, the DEA should include an HRA that analyzes
potential health impacts from construction activities, on-going airport ground
operations (ground support equipment, emergency generators, truck deliveries,
etc.), and aircraft operations. Exhaust from all of these sources contains benzene,
formaldehyde, PAH’s, naphthalene, acetaldehyde, acrolein, 1,3-butadience,
chlorobenzene, propylene, xylene, ethyl benzene, arsenic, cadmium, chromium, lead,
manganese, mercury, nickel, and selenium. These toxic contaminants must be
analyzed in the DEA in relation to human health.

The DEA, in an effort to be as transparent and informative as possible as
required by NEPA, should contain an HRA that includes all of the aforementioned

sources and associated risks to human health. An HRA is critical for ensuring an
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adequate disclosure of the Proposed Action’s health effects to the public and decision
makers. Natural Resources Defense Council, supra, 770 F.3d at p.1272.
b. Harmful air emissions

As indicated above, the DEA does not include any useful air emissions data to
allow anyone to determine whether residents or other members of the public may be
exposed to harmful emissions during the Proposed Action’s and due to the increase
in operations from the Airport. The DEA addresses only annual construction
emissions measured in tons per year, which does little to aid assessment of the
surrounding population’s daily exposure to toxic construction and aircraft
operations air emissions. To properly assess this specific impact, the FAA must look
at daily average construction emissions for at least particulate matter (“PM”) 2.5,
PM10, and nitrogen oxide (NOx) —all of which are toxic at certain concentrations
and can create long-term health effects in adults and children. This analysis is
crucial to ascertain potential health impacts to the immediately surrounding
population. The statement that, “there would be no significant air quality impacts
resulting from the Proposed Action”® is misleading and premised on the inaccurate
presumption that disclosure of potential health impacts is unnecessary.

c. Surrounding area

Furthermore, when preparing the HRA for the Proposed Action, the study

area should be expanded to include a broader range of sensitive receptors. A cursory

review shows several schools, hospitals, and other sensitive receptors exist within a
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two mile radius of the Airport property. Construction-related emissions such as
diesel construction trucks and soil hauling would be expected to impact areas more
than two miles away as a result of their operational characteristics and haul routes.
Additionally, aircraft exhaust and noise from the increase in aircraft operations and
change in the type of aircraft using the Airport will also affect an area considerably
larger than the project area.

The DEA implies that there are no significant impacts that would
disproportionately affect children’s health or safety, including those related to air
quality because the DEA found that “there are no schools, daycares, parks, and/or
children’s health clinics in the project areas.” However, the DEA’s focus on the
“project areas” and not the surrounding areas is too restrictive.

d. Health Impact Assessment

A Health Impact Assessment or similar public health analysis should be part
of the TTN environmental analysis. The significant harms to human health of poor
ambient air quality are well known. Extensive correlations have been demonstrated

in diverse illnesses, impacting all segments of the population®. Air quality related

2 National Research Council (US) Committee on Health Impact Assessment. “Improving Health in
the United States: The Role of Health Impact Assessment” Washington (DC): National Academies
Press (US); 2011. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22379655/ .
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illnesses include breast cancer®, brain tumors®, asthma®, and non-smoking
COPD?, heart attacks®, poor cognition®, Sudden Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS)?,
neonatal ICU admissions®’, and preterm delivery®. Recent data linking Traffic
Related Air Pollution (TRAP) to pregnancy related complications such as

preeclampsia and gestational hypertension, is particularly alarming given the

3 Mark S. Goldberg, France Labréche, Scott Weichenthal, Eric Lavigne, Marie-France Valois,
Marianne Hatzopoulou, Keith Van Ryswyk, Maryam Shekarrizfard, Paul J. Villeneuve, Daniel
Crouse, Marie-Elise Parent, “The association between the incidence of postmenopausal breast cancer
and concentrations at street-level of nitrogen dioxide and ultrafine particles,” Environmental
Research, Volume 158, 2017, Pages 7-15.
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Neuro-Oncology, Volume 20, Issue 3, March 2018, Pages 420-432,
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nox163.
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Environmental Research, Volume 161, 2018, Pages 364-369,
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maternal mortality crisis occurring nationwide®. A well-designed study documented
airport delays and taxiing time to an increased incidence of hospitalizations for
asthma and heart attacks*. Data is now emerging regarding the specific risk of
UFPs. UFPs cause unique risk to health because their small size allows passage
across tissue barriers, including the difficult to permeate blood-brain barrier. Recent
NIH studies have demonstrated UFP exposure related brain tumors*', childhood
cancers*’, asthma?*®, heart attacks*, mental health issues, including teen ER visits
for anxiety and suicidal ideation*®, and various pregnancy complications, specifically

preterm birth*. Babies and children may be particularly susceptible because they

% US Department of Health and Human_Services, “NTP Monograph on the Systematic Review of
Traffic-related Air Pollution and Hypertensive Disorders of Pregnancy,” Dec. 2019,
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accumulate UFPs at higher relative concentrations than adults*’

Recent COVID-19 related public health trends, specifically decreased asthma
admissions and preterm birth and increased COVID-19 mortality for residents in
areas of poor air quality?®, are tangible examples of the real-time consequences of
air quality. One recent study showed an increase by only 1 pg/m3 of PM2.5 is
associated with an 8% increase in the COVID-19 death rate®. It is imperative that
we quantify the emissions pollutant volume and dispersal patterns with regard to

public health and environmental justice.
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VII. Conclusion

This letter only touches upon the many concerns that we, Trenton
Threatened Skies, have regarding the plethora of projects that Trenton-Mercer
Airport has undertaken in an effort to expand its airport, under the guise of
“rehabilitating” and “rebuilding” it. We are concerned about the effects that the
Airport’s projects have on our community’s health, wellness, and environment, as
we have detailed above in this letter. Trenton-Mercer Airport has failed to
adequately assess the many potential environmental effects that its proposal and
ambitions will have. To ensure that all potential environmental effects are
mitigated before they arise, we request that the FAA remand the Draft EA and
re-issue the Draft EA as an Environmental Impact Statement to address our and
the general public’s concerns.

Moreover, we are disappointed in the manner in which the Airport has
pursued its projects, segmenting each project to lessen the jurisdiction and power
that oversight agencies such as the NJDEP and the FAA have to ensure that these
projects are being pursued carefully, methodically, and openly with best practices in
mind with regard to public input and participation. These segmented projects have
a cumulative impact on the environment, but the Airport and its engineering firm
have dismissed or downplayed the environmental impact of these projects. As stated
earlier, we believe that the expansion of the Airport terminal, detailed in the DEA,
will maximize throughput at TTN, increase the number of commercial operations,

and exponentially increase the number of enplanements, among other effects.
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We have many more comments to still make and wish too, but the timing of the
Draft EA was sudden and poor, and we were only given 30 days to read, draft, and respond
to the Draft EA for Public Comment. We submitted numerous OPRA and FOIA requests for
information in anticipation of the county's quest for continued expansion, but we
encountered obstacles and received only limited advance information regarding the
environmental impacts of the new terminal project and other projects that the Airport is
pursuing or has already undergone. Several times we requested more time to submit
public comments, and received no response from Mercer County. This epitomizes the
obstruction that we face as a public group of concerned citizens in voicing our concerns
and exercising our rights in a timely and fair manner by the Airport. We reserve the right
to continue to pursue studies and investigations into the health and environmental
impacts as they evolve because the extent of contamination is unknown and the actual
volume of flights and their impact are also unknown. The assumptions made by the
Airport, in its Draft EA for the Terminal, are flawed, as we have pointed out in this letter.

Please also let it be known for the record that we wish to also incorporate the

arguments presented by other people in Public Comment for this Draft EA.

Signed:
Trenton Threatened Skies, Inc
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Trenton-Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental Assessment
c¢/o McFarland Johnson, Inc.

49 Court Street, Suite 240

Binghamton, NY 13901

RE: Public Comment Trenton-Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvements Draft Environmental
Assessment

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing today to add a public comment for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) as it relates to
the Terminal Area Improvements draft Environmental Assessment (EA) that was conducted by
McFarland Johnson Inc. as required for the Federal Aviation Administration’s Airport
Environmental Review Process, outlined by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As a
member of the Aviation Subcommittee of the Transportation & Infrastructure Committee and the
Quiet Skies Caucus in Congress, I understand the health and environmental impacts that an airport
will have on neighboring communities. As you are aware, | have weighed in on several occasions
on the plans to modify the existing TTN by outlining the myriad of issues I believe continue to be
overlooked. At the forefront of issues, regardless of the new names of the proposed project, this
project is nothing more than an expansion project. Moreover, there are multiple independent
variables that have the potential to adversely affect human health and our environment.

It is imperative that we collectively call this project what it is — an expansion project. The
classification of this project is important due to the discrepancies of preliminary review. If the
project is labeled as an improvement, many safeguards will be waived. To be in compliance with
environmental regulations, the project must be classified for what it is and not classified
incorrectly in an effort to evade environmental regulation/safeguards and extinguish liability/extra
hurdles.

There are a plethora of reasons why this project should be considered an expansion. The numerous
new physical construction projects proposed in the draft EA are an obvious indication of an
expansion rather than improvement. Additions to TTN include but are not limited to, a new
terminal building to replace the existing structure, expansions of multiple new runways, and the
construction of a new parking garage. Each one of these segmented projects will significantly
increase passenger capacity. Furthermore, it is important to note that the draft EA describes these
projects more times as an expansion/extension rather than an improvement. The word
“expan(d/sion)” has been used 37 times and the word “exten(d/sion)” has been used 30 times;
whereas, the word “improvement” is referenced 37 times throughout the draft EA. Whether the
project adds one square foot or in this case, hundreds of thousands of square feet, it is an
expansion; not just an embellishment and revival of a preexisting structure.
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Additionally, the draft EA contends that there is no reason for expansion classification due to
TTN’s low growth rate but it has been widely reported by several news outlets that a 12 month
study conducted by the Sixel Consulting Group, Inc. concluded that TTN was the fastest growing
airport in the nation.! One of the ways that the growth rate is determined is by calculating
enplanements. Throughout the draft EA, both FAA forecasts and actual enplanements were used
interchangeably to support the argument of public need which I believed was manipulated in order
to fit the narrative that there is no substantial growth. To highlight an example, the draft EA cited
an FAA forecast of an average growth rate of roughly negative one percent between 2014 and
2020 where there was a significant decrease in enplanements due to the coronavirus pandemic.

To underscore the misuse of this metric, the draft EA used FAA forecasted data of 314,665
enplanements in 2016 and 358,728 enplanements in 2020. In actuality, the airport facilitated an
average of 377,166 emplacements per year through 2016-2019 with the latter 2 years exceeding
over 400,000 enplanements per year. The number of enplanements dropped significantly in 2020
to 127,923 due to the pandemic. In addition to manipulated data, information presented in the draft
EA is not credible because it relies heavily on forecasts by the FAA rather than actual
enplanements. Therefore, the draft EA is inconsistent with government documentation provided
by the FAA as the number of enplanements have far exceeded the FAA projected amounts.
According to the FAA, between 2010 and 2020, the average growth rate has been 269.2%; not
including 2020 due to the anomaly in data, the average growth rate has been 307.14%. Below is
table depicting these findings. These numbers are important considering it highlights how the
airport already has the capabilities of exceeding FAA projections all while only utilizing two
terminals when the airport is fully operational.

Enplanements

Year # Percentage change
2010 853 X

2011 3414 300.23%
2012 6,459 89.19%
2013 147,826 2188.68%
2014 377,961 155.67%
2015 389,598 3.07%
2016 278,486 -28.53%
2017 363,654 30.50%
2018 404,349 11.19%
2019 462,173 14.30%
2020 358,728 (forecast) -22.38%
2020 127,923 (actual) -72.32%

One final note to make about future flight growth, the draft EA states “[L]eisure travel is expected
to recover in 2021. As such, TTN is well positioned to benefit from pent-up travel demand...
Resumption of hiring suggests that Frontier is confident in the recovery in 2021.” This section
goes on to state that this is a clear demonstration of confidence in the quick recovery of TTN to
the point that TTN should rebound to the point that they are congruent with long term growth

! See: https://www.buckslocalnews.com/yardley_news/study-trenton-mercer-airport-fastest-growing-in-nation-with-
four-digit-growth/article_41445b4a-9640-5fdf-aed3-e5d1ed2fbb8d.html
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trends. The draft EA argues this is why it is essential to go forward with the terminal project which
only further supports the argument that 2020 enplanements should be negated in all future
projections for this proposed project.

Addressing the environmental impact of this expansion project, regardless of what is stated in the
clearly biased draft EA, this project will cause significant adverse impacts to the environment and
health of our residents. Clearing trees and the excavation of wetlands to construct a new terminal
building contributes to many new and longstanding issues such as air and water quality,
elimination of habitats, harmful effects to endangered species and the prolonged postponement of
remediation of hazardous PFAS compounds. These issues are further exacerbated by the increase
of greenhouse gases and noise pollution caused by the influx of flights.

Collectively, the project would remove 30.7 acres of trees on and off site. The proposed action
requires an extermination of a natural resource that filters carbon-dioxide while simultaneously,
increasing the emissions due to a significant increase in air traffic. It is important to note that the
draft EA uses the argument in Section 4.3.2. “Affected Environment” that since the proposed plan
would not increase the number of flights, there is expected a minimum change thus resulting in no
action necessary. This is once again false information. Second, another major issue due to the
removal of over 30 acres of trees is the great impact or demise of numerous endangered species,
most notably, the Bald Eagle. Not only does it infringe on the habitat of protected species, but the
increase of aircraft operation doubles the possibility for bird strikes. It is crucial that not only
environmental and public health is protected, but also that our national bird as well as other
endangered species are not jeopardized.

Regarding wetlands, there are several issues if the project expands into this area. First, wetlands
are protected areas under N.J.A.C. 7:7A and regulated by NJDEP. NJDEP classifies boundaries of
delineated wetlands which are subject to review and verification. Directing your attention to
Figure 4-7, the approximate project extension wipes out a large majority of freshwater wetlands
and encroaches into two freshwater ravines that directly connect to the Delaware River which is
approximately 1.5 miles away. Given this proximity, NJDEP then must approve of the project
expansion into the wetlands. Thus, this project poses significant hurdles before construction is
even possible. Second, wetland excavation would pose a significant environmental impact. Not
only does it provide a habitat for thousands of species, prolific and endangered, wetlands serve as
a filter for groundwater. Finally, in addition to the negative environmental impacts of building on
wetlands, the wetlands have been tested for PFAS and should not be built upon until remediation
occurs.

The land within and around TTN has been subjected to decades long exposure of PFAS through
prior military use and TTN’s use of the fire foams for the purposes of training drills and to
extinguish fire outbreaks. Again, the draft EA presents misleading information under REC No. 3 —
Historic Firefighting Drills stating, “There are currently no NJDEP or federal standards or
screening levels for PFAS in soil.” This is misleading information due to the pending litigation
regarding the federal government’s violation of the New Jersey State environmental standards for
PFAS. The suit heavily incorporates the Trenton-Mercer Airport as an example of a hotspot. See
State of New Jersey, Department of Environmental Protection v. United States of America. No:
2:18-mn-2873. The State knows of the devastating health concerns resulting from PFAS exposure
and has an aggressive sense of urgency for remediation.
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As stated in the draft EA, it is recommended that construction and potential remediation can
happen at the same time while failing to state whether remediation is mandatory in the first place.
Although proper remediation has yet to be determined due to the early stages of litigation,
progression of the project should cease until a proper remedy is determined. The removal of an
extremely hazardous manmade chemical that is present at TTN should be top priority rather than
the expansion of the airport. It is also in TTN’s best interest to postpone construction to ensure this
project will not impact the health of the neighboring residents, help preserve the water quality of
the Delaware River, and prevent further expenditures.

In addition to the direct health implications this expansion would cause to the community, this
proposed project also has the potential of causing both long and short term noise pollution. Citing
the earlier argument that the draft EA fails to properly account for the growth of emplacements,
the increase of flights will cause a significant increase in noise pollution that is not properly
accounted for. To highlight this point, the draft EA cites noise studies conducted in 2020 where
enplanements were significantly less prior to the COVID-19 pandemic. The 2020 noise studies
were then used to project 2022 noise pollution. Using these numbers and failing to account for the
actual increase of flights this expansion project will cause is disingenuous. Also, in the short term,
it should be noted that the construction of the proposed project would result in temporary elevated
noise levels related to heavy vehicles hauling materials and debris to and from the work site and
on-site construction activities.

While I understand the coronavirus pandemic has significantly impacted the use of air travel
across America, I believe the constant use of 2020 numbers and using the abnormally low
projection levels projected by the FAA is deceitful and used in a way to circumvent the necessary
environmental review that is a requirement for any other expansion project of this large scope. Let
me be clear: this expansion project will adversely affect the health of residents and the
environment and cause a significant impact to the entire region.

As you are aware, there are many local residents on both sides of the river that have already
commented and share the same concerns. [ have spoken to numerous constituents throughout the
lower Bucks County region and my office has received hundreds of emails expressing their
concerns of the implications this project will have on both our environment and health. These
residents live directly in the flight path of the Trenton Mercer Airport and are directly impacted by
the emissions. Not to mention the many other residents who live in my district and the many other
residents who rely on the Delaware River as their water source. If this draft EA is left unchecked,
I believe this project will cause substantial damage to our community for generations to come.

I appreciate your attention to this matter. If I can provide any further information, please do not
hesitate to reach out to me at 215-579-8102.

Sincerely, L

= 'H? el
Brian Fitzpatrick (PA-01)
Member of Congress
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Public Hearing

I’m John Lewis an elected Supervisor in Lower Makefield.

The plans filed for the terminal expansion indicate the construction

will increase the size of the terminal 4-fold. In 2006, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) concluded that if the airport were to increase the
terminal size from 25,000 sq. ft. to 64,000 sq. ft., it would have a significant
noise impact because of the increased air traffic growth. However, Mercer
County is now arguing that increasing the terminal to 125,000 sq. ft. will
have no significant impact. The 125,000 sq. ft. terminal will have a very
significant impact on our area, and it will be made worse because of the
complementary projects, such as parallel taxiways.

The increase in terminal size will lead to a drastic impact to the surrounding
community. According to the FAA approved forecasts represents an
approximately 51% increase in enplanements!

The noise, air, and water pollution impact of these multiple projects and the
associated significant increase in air traffic appears not to be addressed by
the FAA environmental assessments. Projects are being reviewed
individually, instead of looking at the cumulative impact which directly
contradicts FAA Order 1050.

Consequently, we are concerned that the cumulative impacts associated
with multiple projects over time, including indirect emissions from airplanes
associated with the increased taxiing and flight levels of the runway
protection zone and other related proposed projects, are not being
considered as required by the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA). Because of the cumulative impact of these projects, it is incorrect
to conclude in the runway protection zone EA that a Conformity
Determination is unnecessary.

Furthermore, this DEA only considers direct impacts by the physical
expansion of the terminal and does not consider the cumulative impacts of
other associated projects considered in the Airport Master Plan. Mercer
County is undertaking segmentation in direct contradiction to FAA and
NEPA guidance and regulations to avoid further NEPA review. The
collection of projects should be analyzed collectively because of the
significant potential environmental impact they will have on the area,
including impacts to air quality, water quality, habitat and other resources

Public comments at June 2, 2021 TTN Terminal Area Draft Environmental Assessment
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due to the amount of pervious surface that will disappear as the result of
parking lots, taxiways, hangars and the expanded terminal and increased
air traffic.

John B. Lewis

Secretary, Board of Supervisors
Lower Makefield Township
1100 Edgewood Road

Yardley, PA 19067
267-994-4564 (c)
https://www.Imt.org
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l; l{llj‘l‘l bucks residents for responsible airport management

25 S. Main St # 208
Yardley, PA 19067

June 12, 2021

Trenton Mercer Airport Terminal Area Improvement Draft Environmental Assessment
c/o McFarland Johnson, Inc

49 Court Street Suite 240

Binghamton, NY 13901

AND VIA EMAIL: trenton@mjinc.com

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (EA) TRENTON-
MERCER AIROPRT-TERMINAL AREA IMPROVEMENT

Dear Sir or Madame,

My name is Holly Bussey, president of Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management or
BRRAM. | am writing for not only as private citizen, but for the over 800 members of BRRAM as
well; an organization that has actively monitored TTN for over 24 years.

This document is an expansion of the comments that | made verbally during the public comment
period held June 3, 2021. Because of the 3-minute time limit, | needed to pick one issue to
comment upon. Below is the entire comment document of issues.

BRRAM'’s 800+ members are comprised of residents from Lower and Upper Makefield, Newtown,
Falls and Langhorne Townships, Yardley, Morrisville, and Newtown Boroughs, as well as many
New Jersey residents. They are all rightly concerned about the dramatic increase in the number of
airport construction projects being approved by the Mercer-County Freeholders aimed at increasing
the air traffic and passenger handling capabilities of the Trenton Mercer (TTN) Airport facility.

All are justifiably concerned on many levels regarding the expansion of the terminal with no
consistent accountability or continuity. The document following examines many of these areas.

Please read on and respond.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

oxita (3 Dasate

[ ‘IT/,'.'/{’
(Ms)Holly J. Bussey
BRRAM President
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Public Comment on Draft Environmental Assessment
Trenton-Mercer Airport - Terminal Area Improvement
Public Comments, June 11, 2021
HOLLY BUSSEY, President, BRRAM

This latest EA Review lacks calling itself what it is: AN EXPANSION.

It is imperative that this project be acknowledged for what it is: A TOTAL EXPANSION PROJECT.
How this project is classified is critical due to the many discrepancies of the preliminary review.
Labeling this project as a rebuild or improvement, many safeguard checks and balances are
waived.

THE TERMINAL “IMPROVEMENT” use of terminology:

Numerous new physical construction projects proposed in the draft EA clearly indicate expansion
not improvement. (new terminal at 125,000 sq ft.; multiple new runways and taxiways to hold more
planes in a que; new parking garage construction).

The use of the term “expand/expansion” is used throughout the EA (over 60 times). Expanding
125,000 square feet is clearly an expansion not just an improved original facility. During the
testimony several NJ lawmakers confirmed that the original building has outlived its use and a new
bigger terminal is necessary.

Adding additional parking through the construction of a parking garage and listing the potential for
future remote parking facilities suggests that they view this project as an expansion. The Terminal
EA suggests that the airport believes its actions will lead to increased passenger volume with
comments stated on Page 4-27 — a future project including a railroad link to the airport.

IMPACT and Disregard to FAA recommendation in 2006:

In February 23,2006, a FONSI was issued regarding the Terminal Area Improvements. During that
time TTN/Mercer County expressed an interest in increasing capacity. Known as Alternative Build
2, itincluded a 64,000 square foot terminal and four gates. At that time, the FAA noted the
following: “implementing Build Alternative 2 would likely cause sufficient noise and other impacts
that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement.”’

The current Trenton-Mercer Airport Replacement Terminal project would increase the size of the
terminal from approximately 25,000 square feet to 125,000 square feet. The current EA argues

! Order Withdrawing Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD February 23,2006 for the Trenton

Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement Project and other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program page 2
footnote 3)
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that increasing the terminal will have no significant impact. How can this be true? There are already
complimentary projects in development (parallel taxiways, etc.) can only make the impact even
more significant. Frontier Airline is already a LF/HF airline operating out of TTN.

HOW HAS ALL THIS BEEN MADE POSSIBLE without triggering an EIS as suggested by the FAA
in 20067 This is a blatant disregard.

OVERALL ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT

PFAS: Despite the presence of documented water contamination and the State of New
Jersey’s lawsuit, the FAA has approved with a finding of no significant impact for the airport’s
plans to remove trees on an area that comes within 100 feet of contaminated ground water.

We are concerned about the health hazards associated with these pollutants making their way
into the drinking water because of the disturbances caused by airport projects and the airport
and the FAA are ignoring the potential impact of these actions.

The so-called maintenance projects the Mercer County Executive forging ahead with FAA backing
involve moving soil and changing water flow in land adjacent to a PFAS superfund site.* That
serious contamination has almost certainly migrated onto and beyond airport property.

We, the citizens of PA and NJ who may potentially be impacted by PFAS cannot afford to wait any
longer to understand the extent of the PFAS contamination at the Naval Air Warfare Center. Itis
not acceptable to perform PFAS remediation without public input. It is not acceptable to defer
PFAS remediation to a later date, in some cases possibly never identifying the presence of PFAS.

After EA approval, we will have no public means to ensure the comprehensive and appropriate
remediations measures are taken by the airport.

We therefore must insist that the full scope of PFAS contamination at the airport must be identified
and remediated and these toxic chemicals have been removed, BEFORE approval of the Terminal
Area Improvements EA and BEFORE any further construction starts. Additionally, the airport must
halt its development of the site until these toxic chemicals have been removed.

*Please see specifics from BRRAM
Board of Trustee Mr. Donald Wilcox who discusses PFAS in detail.

Water Quality Impact

The impact of aircraft operations on water quality degradation cannot be denied. TTN operates
within 3 miles of the Delaware River. A river that provides drinking water to over 11 million

people. It's an essential part of everyday life for people, animals, and plant species and sustains
orchards, wineries, dairy farms, and nurseries. To not look at the water impact holistically vs. just on
the airport property is reckless. To deny any impact due to increased air traffic effluent and
pollutants associated with airport operations and vehicular traffic is illogical.

Addressing the environmental impact of this expansion project, regardless of what is stated in the
clearly biased draft EA, this project will cause significant adverse impacts to the environment and
health on residents. Clearing trees and the excavation of wetlands to construct a new terminal
building contributes to many new and longstanding issues such as air and water quality, elimination
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of habitats, harmful effects to endangered species and the prolonged postponement of remediation
of hazardous PFAS compounds. These issues are further exacerbated by the increase of
greenhouse gases and noise pollution caused by the influx of flights.

Tree removal and Wildlife

Collectively, the project would remove 30.7 acres of trees on and off site. The action will require the
extermination of a natural resource that filters carbon-dioxide while simultaneously, increasing the
emissions due to a significant increase in air traffic. It is important to note that the draft EA uses the
argument in Section 4.3.2. “Affected Environment” that since the proposed plan would not increase
the number of flights, there is expected a minimum change thus resulting in no action necessary.
This is once again inaccurate and deceptive information.

Another major issue is with the removal of 30+ acres of trees, it cannot be denied that there would
be a threat posed to numerous endangered species, most notably, the Bald Eagle—a species now
just making a comeback in this area. Infringing on habitat is only one issue. The increase of aircraft
operation doubles the possibility for bird strikes. It is crucial that not only environmental and public
health is protected, but also that our national bird as well as other endangered species are not
jeopardized.

Wetlands Endangerment

With the proposed expansion project, there are multiple threats to the area wetlands that this
EA dismisses:

1) Wetlands are protected areas under N.J.A.C. 7:7A and regulated by NJDEP. NJDEP
classifies boundaries of delineated wetlands which are subject to review and verification. In
Figure 4-7 of the EA, the approximate project extension eliminates most freshwater wetlands
and encroaches on two freshwater ravines that directly connect to the Delaware River which is
approximately 1.5 miles away. Given this proximity, NJDEP then must approve of the project
expansion into the wetlands. Thus, this project poses significant hurdles before construction is
even possible.

2) Excavating wetlands poses a significant environmental impact. Not only does it provide
a habitat for thousands of species, prolific and endangered, wetlands serve as a filter for
groundwater.

3) Finally, in addition to the negative environmental impacts of building on wetlands; HAVE
THE wetlands have been tested for PFAS? How can it be considered to build until all the facts
are in and MITGATION has occurred?

It is troubling that in this draft EA, it is recommended that construction and potential
remediation can happen at the same time while failing to state whether remediation is
mandatory in the first place. Although proper remediation has yet to be determined due to the
early stages of litigation, the entire airport project should immediately cease until a proper
remedy is determined. The removal of an extremely hazardous manmade chemical that is
present at TTN should be top priority rather than the expansion of the airport. /t is also in
TTN'’s best interest to postpone construction to ensure this project will not impact the health of
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the neighboring residents, help preserve the water quality of the Delaware River, and prevent
further expenditures.

The new airport terminal is situated, in part, on top of a portion of the wetland, eliminating that

portion completely. The airport addresses wetland/open water complex and adjacent streambed

mitigation as follows:
Opportunities for mitigation on Airport property are very limited due to FAA restrictions
within runway protection zones and runway approaches; therefore, compensatory
mitigation for freshwater wetlands impacts is proposed through the purchase of NJDEP-
approved mitigation bank credits within the watershed. Two (2) wetland mitigation banks
are located within a service Draft Environmental Assessment Trenton Mercer Airport
Environmental Consequences 5-40 area that includes the Lower Delaware Watershed
Management Area (WMA #11), the Nishisakawick and Willow Grove Lake. All mitigation
banks have credits available to sell. The NJDEP would determine the amount of
mitigation required as part of the permit application process.?

How does the purchase of wetland “credits” benefit the environment immediately surrounding the
airport?

While this might balance out impacts from a global perspective, it does nothing to realize the benefit
of the wetlands to the community or wildlife surrounding the airport or the use the Delaware River
for recreation, fishing or drinking water. In fact, it represents a further degradation of drinking water
and water environment near the airport.

Community Impact

SECTION 4.9.2 Residential Areas, Schools, Places of Worship, Outdoor Areas
Definitions used in this section of the EA are confusing and contradictory and provide no standards
or consistency in reporting the impact of schools, houses of worship etc.

4.9.2. Residential Areas, Schools, Places of Worship, Outdoor Areas oor Areas Residential areas,
schools, elderly care facilities, and publicly owned outdoor areas are found in the immediate vicinity
of the Airport. Fisher Middle School on Lower Ferry Road, The Goddard School and Ewing Church
on Scotch Road are within one mile of the Airport, to the east. West Trenton Presbyterian Church
on Grand Avenue, Our Lady of God Counsel Church on West Upper Ferry Road, and a residential
area are located within one mile of the Airport to the southeast. A new luxury apartment rental
complex between Bear Tavern Road and Sam Weinroth Road, Greene 750, is adjacent to the
southwestern boundary of the Airport. Further to the southwest, Lore Elementary School is located
on Westwood Drive, with surrounding residential development. Parks and recreational areas in the
vicinity of the Airport are discussed in Section 4.3.A luxury apartment complex was recently
constructed off Bear Tavern Road, within 200 feet of the existing terminal entrance and parking
areas along Sam Weinroth Road. There are no other residential, schools, places of worship, or
outdoor recreational areas within proximity to the existing terminal and parking area.

THIS IS NOT CORRECT.

There is no information of why such a small area was examined and why certain facilities were not
also included in the study when they are located closer to the airport, are directly in line with the

2 EA, Section 5.12.1 Wetlands, page 5-39
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main runway. Vila Victoria, Bear Tavern Elementary, Unitarian Universalist Church at Washington
Crossing among others were not examined. To say that impact of noise, pollution etc. would not
affect these other organizations is false and misleading. There hasn’t been an exhaustive
evaluation.

Regarding Environmental Justice, there has been no consideration of airport and plane air pollution,
which can spread up to 10 miles. Downwind from airport there are disadvantaged neighborhoods
that are being impacted and that impact will increase with airport expansion. The EA only focuses
on the project areas and construction instead of the air pollution impacts of increased air traffic.

Also, to say that the overall impact is limited to under 2 miles of a major airport whose approaches
are long and low is also irresponsible.

Washington Crossing State Park (PA AND NJ) both are less than 5 miles away. Portions of the
Raritan and Pennsylvania Canal Parks system are also impacted by this proposed expansion.

How can an airport that has landing approaches that well exceed 1-mile radius not be considered
with regards to impact when low-flying jets use and impact those spaces?

How can an entire area of Pennsylvania be ignored when the major flight path flies over historical
areas (Yardley Borough/Makefield Village etc.) under 300 yards and not be examined?

The assumption that all impacts stop at the end of the chain link fence of the airport property is
absurd.

In the Terminal EA, states, “The study area evaluated for the following resources consists of the
limit of disturbance boundary for the proposed terminal and ARFF facility, as shown on Figure 3-11
and in some cases, resources are evaluated within the entire airport property. ™

What are the criteria for evaluating just the work area vs evaluating the entire airport property?
The criteria appear to be simply what is useful to limit any impacts, while fending off any criticism of
the EA.

Shouldn’t the scope be expanded to consistently consider the entire airport property and, in fact,
also include areas beyond the property lines, especially when there is a clear impact?

There is NO evaluation regarding property values, and it is well understood that proximity to an
airport and growth in airport flights have a negative impact on property values.

Regarding the impact on floodplains caused by the new construction, the airport suggests the
purchase of offsetting credits from a different location:

Mitigation would be required to compensate for the impacts to these regulated areas.
Opportunities for riparian zone mitigation on Airport property are very limited and would
likely result in a conflict with FAA regulations (FAA AC 150/5200-33B, Hazardous
Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports); therefore, mitigation would likely be satisfied
through compensatory mitigation for riparian zone impacts through the purchase of
NJDEP-approved mitigation bank credits. Two riparian zone mitigation banks are located
within a service area that includes the Lower Delaware Watershed Management Area

3 EA Page 4-1.
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(WMA #11): the Nishisakwick and Wickecheoke Creek Mitigation Banks. All mitigation
banks have credits available to sell. The NJDEP will determine the amount of mitigation
required as part of the permit application process.* (EA Section 5.12.2, Floodplains,
page 5-43)

Additionally, as underlined:

The state of New Jersey protects residents and property from flood events through its
Flood Hazard Area Control Act (FHACA) at N.J.S.A. 58:16A-50. ... Specifically, the
FHACA Rules regulate the alteration of topography through excavation, grading, and/or
placement of fill; the creation of impervious surface; the storage of unsecured material;
and construction, reconstruction, repair, alteration, enlargement, elevation and removal
of structures in the flood hazard area. The FHACA Rules also regulate the clearing,
cutting, and/or removal of vegetation in a riparian zone, the land and vegetation within
and adjacent to a regulated water. To minimize flooding impacts as the result of
uncontrolled development, the NJDEP has instituted a 0% net-fill change in the
maximum total percentage of flood storage volume displacement lawfully allowed,
including offsite credits (N.J.A.C. 7:13-11.4). The FHACA Rules are designed to be
highly descriptive, and to a certain extent, prescriptive to mitigate the adverse impacts to
flooding and the environment that can be caused by development.

There is no explanation of how the purchase of credits will help to mitigate the increased
flooding in the area, especially for the citizens who experience flooding on a recurring basis.

The impacts to Water Resources due to the new construction at the airport include to
Wetland, Wetland Transition Buffer, Perennial Stream, Riparian Zone, Flood Hazard Area,
and DRCC Stream Corridor.®

Financial Soundness of the entire TTN Airport Project

THE EA States that this project will be an economic engine for the area. The figures used in
the EA are inaccurate and compare apples to oranges (private flights vs. commercial service).
These economics are separate, and they cannot be used to justify a new commercial terminal.
With respect to commercial aviation, the Draft EA states that:

“Total commercial employment was estimated at 311, commercial service payroll total
was estimated at $24,226,500, and total output was estimated at $80,348,200. In
summary,

TTN is a critical part of not only the local economy by providing jobs and bringing revenue
into the area, but also part of New Jersey’s overall economy.”®

Furthermore, the claim that TTN is a significant contributor to Mercer County’s overall economy is
unfounded. According to U.S. Census data,199,859 people are employed in Mercer County. The
U.S census reports 129,936 households in Mercer County, at a median household income of

4 EA section 4.14.2 Floodplains, page 4-42
5> EA, Table 5-11: Anticipated Impacts from Proposed Action, page 5-47
& Introduction, page 1-7 of EA
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$81,057, so the annual contribution of residential households alone is $10.47B. U.S. census data
reports a total annual payroll of Mercer County businesses as $14.12B. The reported economic
output of $80.3M represents a 0.56% of Mercer County’s TOTAL economy. Even if the number of
jobs associated with commercial service at TTN were to triple, it would not be a significant
contributor to Mercer County’s economy. ’

The EA looked at the Community Tax Base and decided there were no significant changes
expected, because the “proposed action” (i.e., the scope of work of the EA) is located mostly on
Airport property and not anticipated to negatively affect landowners ®(EA, section 5.9.2). This
represents a total failure to consider the impacts of increased air traffic on property values.
Decreasing property values certainly reduce the Community Tax Base.

Furthermore, in the EA, states that “The Proposed Action would stimulate the local economy by
creating construction jobs, demand for readily available construction materials, and job availability
for the new terminal and ARFF construction, resulting in increased tax revenue to the community.
The increase in the community tax base is not expected to be significant.” °

The airport has spent thousands of dollars marketing the airport to try to attract an additional carrier.
To date, this effort has not yielded nothing. This action suggests 1) the airport is hoping to expand
air traffic and 2) no carrier sees this as a desirable destination, even given the expansion planned.
Where is the economic support that this indeed will bring in money?

Failure to be a Good Neighbor

TTN has promised to institute an airport advisory panel since 2006. (similar to Teterboro). They
have not and show no willingness to be a good neighbor to its surrounding communities in both
New Jersey and Pennsylvania. Mercer County Commissioners can and must direct the airport to
follow the good example set by Teterboro and institute similar procedures and operation limitations
at TTN. Any such panel should include members from Pennsylvania in a proportion that will permit
equal consideration of their concerns to those of New Jersey. The advisory panel would further
need to have the power to effect change to address citizen concerns.

Failure to provide such an advisory panel to date suggests that the airport is unwilling to take this
approach. If that is, in fact, the case, then this issue should be raised to the Federal Congressional
level to ensure there is equal consideration for the rights of both New Jersey and Pennsylvania
residents. Pennsylvania already bears an unfair burden, by sharing in increased environmental
impacts of an expanded airport without having any way to influence the direction and with no way to
share in the alleged “economic benefits” of this airport expansion.

Procedures and operational limitations at TTN that could help to mitigate the impact on both New
Jersey and Pennsylvania residents should include:
e curfews for incoming and outgoing flights, that would result in meaningful fines for non-
compliance.
¢ Changes to flightpaths to avoid more densely populated areas. For example, consider using
the 1-295 corridor for this purpose, which has precedents at nearby Newark International
Airport among many others.

7U.S. Census Bureau QuickFacts: Mercer County, New Jersey;
https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/mercercountynewjersey#qf-flag-D
8 EA, section 5.9.2

% EA page 5-29
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Why won’t the Airport look at recommendations as outlined in FAA: Suggestions as outlined by

Aligning Community Expectations with Airport Roles. February 15, 20177
An airport must follow Part 150 requirements if it is seeking grant assistance for noise mitigation
from FAA. Some small airports may not have incompatible land uses, but still may have a noise
problem if residents protest noise originating at the airport. An airport may choose to incorporate
some aspects of a Part 150 noise study to address the community’s concern. Public outreach
and voluntary aircraft operational mitigation strategies could be implemented without conducting
a formal Part 150 Program. Compliance Attainment Strategies The regulations that relate to
aircraft noise.™

Lack of Transparency and Evidence of Manipulation in the Development of this EA

As noted in the Draft EA, “the general public, local communities, and authorities with environmental
responsibility will be given an early, effective opportunity to express their opinion on the Draft EA
before there is a finding on the EA. Broad-based stakeholder involvement is vital for a valid EA, as it
is for project planning and development. Public participation has a benefit of improving project
design and the quality of the EA.”

The airport has consistently overpromised and underdelivered on its plans for public participation in
the review of the draft EA.

e They have adhered to the bare minimum requirements for public notification of review
meetings.

e They have limited public comment to the bare minimum requirements.

e They have timed public reviews for times when the public have been distracted by other
events, such as holding the public review during the week of the Memorial Day holiday,
when many families have planned vacations.

e Questions about the EA were not permitted to be submitted before the Draft EA Hearing, nor
were questions able to be raised during the Draft EA Hearing.

e They have promised multiple reviews and progress report meetings during there initial
presentations, only to greatly curtail the number of meetings without notification or
explanation, as can be seen in their Public Participation/Public Meeting PDFs.

e They have promised to hold a Public Meeting in Pennsylvania for review of draft EAs but
have never held one. When the Mercer Commissioners were directly asked about this, the
Mercer Executive responded that a meeting would be held in Pennsylvania AFTER the FAA
had approved the EA. It was obvious on its face, that the Executive fully understood that
such a meeting would be useless, leaving the residents of Pennsylvania without an
opportunity to fully understand and provide public comment, which was their right.

The airport has manipulated the presentation of information in the EAs, including this one, to
enhance their predetermined conclusion in favor of proceeding with their segmented plan.

10 Chapter 5: NOISE Page 46 Small Airport applicability
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e The EA assumes 1% growth in enplanements through 2035 to minimize environmental
impacts, but describes optimism for growth post-Pandemic and the value of the airport as an
economic engine to justify the 5-fold increase in terminal size and addition of a parking
garage, rather than upgrading the current terminal to today’s standards.

e Claiming “improvement” rather than expansion, while increasing passenger and plane
handling capacities through terminal design, parallel taxiways, extended tarmac available for
enplanement (regardless of whether the they claim that a portion of the tarmac will be
reserved for other uses).

e Deferring action on serious issues such as PFAS Remediation, when the region has a clear
indication of the significant health impacts and financial costs for remediation demonstrated
by the Willow Grove Naval Air base in Montgomery County, PA.

e Suggesting that PFAS remediation can proceed concurrently with construction, ignoring the
additional cost of remediating PFAS after construction.

e Many issues are deferred to a later date and the promise of addressing the concerns of the
public through the future permitting process or development of BMPs with no enforcement
mechanism, leaving no assurances that any of this will be done or done in a manner
acceptable to the public. Section 5.14 of the EA contains a partial list of issues whose
resolution specifics has been deferred to the permitting process. Many other issues will be
addressed by BMP, which is undefined in most discussions, but defined in section 5.0 as
“Best Management Practices”. Basically, this translates to whatever they want to do and as
well as they get around to self-managing it in practice. It certainly does not enhance oversite
of the proper resolution of the issue.

e Claiming that Cumulative Impact is simply the sum of the Environmental Impacts of
segmented projects that only consider the scope of the work area or other limited areas that
fit their predetermined assessment of impact.

¢ Providing no explanation for when they consider the area of environmental impact as highly
limited and when they arbitrarily decide to broaden the area that they will consider — which is
always when it will benefit their case or reduce criticism of it.

¢ Regarding Environmental Justice, ignoring the impact of increased air pollution on
disadvantaged communities downwind from the airport, while limiting the scope of
consideration to construction activities and impacts at the work sites.

e Deferring action on PFAS while ignoring and possibly increasing the cost of remediation,
which may be significant.

e Omitting facts in evidence such as claiming that no PFAS was found in soil sample S-15
during conclusions about PFAS contamination in section 6.2, while including it in a table of
findings from Table 3-1 of the same document — EAS Phase II.

e Ignoring water contamination in the Delaware River because it is outside the work zone and
because it does not have a Wild & Scenic Rivers designation.

e Constraining the assessment on Community Tax Base to the construction activities of the
airport without considering the impact of increased air traffic on property values.

e The EA acknowledges that the proposed action would automatically be considered a “major
project’, and that approval from the DRCC would be required. It then admits that there were
discussions with the DRCC about feasibility and that similar projects had been approved.
However, no approval has, in fact, been received. (Reference, EA, Section 5.12.2. Surface
Waters, page 5-44).

e The EA confirms that the Lower Delaware River has a National Wild and Scenic Rivers
designation. It then flatly declares that the proposed project would not impact any federally
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designated wild and scenic rivers, because the Delaware is located 2-4 miles away from the
project. It ignores the impact of any water runoff from storms, construction activities, or
existing pollution from PFAS adjacent to the wetlands feeding into the Delaware.

e What is the plan to address the NJ State Endangered species of animal? No plan is
required because the airport is not on State lands.

Through these questions and concerns it is difficult to understand how this project is not looked at
AS A TOTAL HOLISTIC project that it is....an airport expansion. TTN is carrying out a large number
of projects all oriented towards a common purpose of dramatically increasing the airport’s capacity
for handling flights which will cause problems for NJ and PA communities in the airport’s vicinity in
terms of public health, quality of life, property value and financial burden to local and national
taxpayers.

e It's time to halt the mixed messages.

e [t's time to cease all construction until ALL the FACTS are unbiasedly presented and until
PFAS has been completely remediated on site.

e It's time to have a full extensive and exhaustive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
work for the future and with the community.
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TTN Draft EA Public Hearing

PA State Representative Perry Warren public comments

June 2, 2021

Transcript

Thank you. Thank you for including us in this hearing. I'm Perry Warren. | represent the
communities of Lower Makefield Township, Morrisville, New Town, and Yardley in the
Pennsylvania House of Representatives. We're right across the river from which we get much of
our drinking water and where airplanes fly to and from the airport and fly over our homes. With
respect to the Draft Environmental Assessment, at Section 5.13, “Cumulative Impacts,” it says
the assessment is determined for projects occurring within the past three years and projects
within the next five years. It further says that the geographic area for that concern is generally
the airport property. The environmental impact of airport expansion extends well beyond airport
property. The noise extends across the river and into our communities. The aircraft shakes
homes, schools, and other buildings. The aircraft impacts the quality of our air; the airport affects
our water, and the airport traffic extends across the bridges into our communities. The limitation
of the cumulative impact assessment to only three years before and five years ahead is indicative
of segmentation of this expansion; this on-going expansion which began before and will continue
beyond that time period. Then at pages 4-28 to 32 of the environmental assessment, there’s a
discussion of noise yet as far as | can tell, it relates only to the noise at the airport and
construction noise. It doesn’t address the offsite noise caused by aircraft passing overhead.
Further, as the Senator commented, the environmental assessment mentions the presence of
PFAS but it doesn’t address a plan -a plan to ensure that the expansion of the airport doesn’t
result in PFAS contamination in our water. Our residents aren’t Mercer County residents, and
they’re not New Jersey residents, but they are Americans. And they’re your neighbors. And we,
again, we’ve asked for this prior to comment periods with respect to airport expansion, we ask
again for a thorough, wholistic environmental assessment, analyzing and addressing the full
environmental impact of the entire expansion -past, present, and future, on the entire
geographic area impacted by the airport and by the proposed airport expansion. Again, thank
you for considering our comments and considering the concerns of our residents across the river

in Pennsylvania.
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Aupust 13, 2020

Chairman Tohn Valeri, Ic., Fsg.
New Jersey Clean Air Council
4] E State Steeet

Trenton, NJ O8608

RE:  Public Comment Regariding Air Quality Aronnd Our Ports and Airpaorts

Dear Chairmean Valeri.

T am writing today 1 add 1o the public comments foc the New Je rsey Clean Air Cauncil public
hearing regardin g air quality 2round owr parts and alrports. As a member ol the Aviation
Subcommilee of the Transportation & Tnfrastructure Committes and the Quiet Skies Caucus in
Congress, [undemstand the impacts nirports have on g neighboning coraenunity, [ have been
heavily mvolved in the proposed plan to inodify 1he exisung Trenton-Mercer Awport (TTN} and
continue 10 be concerned with many ofthe coviroomental assessments that have gong into the
propused plan. Fum requesting that the New Jersey Clean Air Council review their usxessments
on covironmental impacts on all past, present and future aicparl plans and ensure that these
evalurtivns receive the highest standard ol review

As you are aware, FIN has proposed and implemented severul rrojects over the past 25 vears
with little input from the surrounding cammuaity as reguired by the National Frvironmental
Palicy Actofl 1969 (NEPA) and the Federal Avigtion Administration (TAA) Order | D50, 1F -
Envirenmental Tmpacts: Policies and Procedurcs, TTN implemented » comprehensive Master
Plan thal calls for targe-scalc enhancements  the terminal, taxiway, and mnway to increase
passenger valtic st I'IN. Unformunately, TTN has choscn to segmoent these projects in an effort
to reduce the level of NFPA agalysis required from an Envirommentd Impact Stalement (EIS)
that would require a broader scale cumulative inpact analysis that would ke into cowsideration
the impacts to my constituents in Penasylviuia.

The planned aimoeet expansion has che polential o negatively impact the residents, businesses,
and community that camnprise PA-01 as a ITight path assaciated with the aiportis direetly above
the district. Addingro the alresdy poorair quality af the Philadelphia Metropolitan arca, the first
pliass o f che proposed plan will resolt in the clearing of 2.3 acres o trecs witkin | 0 feetof
contaminared proundwarer ussociated with the Naval Air War are Cenrer (NAWE). Ina
response letter [ received on May 11, 2020, the Federal Aviation Administration {TA4)
acknowledped ihe NJDEP is sctively working to remediate NAWC while statin gthe cemaval of
trees will nod significanily impact the groundvaer quality in that impacied area,

/2
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Additionally, (the standasd of studying naise pollution is rot cunsistent amongst airports. The
amicunt of noise studies und inpacts of noise nollution nf aieports are very different when
comparing Newark Liberty International and the TTN. Larger airports arc cotstantly testing
torse impacts whersas smaller scale Airpors canduct sparse noise studies.

Going Merward, [request New Jersey Clean Adr ¢ mmcil zeview their asscesments on
environmenlal impacts and consider ex panding its p2s1ing protocol on all exigtmg and fumre
evalunlions.
My office can be ol any fusther assistance. please contact me ut 215-514-0579,
Thank vou,
. «
”’ . -4" -
¥ .. 74 ;

Brizn Filzpatrick
Member of Conaress (PA-01)
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August 14, 2020

New Jersey Clean Air Counedl
Public Hearing held on July 30, 2020
Oral Testumony Submission

RE: Past, Present, and Future: Air Quality Around Qur Ports und Airports
Dear New Jerscy Clean Air Council,

1 am concerned shout the planned expansion of the Trenton-Mercer Airport {TTN) and
the impact that it witl have on the health and weil-being of surrounding area residents.

Over the past twenty years, the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) has succeeded in iis
desired expansion efforts through various segmented projects and to date, it continues to pursue
large scale expansion under those same scgmented methods. Regrettably, in doing so, the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN} has been sble o bypass having to complete a cumutative and
expansive Environmental Impact Study (EIS) that would have likely measured the impacts on all
affected Mcrcer County (NJ) and Bucks County (PA) municipalities.

All of the segmented and individually considered projects cumrently being pursued are
outlined and appear to be related and interdependent of the Trenton-Mereer Airport’s {TTN)
Master Plan of 2018, The Mercer County Website describes said Master Plan as such, “the
Alrport Master Plan is cssentiatly a facility planning study that sets forth a conceplual framework
for possible future airport development™ The Airport Layout Plan (ALP), which is part of the
Master Plan, identifies a proposed terminal expansion, the runway protection zone, and
development of Farcel A of the Naval Air Warfare Center where there are known PFOS, VOC'S,
mercry, and other contaminants.

Our concerns include, but are not limited to:
« Releasc of contaminants (o surrounding tributaries and the Delaware River, which
15 8 primary source of residential drinking water for millions of people;
» Increased oviation cmissions and noise, which can cause heant attacks, asthma,
pregnancy complications, leaming, behaviors! and psychiatric issues; and,
¢ Oversll decreased quality of life and home values for nearby residents.
@



New Jersey Clean Air Council
August 14, 2020
Page 2

The Trenton-Mercer Ajrport (TTN} is currently pursuing a large number of projects
dividually, yet their cumulative impact should be considered rather than independent of one
another. To date, there are roughly twenty-five projects that have either been approved, are in
the process of seeking approval, or ar¢ planned in the near future. Without a cumulative
Environmental Impact Study (EIS}, it is entirely unclear how said projects may impact the local
eavironment,

i request that all proposed expansion or Rnovation projects at the Trenton Mercer Airport
(TTN) first undergo an extensive Environmental Impact Study (EIS) to determine the cumulative
impact on noise, pollution, and safety to ensure the health and well-being of the area’s
surrcunding residents.

Very truly yours,

[

Steven J. Santarsiero
10" Senatorial District

CC:  Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management {BRRAM)
Residents for Regivnal Traffic Selutions, [ne, (RRTS)
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Aug. 12, 2020

Mes, Heidi Jones
New Jersey DEP
A3R L Slate St
Trenwan, NI OBEGE

Re: 2020 New Jersay Clean Air Council P ublic Heari ng— 2ast, Present ard Future: Air Quality Arcund Our
Ports and Airparts

Dear Ms, Jones

| represent the 317 Legislative District in Bucks Co unty, Pennsylvanta, the communitics of Lower
Makeficld Township, Mo rrisville, Newtown Barough, Newzawn Tewnzhip and Yardiey Thank you tar
accepting comrents in connuction with the 2020 New Je-sey Clean Air Council Public hearing — Pase,
Present and Future: Aj- Guality Around Cur Parts and Airports, | submit these cormments spec fically
with respect to the Trentan-Mercer Airpart,

The Trenton-Mercer Airport is located adjacent to a residencial neighborhood, across the Delaware
River, twa ta three rhiles from the suburban residential communities that | represent. Inrecent years a
growirg number of commercial fiights have flown daily frem and ta Tre nton-Mercer Arport, follovilng
flight patterns above our communitics. Notwithstanding the recent increase in flights, the [renton-
Merces Airport has propased further expansion.

Many of aur residents” air quality s impacted by the operations of the Trentan-Mereer Airport, and the
air qualily in our communities may b negatively impacted if the airport expands without
cunprehensive air poflution cantro! measures,

A substantial conzern in our communities is that studies and znalyses of the environmental and
poliution impacls of airport expansion have been “segmented” by vriue of the airport’s separate
expansion plans. | have received and reviewad |etters from the Lower Makelleld Township Board of
Supervisors, the Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., 2nd the Bucks Residents for Responsible
Airport Management. Each of these entities raises in their respective letters the issus of the
"segrrentation” of what appear to be "connected," ar at the least "similar,” actions, with respect Lo
what amounts =0 a substantial expansion of the Trenton-Mercer Airport and ils Operatians. 1he
IR
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cumulative impact of the past and future Treaton-Mercer Airport expansion may adyersely aftect the air
quality of our residents.

The "segmentation” of the proposed cxpansion Is evidenced by Ihe separate public meetings conducted
by the Tranton-Mercer Airgort. Indeed, the Notice of the Trenton-Merger Airport’s November 27, 7018
“Public Meeting Frvironmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation
Project for Trenton Mercer Airpert” included the parenthetcal "(This is not the Terminal LA or Airport
Moster Plan Praject.)” The assessment of the air cuality cu rrentiy emitted by the airpor and its futyre
canstryction projects shouuld not he conducted in a vacuum. Rather, the assessmeni ought te be of all of
the proposed expar sion project(s) without sugmentation. Our residents are offected oy the vrtirety of
tre past, present and proposed future expansion of the airpart and Its operations and' by the off alrport
arojects.

Accerdingly, I oin the Lover Makefield Tow 24nip Board of Supenvisors and e stakehalder
organizations and other members of our commu nity in reguesting 2 more halistic evaluation, such as an
Envi‘ormentai Impact Statement, with ~espect to the tata lity of the past, present and future oxpaasion
of the airporl and the airport's ooerations and of the off-dirport prajects. Only through such a halistic
lens and examination can the actual cumulasive imoact of the Trenlen Mercer Airport upon our
community anc its residents oe accurately assessed znd any negative ‘mpact mit’gated or climinated.

Thank you for your consideratian af these comments and the best interost of aur community and the
heallh, =afety and welfare of our residents.

Sincerely,

N ReDesan v, 21 LeG s andvie Distros
Disteret Office: 71 b, dain Strem, Yenn2w P4 jegd 2. 22 ER420
Capito! Office; £ 78 Cast Wrg Faricburg FA (9120053 477 787-44 74
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Township of Lower Makefield
o T BCARL CF SUSERYISCRS =

Fredic K We'ss Chair

Daniel R. Gizniar, Visz Chalr
dames bCerley, Secrei=ny
Serzanng S. B, Treasurar
John IF Lewis, Supsnigar

August 14, 2020
cinailed o Heidi.Jones@dep.nj.cov

Stuie of New Tersev

Clean Ajr Council

401 [ State Streel. 2" Floor
70 Box 420

Treaton NI 0862354420

[0 the NJ Clean Air Counvil

The Pennsylvanta Lower Maketield Tovmship (T.M1) Bourd of Supervisors
would like to bring ‘o the uttention of the New J ersey Cleun Afr Council our
conwnunily's ai and water pullition concerns regarding $177M of planned deveiopment
prajects ai he Trenton-Mercer Ajrport in New Jersey. The projeets ate aimed at
signiticantly expanding sir tratlic cxpacity and the airport is ignaring criticat NEPA
guidelines regarding the cnvironrentai impuct of these changes a3 ouwtlined in the LM
letier sitached hetow.

The Trenton-Merver Airpait Master Plan has srojected a low rate of air 1raffic
growth of 1% over the period of 2015-2035. But Iheir 2008 and 2019 ilight operations
already excced the 2033 projection and the prajects have pot yel been camied out. Their
plens are 1o increase the tormisul by 3 factor of five while addin © laxi ways anl other
infrastructare projects that wiil suppont signilicantly Righer numbers of air opernfions,
Ta base their cavironmental impact on an wucalisteally low yrowth sate means the
emvirmmental ussessments are disingeauoas and not reflective of the air and waier
poltution ievels the local NT and PA corrmunities will experience. Our concerns uhout
these issues has led our Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick 1o write to the FAA abjecting Lo
the procedures being faliowed by the airport. This ictter emphasizing water pullution
concerns is also aitacked below., One of the key problems 35 that the FAA and sirport
authoritizs assert thar all of these projects are disconneered and they do not recognize the
cumulative impact that these projects will have an the Jocat cominunity a-d environment
in terms o air, water ;mé noise pollution.

W reques! that the NJ CAC address these concerns to protect the health and
yraticy ol life of our collective citizens and our shared envirpament Itum a pollulion

iUZ Frigevwaed Kiad KURT M, FERDUS DN {267) 2741107
“arllay Pa ‘ 20a? Tuwaship Managnr T {2145) 4533063
Wibste: wwelintorg



level that will be significantly higher than has been analy-sed if these projects po
through, We reguest thal yon push the NTDEP L prepare & full enviconmental inpac
statement [ar the collection of planned projects.

We waunld be happy to answer questions younay have and support discussions
with the council regarding fhese issues.

Very truly vours,

CR MAKEFIELD TOWNSIIIP
FSUPERVISORS

Frefiric K Weiys, Chair

Attachinents

L.MT lerter 1o TTN/Urban Engineers dates November 32018
Congressman Fitzpatrick fetter to FAA dated May 9. 2019
Congressman Fitzpairick letler to FAA dated Novemhber 12, 2019
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New Jarsay Clean Air Council Public Hearing held on July 3¢, 2020
RE: Past, Present, and Future: Air Quality Around Our Ports and Airports

Written Statement Submitted for the record.

Trenton Threalened Skies, Inc, is a non-profil 501(c)3, led by a group of concerned Mercer
County residents, who have lived here for decades, loving, enjoying, and cantiibuling in many
ways to our commuanity, with its baautiful green spaces, caring residants, peaceful atmosphere
and organ.c famms. Our mission is to gather, review, analyze, and disseminate informaticn
regarding the Trenton-Rercer Airport. in Ewing, New Jersey, with respect to the environmental,
public: heallh, safety, and aconomic impacts of the proposed and luture aperations of the
dirpart.

Emerging health data links aviation anmissions and noise lo heart attacks, asthma, pregnancy
complications, leaming, behavioral and psychiatric issues. Our home values can he expected Lo
decreese up to 30% wilh increased commercial flight volume and our air and water quality will
ccrainly deteriorate.

We have become increasingly alarmed because our local Merer County authorites have beean
unresponsive to our concerns, Trenton Marcer Airpart continues to seck and win approvals for &
number of projects without regard to the cumulative impact an the environment of surround ing
Mercer County communities and our public health. There are at leasl twenty-five (25) in-process
mdividual projects that hava either been approved, are in tha process of secking approval, or
ara sianned in the near fulure as "unrelaled” or "indopendent” improvemanls. All of thesa
individually considered projects are outlined and proven to be related & interdepandent in the
Master Plan of 2018. The Airport Layoul Plan (ALP}, parl of the Master Plan, clearly idenlilies a
proposed terminal expansion. the runway protection zone, and cevelopmernl of Parcel A cf the
Naval Air Warfare Center where there are known PFOS, VOC's, mercury and oiher
centaminants.

Prior to the CoVid 10 Pandemic, Trenton Mercer Airpuit’s annual fight volume had atready
exceeded the 2035 estimales used to gain approval from the FAA for expansion and presentad
in public hearings in 2018. Mercar County residents are already subjecled to a recerd number of
overflights & vehicular through traffic and Lhis local airport expansion will further degrade our
already failing air guality.

The particles In airplane exhaust are directly tied to heart discase and asthma. Heavy metals
and |al soot exhaust wdl pit our local foad at risk for contamination. Toxic emissions fram
rlanes flying balow B00 feet are undangering visltors and witdlife at Mercer Meadows and
Resedale Park, Unregulatad sirplane exhaust impacts on our air guality has been sariously
underestimatad and the citizens of Mercer Ceunty implore the Naw Jersey Clean Air Council 1o
vigarously oppose the expansion plans of the Trentan-Mercer Arrport,

Sincerely,
Rohin Karpf, M.D., President
Trer:lon Threatenad Skies, inc,

800 Dencw Road, Suite C #2375
Pennihglon, NJ 08534
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12 August 2020

TO: New Jersey Clean Air Council Public Hearing held on July 30, 2020.
Written Statement Submitted for the record

RE: Past, Present, and Future: Air Quallty Around Qur Ports and Airports

For over 25 years, BRRAM** has expressed concern abaut the environmental im pacts at the Trenlon-
Mercer Airport on the health and well-being of the residents of the surrounding areas.

The newest health data links aviation emissions and noise to heart attacks, asthma, pregna necy
complications, learning, behavioral and psychiatric issues.

Ultrafine particle exposure, produced from aircraft emissions, has been linked with adverse
cardlovascular and respiratory health effects (and even possibly the risk of dementia
(httpe://dochs.washington.edu/nsmblog/irac-pollution-and-dementiall, Studies have shown that
airports can increase particle number concentrations up to 4-fold at 10 km downwind.

Accarding ta an article published in the Guardian, “New research has linked air pollution nanaparticles
ta brain eancer for the first lime... Fvironmental risks like air poliution are not large in magnitude —
their impartance comues because everyone in the population is exposed,” said Scott Weichenthal, at
McGili University in Canada, who led the study. “Sa when you multiply these small risks by lots of
people, all of sudden there can be lots of cases, which is meaningful, particularly given the fact that
Lhese tumors are often fatal”

When airporls expand it is documented that home values can be expected lo decrease up to 30%.
Studics dlearly show that air and water quality also deteriorate with airport expansion and increased
air traffic,

Currently, the Trenton-Mercer Airport is doggedly pursuing a Master Plan to expand the airpert, over
the public outcry about health, naise and property value impacts.

Residents are increasingly alarmed about the large number of projects that TTN has saught approvals
for, without regard ta cumulative impact on public health and the environment in surrcunding New
lersey & Pennsylvania communities, There are at least twenty five {25) in-process indwidual projects

g,
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bucks residents for responsible airport managument page 2

that have been identified that have either been appraved, are in the process of seeking approval, or
are planned in the near luture as "unrelated” of "independent” improvements.

BRRAM opposes any form of expansion or renavation of TTN untll the environmental issucs of neise,
poliution and salely are first identified and resolved, BRRAM belicves that Trenton-Mercer Alrport
shoufd perform a full Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIS) that would include not only the grounds of

the airport, but the surrounding 10 mile radius that is impacted by the airport in both Pennsylvania
and New Jersey.,

Members of BRRAM from NJ and PA urge the New Jersey Clean Air Council to vigerousty oppose the
expansion plans (all projects] of the Trenton-Mercer Airport {11N). Additionally, we implore that TTN
be required to undergo rigarous environmental review {EIS).

Thank you for your kind attention.

Sinceraly,

ey

Holly J Bussey, President
BRBAM

**Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management (BRRAM) is @ non-profit voiunteer orgonization
romprised of over 1,000 concerned citizens. BARAM works with other prganizetions Jn both
Pennsyivanic und New Jersey, os un advocete for our tesidents, to help demand occountabifity froem

TTN and that TTH be o “good neighbor” respecting the environmental health, safety und well-being of
ail its neighbors.

Cei Sue Simon <sup.sman@mail. hause.zcv,
kyle melander <kyle.mctander@@mail.house govs,
Saniarsiero, Senator Steve” <Sleve.santarsizroidpasenaia.comise,
Rose Wuanscnel <Rosemary. wuensrhel@Epasanale.coms,
Sharnon.Sloker@@pasenste.som
"Fagar:, Dan" <dgn fagan fpasenate.coms,
"Rep. Pemy Warren® <RepNarren@inal r.ase not>,
ryan bevilz <ibevi-@pahousc.nal>,
LCome el shdars yliadihuc scoualy.cmg,
Conmilarvismbuckszounty.ong,
CommDiGirglan ¢ @auckscsunty.ong,
‘Stone, Evan" <estone@buckscounly.orgs

p
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R.R.T.S.

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18840
mtehuckspa mail.com

New lersey (NJ) Clean Air Council Public Hearing Held on July 30, 2020
RE: Past, Present, and Future: Alr Quality Around Our Ports and Airports

WRITTEN TESTIMONY SUBMISSION {via cmail, in Microsoft Word}

August 12, 2020 # Pages: 11-page cover letter # Attachmaents: B, plus 1 VIDEQ

BEFORE IT IS TOO LATE: Qur “ASKS” of the NJ Clean Air Council & the NJ Department of
Environmental Protection (Ni DEP)

1.) We implare the NJ Clean Air Council and the NI DEP to vigorously & formally nppose all
current and proposed expansion plans of Trenton-Mercer Alrport (TTN), including the Master
Plan of 2018 that calls for:

» ..huilding a Passenger Terminal that is five (5) times the size of the current tlerminal,

# ..the Runway Protection Zone & Ohstruction Mitigation Project, and

» .twenty-five {25} Individually-considered, segmented-out projects

These expansion plans will result in toxic alv & water pollution that will cause irreparable
harm to offected residents In Mercer County, NJ and Bucks County, PA.

TTN continues to recklessly move forward with plans to expand the airport substantially, with
na regard for the water, air, wildlife, and other enviranment impacts on its citizens in the
surrounding region. The former Naval Air Warfare Center in West Trenton, NJ {NAWC) is known
to have groundwater polluted with PFAS* and other toxic chemicals. TTN's expansion plans will
increase the water run-off through the former NAWC site and into the Delaware River, which is
the drinking water supply for thousands of Mercer County and Bucks County citizens. PFAS
contaminatian of drinking water is linked to harming children’s neurclogical development,
kidney cancer and testicular ¢cancer.

* PEAS- per-and polyfluarootky! substances — ore G class of man-made chemicol cumpounds used in praducing
preducts wuch as non-stick cookwore coatings, fire retordant fumiture, and foem used in fircfighting. PFOA4, once
used to moke Teflon, and PFOS, once used in Scotchgard, ure omong the most widely known, yet there are
hundreds more stil belng wsed in menufacturing.

Page 1 of 11

120



2.)We aiso implare the NJ Clean Air Council and the NJ DEP to develop an actlonable response
to meaningfully address the toxic air & water pollution that ALREADY EXISTS TODAY. TTN has
aiready experienced large-scale expansion over the past 20 years, while skirting around having
todo a Cumulative & Expansive Environmental Impact Statement (FiS) to measure the
cumulative Impacts on affected Mercer and Bucks County municipalitles. The airport avoided
having to do the EIS by breaking expansion into smaller projects, so that they were only
subjected to narrow, Isolated Environmental Assessments (EAs). This is segmentation, this is

disingenuous, and this afregdy threatens the health, safety & welfare of affected NI and PA

cilizens.

SUMMARY

Residents in Mercer County {NJ) & Bucks County (PA] ask you ta vigarously & formally oppose
TTN’s current & proposed expansion plans becouse...

1.} ..the airport’s continued reckless, unchecked expansion will harm them & their families, as
explatned i the VIDEC at below link:

https:/ fwww youtube.com/watch Pv=ZiHU/m 1R2vywifeature=youtu.he

2.)..Health

» Airport plans will change storm drainage; there is known PFAS & other toxic chemlcal
contamination of groundwater on airpart propetty & the NAWC site, which could make
TTN the next Flint [Michigan]. PFAS contamination of drinking water is linked with
harming children’s neurclogical development, kidney cancer and testicular cancer, (See

attached Philadelphia Inquirer artide titled PFAS testing plonned for 2 counties: Adults gnd
children from Bucks and Montco are being sought for o nationai study on the chemicais,)
» US. Senators Bob Menendez {NJ) & Bob Casey (PA) are amongst 19 senators who want

the U.S. government ta lind out if exposure to PFAS chemicals can make peaple more
vulnerable ta coronavirus.

» The partides in airplane exhaust are directly tied to heart dlsease and asthma. The
dangerous, invisible, microscopic exhaust particles travel up to ten {10} miles outside
the flight path, Even if residents cannot see the planes, they are at risk.

+ Eat Locally? Thousands of residents depend on fresh frults, vegetables & meats grown in
Lawrence & Hopewell Towhships, Heavy metals & organic compounds in airplane
exhaust put our food at risk of contamination.

¢ There is a wealth of data about the negative impact of noise on tearning, which is
compounded by both vibiration and by exhaust, as well as naise on hearing loss,
particularly in children.
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Environment

Researchers are equating unregulated alrplane exhaust 1o an urban freeway network &
arc warning that the alr quality impacts have been sertously underestimated.

Taxic emlssions from planes flylng below 900 feet endanger Joggers, cycllsts, and wildlife
at Mercer Meadows Park & the Pele Farm Bird Sanctuary.

Mercer & Bucks County residents are already subject to a record number of overflights
& vehicular through-traffic; local airport expansion will further degrade our poor air
quality. [Mercer County (NJ) is rated "F* in Air Ouality by the American Lung Association.)

The long term effects of ongoing, increased emissions in close proximity to residential
arcas and watershed tritbutaries cannot be Ignored.

Financial

Home values are estimated to decrease up to 30% near an airport.

Mercer Caunty has Invested 2555 in the airport over the last 20 years, What financial
benefit has accrued and/or is flowing to the county and its citizens?

Irresponsible Gavernment

*

Past & current expansion has been divided into smaller projects to avoid doing a
Comprehensive & Expansive Environmental Impact Statement {EIS) that measures the
cumulative impacts on ALL affected NJ and PA munldpalities.

The residents who have been, and will continue to be, hardest hit by the airport's
succeass in skirting around doing the EIS, are those residing in Ewing Township (N} and
the City of Trentan {NJ). Environmental Justice & Social Justice are not being practiced.
There has been {3) a history of blatant disregard for authentically including the publi¢ in
Lhe decisign-making process for airport projects, (b] an unconscionable lack ol
transparency and {c] an intentional neglect on the part of New Jersey politicians & the
airporl to do whatever it takes to protect the health, safety & welfare of affected N} and
PA citizens.

Annual flight volume through earty 2019 has already exceeded the 2035 flight estimates
presented to the community by 17,238 take-off/landings, 16 YEARS EARLY & PRIOR TO
TERMINAL EXPANSION

Mercer Caunty Freehalders just authorlzed a $54,000 cantract to market the airport in
the middle of a pandemic, when the future demand for air travel is completely
uncertain and many airlines may go out of business

During the unprecedented pandemic with unemployment and decreased tax revenues,
why are much-needed county & being spent on the airport?

Page3af 1l
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BACKGROUND

1.} RRTS, alung with BRRAM (Bucks Residents [or Responsible Airport Management) and Merces
County - based grassranis groups, has been concerned wilh Lhe expansion of TTN far over 20
years. TTN expanded "under the radar” throughout the past 20 years, by approving and
implementing numerous individual projects, whose whole equaled large-scale expansion. By
dividing the expanston into segments, TTN has avoided having to do the Cumulative &
Lxpansive Environmental Impact Statement {EIS) that would measure its cumulative impacts on
ALL affected Mercer County, NJ & Bucks County, PA municipallties.

2.JRecently, residents are alarmed by the large number of projects that TTN has sought
approvals for, without regard to cumulative impact on the environment, surrounding NJ & PA
communities, and public health. There are at least twenty-five (25) in-process individual
projects that we can list that have either been approved, are in the process of seeking approval,
ar are planned in the near future as "unrelated” or “independent” Improvements.

All of these segmented, individually- considered projects are cutiined and proven to be related
& interdependent /n the Master Plan of 2018, The Mercer County Website describes the
Master Plan as such: “the Airport Master Plon is essentlally a facility plonning study that sets
forth u conceptual framnework for possible future airport development”. The Alrport Layout
Plan {ALP), part of the Master Plan, clearly identifies a proposed terminal expansion, the
Runway Protection Zone & Obstruction Mitigation Preject {(RPZ Praject), and development of
Parcel A of the Naval Air Warfare Center (NAWC) where there are known PFOS, VOCs, mercury
and other contaminants.

The danger of considering these projects separately was demonstrated at the Mercer County
Freeholder Board Webex meeting on 4/23/20 when the development of Parcel A of the NAWC
was discussed. Airport attorncy, Mr, Markind, referred to the remediation harrier on Pareel A
as being “in total disrepair” several times. There are known PFOS, YOCs, mercury and other
contaminants on Parcel A and the adjacent Parcel B. Both groundwater and surface water
contamination have been reported. While Parcel B continues to be managed by the Navy, it
appears that Parce! A is going to be cleaned up privately as part of the Flightserv lease
agreement. It was not clear, and the Freeholders did not. seem to know, who was overseeing &
responsible for the project.

Recldents are concerned that the Parcel A FONSI indicates that there is “no impact, due to no
changes in storm water run-off”, ignoring the fact that the adjacent, massive RPZ Project
¢hanges are anticipated to affect storm run off by nearly 1.5 million {1, 500,000) gallons/year,
as estimated by the Watershed Institute during the public comments portion of the
Environmental Assessment for the RPZ Project (pg. P-200-202). This estimate relates only to
RPZ Project —assaciated changes to landscape, and did nol account for climate-change related
increases in precipitation or the additional massive airport build-out, 3s described above.
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It makes sense that the farcel A remediation barrier should be repaired. it also makes sense
that Its ahility to withstand both RPZ Project - caused and climate-related increases in storm
drainage, be addressed well in advance of any RPZ Praject structure removal. This is but one
example of why these projects MUST be considered together.

3.)The attached 11/12/19 letter from PA Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick to the .S, Department
of Transportation RE: the RPZ Praject states,

...l continue to be concerned that TTN hos chosen to segment these projects to reduce the
tevel of environmental study required. Additionally, ! am greatly concerned that TTN has
overlooked potential existing groundwoter contamination while conducting their
Environmentol Assessment (EA). Therefore, | am requesting that the FAA review the
mechanisms used by TTN ta complete their Environmentof Assessment to ensure that alf
environmental impacts, including threats to the safety of ground ond drinking woter be
evaluated........ Although several contominates are listed in the EA, there is no mention of the
presence of PFOS/PFOA. However, according 10 6 2018 Congressionaf Brief by Maureen
Suflivan, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense, the DoD monitored groundwater wells
around the Naval Air Warfore Center {renton and found that the majority tested near gbove
the LPA LHA for PFOS/ PFOA...Given the heolth risks ossociated with PFOS/PFOA exposure, it
is critical that the environmental assessment for any project ot TTN toke these risks into
account...”

RRTS has provided the Mercer County Freeholders with this letter several times during Public
Comment at their meetings. Despite Congressman Fitzpatrlek’s repeated communications
regarding his concern that segmentation has occurred (and that there has not been appropriate
environmental scrutiny of TTN's cumulative impacts), it is the Federal Aviation Adminlstration
(FAA} who routinely responds that scgmentation has not occurred.  The problem is that the
FAA is like the fox guarding the hen house. The agency has demonstrated that it is driven by a
self-interested agenda that DOES NOT include protecting the safety 8& welfare of citizens. [$ec
attached 2/21/20 Buchatter article titled Quiet Skies Congressional Caucus Gets Brush Off from FAA.)

4.) The Mercer County Frechalders maintain that the RPZ Project is motivated purely by safety
concerns and will not change airport operations. This is bogus ond disingenuous, Aviation
Prafessionals have advised that |T DOES NOTHING 1o change the safety margin. WHAT IT DOES
is enable mare operations and better fleet mixes.
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In Mercer County's own EA, in Chapter 4, it states,

“The existing runway length needs to be maintained or it will result in o loss of cperations
and/or operational restrictions for the Airbus 320/320neo ond the Gulf strearm IV/V during wet
and slippery runwoy conditions,”

We experience wet and slippery conditions right now - should those planes be operating from
this airgort now? If the Mercer Co. Freeholders truly thought that this project was purely for
safety concerns (which they learned about in March 2015), they would be curtailing those
operations right now. [t is blatantly obvious that a key purpose for this project is tu effectively
lengthen the runway so that TTN can have the big jets safely fly in afl conditions, move lower
flying & heavily laden planes, and significantly increase airport operations.

5.)More than eighteen (18} months aga, TTN promised that there would be a Public Meeting
held in Bucks County, PA for New Jersey & Pennsylvania residents to review the EA and the
status of the multiple current & planned projects associated with the Master Plan of 2018,
Recently, BRRAM formally gave public comment at a Mercer County Freeholder meeting ta
requaest that the meeting be held. BRRAM also sent a formal letter to Freehotder Chairman,
Andrew Kaontz, raquesting same, Below is the 8/3/20 email response that BRRAM received
from Chairman Koontz & Mercer Co. Administrator Lillian Nazzaro:

“We forwarded your commuriication to the County Administrator. Please see their response
below.

LAURENT]), Marlo
Confidential Aide to Frecholder Andrew Koontz

From: Nozzara L. Lilian, Esq. <Inazzara@mercercounty.org>

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 9:28 AM

To: Koontz, Andrew <gkoontz@omercercounty.ory>

Subject: RL: Mercer Freehalders Public Comment fuly 16 follow up - Request for Virtual Meeting
v Trenton Mercer Airport

Chairman,

Ax previously discwssed in Freeholder meetings. a public meeting will lake place in
Pernsyivaniv ay soon as the TA is approved by the FAA. The County has every inlention
af going forward with the mihiic meeting and residents of Pennsylvania will be advised
accordingly, Finally, the mevting will most tikely be a Tele Town hall meenng.

Thunk von,

Lillian 1. Nezzarn, Esg.
Mercer County Administrator”
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This is unacceptable. It ignores the concerns of PA citizens and is not
acting in good faith.

B.JAt the 10/24/13 meeting of the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission [DVRPC)

Board, RRTS gave public comment expressing the serioirs concems that affected New Jersey 8.
Pennsylvania residents have with the continued, unchecked expanslon of TTN. The 11/17/19

GUEST OFPINION that appeared in the local paper, THE ADVANCE OF BUCKS COUNTY,

summarized our public comment. (See Guest Opinlon titled An open fetter to the DVRPC on Trenton-

tercer Airport in the attachment labeled DVRPC-related communications. )

Inthe 11/4/19 letter from Barry Seymaur, DVRPC Executive Director, to Jennifer Solomen of the

FAA (See 11/4/19 |etter In attachment labeled DVRPC-related communications), it slates,

“..As I'TN continues to advance their improvement plans for the focliity, residents of both
tMercer County, NJ and neighboring Bucks County, PA have expressed concerns about
pofential environmental and socicl impacts created by any changes in focility operations.
we strongly support the continued examination and consideration of these impacts and
potentiol mitigation strategies, in accordance with the FAA guidelines...”

The DVRPC Is dislngenuous in its expression af concern for the health, safety & welfare of NJ
and PA residents, The following disturbing quotes are froam DVRPC's July 2014 publication
titled 2040 Regional Airport Systern Plan (RASP), a plan that calls for expanding TTN far

heyond an appropriate-sized lacal airport:

On page 32, there's a section titled "Trenton-Mercer (TTN), New Jersey” and the first
sentence of the second paragraph states, “The airport Is marketing itself os an
aiternative to PHL [Philadelphia International Airport] and EWR [NMewark’s Liberty
internotional Airport}, offering less hassie®.

Page 1is the "Executive Summary” which states this half way down the page,
“Therefore, the objectives for the 2040 RASP took these factors into account, ond the

following prierities were agreed upon by the RASP subcommittee: 1. Expand commercial

air service capocity within the region...3. Sustoin and improve infraslructure to attract

moare users..This report is being prepored with the support of the federol Aviatlon
Administration [FAA) ...~

Page 3 states this in the flrst paragraph, “ ‘Aviation’ to most people in the region wilf

likely be associoted with Philadelphia internotional Airport (PHL), the 11* busiest airport

in the warld (in terms of gircroft operations), but the Delaware Valley is also served by
two other commercial service oirports, Trenton-Mercer {TTN} ond Wilmington (ILG)..."
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Page 4 is "Figure 1: Reglonal Airport System Map™. TTN has the same icon as
Philadelphia International Airport (PHL) and Wilmington (ILG).

Halfway down page 5 it states, “One specific economic aid for the region comes with the
nyvailability of LS. Customs and Border Protection facliitles at the region’s cirports. All
three commercial service oirports = PHL, TTN, and ILG- have these facilities.”

On page 7, it states this in the third paragraph, “Commerciol service airports serve
scheduled service airlines, corporote aviotion, and in the case of ILG and TTN, some
military operations,”™

The DVRPC's plan to expand TTN into a "booming airport” {as referenced on page 43 of DVRPC's
2014 publication titled frestiience]), is inconsistent with its stated vislon on Its website Home Page
on 2/19/20 which stated,

“The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commissian is the federatly designated
Metropoliton Planning Organization for o diverse nine-county region in tweo stotes:
Bucks, Chester, Deloware, Montgomery, and Phifadelphia in Pennsylvania; and
Buriington, Comden, Gloucester, and Mercer in New Jersey.

DVRPC’s vision for the Greoter Philadelphia Region is o prosperous, inncvetive,
equitable, resifien!, and sustainable region thot increases mobility choices by investing in
a safe and modern transportotion system; that protects and preserves our notural

resources while creating healfthy communities; and that fosters greater opportunities for
all.”

{See attachment labeled DVRPC-refated communkcations: DYRPC's Vision an 2/19/20 website
Hame Page)

The DVRPC should re-examine Its plans to make TTN o “booming airport” ond
re-prioritize the importance of clean water to the region as one of the primary
goals.

7.)Itis uncanscionable that New Jersey politicians, from the local level up through the Federal
level, ignored the attached 9/30/19 leLter from RRTS titled:

RE: IMMINENT PROPOSED EXPANSION OF TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT (TTN):
New Jersay & Pennsylvania residents living in municipalities surrounding TTN,
worry that it will cause irreparable harm to their health, safety & welfare, The

harmis Ilkely to Include, but not be limited to, ireparable damage to the
water supply.
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Chur 9/30/13 letter is @ formal, integral part of this written cumment that we are submitting.
We respectfully request that the NJ Clean Air Councll & Cammissioner McCabe read it in its
entirety, |fitis 3 problem that it is in pdf format, note that Commissioner McCabe received a
hard copy of It via FedEx [signature required).

8. JAttached is our QRAL TESTIMONY given at the 7/30/20 Public Hearing {In Microsoft Word).

9.] FOR RRTS’s USE ONLY, we have also attached a pdf comprised of our written and oral
testimany for the 7/20/20 NJ Clean Air Coundii Public Hearing.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

usan Herran, President
Residents for Regianal Traffic Solutions, Inc.*

“Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, inc. {RRIS) is o non-grofit orgonization founded in August, 2002,

Its purpase Is to e2ngoge (n publc aworeness as to troffic fasues in the Centre) Bucks County nrea, RETS
focuses an tsaues reloted Lo trounsportation, infrostructure and the impoct of transportubion-reloted decisions
e regiovel poputalions, In the cose of Trenton-Mercer Airport, the impacted regional populations are Jn
Murcer County, WO & Bucks County, PA.

Attachments:
-RRTS WRITTEN TESIIMONY cover letter: 7/30/20 NJ Clean Air Council Hearing {in Microsaft Word)
-7/13/20 Philadelphia Inquirer article: PFAS testing planned for 2 counties
-11/12/19 letter fram PA Congressman Fitzpatrick to U.S. DOT
-2/21/20 Buchalter article: Quiet Skies Congressiono! Caucus Gets Brush Off from FAA
-DVRPC-related communrications: 11/17/19 Guest Opinion In THE ADVANCE, 11/4/19 letter fram
DVRPC ta FAA, DVRPC's Vision an 2/13/20 website Home Page
-9/30/13 {etter from Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. {RRTS)
RE: IMMINENT PROPOSED EXPANSION OF TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT (TTN):
New lersey & Pennsylvenia residents living In mun|cipalities surrounding TTN,
worry that It wik cause irreparable harm to their health, safety & welfare. The
harm is likety to indude, but not be limited to, irreparable damage to the water
supply.
-RRTS ORAL TCSTIMONY; 7/30/20 NJ Clean Air Council Hearing {(in Microsaft Ward)
-FOR RRTS USE ONLY: 7/30/20 NI CAC Hearing, written and oral testimony pdf
-VIDEQ titled Trenton Airport Expansion: Your Nelghbors” Concerns (youtube link provided}
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CC: AN individualsgronps will cecelve this via emuil. Those nsterivhed witll alvo receive it it Corttfird W,
Return Heceipt.

FEDERAL LEVEL:

115, Semalor Hob Casey (PA)®

[15. Scnator 'al Inomey | PA)*

Conpressman Brian Fitpatrick (PA)*

U.5. Senawr Bob Mencndez (NI)*

LS, Senator Cory Booker (NJ)*

Congresswoman Bonnic Watson-Coleman ¢12* Cong, District-NJ)*
Copgressman 1'om Malinowski (7° Cong. District-NJ}*
Cangressman Chris Srnith (3¢ Couge. istricl-NJ)*

{imgressican] Quiet Skies Caucus

STATE LEVEL:

Governor Tom Wolf{PA)*

Sccretary Matrick MeDonnell, PA DEP*
Seerelary Lestis Richards, PA DOT*

PA Atomcy Geneeal losh Shupieo®

Senator Steve Saorursiero {PA)®

Stare Representative Perey Warren (PA)*
Governoe Phil Murphy (NJ1*

Conamisssoner Catheripe MceCabe, NJ DLP*
Commissiooer Dhiane Guticrrez-Scaccetts, NY TXT*
Scaator Shidkey Turmer (DIS-NJ)*

Senalor Lindu Geeensicin (D1I4-NI*
Senator Christopler Bateanen (T 6N

COUNTY LEVEL:

Mereer Counry Bxccutive Brian Hughe

Mercer Co. Freeholiees (NJ): Cimino*, Koonrz (chair)*, Cannon®*, Waltar®, Frishy*, Colavit®, Melker®
Bucks County Commissioness (PA): Fllis-Marscglia (chaic)*, Harvee* DiGimoiumo™

MUNICIPAL LEVEL:
Membars of Caunchis’ Committese in Mevcer Cownly (NJ)
East Windsur | wp.: /o president (pecs.)*

twing 'Twp.: c'o president®

Hamilton Fovp.: <o pres®

Rorough ot Hightstown: c'o pres.*

Hopcwall Borougt: ¢/o pres, *

Hupewsll Twp - ¢v'o prey.*

Lawrcnce Twp.! oo pas.Y

Homugh of Penoniogon: o/o pres.*

Princeton: ¢'o peas. *

Robbinsville Twp,: «/o pres.*

City of Treaton: oo pres.®

West Windsor 1wp.: v/o pres *
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Mutdors of Cosncis/ Roards of Supacvisora (PA)

Langhorne Borough Council: wo pres.®

Lower Makefield Twy. Board of Suparvisors (BOS): Grenier®, Weiss (chair®, Towia®, Blundi®, McCartoey®
Middletown Twp. BOS: cvo chair®

Morrisville Barough Councal; cio pres.*

Newtown HBorongh Couneil: ofo pres.®

Newtawn Twp. BOS: Culabro (chair)?, Oxley, Mack, Davis, Fisher

TIpper Makeficid Twp. BOX: oo chair®

Yardley Rorough Council: ¢'o Bria (pres.)*

Falls Twp. BOS: ¢'o chuir®

Sue Simon

Kyle Melander

Rime Wiknsciel

Sharnon Sticker

Dan kagan

Ryan Bevitz

Rusth ¥oster (Dircetor, N) DEP, Office of Permit Coordimasion & Lovironmenial Review)*
Barry Sevinour; Lxscutive Director, DVRPC*

1Y R P Board neernbes

John Ward. DVRPC Depusy Executive Director®

Pty Flkis, DVRPC Dircctor of Planning®

Evap Store: Lxevunye Director. Buvks County Planning Comrission®
Lowaer Makchield Townzhip (LMT) Manager. Kart Ferguson®
LMT Sobawe, David Trueluve?

LMT Trenton-Mescer Airport Revicw Pancl

Bucks Resrtents Tor Responcible Awporl Mansgement (oo Tresident, Holly Bussey)
Treaton Threatened Skies

Marcer Quist Skics

Residents for Regional “Imuffic Solutums, Toc.

William Penn Foundation®

Wither Resourees Association of the Teluoyare River Bagin®
Pannership tor the Delawars Estoary*

Rusnant Caaliien Tor Siler Walec*

Delaware Rives Keepers

Delaw arc/Ratitan Canal Comnnasion

Mennsylyviania Canal Sociely

Cano) Socicty of New Jorscy

Nt Sierra Club

PA Sierca Club

Clean Au Council {Fhiladelphia, PA)

N Andubon Sogety

Bucks County Audubon Socicty

Whitlershixt Tustilnle®
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B, Baseman Written 7@5)‘76?0/)7 72 ) N
&’7/30/.90 NT Llean Airlovner! Aobile. ij_%

INTRODUCTION (FPage. (of 4)

I @ writing t you as a medical doclor and concemed Mercer County resident, 1o outline
the sigaificant risk Lo public heaith that increased and unregulated aviation cmissions have on the
residents of our slais, ‘The convergence of several detrimental factors demund consideration: 1)
the identification of Ultrafine Particulute Matter (LFP, diameter <100 nanometers nm) specilic W
aviation exhausl, 2) significan! contribution of UFDP to perilous and costly health condilions, 3)
inereased flight volume. including overflights, in a background of poor ambient air quality, 4) the
lack of regulation regarding Grevnhouse Gascs {GHG) cmitted from aviation sources. Therc are
numerous other pollutants and issues reluted to aviation cmissions, but 1 will focus on these four
concerns which have heen poorly consider as the Trenton Airport sccks to massively expand
DPCTATIONS.

P E I

Tn 2014, a groundbreaking study using mobile air quality monitors demonstrated that
particulate matter from airplane emissions spread 10 miles outside of the flight path.! This was
nat just for tkeoff and landings, as previously presumed, but for overflights as well,
Specificatly, pollutants measured 4-5 fold at 6 miles downwind and persisted 2-lokl at 10 miley
downwind. The suthors of the stady concluded that air traffic exhaust was the “satne peneral
magnitude as the cntire urban freeway network™ ocgwrring overhead, raming down on residents,
Their findings “indicated that the air quality impact areas of ajor airports may kave heen
seriously undercstimated™ 3

Until recently, studies regarding ‘Iraffic Related Air Poliution (TRAP) and Particulate
Matter (PM 2.5, diameter <2.5 micrometers ( wm}. did not specilically address smaller [lirafine
Purticles (UTFP, diameter < 100 nanormcters nm) or the specific contribution of aviation-origin
craissions.* The highly significant Mov-Up Study, published in December 2019, utilized mobile
uir sensors o speeifically delineate rosd vehicle exhaust from airplare emissions.® The
tescarchers were able to identify a fingerprint of UFP specifically emitted by planes. The Mov-
Up researchers found that the size and velocity with which aviation 17FPs are Hrust from jet
emyanes, allows for much further spread than heavier ground vehicke emissions, which fall 1o the
surface a relasively short distance from roadways. Additonally, U velocity with which UFPs
truyel prevents adherence to other particles, allowing the UFPs to reuch the earth unchanged tn
size. The significance of TIFP's <i00 um size is demonstraied in UEP's ability 1 permcate
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hurmiam tissue barricrs far more efficiently than other PM ; emerging studics correlate UFD with
significant ussue inflammation, injury and risk, as vutlined in the health section below,

Related studies have shown that the size and velocity of aviation-cmitted UF Ps allow for
canecntration indoors.* and the conventrations in homes of aviation-origin UFP and NO2 were
comparahle to or exeeeded rear-road regulatory menitors,” This same report also demonstrated
the inadequacy of stativnary aie quality monitorts to accurately cstimalc residential CXposures,
Stationary air quality monitors are currently utilized in New Jersey.

The exact coniposition of aviation-emitted UFP will be further delineated in the onpoing
Mov-Lip Part 2: “The Characterization of Urhgn Nanoparticles”.* There is concern that ayiation
relatod UFPs contain heavy metals, a5 demonstratod by a swdy cxamining soil conlamination
surrounding Use internationgl airport in Dethi, [ndia.® Of additional concern is the recent repart il
avialion-originated cmission organophosphates in The water, soil and vegelation sumunding
airporty, 19

JAC HE H

As a medical doctor, | am overwhelmed and alareied by mounting environmental
taxicology dats implicating serious harm related to airplane emissions. We have known for a
tong cime aboul the stgnilicant harms o human health of poor ambicnt air quality, Extensive
correlations have bren demonstruied in diverse illnesses, mpacting ull scgments of the
population. Air quality related illnesses inchide cancer,'! asthma and non-smoking COPD, 2
Heart Attacks.'* poor cognition,! Sudden Tnfant Death Syndrome (STDS),!* Neonatal 1CC
admissions and Preterm delivery. 16

Recent data linking TRAP to Pregnancy related complications such as Preeclampsia and
Gestational Hypartension, is particularly alartning given the Matemal Murtality ceisis pecuITing
nationwide 17 A well-desiyned study documented airport delays and taxiing time to an increased
inuilence of hospitalizations for asthma and heart attscks, 1

Duta is now emerging regarding the specific risk of UFP’s. UFPs cause uraguc risk o
health becausc their smalt size allows passage scross tissue bargiers. including the Jilficult 1o
pameate hlood-brain harrier. Recent NiH studics have demonstrated [FP exposure related bruin
tumars,™ asthma, 2 heart attacks, mental health issucs, including toen R visits for anxicty and
suicidal ideation 2! and various pregnancy complications, specifically preterm birth.22 Babijes and



children miy he particularly susceptible because they accurnulate UFPs at higher relutive
concentrations than adults.

Recent COVIN-192 rolated public health wenils, specifically decreased pretenm birth™ and
inereased COVIIM1Y morality for rosidents in arcas of POOT A quality,2® are twn tangible
examples of the real-time consequences of gir quality, Ttis imperative that we guantify the
cmissions pollulant volume and dispessal pattems with regard to public bealth and
cnvironmental injustice,

New Jersey residents” risk [rom aviation-emission toxicity arc compounded because of
out poor ambient air quality, our population density and our location. We are the unfortunate
recipients of massive pass-trough vehicular™ and aviation overflight exhaust. Our Tovation
along the northeast comridor mukes us specificalfy susecptible to exhaust pencrated by residencs
of other slates passing through and flying over en routc to oul of statc destinations.  The burden
of our impact was increased with the FAA™ 2007 tristate metropolitin area ainpace redesign’
which sought o streamline routes into condensed sky highways: “Euach laver includes a finile
pPiece of airspace defined by lower and upper altitude limity and defined geographic
buundaries”. The Redesign, by delineating specific, narrowed lanes of travel, allows for
tnereased yolume and additional Might routes: “ sew depariure gutes ond arrival posts would
permis the development of new routes in the aivspace structure, Lxpanding the boundaries of the
lerminal airspace environment wowld perait less restrictive separation rules to be wsed in g
larger vislume of airspace". The net impact of [he redesign was nol only to increase flight
volume /from New Jerscy, hut also to dramatically increasc overflights 2t The resultant
expansion ol air traflic over the past decade, prior to the COVID-19 panieinic, has contribyicd
t» New Jersey's poor air quality and public heallh issues.

The NY-NJ-PHL Airspace redesign estublished the local framework for the FAAs NextGen
systein, which transitions airspace to satellite-based navigation nationwide.™ The EAA is
unapologetic in their goal of drasticatly increasing flight volume. As James Eck. the Assistant
Administratar for NextGen commentod: “overarching objectives for the fumure reengin the sarnc
— Iaximizing airspace ¢apacity wilth more sophisicated and scamlessly inteprated information
abuut the filure position of sircraft at s given time”. NextGen has alreaily been iruplemented ut
major US alrports, with a phascd approach for nativnwide integrafion by 2025, NeatGen nses
satellite guided positioning to reduee mandatory distances, including vertical distances, between
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planes and to oxpand multiple mnway perations. Thus, alrport aperations can be drastically
increased. While this has been skilifully acoomplished in the name of “aviation safety™ and
efticiency, the FAA’s description of NextGen as "a collaborative: effort between the F44 and the
aviation community™ underscores the fact that the FAA has not considered the safety, health or
air quality of vitizens on the ground, In fact, the FAA'S primer on aviation cmissions, impacts
and mitigation maintaing “Aviation’s contribution to a region’s air cmissions inventory is
gencrally small”*¢ Begesuse aviaton emissions have been hath minimally studicd and minimally
regulated, residonts are being crap-dusted with invisible tarbing cxhaust and dangeraus
pollutants, the healel iropacts of which arc only now being recognized.

CLIMATE

Aviation’s conlribution w groenhouse gases is unregulated. Thus, the alarming speed at
which aviation negatively impacts climate change has aisxa heen nnrecognized.* Although the
EPA ruled in 2016 that "Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Aireraft Cause or Contribute to Air
Pollution That May Reasonably Be Anticipated To Endanger Public Health and Weltare™ no
regulations were proposed.® Only recently have Aciation related GHG Emission Standards for
Alrcruft been propemed

The following assessment it the TI'N Airport Runway Protection Zone Enviruonmental

Asscssment emphasizes the veracity and mapnitude of this issue:

1.4.2 Greenhouse Gas Pollutants: Sinee there are no Jederal or stale standards for

avialion-related GHG, there is no significunt impact (hreshold for GHGa. %4,
The same report includes 5 pages detailing cunstruction vehicle emissions and duration of use
dyring the Runway Prolection Zone obstacle clearance, yot there is no analysis of anticipated
emissions afler completion of RPZ and other related Mastor Plas projcets (hew 4x cunvenl
capacily passenger Lerminal, new corporate terminal, Flightsery terminal, redesigoed taxtways
for increased ¢ficiency and flight vperations). Projected airport operations used in the analysis
ure extreruely underestimated: totul vperations caleulations for 2035% had already bren
surpassed hy 2019.% One would anticipate increased on-ground facitity operattons, inercased
passenger car yolume, and signiticantly increased flight operations after the airport bus reafized
its tmaster plan3? expansion and is working at fisl] capacity. The report distracts from the
continued impact that TTN will have on the local environment and climate change by
extensively reviewing construction equipment duri ng the finite, short-term vbstacle elearmice of
the RI’Z. The long-Lerm, ongoing impact o the finished cumulative thaster plan projects, which

(44,
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promise and threaien to be utilized ul cTeasing capacities for decades to come, remains
unexamined.

1he disregand for air qoality inpacts was demonstrated with the onsct of the coronavitns
pandemic when major commereial airlines flew neatly cmpty 5o as to not losc their proferred
scheduled slots. ™ The FAA promoted Lhis practice, without regard tor the impact on the
eavirowment and withoul promoting coordination and cfficiency between airlines. Thus, airfines
received billions in CARES grant bailout reoncy without any incentives to reduce their
cnvirommental impact.

The complex inferaction between climate and pollulion is a sel-perpetuating and
escalating relationship, As somc in the federal governmenl have taken a pro-industry stance by
withdrawing from the Paris Accord and stripping away the basic tenels of the Clean Air Act, it is
up to poliieians and government agencies at the state fevel Lr continue |o be respomsible. [

appreciate the leadership Governor Murphy has taken with his Climate Bill, Executive Order No.

100. While air trave] will recover over the next decadle, it is imperative that we proceed as
deliberately as possible with regard (o the balance between the benefits of travel and our
CIMUTLTNENL kO preseTving our environment.

Thank you for yow consideration,
Debra Basernun, MD

5 Vun Kirk Raud
Prinecton, NT OR340
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R.R.T.S.

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Newtown, PA 18940

rrtsbuckspa@gmaii.com

New Jersey Clean Alr Council Public Hearing held on luly 30, 2020:
RE: Past, Present, and Future: Air Quality Around Our Ports and Airports

ORAL TESTIMONY SUBMISSION: July 30,2020 # Pages: 2

{am Susan Herman, Presldent of Residents for Reglonal Traffic Selutions, Inc. (a.k.a.
RRTS). P.O. Box 285, Newtown, PA 18940.*

Our comments are zbout Trenton-Mercer Ajrport {a.k.a. TTN). Our organization, alang
with BRRAM {Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management) and Mercer County
-based grassroots groups, has been concerned with the expansion of TTN for aver

20 plus years. TTN expanded "under the radar” throughout the past 20-plus years, by
approving & implementing numerous individual projects, whose whole equaled |arge-
scale expansion. By dividing the expansion into "segments”, TTN has avoided having to
do the Cumulative & Expansive Enviropmental impact Statement {EIS) that would
measure its true negative impacts on all affected Mercer County (NJ) and

Bucks County (PA) municipalities,

Recantly, residents are increasingly alarmed about the large number of projects that
TTN has sought approvals for, without regard to cumulative impact on the
environment, surrounding New Jersey & Pennsylvania communities, and public health.
There are al least twenty-five {25) in-process individual projects Lhal we can list that
have either been approved, are in the process of seeking approval, or are planned in the
near future as “unrelated” or “independent” improvements.

*Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. (RRTS) Is a non-profit organization founded in
August, 2001. Its purpose is to engage in public awareness as ta traffic issues in the Central
Bucks County area. RRTS focuses on Issues related to transportation, Infrastructure and the
impact aof transportation-related decisians on regional papulations. In the case of Trenton-
Mercer Aimort, the impacted regional populations are In Mercer County, New Jersey and Bucks
County, Pennsylvania.
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140



All of these segmented, individually- considered projects are outlined and proven to be
related & interdepandent In the Master Plan of 2018, The Mercer County Website
describes the Master Plan as such: "the Airport Master Plan Is essentially o facility
pianning study that sets forth a conceptual framework for possible future airport
development”. The Airport Layout Plan {ALP), part of the Master Plan, clearly identifles
a proposed terminal expansion, the runway protection zone, and development of Parcel
A of the Naval Air Warfare Center where there are known PFOS, VOC's, mercury and
other contaminants.

The residents who have been, and will cantinue Lo be, hardest hit by the airport's
success in skirting around deing a Cumulative & [xpansive EIS [of all affected New Jersey
and Pennsylvania municipalities], are those residing in Ewing Township and the City of
Tranton. In Dr. Nicky Sheats’ earlier presentation, he described the vulnerability of
communities such as these and our obligation to study cumulative impacts and praclice
Environmental Justice & Social Justice.

It is unconscionable that New Jersey politicians - from the local up through the Federal
leve! - ignared RRTS's September 30, 2019 letter which stated that residents are worried
that the continued reckless, unchecked expansion of TTN will cause Irreparable harm to
our health, safety and welfare. The harm will Include, but not be limited to, potential
PFOS contaminalion of our water supply.®

Today, presenters have talked about the health impacts of air pollution around our
ports and airports. Researchers are equating unregulated airplane exhaust to an urban
freeway network & are warning that the air guality impacts have been serlously
underestimated. PFOS contamination of drinking water Is linked to harming children’s
neurclogica! develupment, kldney cancer, and testicular cancer. The health impacts of
the corenavirus - combined with those caused by air pollution and contaminated
drinking water - will be devastating.

We implore the New Jersey Clean Air Council to vigorously oppose the expansion plans
of the Trentan-Mercer Airport {including all individually-cansidered projects) that will
potentially increase air and water pollution In New lersey and Pennsylvania.

* RRTS's September 30, 2019 letter will be included in our written testimony, 2long with a
written version of this oral testimony. The sublect of aur September 30, 2019 letter is

RE: IMMINENT PROPOSED EXPANSION OF TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT {TTN): New Jersey &
Pennsylvatia residents living in municipalities surrounding TTN, worry that it will cause
Irreparable harm to their health, safety & wetfare. The harm [s likely to incdlude, but not be
limited to, irreparable damage to the water supply.

epy TS T MO :
ﬁcf &{egmﬁa}*&uﬂﬂf 7/%0/,93 Heaor /fﬁ’ : page 4 af 2
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Township of Lower Makeficid
e e — e

BOARD OF SU=E 55

Fresin o Whizs, Shied

LaAnke B Grenizs, e 2
azmzs Molarleey. Szormlany
Tizanks 3 Bundi. Traaseags
Joi B g demprvicae

Augnat [0, 200

PA Dcoartvent of Envirciuments] Protecrion

R Public comument for the 2020 Pennsylvania Fnicgrated Waler Cruality
Momrnring and Assessment Report

The Lower Makeficld Township Board of Supervisors would like to bring ro the
srention of he PA DEP our community’s water polltion concerns for the Delaware
River regarding $177M ol planned development projects at the Trenton-Mereer Airport
i New Jersey. The projects arc aimed at 4] ymificantly expanding wr traffic capacity at
the airpost and they have nol heen given un adoquate environmental review regarding
grwmd water ran-off, additional contaminants introduced through zispod operations snd
gir pellation, and (he impact of construction profects on knowo locetions of FROS/EFOA
vomaminants. The details e presented in this letler dated Noversher 12, 2419 from
Camgressman Brign Fitzpatrick to the Secretary of LS Department of Transportaion,
Claane L. Chao. One of the key problems is thal the FAA and Mipor suthoiics assar
that all of these projeris ate disconnested and they do Dot recegnize the cumulative
:mpact tha: these projects will have on the loca] sommunity in terms of noize quality of
Tifz and air end water pollution, We request that you wscertain what mipact the TTW
Alrport Master plan projects wiil have on the safety and guality o drinking water for
FA residents. Wealso nsk thyt the A DFP cogage wilk the M) DEP regarding their
axsesiments and that you regoest NI BEP prepare a fisl] smvironmental frnpact statermenl
lor the coliection of planned projects.

Very ruly vours,

LOWER MAKEFIELD TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

)}' f s
—At'—]g_'//." bt R
Fradnce K Weiss, Chair
()
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s House of Bepresentatiues
ddashingion, TE 20545

Movesnber 12, 2010

Elaine [.. {"haa

L5, Department of Tronsporation
1200 New Tersey Ave ST
Washinglon, DC 20590

Dagt Secrelary Chan,

L writing foday i response to the Teuer T recaived from the Federal Avigtion Administrarion
dated August & 2019 regurdine ‘Lreswon-Mereer Adrpor (TN In the tefter, Acting
Adbmimistracor Decigl ¥, Elwell indicared that the TAA has reviewed the projecoss al TTH and
Belies os that the aipor has not eaeared in gepmentstion and has properly cvaluatel comulative
impects. A gtated in iy Jotter addressed to the 1.5, Department of Transportation dated May o,
2015, T eontinne 1o e congemed thal TTM haz chuosen to soanent Heese projocs o ralues the
level ul enviranmental stady required. Additicnally, 1am grestly concermed that the TT has
avetloaked potential existing prowund water contaminggion while congduetine ther FEnvirommental
Assessment (EA). Therefore, [ am reguesting that the FAA review the mechanisms used by TEN
L complete thelr Tovirornental Assessment to ensure that all erviemumnental itnpagis, neluding
threets 0 the safely of ground and dnnking water, he cvaluated.

The TAA, following the NEPA process, issied o FONSIROD for the TTN Runway Peotection
Zone and Ohstreclion Mitigation projeet afler evialuabing the Tnvironmenlal 4sscssment The
TTH EA indicaley that the proposed project will result in the cledring ol 2.3 acres of teees within
1R} foer of womtsminated groundwatcr associutod with the Nawal Alr Warlare Comter (&S
Campanies Environmental Assessment for Rumway Protection Zones and Obstruction Mit wation
rage 3-24, July 219). Although several contaminustes ave listed in the EA, lhere is no mention
of the prosence of PFOSPFOA. However, according to a 2014 Cmigressional Brief by Maureon
Sullvean, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Tlefense, the Dol) momitared groundwaler wells arund
the Maval Alr Wartive Center Trenlon and found that the majority tested mear ahove the EPA
LUA for PEOSFOA, OF the 38 wells tested, 23 osked sbove the BFA LA with readicgs inthe
targe ol 178 - 27 RN PPT, (FY 18 HASC on PFOS-PEOA, pape 3} Considecng the proximity
ab the wells o TN, and how quickly PFOS/ITOA contaminations bisaceumulnte, it iz likety
that the contaminates have spread o neighboring wells and around wazer. Given lhe health rishs
agseciated with PFORPFOA exposure, it is eoifical that the enviromwmenta] 1ssessment SO Ay

peoject at TTM tyke these rigks it account.
()
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ILis my nnderslunding that the spirit of the NEPA process 13 10 ensure that project impacts are
reviewad in thein tlalite o ensure tha Proper enviroktienial protections are maintained, | share
the cimcern of iy constitueots that the TTH master plan and B project impacl slixdics are not
i keeping wilh the spirit of NEPA, | urge the TTN manageatent, their consuliants and the TAA
tev comsrder eumilative impagts of uot only vonnected actions st the awrpoTt peeperly, bar alse
thuse off-ainpori factors that may impuct the surrorling communitics.

| apremate youe alicntion o this mater and Jook forwrard to hearing from vou.

Singerely,
" I - -
‘Z b f ‘H.u" H i
jfm-—-_'--? /? .
Brigh Fitzpairick

Meamber of Congress
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11 August 2020

TO: Pennaylvania Deparimant of Envirenmaental Protection (PA DER)
RE: 2020 Water Quality Monitaring and Assassment Report-PUELIC COMMENT

In re=ponse to the Wler Ouality Moniiuring and Azscasman] Repod, the Bucks Residents for
Responsisle Airpart Management (BRRAMP* would like bo commen! on this essessmen:

The public has been mads aware of dangemus chemicals contaminaling the water SUpply
argund the Willow: Grove Maval Air hase. FFAS, are now making headlines in Bucks as studies
ard being done 1o determine the impact on our health. BFAS in your blaod stays farever and
gvan minute amounts impact kealth, ineludirg incressed cancer risk, infertility, and issues
surrounding grewth end leaming in childran. In a recent Philadelphia Inguirer articla [clck hesra),
tis issue iz explaingd.

The ['A DEP shauld be awaro thal PFAS has bean found in the sail at Trenton Mercer Ajrport
(TTN}n Ewing, Mew Jersey—less flan 4 rmiles from the Dalaware River, This Aimportis
sdjacent ko sunounding wetlands and then the Delaware River - a majur water supply in:ake,

BRREAM has begun circulaling & pettion. Within the 7 days, we've receivad over 250 signatures
gx¥pressing corcern about the itpact TTH will have on our water quality. The signatures
acoymulato daily:

Wheraas,

the Pennsylvania Department of Enviranmantal Protection 2020 Water Quality Monitoring and
Assessment Repart highlights the importance of clean water to Panrsylvania citizens zlong with
It extensive restoration efforts and seeks public commaent by Mg 11, 2020,

the farmer Naval Alr Warfare Conter site in West Trenten, NJ is knowr: te have groundwater
polluted with PFAS {poly and perflunroalkyl substances) and ather toxic chemicals,

lhe expansion plans of the Trenton Mercer airport (TTN) will increase the water runcff through
the formar Naval Air Warfare Center site and inta the Delaware River, which 15 the drinking
water supply for thousands of Bucks County {PA) and Mercer County [MI] residents,

proactively avoiding dangerous water poliutian is in the best interests of the haalth,
environment and community of Buchs County (PA] and Mercer Caunty [N} citizens;

And Whearaas,
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The Trentan Mercer Alrport conkinues to move forward with plans to expand the airport
substantially with ne regard for the water, air, wildlife, other crvirenment i pacts or its
citizens in the surrounding regian:

the undersigned concerned citizens hereby request ond petition that

the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Pretection should vigorausly oppose the
£xpansion plans of the Trentan Mercer Alrport [TTH) Uhat will potentially increase water
pollution in Lhe state

the Defaware Valley Regional Planning Copmission [DYRPC) should re-examine its plans and re-
priaritize the importance of elean water to the region as a one of the primary goals

the Trenton Mercer Airport should canduct 3 full and

comprehchsive Fnvironmental Impact S$talement (E13) o assess the curnulative effect of its
expansion aver Lthe last twenty years and its future expansion plans, particularly considering he
impact of PFAS pollutants on the Detaware River diin king water supply

the Mercer County (MJ) Board of Freeholders should immedealely halt ALL expansion plans for
the Trenton-Mercer Airport until a cumulative Environmental Im pact Hatement Is completed
Lhat truly measuras the negative impacts ta all affected Pennsylvania and Mew Je regy
municipalilies, with a full public rovies

clected officials at every level of local and state government in Pennsylvania should vigorously

use all means at their disposal demand that Mercer County [N]) officials halt the airport
BXpANSIon.

W Lrge the PA DEP to oppose the current proposed unchecksd expansian plans of the
Tranton Merser Airpast (TTN), outlined in fne Master Plar 2018 without propor stiudies {FI15)

These expansion pians will result in toxic air & water pofiution that will cause Irreparable
frgrm to affectod residents Bucks Caunty, PA.

I haink you for your kind attention.
Sincerely,

Holly ] Bussey, President

**Bucks Residents for Responsible Alrport Management (BRRAM ix o non-profit volunteer arganization
romprised of over 1,000 concerned citizens, BRAAM works with olher organizefions in hath
Fennspivania and New fersey. as an advocote far our residents, to help demand accoumtability from
FiN and thot Til be o0 “good neighbor”™ respecting the emvironmento! heolth, safety ond wael-being of

afl itz nelighbors.
d‘“ ~
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R.R.T.S.

Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 285
Nawtown, PA 180840

rrisbuckspad@amail.com

Pennsylvania Department of Emdranmental Protection {PA DEP]:
2020 Water Quality Monltoring and Assessment Report

WRITTEN COMMENT SUBMISSION (via email)

Aug. 10, 2020 # Fages: 11-page cover letter

# Attachmenmts: &

BEFORE IT IS TGO LATE: QUR “ASKS™ OF THE PA DEP

1.} We imptore the PA DEP to vigorously & formally oppose all cucrent and proposed expansiorn
plans of Trenton-Mercer Airpart {TTN}, including the Master Plan of 2018 that calls for:

« _ building a Passenger Terminal that is five {5) times the size of the current te rrninial

+ ..the Runway Protection Zone & Obstructian Mitigation Praject

s twenty-five [25) individually-considered, segmented-gut projects

These expansion plans will result in toxic oir & water pollution that will couse ireparable
horm to affected residents in Mercer County, NI and Bucks County, PA.

TTH continues ta recklessiy move forward with plans te expand the airport 5U bstantially, with
no regard Tor the water, air, wildlife, other environment impacts an its citizens in the
surraunding region. The former Naval Air Warfare Center in West Trenton, N {NAWC) is known
to have groundwater polluted with PRAS® and other toxle chemicals. TTN's expansion plans will
increase the water run-off through the former NAWC site and into the Delaware River, which is
the drinklng water supply for thousands of Mercer Co. [MJ) and Bucks County [PA} citizens.
PEAS contamination of drinking water is linked to harming children’s neurmlapglcal
development, kidney cancer and testicular cancer.

* BFAS. per-nd podyfuoroalkyl sukstaneas — are o closs nf man-made chemnical rompaunds used in progducig
progects such 0% ron-tick cookwiare srlings, fire retardant fursiture, ond foam weed W firefighting. PROA, once
wsed to make Tofton, and PFOS, once ased in Scotchgord, @ omong fhe most widely knowrn, et there are
Bunitreds mora stifl being wsed i mdnufoctueieg.

Page 1of 11

147



2.)w'e also implore the PA DEP to develop an actionable response to meaninghully address the
tovie air & water patiution that ALREADY EXISTS TODAY, TTH has giregdy experienced large-
scale expansion over the past 20 years, while skirting around having to do a Lum ukative &
Expansive Environmeantal Impact Statement {EIS} to measure the curmnulative Impacts on
affected Mercer and Bucks County munlcipalities. The alrport aveided having to do the EIS by
breaking expansion into smaller projects, so that they were onky subjected to narrow, isolated
Ervironmental Accessments (EAs). This is segmentation, this 5 disingenuous, and this oirendy
threatens the health, safety & welfare of affected Ni and PA citlzens,

SUMMARY

Residents in Mercer County (M) & Bucks County (PA) ask you te vigorously & formally eppose
TTN's current & proposed expansion plans becouse...

1.] ..the airport’s continued reckless, unchecked expansion wili harm them & their families, a5
explained in the VIDLO at below link:

https:/ fwoww youtube corm fwatchtv=ZHUTm 1R2vwwwEfeature syoutl.be

2.).. Health

+  Alrport plans will change storen drainage; there Is known PFAS & other toxic chemical
cantamination of groundwater an airport property & the NAWC site, which could make
TTH the next Fling, Michigan. PFAS contamination of drinking water s linked with
harming children’s neurclogical development, kidney cancer and testicular cancer. [Sse
attached Philadelphia Inquirer article fitled PEAS testing planaed for 2 counties: Adults and
children [rewm Bucks and fontco ere belng sought far e notiehal study on the chermices, )

s U5, Senators Bob Menender (M) B Bob Casey [PA) are amongst 159 senators who want
the U.S. povernment to find out if exposure to PFAS chemicals can make people more
vulnerable to coronavirus.

« Tha particles in airplane exhaust are dircctly tied to heart disease and asthma, The
dangerous, invisible, micrescopic oxhaust particles travel up to ten {10} miles outside
the flight path. Even if residents cannot see the planes, they are al risk.

# Eat Locally? Thousands of residents depend on fresh froits, vegetablies & meats grown in
Lawrence & Hopewell Townships. Heavy metals & organic compounds in alrplane
exhaust put our food at risk of centamination,

s Therc is a wealth of data abaut the negative impact of noise on learning, which is
compounded by both vibration and by exhaust, as well as neise on hearing loss,
particularly in children.

Page Fod 51
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Environment

Researchers are equating unregulated airplane exhaust to an urban freeway netwaork 2
are warning that the air quallty Impaces have bedn seniously underestimated.

»  Toxic emissions from planes fiying below 900 feet endanger joggers, cyclists, and wildiife

at Mercer Meadows Park & the Pole Farm Bird Sanctuary,

Mercer & Hucks County residents are already subject to a record numiber of overflights
& vehicular through-traffics local airport expansion will further degrade our poor air
guality. [Mercer County {MIYis rated “F* in Air Guality by the American Lung Association. ]
The long term affects of ongoing, increased emissions in close proximity to residential
arcas and watershed tributaries cannot be ignored,

Financial

Home values are estimated to decrease Up ko 30% near an airport.

Mercer County has invested 755% in the airport over the last 20 years. What financial
bensfit has accrued and for 1s Flowing to the county and its eitizens?

Irresponsible Government

Fast & current expanslon has been divided into smaller projects (o avedd deing a
Comprehensive & Expansive Environmental Impact Statement {EIS} that measures the
comulobive irmpacts on ALL affected M and PA municipalities.

The residents who hayve been, and wil continue to be, hardest hit by the airport's
success in skirting around doing the E13, are those residing in Ewing Township {MJ) and
the City of Trenton {N1). Environmental Justice & Sodial Justice are not belng practiced.
There has been [a] a history of blatant disregard for authentically including the public in
tha decision-making process for airport projects, () an uncgnscionable lack of
transparency and (c} an intentional neglect on the part of New lersey politicians & the
airport to do whatewer it takes to protect the health, safety & welfare of affected M and
PA citizens.

Annual flight velume through earfy 2012 has already exceeded the 2035 flight estimates
presented to the community by 17,7328 take-offflandings, 16 YEARS EARLY & PRIOR TO
TERMIMNAL EXPANSION

mMercer County Freeholders just autharized a 554,000 contract to market the airport in
the middie of a pandemic, when the future demand for alr travel s completely
uncertain and many airlines may go out of business

During the unprecedented pandertic with unemployment and decreased tax revenues,
why are much-needed county & being spent on the airport?

Page 3 of 11

149



BACKGROUND

1.) RRTS, along with BRRAM {Bucks Residents for Responsible Airporl Management] and Mereer
County - based grassroots groups, has becn concermed with the expansion of TTN for over 20
years. TTN expanded “under the radar” lhroughout the past 20 years, by approving and
imiplementing numerous individual projects, whise whole equaled large-scale expansion. By
dividing the expansion into segments, TIN has avoided having to do the Cumulative &
Fxpansive Environmental Impact Statement {EIS] that would measure it cumulative impacts on
aLL sffected Mercer County, NJ 8 Bucks County, PA municipakities.

2.)Recently, residents are alarmed by the arge nu mber of projects that TTN has saught
appravals for, without regard to cumulative impact on the environment, surrounding M) 8 PA
communities, shd public heallh. There are at least twenty-five (25} in-process individual
projects that we can list that have either been approved, are in the process of seeking ap proval,
or are planned in the near future as “unrelated” or “independent” improvemenls.

Al of these segmented, Individually- considered projects are outlined and proven to be reloted
& interdependent in the Master Plan of 2013. The Mercer County Website describes the
Master Plan as such; “the Airport Master Plan s essentiafly ¢ focility planning study that sets
forth a conceptuo! framewark for pessitile future ofrport development”. The Airport Layout
Plan {ALP}, part of the Master Plan, clearly identifies a proposed terminal expansion, the
Runway Protection Zene & Chstruction Mitigation Project {RPZ Praject), and development of
Pareal & of the Naval Air Warfare Center [NAWC) where there are known PFOS, VOCs, mercury,
and other contaminants.

The danger of cansidering these projects separately was demonstrated at the Mercer County
Eresholder Board Webex meeting o 4/23/20 when the development of Parcel A of the NAWC
was discussed. Airport attornoy, Mr. Markind, referred to the remediation harrier o Parcel A
a3 belng “in total disrepalir” soveral times. There are known PROS, VOCs, mercury and other
contaminants an Parcel A and the adiacent Parcel B. Both groundwater and surface water
contamination have been reported, While Parcel B continues to be managed by the Nawy, it
appears that Parcel A i3 going to be cleaned up privately as part of the Flightserv lease
agreement. It was not clear, and the Freeholders did not seem to krnow, whio was overieaing &
rezponsible tar the project.

Residents are concermed that the Parcel A FONSI indicates that there is "no impact, due to no
changes in storm water run-off”™, ignoring the fact that the adjacent, massive RPZ Project
changes are anticipated to affect storm run off by nearly 1.5 milllon (1, S00,000) gallons/year,
a5 estimated by the Watershed Institute during the public comments portion of the
environmental Assessmeant for the RPZ Project [pg. P-200-?02}. This estimate refates only to
RPZ Project —associated changes 1o landscape, and did not account fer climale-change related
increases in precipitatlen or the additional massive airport build-out, as d escribed above.

Page 1of 11
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' rmakes sense that the Parcel A remedlation barrier should be repaired. 1t also makes sense
that its ability to withstand both RPZ Project - caused and dimate-related increases b storm
drainage, be addressed well in advance of any RPZ Project structure remaoval. This s but one
example of why these projects MUST be considered together.

3.\The attached 11/12/19 letter from PA Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick to the U.5. Deparlment
af Transportation RE: the RPZ Project states,

~ 1 continue to be concerned that TTN has chogen ta segment these projecls to reduce the
level of environmental study required. Additionally, | am greatly concerned that 7TV hos
overloaked potentiaf existing groundwoler ContEmination while conducting therr
Ervironmental Assessment {EA}. Therefore, | am requesting thot the FAA review the
mechanisms used by TTN to complete their Enviropmental Assessmenl (o ensure thot olf
environmental impocts, including threats to the sofety of ground ond drinking water be
evpluated. . Although several contaminates are fisted in the £A, there [s no mention of the
presence of PROS/PFOA. However, according to o 2018 Congressional Brief by Moureen
Sulfivan, Deputy Assistant Secretory of Defense, the DoD monitored groundwater wells
around the Naval Air Warfare Center Trenton and found thot the majority tested newr abave
the ERA LHA far PFOS/ PFOA.. Given the health risks associgted with PEOS/PROA exposure, It
is critico! thet the environmental gssessment for ony project ot TTN take these risks irto
account...”

RATS has provided the Mercer County Fresholdars with this letter several times during Public
Camiment at their meetings. Despite Congressman Fitzpatrick's repeated communications
regarding his concern that segmentation has occurred (and that there has not been appropriate
anvironmental scruting of TTN's cumulative impacts), it is the Federal Aviation Administration
[FAs) who routinely responds that segmentation hus not occumred.  The problem s that the
FAA is |ike the fox puarding the hen house. The agency has demonstrated that itis driven by a
self-interested agenda that DOES NOT include protecting the safety & welfare of citizens, {Sec
attached 2/21/20 Buchalter article titled Quiat Skies Congressional Cowcus Gets Brush Off (rom FAA.)

4.} The Mercer County Freeholders maintain that the RPZ Project it motivated purely by safoly
concerns and will not change airport operations, This is bogys ond disingenuoys. Aviation
Professionals have advised that [T COES NOTHING to change the safety margin, WHAT T DOES
is enable more operations and better fleet mixes.

Page Sof 1l
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In Mercer County's own TA, in Chapter 4, it states,

“The existing runway length Reeds te be maintained of it will result in a loss of operotions
andyor operational restriclions for the Airbus 320/320neo and the Gulf stream IV/V during wet
gred sligpery rumaay condibons. ™

We experience wet and slippery conditions right now — should those planes be pperating from
this airport now? If the Mercer Co. Freehalders truly thought that this project was pureby for
safety concerns (which they leamed about in March 2015], they would be curtailing those
operations right now. It is blatantly obvious that a key purpose for this project is to effectively
lengthen the runway so that TTN can have the big jets safely fly In all conditions, move lower
flying & heavily laden planes, and significantly increase alrport operations.

5 }hiore than eighteen {18) months ago, TTN promised that there would be a Public Meeting
held in Bueks County, PA for New lersey & Pennsylvania residents to review the EA and the
status of the multiple current & plannad projects associated with the Master Plan of 2018,
fecently, BREAM farmally gave public comment at a Mercer County Freehalder meeting to
request that the meeting be held. BRRAM also sent a formal letter to Frecholder Chairman,
Andrew Koontz, requesting same. Below is the 8/3/20 email response that BRRAM received
from Chairman Koeontz & Mercer Co. Adminlstrator Lillian Nazzaro:

“We [orwarded vour communication to the County Administrator, Please see their response
below.

LAURENTI, Mana
Conffdential Afde to Freeholder Andrew Kootz

Frown: Woazzaro L Lillian, Esq. <fnos2oro@ mearcercoumty. arg>

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:28 AM

Tor Kaontz, Angrew caknantzEmeroers ound y.orgs

Subject: RE: Mercer Freehalders Public Comment tuly 16 follow up - Request for Virtuol Meeting
an Trent Mercar Airport

Chairman,

Ay previously discursed i Frecholder meetings, a public meeting will take place in
Peunsplvanic ax soon as the B4 s approved by the FAA. The County has every inlention
af gatng frward with the public meeting and residents of Pennsvbaaia wit e advised
qocordingly. Finolly, the mecting will most fikely Be g Tele Town hall meeting,

Thonk vou,

Lilfian L. Nezzare, Esq.
Merper County Adwinisirator™

Page 6af 11
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This Is unacceptable. It ignores the concerns of PA citizens and is not
acting in good faith,

6.JAt the 10,/24/19 meeting of the Delaware Valley Reglonal Planning Commission (DVRPC}
Board, RRTS gave public comment expressing the serious COTCRMS that affected New lersey &
Pennsylvania residants have with the continued, unchecked expansion of TTN, The 11/17/19
UEST OPINION that appeared in the lecal paper, THE ADVANCE OF BLICKS COLNTY,
summarized aur public comment. (See Guest Opinion titled AN open fetter bo the OVRPC on Trentorn-
Mercer Airport In the attachment labeled CVRPC-relatad communications.)

In the 1174719 letter from Barry Seymour, DVRPC Executive Director, 10 Jennifer Solomon of the
FAA {Sea 11/4/1% letter in attachrment labeled DVRPC-related communications), [t states,

= As TTN continues to odvance their improvement plans for the facility, residents of both
Mercer County, Wi and nelghboring Bucks County, PA hoave expressed concerns about
patentiof environmental and soclal impacts created by any changes in Facility operations,
We strangly support the continued examinalion and consideration of these impacts urd
potential mitigation strategies, in gooondance with the FAA guidefines...”

The DWRPC it disingenuous in its expression of concern fer the health, safety & welfare af N
and PA residents.  The following disturbing quotes are from the DVRFC's July 2014
publication Htled 2040 Regiona! Alrpoit System Plan {RASP] that calls for expanding TTN far
beyand an appropriate-sized local airport:

Dn page 32, there's a section titled "Trenton-Mercer [TTH), New lersey™ and the first
sentence of the secand paragraph states, “The airport is marketing ftself os an
alternative to PHL [Philadelphia Internotional Airport] and EWR [Newark's Liberty
Iaterngtional Airport], offering less hossle®.

Page 1 ic the “Executive Summary” which states this half way down the page,
“Therefare, the objectives for the 2040 RASP rook these factors into gccownt, and the
following priorities were ogreed upan by the RASF subcommittes: 1. Expand cOmmercial
air service capacity within the region...J. Sustain and imprave infrostruclure to afiroct
more users... This report is being prepared with the support of the Federal Aviation
Administrotion (FAA) .7

Paga 3 states this in the first paragraph, * ‘Avigtion’ te most peopie in the reglon will
likely be associated with Philodelphia international Airport (PHL), Lhe 11* busiest oirport
ire the world fin terms of gircraft operations), but the Delaware Valley is also served by
two other commercial service ofrports, Trenton-Mercer {TTN) ond Wilmington (iLG).."

Prge Tof L1
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Page 4 is "Figure 1: Regional Airport System Map®. TTH has the same lcan as
Philadelphia Imemational Airport {PHL) and Wilmingtan (ILG].

Halfway down page 5 iL states, “One specific econamic oid for the region comes wath the
availehility of U.S. Custams and Border Protection facilities ol the region’s pirparts. All
three commerclal service airpurls — PHL, TTN, ond ILG- have these faciifties.”

On page 7, it states this in the third paragraph, “Cemmercial service 0irports serve
seheduled service oifines, corporate aviation, and in the cose of LG and TTN, some
il oy operotions.”™

ke OWRPC's plan te expand TTN into a “bobming airport” {as reterenced on page 43 ai DVRPC's
2054 publication titled fresilienca]], Is Inconsistent with [ts stated vision on its website Home Page
on 219720 which stated,

"The Delowtre Valley Regional Planning Commuission is the federafly desfgnated
Tetrapolitan Planning Orgonizotion for a diverse nine-county region in twe states
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and Philodeiphia in Pennsylvania; ard
Budingtan, Comden, Gloocester, ond Mercer in New Jersey.

DVRPC's vislon for the Gregier Philadelphia Region is o prosperous, innovalive,
equitoble, resilient, ved sustainable region that Increases mobility choices by investing in
a sefe ond modern trensportation sysiem; that protects and preserves our natural
respurces while ereating healthy communities; and that fosters greater opportunities for
ail.™

[See attachment labeled DVRPC-related communications: DYRPC's Vision on 2/15/24 website
Home Page)

The DVRPC should re-examine its plans ta make TTN a “kaoming oirport” and
re-prioritize the importance of dean water to the region as one of the primary
goals,

7.)11 is uncenscionable that New lersey politicians, from the local level up through the Federal
level, ignored the attached 9730419 letter from RRTS titied:

RE: IMMINENT PROPDSED EXPANSION OF TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT (TTN):
New Jersey & Pennsylvania residents fiving in municipalities surrounding TTN,
worry that it will cause irreparable harm to their health, safety & weifare. The
harm is likely to include, but not be fimited to, irreparable damage to the
water supply.

Page & of 11
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Our 9730419 letter is a formal, Integral part: of this written comment that we are submitting.
We respectfully request that Secretary MeDonnell read it in its entirety, If it Is a prablem that it
is in pdf format, note that Secretary McDonnell received a hard copy of it vla FedEx {signatura
required].

Thank you for the oppartunity to comment.

—————

Susan Herran, President
fesidents for Regional Traffic Solutions, [nc.*

*Residents far Regional Tralfic Sulutions, inc. (ARTS] is o ron-praflt srgoenlzation founded in Avgust, 2001 1t
purpase [s o engage in pulic owareness o to traffic issues in the Central Bucks Courrty aren, RRTS focuses
an izswey reloted to tronsportation, infrestricture and the impact of transportotion-redeted decisions o
reqinnn! pupoletions. In the cmse of Trenten Mercer Arport, the impected reginmael populations are in
fdrrer Coundy, W8 Beucks Sownty, PA

Attachments:
-RATS Writken Comment letter: PA DEP 2020 Water Quality Repart
-7/13/20 Fhiladelphia Inguirer article: PRAS texting plonned far § counties
-11/12/14 letter from PA Congressman Fitzpatrick to LS. DOT
22721720 Buchalter article: Quiet Skies Congressiphdl Coyeus Gets Grush Off from FAA
-DVRPC-related cammunlcations: 11/17/13 SGuest Opinion in THE ADYANCE, 11/4/1% letter Trorm
OVRPC to FAA, UVRPL's Vision an 2719720 webslte Home Pages
-A£30/19 lelter from Residents for Regicnal Traffic Solutkons, [nc. {RATE]
RE: IMMINENT PROPOSED EXPANSION OF TRENTON-MERCER AIRPORT {TTN}):
Maw Jarsay B Pannsylvania retidents luing n munidpalities surrourding TTH,
worry that it will cause [rreparable harm to their heaith, safety & welfare, The
harm is likely ta inchude, but net ba limited to, ireparable damage to the watar
supply.
AfIDES titled Trenton Airport Expansion: Your Neightars" Concerns (youtube Hnk provided)

CC oAl individealeyrvaps will raceive this vie email,. Thuse asterisked will ultn recelve i via Certified Mair,
Retnrrr Receipl.

PEDERAL LEVEL:
115, Seaator Bob Creey (P4 )%
1LY, Semator Pat Toomew (P4
Coopressmen Boun Fiapaimek (PA*
1.5, Senak Bobt Mencrdez (MI*
115, Serncor Cory Bovker (1))=
Cimpresswonn Buaiie Watssn-Colemsan {12% Congr. Dasioe-M )=
Congressman Toem Modmowsks (T Chobg, Distric-MI*
Congressiman Cheis Smith (4” Cong. District-MIp*
Page 9 of 11

155



Cougressional Cuiel $kie. Cawu

ATATE LEVEL:

CioveemoTr Tom Wl (PAR

Seceetary Farrick MeDannell, FA DEP*
Secrotary Leslie Richands, PA 1P

A Mtloamey Dlaicra] Tosh Shapinn®

Sonator Stove Santacsiens (PAY

State Bepresentative Perry Wamen (MAYF
Cigwernos Fhil Murply (818
Commissiooer Cutherine MoCabe, KT IRPT
Canrmassacrnsr Thane GaticmeZ-Scaceeti. W) DT+
Senator Shirley Turner {IF15-I)

Semibinr Linsks Geensteon (B 14-4T)*
Senntor Chriziogher Bulemmem {1 6P

COUMNTY LEVEL!

Mercer County Lsecuitve Pnan Hoghes*

hderccr Co. Frecholders (MY Cimdno®, Koonts (chuir)®, Cannon®, Walter®, Frishy*. Colavia®, Melker*
Backs County Cgmmnisigners (08 Blls-bd arscplia {chair)*. Haryje* siimolimo®

MUNICIFAL LEVEL:

Mamibers of Counchs’ Commifiees in Mercer Goamly [N
East Windsor Twp.r o' presiden) (pres. )™
Fowimg, Tewp.! con prezident*

Hamilten "Tap ; eio pres®

RHuwmegl of Hightstown: coo pres.*
Hopewetl Bomoughs cie pres®

Hopowell Tem.: oo pres.®

Linerence Twp.: i pres.”

Boroueh of Pronmprton: o pres ®
Minccton: oo pecs.*

Eobbinsviile Twp, oo pres.®

City of Trenton: o'o pees.*

Wl Winclaow Tap. wie pres.

Membere of Ceonciis' Bosrds of Bapervisers [FPAN

L anphame Berouph Council: oo pres.*

Lowicr WMakefield Twp. Baard of Supervieor (BOS): Goenier®, Weise (eheir )™, Lewiz*, Binmii*, MeCotnes*
Middletoram 'Twp. BOS: oo chair?

Murn-aalie H-:_m1|:|p_.|'| {lpiancal: ces l'ln_"x.*

MNeonowm Barourh Connedl oo pros *

Wewlran Twp. BOS: Cakaben (chairt®, Ozley, Mack, Davia, Fisher

Lppec Mauketield Twp, BLYS: ofo chuir®

Yarkley Bomuogh Council: con Heia (pres.)*

Flis Twp, WS oo char™

Ly Seymisur; Executive Direclor, DYRIC*

DV RPC Board memhars

Lvin Stone; Execsiive [hirscior, Bucks Couoly Thaening Consmissme®
Leoarer Makeficld Tosmahip {EhAT) Mopaper, Kurl Ferpruson®

LMT Soliciter, David Louelove®

TMT Tresmtrm-kercer Airpoet Rovizer Fancl

Pags 10 of 11
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Ducks Keaidens for Responsible Adport bonapement (cie President, Holiy Bussey)
Loenben Lhreatesed Skies

Bioroer Quict Sides

Beaidents for Begiodal TeatTic Salutjiogs, nc.
Delzmare Biver Keepem

Delgwore'Eaciwn Canul Commizsiom
fannsyheania {anal Bociaty

Chiroul Society of Mow Jemey

M Sicra Clul

PA Eiermu Cluin

MNI Clean Adr Colineil

Oz Aar Ceamet] [Fhiladelphia, Pad

b1 Audubon Socicty

Hiscks Couply Mudubon Society

Sve Simon
Kije Melander
Rose Nyansehgl

feq&n Bevite

& f 4 N i\
Lot E:s-fw*-‘?.m}; Na Der pFFree of &m&wmﬁmmnﬁw b

Tohn Ward ™
Pott; E/kis™ |
Witlidm Penn Foundalion™

whter Rassurcas Assu, of e Delawnre Piver BasinT

Partnership for the Dalavere. Estoary *F
B uxmont Apoli1on orSafer Water e

wWatershed Tnstiwre™

FPage 11 of 11
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Exhibid
pase 105 5

% Township of Lower Makefield

BOARD OF SUSZRVETRE
Eun bt Lewee, Chainmar
redds KWass, Vice Chernos
Krshr 1520 Sooeizry

Dznid R, {2ieneeg. Treasvy
Suzanra § Bl Sonennen-

November 9, 2018

TIN Tenoinal EA

tfa Urban Engineers, Ing,
530 Walnwt St., 7 Flong
Priladelphia. PA 19106

Atin: Environmental Asscssment
To Waoum £t May Concern:

Tee Lower Mekeficld Tovwnship (Township) Board of Sunervisars {Boar
this Jelter as formal cosrments to the Federal Aviaiion Administretion (FAA) and Mercer
Couaty with respect to the Natinnal Enviroamenta! Policy Act (NEPA) and its
spplicution o tiie oagoing Trentoa-Mercer Atrport Expansion Project (Peoject).

d} is providing

“he praposed Project s the potenlial to begatively impact

the: residents, busizesses, and
fomeaenity that comprise the Town

ship ies the flight path associated with the BITPOL is
dizectly above the Township, Any project that has the potential to ncgatively rmpact the
Townshin is of great concetn to the Beard. 1t is our respansibility as the Board to
adveeate for e Lealth, safety, and welfare of our Citizers. As such, the Board bas major

wongemns with the process followed for the Profect and the patential impacts 10 aur
commuria.

these concesns wers addressed tn a meeli
(TA-03) on Jume 15,2014, Meeting atten
feliowing granps:

ng at Congressman Brian Fiizparick's office
dees included representatives from fae

Fas,

Cengressman Fitzpatrick's ofSee,
Lower Makefield Township,
Upper Makefield Tawnship,
Yardley Borough,

Bucks Residenss for Responsible Airport Management (BREAM), and
Resideni= for Regional Traffic Solutions, Lxc, {RRTS).

Unfortunately, no represeatatives from the Preject attendag

the meeting. The following 3irz
Froject propopents were invited (o the mezting bl did not attend:

N
_,c-",‘/ 78 @
$*0i Edcueed Rosd

RULE 6.{ FIRGUSON (2E7:274-0100
vardey Fa 18007 Towrsh'n Manzgar fan (Z1S4RA 02
eepeita: warwin)
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¢ Trenton-Mercer Airport Manager Melinda Montgomery.
*  Assistant Trenton-Mercer Aimport Manage: Dale Carman, 24
* Mereer County Executive Brian Huphces

trentun-Mercer Aicport Depaty Administrator Aszon Watsor was alse invited to pitead
Sal did net respond to the meiny invitation,

Please also note that the Township is aware of letiers sent by local citizen stakeholders
via certified mail to the Trenton-Mercer Airport mznagement leam that have been
teumed 1o sendes without zoy acknowledgnten! of the conteats of said betters. This bs
especially disconceriing as it shows a Jack of willingness (o discuss Project impasts with

*hose stakzholdess most affected by the Prajzct and oflier aciivities et the Trerton-Mrscer
Aleper:

The Board frels that an Environmental Assessment (FA)Y may not (Ll i NEPA

requicerients fur the proposed action. FAA's Ocder Withdiawirg o F ONSI/ROD dated
Februacy 23, 2006 includes the fellowing lootante 23:

The analyses ¢f Baikl Altermatiye 2 revedlad that tret altsmative would
likely cguse sufficient noise impucts that would requiie the peeparation of
&n Envitanmenta! impast Statement (EES),

Tt alorementioned footnote, atong with specific lacgueage in FAA Ordess [Q30, 11 ard
3050.4B. calls ints question whether or no: an FA is the zpplicable level of revisys
required for the propos=d actior, The approzch tha: the Project is taking calis into
Suestion whether er not limiy ng the Project to an FA is the resull of seamenting the

Profect from other connected actions previously completed at the airport and theose
actons pianned for the firtars,

Fer FAA Order 10501 f, cotnected actions are discrssed as follows:

Conneeted actions a-= closely related actions that: {a) avtematically Lrigper
wther actions; (h) can=ot er will nor rroceed Litiess other ¢otions are taken
previousiy or simullancously; o (c) are interdependant perts of a lerger
action and depend on the larger action for their pusification (sec 40 CFR &
1508.25(a)(1), CEQ Regulations). Connected zctions and other proposed
actions or pasts of prapased actions that arc related to each other closcly
ertough 10 be, in effect, 2 siagle course of action must be evalyared tn the

same EA or EIS (see 40 CTR. 5§ 1502.4{a) and 150%.2 3a} 1), CEQ
Regulations),

Importantly, the concept of segmentation when applied to connected actions, is alsa
discussed in the same FAA Ordes:

component parts 1o utempi to reduce impacts (see 40 CFR §

1508.27(b)(7). CEQ Regulations), )
) ,_5‘,9_ 78 E@E ’ ﬂ
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1 istze concem of the
scpmenled from otiar
Regmutatians,

Boamd that the Project represents an action that fias been
eonneater ectivsis in violation of 40 OFR, § 15022 b} 7). CEQ

Loz s the paleatial segracniation of the connacted Actions assoviated with the Pegjeel,
the Projeei NEPA process must 2lso tensider those cumulative iinpacts associxind with
cunzuiative actions conzacted to the Froject. Per 40 CFR § 1502, 25(a)(2). CEQ
Regutations. “[cumulative actions shawld be discussed i the same EIS >

Even ifth: FAA somehow reacke projects planned at
B2 Trenton-Mercer Airport s22 not coancsted sctions, the projecis should gl feagt be

eousidered simila: actions as defined in FAA Order 1050.1F As such, the cumulative

i npscts of all aciions should be cousiderad in g sitple NEPA dotumen::

51e dstenmination that all of the

Similar actions, such ss thase vtk commea timing or gcogmphy, shoud

L considered in the same envimnmentsal document whan the best way 1o
2ssess their combined impacts or reusonable alternatives 10 snch actions s
in & single document (sce £0 CFR §§ 1362.4(k) throueh {c) end
1502.25(2)(3), CEQ Regulztions)

Past, prosent, and fiture aimport actions, whether they are connected or similar actions as
dzbiaed in the Order, all also heve cumulative impacts o the same affected environment.
Per FAA Onder LOSC, 1, the “Afforted Environment section should include critical
backeround inlormaticn of past. presest, and reasonably forseeable futyre actions.”

Funii:ecrnors, it is the responsibility of Project represeiialives end the FA A to cansider

cumulative impacts of nod oaly connectad actisns at the altport propenty but alzo those

ctlairport projects ¢hat D2y impact the surrounding communities when combined wirh
e8It projects as diseussed in the two eforementioned FAA orders:

.-.impacts associated wihen anglvsts cumulatively consider the project’s
EMPacts with those of Fast, present and reasonsbly foreseesbie actions an
ot off-siroort (peragraph 9.9). those impacts may exceed ane or more
sigrificant impact threshelds. Therefore, EA and E(8 preperers must
consider the impacts the airpart project and the complex of past. present.
and reasonably foreseeable projects affecting the same [esouTes.

V15 250 ¢l note that the FA

A also provides an example of 5 how & tezmin
likely not dissimilar from th

2] project,
¢ Frojéect. must be considered in the NEDPA d

D ument;

Note; ilere, t=rmiinal area relocaiion is the priacipal action justifying the
project, but the effects due o disrupting the community or other impacts
dus 1o highway of housing relocation must be part of the total proposst,

160



The Jozrd formally requesss that the Project ad

dresses Lhe issues discussed above and

that tacy include e review of potential vff-aimort impacts 1o both New Tersey ang

Pernsylvania communities,

It addition, the Township's I renton-Marcer Aj

port Review Panel (Panc!) has providad

fac foliowing guestions and contuents based on the Panel™s review of the Projsct 1o date:

L. Atcpon placnees must re-evaluate their forecasts, since the 2017 actaals are beliaved 1o be

&t the 2035 forecast already.
a.  What ¢re the 2017 sctuyls?
b. What is reafiatic far 2035 based on
€. How zan they be recony fled?
Alrpart planners must be more Bpecilic 2o

I

W the follewing:

2017 stazslics?

ut cepacity glanning,

Atrport planaers must specitteally add-ess quality of |ife issues, melading but not liniced

. health and safety within our cor: munity due to alc. witer. lzud, and aoise

polluticn;
b. vibration demage;
¢. disruptions to sleep; ar.d
d. disreplions to schoot activities,
4 Arport planher must inclide Peoasylvania
eraas,

cormnunitics in aR analyses of surropnding

% Aimon planners must dail the wlel isuss fur &2 irereased 18vel of fligh and wiat

cisaster plans aze in place.

6. A%port planners nurst address the #isc impacts vf the incrased traf fic,
% Referznce is mede to the FAA s Order Withdrowiaz a FONSUROD @ared

Febirwary 23, 20086, whick includes
i. The snalysex of Rpild Ade

footnote £3:
malive 2 revealed thial that allernativg: would

(kely cause sufficient nojze impicts thag would recuisy the prepar‘ian of

surroending commusnities i New Jersey an

0 Environmental Impact Statorsient (EIS).
Airpor! plathers swist consigar the irmpact on Feoperty values and the cax base of

d Pennsylvania

8 Whn evelisition haz beey done an cultwa! rasourees in the ara? Uncler Section | s &f
the National Historic Preservation Act federal agencies must “account {fer] Ihe affect ¥

tigir acTions on Structures elja

Zible foe incusion in the Natipnal Register of Histaric

Places.™ 11I. Commarce Comni'n v. 10C, 348 1 24 1246, 126t {D.C. Cis. jO8K ). In
Falfillirg this abligation, egencics must cansult with certain stakeholders in the
potentinlly affected areas, including representatives of lnep! governments, Sec 16 CF R,
§ 320.2(a}4), (c)(3). If an agency detecmines that no historic strestares will be adyerseiy

affected, i1 still has to “notify all consaliing

pasiies™— inchding a representative of the

local gevemmani-—and pive them =ny relevent documentation. Id, § BU0.5(ch
9. Airport planness must evaluats the cumuiative impact of the activities at the airpan ouer

the plemning period, not just the o increm

eatal aclivity, to bo valid and to refiect wiat i«

atualiy gaing on at the ainpost aver the past years,
I0. Few many flights a day are possible 8t maximuwm utilizztion?
3. Based on maximum utilization, what are the potential cumetative impasts to

surrounding communitics?

In addifion to the comments provided above, The Township incurporates by raference, and in f
their ertirety, a1l other comments submirted by individugls, entizies (public and private) and all

4

sirs Pt
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2spuncents, 2s il submitled by the Tawnship as inaludad in this espoasdthese commenis.
Specifically, the Town nship directs Recipicut's atienlion (o the ubmissions and comments from
Residents for Regional Traffic Selutions ("RETS"). = Lower Makefield-based imterest GroLp.

foeusing or izgues related to transportalion, infrasmicier, and the impact of Ganspoctstion-
~l2ted decisions on the ¥owrship and regivnal populstians

The Board respetlully sbmits these fommenis and questians o the Project es yun of e FAA’s
NE?A process. As stakeholders end ar, afioe

red party, the Beard, as 8 representative of the
Township, louks farward 10 the Projet’s dailad responses. We Fope that the 2ipoil cen be o
g4 neighbor. '

\-'e/ry truly vauyrs,

W\

mship Manager
oi Suzervisors

Kurt M, Terguson,
On Belulf of the B

“MFrfbze
Enzlosures

7z

. 5'5/?5" W;
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A+ alhment &
%6 Lot 2 ) T

BALAN X, RTZPATREN 1901 ooy Mt ot Bondest
<07 D). Poaginie mﬂ i
DOM2 TR O RORBGN AFFAfG & HIT) Lo cow Rpwittile. Ap, I
v i B . ;
' Patar of Representaritiey ‘
Wsbington, DL 20513 i

|

May 9, 2019 l
Elgior L. Chao Dan Etwrell .
Secratery Acting Admimstrator :
U.S. Depaciment of Transportsnioa Faderal Avintioe Admimistamios ‘
1200 Now Jerssy Ava 88 £00 independcoce Ave 3W s
Waaltingeen, DC 20690 Wishingien, £3C 20591 !

1 & writting o yoR thiay regrding an ems of groas conomm within my distriet. The Trenton- 5
Morcer Airport (TTN) 13 4 cownty-owned sirpark loouad approximetely four raifes aateast of

¢ha Cizy of Trenton in Pwing Townsksp, Meroer Couvnty, New Jersty aud fess than foor milen

frum the casers ades of sy Ssprict in Bucks County, The flighi pafh and nodse aseocinted with

TTN directly Topect the comtitorts who reside i aty digtuid.

TTN s opostd aad (mpleenacted several peodocty ovay the rast 35 years with hitfie ingat from
the xeTounding sataramity us seqved by the Natiansl Bxvizonmantal Polioy At of 1969
(MEPA) xd the Fadars) Aviation Administration (FAA) Ordar 1050.1F - Envirgrmeatal
Imwacty: Policies snd Procedares.

Mo racently, 'TTN Has peoposed & commprehensive Master Plers that cxils for large-ecals
endmnoaneats to thre temtingl, Sy, and mimway U 40 effor) Lo morees vsesship xt TTN, Tis
plee would allow for larger plancs and lower aititpdes iy additian to inareasing (ho nupber ¢f
Righis par duy. Unfortanstaly, it sppetrs TTN mey ave chogen bo sogmeal these prajucts in e
«ffont to Tedas the level of NEPA apalysis rediuirad fom wn Bovicamurental Impact Statement
(EI3) that wonld require & brvades seule suttmletive impact analysis that would ke fto eocouat
potentlel impacts to my constitaenty n Pamsyivamia £ smull, Jowser-wcalc Envisommertal
Aspassments (BAs) for cach prosect soch thet comulative impecks aod mitigation Avé not
candderod kn & cvanningfol way,

The planuyed mrport cxpasios bes the porential to Degetively dopact (e tesidents, busineees,
s0d community thak cotopriss PA-01 8 tha Tight paths sssoctuted with the sapon §s divectly
above my district. Any toofent Gt haw the potecsial to nogetivaly impact the distdot i of groat
OOTESAN 10 . H v my respocaibiiity a5 i seprmdwaiative & Congress 1o advincale for the heaith,
safety, and weifare of s cititeos. AS such, [ have major conoss with e provess followed by
TTN snd the polentiai itapeces 10 ouz comaneity, These concams were addraased in & mecting

%-
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# AR 130 s 6 e

heid 2t my office on Jue 14, 2018, Severd commmumity isadery atiendnd thiy menting to vaite
thewr concens wd disones potential selufiods. Unfortehrtoly, representatives from TTH and
Merser Ceumnty dig oot attend fhe meating.

T wn roking that the appropmise Jevel of REPA analysty it scnductsd for fsa phizned TTIN :
axganion. A tharoagh review of TTN's hivterio projecty mod the FAAS mcthodology for R
mmmndwmmwmmmwm‘mmme:byWA

gulations md the PAA's own qodess, boe taken placa over samy vegrs,
Immcmmwmkmmmmwhuﬁn;ﬂwm

Sigrerely,

Sz | :
o >
Brim Frizpatrick
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CUrIWITIEE SN TRENSEER=ATICH Cougress of the Bmited Staies
ANU ANFFAETEAMNURF :
Hieuse of Representatioes
Elashugton, BE 206515

November 12, 2019

Tlaine L., Chao

LS Department of Transporiatinn
[2G0 New Jersey Ave SE
Washington, DT 20590

Dewr Seerctary Ciiao,

1 am writing today in response to the letter | roceived From: the Federal Asigtion Adminisirasion
dated August £, 2019 regarding Ireaton-Mercer Alrport {TTN), fn the tefrer, Acting
Administeator Daniel K. Elwell indicated that the FAA has reviewed the projeets at TTN and
believes that the simport hes not enpaged in sexmentation und has propesly evaluated cuinulstive
tmpRets. As staled in my kelier addressed to the 1S, Depuriment of Transportation cated May b,
207Y, 1 conlinue W be conceined that TTN Ly chosen to seyment these projects to redue the
level ol cnvironmental study required. Additionally, | am greally concerned that the TTN has
overlooked potential existing ground water contamination while conducting their Environmental
Asyessment (EA). Theretore, T am requesting that the FAA review 1he mechanisms wsed by TTN
1o complete their Environmental Assessinent to ensure that a2l enviroamental unpacts. ieciwling
Ureats to the safehy of ground and drinking water, be evaluated.

The TAA, following the NEPA pracess, issned & FONSEROD far the TIN Runway Prowection
Zang and Obstruction Mitigation project aficr cvaluating the Environmental Assessment. The
TTN EA indicates that the proposed praject will result in the clearin 2 of 2.3 acres of troes willin
100 feet of contaminated groundwater aysociated with the Navil Air Warfure Center {C&S
Companics Envitonmental Assessmnt for Runway Protection Zones and Obstruction Mitigatior:
page 3-24, Julv 2¢19). Although several comaminates are listed in the CA, racre is no mention
of the prusence of PFOS/PFOA. However, according to a 2018 Congressional Beiel by Mayreen
Suliivan, Doputy Assistant Secretury of Defertse, the DoD monitored graundwater wells aroun:d
the Naval Air Warfare Center Trenlon and found that the majunty tested near above the E['A
LHA for PFOS/TFOA. OF the 38 wells lested, 23 lested above the EPA LI TA with readings in the
rangc of 178 — 27,800 PPT. {FY 18 HASC on PFOS-PFOA, page 36) Considering the proximity
of the welis to TTN, and how quickly PFOS/PFOA contaminetions bioaccumulate, it is Fkcly
that e contaminsley have spread to nei ghbntiag wells and ground water. Given the health fisks
associated with PFOS/PROA exposure, it i3 eritical that fhe eavironmental asessment for soy

praject at TI'N take these risks into accaunt,
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Tt is my understanding that the spiric of sthe NEPA provess is to ensure that project iepacts are
reviewed in their totality ‘o ensure that proper envicmmental protestions are maintained. T share
the cuneem of my constituents that the FTN masier plan and RPZ project impact studies are not
in keeping with the sprit of NEPA, T urge the TN management, their consultante and the FAA
to consider cumulative impacts of rot only connecied actions at the aspart property, Lut alsu
thoss ¢l-uirport factars that may impact the succounding commuties.

Tuppreciate yoiu altenilion to this matter and lovk forward to hearing from you.

Sincorely,

7 P p" v 7 -:
ﬁf«w«w—» 7t %{};W
Brian Fizpauick

“ember of Congress

LY —

/! /3
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Congressan Rrian Fitzpatrick®

1717 Langhorne Newtown Rd., Suite 600
Langrerne, FA 19047

£ Jure 2019

Dear Congressman Fitepatrick,

It's been almost a year, Juse 18, 2018, when representalives from BRRAM, zrea Bucks County
Municipalities, FTAA Officizls trom Washington, NC, and you sat down in your office to discuss Lhe on-
going development and expansion of the Trenten Mercer Airport (TTrY). At that t'me, severzl issues
were rysed and there was much disqussion regarding how to best mitigate this expsnsion to make it
gcultable as well as comply with environmenta! regulatians. Some of aur concerns included:

-Your constituznts have beer experiencing 2 dramatic increase in noise, vibrations, air pollution,
§'vep d'sniptions and there werefare safety concerns wilh the frequency of lasge commercial
aircraft flying very low at ail haars during takeaff and ‘anding,

-District consliluents are retting the brust of the negalve impacts from TTN aperations and the
TTN Alipert and New Jersey paliticans have failled Lo take steps to share thesc Impacts equitably
amongst surrgunding NJ and PA communities, nor been wiling to meet L discuss.

-The "TN Airpart and NI peliticians have seglected to initiate o transparent and voluntary
wrilter: vequest L the FAA askirg that the FAA work with them on a | 4R Part 150 Program o
help with Noise Abatement.

-The TTH Aisport and Mo poli.icians cantinue to d'sregard to compiy with erviconmenial
regulations. Over the past 22+ years, segmentation has been used 0 allow unchecked girport
2Xpansion.

-TTN has oeen unwiliing to perfom an inctusive Frvirenmental Impace State-uent that would
examinc Lthe cumulaiive impacts of past and preposed uncaccked expansion on all aff>cled N
and PA cammunities

Sirce that time, we had several on going meetings Atterdecs have inrluded Senatar
Sanlarsiero(convener) & “epresentatves feom his office, reoresentatves from your oifice, State
Representstive Perry Warren, represenlatives from his otfice, Fyvan Stone {Cxecutive Cirector of the
Bucks County P anning Comrmissior:), Lowe Mskefie'd lwp. {LMT)Board of Supervisors Chair Dan Grenier
& members of the LW TTN Ainporl Reviaw Pane., Yardiry Horough Cauncil Mambers Uavid Bria
faroline Thempson and grass roots prganizations. Some progress bas been made and a cooperative
atmosphaere has prevailed. Ail efforls have been Aupresiated,

BRRAM’s concern evolves araund the speed in which things are moving. TTN cantirues to move aheac
while stalling to meet with 2ny officials. Ths is NOT a new tactic. We saw it many years ago. At that
time, Representative Greemwood assertively reached out ard keot the piocess moving with regards to

1213

167



dnscussn:nc wit h those in New Jerv-y " pushed for answers with regards to process and anrmmtabnluty
tram z legislalive and FAA persocctive.

We need this lype of intervention again now. There needs to be meetings and action demanding that
TTN, Kl and the [AA provide accurate and aoen responses (o issues like Returr on Investment(RCH),
Segmentation, adhering 1o the NEPA regulations an¢ honoring the original statement FAA Stzlement of
2004 [foot nate 3 on page 2 af the document “ORDER WITHDRAWING FindIng of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton- Mercer Airport {FTN), Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” that states, “te cnolysis of
Aiternotive Buiid 2 revealed thut alternative would likely couse sufficient noise impacts that would
require the prepacation of an Enviconmental Imgact Statement [E15)". This alternalive Build 2 is the
exact alan thal TTN is going to implement.

With over 700 members of BRRAM we are cancerred regarding the long-term cutcoma should this
eXpansion continue ta go vnchecked and TTN cantinues o disregard due pracess of the law.

We sincerely hope that yvou will move forward with gusto and keep pressure on far results, We cannot
afford ko sitidly by. 17 we do, the airpnt that will be built will be not just regional, and the coqe of
‘mpact far commercial aircraft Hiying over your constituents will prow exponenti ally. it will be tao late to
aratect the welfzre ot all of us you represent, We hope to hear from you regarding an uadated meeting
and addressing the multrple issues of this concern saonest.

Respectfully submitted,
G O Bsasas

'}f_-'_
Holly § Busscy, Prasident
P5: Received word [6/14/13 10:30am/ abovt the Intraduction of H.R. 3001 — Quict Commurities Act af 2015 with
Congressman Fitzpatrick as o osigingl co-sponsor. This il would reestaish the Office of Nuise Abgrement ond
Cortrol in the L2.8, EPA, Look forward to fearing more obout this in porticular: 1)Timing of passoge?: 2) when it
would be implemented; 2iimpact on TTN development ond eypansion processes cirrenttly,

Cc: S1ate Serazor Steve Santarsiero®
Sue Simon, District Directar for Congress man Fitzpatrick”
Kyle Melander, Director of Constituent Services [or Congress man Flkzpazrick
State Representative Perry Warren®
Evan Stone, Exeoutive Director of the Bucks Caunty Planning Commission
Dan Grenier, Chairman, Lower Makefield Twp. {LMT) Board ol Supervisors
David Pria ard Careline Thampson Yardley Barough Council Member
Jan O'Brien, Dizector of Lecal Government Relations for Senator Santarsiero
Jan Fagan, Local Guvernment Asslslant ta Seaatnr Santarsiern
Ryan Bewitz, Legislative Assistant to State Hep, Perry Warrer
Richord Prestan | MT TTN Review Panaol

Susan Herman; President, Residents for Regional Trafflc Solutions, Ing.
“Harates sont hp certied man) (thers by em) /

/343
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Buchalter

Dhesszler 5, 2018

YIATEDLEX
Tezoron Momer Adrpes
Atin: Molinds Montgomery, AAE, Alsport Manaper
240 Scotch Road, S=iie 2010
Ewing. NJ N8625-2411

Madice of Tniem 19-00-C-00-TT™

Drear M3, Blontaomery:

Passanger Facility Charnme (FFC™) progrom sl the Atmpurl.

arz, im facy, specificd on the eonditicnally spproved AL,

e FAA pursubint to 14 L F.R. Part 7705,

5 MLyt

15-“-.'!'.-_l.lnn frroEn Spunn
Tila 300

Ietam, L% 225
WL Fhanc

L IEH T

gl B Syt
aln'.".muﬂtﬂu!i:r.:c-‘n

Ko: Comments on Trentoo Mercer Afrpoert Intention to: File Pessenger Feoilioy Cliarge

We rgpresent Liv Townsip nf Lower Mokefield, Pennsyivenia (oeferred e hore gs the
— “Towaahip™ ). The lollowing comments constituge the Township's ceapoftsd 1 the Notice gf
(:@ Inient 10 File Passencer |acitity Charges in the total amonnt of £3,251,13% for fve projects on
. Trenten Mercdr Adrport {Aimport’ )y, including: (1) design and cotstrucion of & Tasdways Dand
& Connectar; (2) design and coastnotion of Taxiway F; (3) Jd2sizn wod rehahilitation of Taxirey
Ei v design and tecoeseruction of the Abfield Lighting Vasls and (35 administeation of the

[irst, the Towrnship is unshls ta warify that the speeivied projects aee desiznated an the
st recent Adrpod Layout Plan {4 LE), conditioneily spproved by the Fedaml Aviation
Admingmion (“"TAA™. The 'lownsiip requests specific avidence that the specilied projects

Mlhcever, i the evend i Une projects g incheded ooibe st recent ALY, de
Township requests wriren onafimarion that “adequans noticc”™ of the proposed construgtion ar
atterabon b be financed Dy the PECS, a6 caguined by 14 CFR. Pt 77.9(d), @8 heen grven 1o

Thind, the Township has been snable 10 oceie so eovirmmmental review for the propects
Tor wisteh [nencing i$ being requested. IF the specified projects are in facd reflecred on the most
recent, conditionaliy approved, ALT, a contral conditbon of that ALD's appmval is thag ail

huchaitercom

Lus fopealos
Moome Wainy

[ ange o Ly
Batrareala
San Fring aen
satindale
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" Buchalter

Trentan Mercer Alcport
December 5,105
Fpme '

nropesed Apert developinent idestificd os the ALP requirss envieonmenial processing sod shall
nit be undzrtaken with or without fedeeal funds prior o the writen covirmonmenra spmval b
Fan” [eonditional AL, eonditiog 2). The Towmship, therctors, subnits tha: any request bo
tundizg requires evidence of ! crd eompicte prior covircamentz! review for sach praject fol
which pequest 35 made. '

Fipdly. i lighe o/ the potestial impacts of the specilicd projects. the Townstip requesls,
PUTSUATE tey L C.OR. 8§ 1582 0%2) thas the Afrport “muie availuble £ mors dewiled preject
Justifcslion or the justification dooments to the public.”

The incezmental impleentation of che specified projects, when combined with hath the
capacity eulancing uapshilities of ruaway and LXivay construction. and inereased additonal
A plinlions bebwesn runways and axiways, hithertn wnanid yesd, neee cesull in drenaic aizGeld
vAPRCILY Ipcrenses witch have the poteatist for wlso subscancialy increasing e nurher of
uvertlizhis. and, tis, the project’s impacs on surrosnding connuunities, includieg te
Tewnship. Therefore, ahsent the shove reauested disclosures und anaiysas, the incemeotal
provess with which the epeovemant of the almort is being carrizd out will serve principuliy 1
roask the environmental impacts of shat globi? improvemens, and, thes,.cannat withstand
atruling under, ameag other slautes, the Mational Bovironmental Pulicy Act, 42 15,0, § 4321,
2t Feg,

The Townsiip lnoks forvand (o z2eeiving complete and timely response o its inguirkes
and reguests,

Siocesaiy,

BUCHALTER
A Profoestonal Comuration

& MJM

; Barbws Lichmag
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Meawvember 4. 2015

fde . Jarnifer Salamon

Eastarn Region Regianal Adminisisaior
Fedzra® Aviation Administreiion
Eastern Ragles

15%-30 Rockawsay Bh

damaica, WY 11414 B4

Dear Regional 2dmialstrator Soloma:

At the Metropolltan Flanning Crganizaiion (MFO) for tha Greater Philsdsiphis Regiar, the
Dalaware Wal'ey Raglonal Panning Comprissasa (DVRPC) whizh Ineludes 3 diverae regian of
mine countes: Husks, Chaster, Delawara, Mantgrmmery, and ~hilzdalphia in Fennsyvar.s ard
Burlingten, Carrdan, Glousester, ard Mercer in Mew Jarsey, works with slaaboidses o
apprava and advance Fedaral ransnoratich infragiruchme inveztrant in the ragion a1d ansyre
that the comrunites we serve ace reprasented in the plarning procass As the ragion's PO,
we peepare and updsie both a Lane-Range Plan, a1d & Recional Alrpart Systam Plan W alse
mailitdin an actve Regional Avlation Sormittes, which er abis represantatves of our remnn’s
avialion intessstz fo interact 2ad wark fopriaer towsrd carmmen nierasta.

The Trerton-Marcer Airper [TTH). one af okly o corn memial sarvice Alpos .0 ow ragion,
has recenty saar resurgence in ope-atizng redurn'ng the airpori 1o levele of ackivity not
exparlenced in over 8 decada. The continued eiccess of fhis facili'y ar! the sppotunities that it
pravides to aur raglonasl economy and sesldents 12 cruciz! Tre Eas recemly asproved TTH's
vpdated Alrport Layout Plan that '2antiies a senes af nMpoveneanis including the devefoprment
ef a raplacemert kerminal faelsy,

A5 TTN confinues (U sdeancs their irmprovaent wlans (or the faclity, residarts of ooth Me cer
Couny, Mo and neighooring Bucke Souniy, PA have exaressed concems shout potetial
gavirearental and socia impacts creatsd by any changes In facidy pperatiors. Wa sirengy
s.ppet the continuer examinaticn and consideration of tiese impacis and petential mitigation
strategics, I accordance wilh the FAA puicelines.
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Jannifar Salasan
Mevembar 4 23710
Jage 20° 2

W hiope that threegh the reviaw pracsss reguirad By lge for airpart improvemnent pregssts tiha
the Buport and community cen ind comron dround fer approprists mitigation afrategies that
afiew for continued success of the TTH and the presarvation of the ouoality-ofdife cur region's

recldents Rava coma b arndat,
Ei-perel}'
! /
R
¥ ? B
Hafy

Ay Saymous
Exgoutve Divector

cs. Har.. Disne Ellis-Marseglia. Bucks County Comilssionar
Han, Yalerie Aroosih, Masty emary County Commisgionsr
Letlle Flovd, Mersar County Flanning Chnector
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DVRPC Item ID 48

Becky Taylor
123 Cadwalader Drive
Trenton, W) DE618
609.240.6886 becky @ btaylorpa.com

August 4, 2021

OwRPC

DWRPC Pubilic Affairs

190 M. Independence Mall West, Bth Floor
Philadalphia, PA 19106-1520 115

Re; Stronger commitment to Circuit Trails and Safe Roadways |1s Needed in the 2022-2025 NITIP

Daar DVEPL:

| am writing to provide the following comments on the 2022-2025 M1 TIP:

1 -1 would like ta thank the MWRPC Roard for funding 55 million dollars for the Circuit Trails
through the Congastion Mitigation Alr Quality [CMAG) program. | would like 1o see this regular
investment continue during 2022-2025. (DB# D2018)

? - | ancourags the DVRPE Board to make a stronger commitiment in the TIP that the four New
larsay counties will make every effort to fund and build 60 new miles of trails over the next four
construction seasens in order far the region to contribute to the shart-term goal of 500 Circult
Trail miles by 2025, [(General Comment)

3 - Mew Jarsay's standard far "bicycle compatible” shoulders is outdated. It is based on the 1598
State Bicycle Plan and contlicts with DWRPC's Level of Traffic Strass Analysis data. DVREPC shaould
encourage MIDOT to update its standard to match its own Complete Streets Design Guide,
General Comment and [(DEF 92120

4 - | oppose intersection lane expansion projects in erbanized areas that do not include
pedastrian facility upgrades such as pedestrian refuge islands. DVRPC should not fund any lane
expansion projects that do not include such safety features. [DE# 153032, 9212C)

S - New Jersey has an excellant Cormplete Streats and Green Streets Policy. However, state road
projects Fail Lo implameant Lhis policy when roads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-striped.
CVRPC should not fund road projects without traffic calming measures or safe places to walk or

bike such as narrower travel lanes, hike lanes, sidepaths and padestrian refuge izlands, [DER
X(3E]

- WIDOT should be more flexible with its federal Transportation Allernatives Set Aside [TASA)
funding so that all stages of trail development can ba supported, and increase the maximum



DVRPC Item ID 48

award to at least 52 million dellars to allow Tor more significant development rather than
piccemeal projects. (DE# X107)

Finally, 1 suppart the inclusion of these five Cireuit Trails projects listed in the Gralt TIP and we
encourage the DVRPC to ensure they get completed by 2025,

1} Delaware River Heritage Trail - DER Gresnway Connector in Mercer Caunty [153032)

2} Rancacas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington Counly (02207)

3} Dinosaur Trail-Collegs Drive; [D2019] 4) Fossil Park Roadway, a potentizl addition to the
Dinosaur Trail {21366] and 5) Glassbora Elle Trail in Gloucester County (DL203)

Thank yvou for vour kind attention.

Sincerely,

s Iy
fias i
T |~ A £ | AL i {

Becky Taylar =4
Co-President, Lawrence Hopewell Trail
beckyi@btaylorpa.com

B09.240,0286
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August 8, 2021

Delav/are Valley Regional Planning Commission Public Affairs
180 North Independence Mall West, 8th Fleor
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520

Greelings:

Stronger Cammitment to Circuit Trails and Safe Roadways Is Needed in the 2022-2025 NJTIP
Ve are writing on hehalf of the Board of tnustees of the Lawrence Hapewell Trail lo comment on the
2022-2025 NJ TIP. Belore daing 5o, we want lo express our respect and graitude for the fine work that

DVRPC has done in supporting the Lawrenca Hopewell Tiail and tha Cirout Tralls. However, we urge
you lo do even more in suppoil of Circuit Trails and safe roadways in New Jersey.

1. We applaud the DVRPC Board for providing $5 millian dollars in funding for Circuii Trails through the
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality {CMAQ) program. We would like Lo see this investment continue during
2022-2025

2. We encourage the DVRPC Boand to make a stronger commitment in the TIP to suppart the fous Nuw
Jersey countios. Wa will actively encourage Mercer County to fund and build as many miles of trails as
dossible aver the next four consiruction seasons so that Mercar County ¢an contribule to the gaal of 500
Circutt Trail miles by 2025.

3. New Jersey's standard lur "bicynle compatible” shoulders is outdated. It Is based on the 1998 State
Bicycle Plan and conflicts with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC should sncourage
NJDOT o update its standard to maich its own Comgplels Streets Design Guide.

4. We oppose Inlerssciion lane expansion projects in urbanized arcas tha! do not include pedestnan
facllity upgrades such as pedesirian refuge islands. 'We urge DVRPC nat to fund any lana expansion
projects that do not include such safety features wherever possibie or practical. ‘
9. New Jersey has an excellenl Complate Streets and Green Straets Policy. However, stats road projects
fail to implement this pulicy whan reads are resurfaced, rehabilitated and re-siriped. We urge DVRPC
"ot to fund road projects without traffic calming measures o sale placas ta walk or bike such as narrower,
rravel ianes, bike lanes. sidspaths and pedestrian rafuge islands whersver possible or practical, ‘
6. We urge NJDOT Lo be more flexible with its lederal Transportation Allemalives Set Aside (TASA) '
funding so that all stages of lrail devalapment can be supporied and o increase the maxirmum award to at
least 32 million dollars to allow for more significant development rather than piecemeal projects.

/. We support the inclusion of the following five Circult Traifs projects isted in the Diall TIP and we
encourage DVRPC to do ail it can to ensure they can be completed by 2025

Delaware River Heritaga Trail - D&R Gresnway Cannector in Mercer County

Rancocas Creek- Laurel Run in Burlington County

Dincgaur Trail-Collage Drive

Fossil Park Roadway, a potential addition to the Dinosaur Trail

Glassboro Elk Trail in Gloucester County
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Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission Public Affairs
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Page 2

Thank you for considering our recommendations for the 2022-2025 TIP and for your work in support of
Cicuil Trails.

Sincaraly,
c? ‘( ~ [2. & i 4
Vil el oo o
T ¢
Eleanur V. Horne Becky Taylar

Co-President Co-President



AGENCY RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Thursday, September 2, 2021

Responses Received for Comments from the General Public
Camden County

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study
Item ID: 1
Requests for a study to construct an interchange between NJ 42 and the NJ Turnpike and connect NJ 55 and 1-295

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

Gloucester County

DB #: 12306: Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway
ItemID: 2

Suggests an investigation to include intersection modifications at NJ 42 and Cross Keys Road, NJ 42 and Ganttown Road, and
NJ 42 and Berlin-Cross Keys Road within project DB #12306

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

DB #: 15302: Route 41 and Deptford Center Road

ltemID: 3
Suggests minor lane restriping to provide additional storage room for left turning vehicles before project construction begins

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study
ltemID: 4

Requests that projects reconstruct two intersections on Route 45 in Mantua Twp: Harrison Avenue/Mt Royal Rd. (Rt 678), and
Mantua Blvd/Berkley Rd (Rt. 632).

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

ltemID: 5
Requests that DVRPC and NJDOT study for a potential widening of Route 55

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.
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Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

ItemID: 6
Requests that portions of Route 322 be widened

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

ItemID: 7

Requests a review of a 2 mile section of 1-295, along with the associated interchanges at Center Square Road (Exit 10) and US
322 (Interchange 11)

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

Mercer County

General TIP Comments: Requests for a new TIP project/line item/study

ltemID: 8
Requests a feasibility review for three-lane widening on Rt. 29

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your suggestion. While DVRPC can certainly work with NJDOT to investigate this possibility, no new system
expansion projects are being proposed for the fiscally constrained Connections 2050 Long-Range Plan relative to what was
included in the Connections 2045 Plan, and the TIP must be consistent with the Long-Range Plan. The Plan includes a financially-
constrained set of transportation investments. In policy and practice, the Plan has capped expenditures in roadway new capacity
at 4 percent of total roadway revenues.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

Agency Response by Mercer County:

Mercer County is aware of congestion issues on NJ 29 at South Warren and Cass signalized intersections, and the County is also
in continuing support of the effort by the City of Trenton to re-connect city residents with the river front by converting NJ 29 from
Cass Street to Calhoun Street back to its original design as an urban boulevard. Whether widening to mitigate congestion or
adding signals to improve access to the local street grid, any such significant improvements require careful study and political

will. Less significantly, note that widening and left turn improvements at Cass Street may be more difficult due to the Native
American archaeological site in the fenced area of the median, just north of Cass.

Various Counties

DB #: D1601: New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative

ItemID: 9
Requests for increased funding to the New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative project
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Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your suggestion. DVRPC annually reviews the amount needed to conduct this program as part of its Work
Program. Cost increases/decreases will be adjusted accordingly based on the amount needed and available resources .

General TIP Comments: Combined requests for Circuit trail funding (CMAQ and TA Set-Aside), the inclusion
of safety and bicycle/pedestrian elements in TIP projects, and support for certain TIP projects

Item ID: 10

Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB
#s D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation
Alternatives Set-Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and NJ Complete
Streets Guide; requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without pedestrian facility upgrades (DB
#s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing projects without traffic
calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your support and suggestion to continue funding Circuit Trail projects, as well as your support for the five Circuit Trail
projects. They will be shared with the NJ TIP Subcommittee, DVRPC Regional Technical Committee (RTC) and Board, and
Competitive CMAQ Committee members. DB# D2018, one of the few project DB #s that some have mentioned in their
comments, represents the Local Concept Development project, Bridge No. C4.13 over Parkers Creek on Centerton Road, in the
"pre-TIP" Study and Development Program. DVRPC will consider your request as the project progresses.

Your suggestion for NJDOT to update its standard for “bicycle compatible” shoulders and match the Complete Streets Design
Guide has been shared with NJDOT. Please contact Sarah Moran, Manager of the Office of Mobility Analysis and Design, at (215)
238-2875 or smoran@dvrpc.org to help us understand how the 1998 State Bicycle Plan or NJ’s standard for “bicycle compatible”
shoulders conflict with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data.

Your issue about state road projects failing to implement Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy has been shared with
NJDOQT. Like all MPOs, DVRPC coordinates and facilitates conversations with member governments (e.g. counties and cities),
state agencies, and transit operators to reach a consensus on what priority transportation projects to fund for the region based on
reasonably expected resources. There are multiple considerations involved in the decision-making process of selecting projects
for the TIP: state, regional, and local priority of needs, political support, data availability, performance-based planning, project
schedule, estimated cost, and readiness, project delivery status, phase, ability to leverage other investments, ensuring there is a
balanced program, funding eligibility, if there are available resources, and geographic equity and Environmental Justice.

Safety is a top priority for DVRPC, as articulated in the Long-Range Plan. Safety is the highest weighted criterion in the TIP-LRP
Benefit Evaluation for new project candidates. Federal legislation includes targets for safety with the goal of reducing fatalities and
serious injuries. DVRPC and local partners work with NJDOT and other project sponsors to consider safety improvements for all
projects. A number of alternatives are evaluated prior to the construction phase to determine the best solution to a transportation
problem, given expected resources and the needs of various stakeholders. A way to ensure bicycle/pedestrian and safety
elements can be incorporated within a project is to share them with the Project Sponsor during a project’s Concept Development,
design, or engineering phase prior to construction. Many TIP projects are in different phases of the project delivery process, but
there is often an opportunity during pre-construction that allows the public to learn about a project, ask questions, and share their
ideas. To learn about the NJDOT project delivery process, visit www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital/pd/phase.shtm. The
schedule of public information meetings for NJDOT sponsored projects is found at
www.nj.gov/transportation/community/meetings.

Lastly, your suggestion for NJDOT to make Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside (TA Set-Aside) funding more flexible and
increase TA Set-Aside funding has been shared with NJDOT. Please note that the TA Set-Aside program is a set-aside within the
federal-aid Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program under the current FAST Act, and the funds are distributed by and
restricted to the appropriate urbanized area (indicated by DB #X107). The Philadelphia Urbanized Area (UZA) expects $1.127
million, and the Trenton UZA in the DVRPC NJ region expects $291,000 annually, totaling $1.418 million.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

Re #3: Thank you.

Re #4: During the Concept Development phase, the NJDOT engaged township and county professional planners and engineers
and involved the public to determine a preliminary preferred alternative for each of these projects. In the Preliminary Engineering

phase, the department continued to refine the preferred alternatives with input from professional staff and the public. NJDOT will
continue to engage stakeholders as the projects move forward.

Re #6: TA funding is formula-based and specific to certain geographic locations. Please follow the link to access FAQ regarding
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TA program: https://www.state.nj.us/transportation/contribute/business/localaid/documents/2020TASet-AsideFAQs.pdf

Responses Received for Comments from the Advocacy Groups

Burlington County

DB #: 18326: Route 130, Delaware Avenue/Florence-Columbus Road (CR 656)
Item ID: 11

Requests to add bicycle/pedestrian amenities in the project design

Agency Response by DVRPC:

DVRPC remains committed to improving the multimodal nature of transportation within Greater Philadelphia. Ensuring that people
and goods can safely and reliably move around the region is critical for quality of life, health and well-being, and the economy.

This is a priority project for the Municipality and County for safety, congestion, and freight/goods mobility reasons and is one of
the US Route 130 intersection projects identified in the Long-Range Plan (Connections 2045 and Draft Connections 2050).
Florence-Columbus Road (CR 656) provides a direct link between the NJ Turnpike interchange at US Route 130 and 1-295, and
there has been significant industrial growth within the project area.

The US Route 130/Delaware River Corridor Strategic Revitalization Plan (Plan) included the major employment center in
Burlington and Florence Townships that is served by the intersection. The Plan was completed in 1998 and has been undergoing
implementation since the Plan’s completion. The Plan identified the subject intersection as a major congestion problem due to
heavy truck traffic. The success of the planned major employment center relies upon eliminating congestion at the intersection
location. A major employment center with a constrained intersection that provides an important connection to interstate travel will
act as a deterrent for future growth and development of the center.

The project is located in a Growing Suburb Planning Area, which echoes the New Jersey State

Development and Redevelopment Plan Planning Area 4 Suburb designation (2001) and the US Route 130/Delaware River
Corridor Strategic Plan “employment center node” designation (1998). These planning designations were made because of the
area’s supply of large expanses of developable land and proximity and accessibility to an interstate road network and active
freight rail service. These plans anticipated the industrial growth that occurred in the area that is already underway.

The intersection project is supported by the DVRPC "NJ Interchange 6A Freight Access Study, Florence & Burlington Townships"
that examined how well the major employment center is served by the local road network.

Improvements at this intersection will support the NJ Statewide Freight Plan. US Route 130 is a

Critical Urban Freight Corridor (CUFC) on the National Highway Freight Network. Removing the intersection's deficiencies will
improve goods mobility, which is critical to sustain and grow the economy. Making this intersection more efficient and safer will
minimize the cost of transporting people and goods to and from the large local and regional activity center, which is necessary for
a strong, healthy economy. It will also support the freight reliability performance measure that is part of Performance-Based
Planning and Programming.

Recently, this project completed concept development. Your recommendations were forwarded to Burlington County and NJDOT
for consideration during the project’'s design/engineering phase.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.
DB #: 20337: Route130, CR 543 (Beverly Road) to Lagorce Bivd

Item ID: 12

Requests for funding of a Study and Development Program project

Agency Response by NJDOT:

Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.
DB #: D2201: CR 614 (Tom Brown Road), CR 603 (Riverton Road) and New Albany Road Intersection
Improvement

Item ID: 13

Requests for bicycle accomodations on sidepath/sidewalk
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Agency Response by Burlington County:

The primary purpose of the proposed roundabout is to enhance vehicular conditions while providing pedestrian accommodation at
the splitter island. The design of a modern roundabout helps lessen numerous conflicts for the driving and pedestrian/cycling
public. The FHWA Roundabout Guide states that a major benefit of a roundabout is the motorists must reduce speeds to when
approaching and driving through the roundabout. This traveling speed of approximately 15 MPH is much more comparable to the
speed of typical commuter bicyclists.

The design of Burlington County’s five (5) existing roundabouts and two (2) in concept development have kept the FHWA
Roundabout Guide to heart. The designs significantly reduce speeds and simplify movement. With the single lane roundabout, a
bicyclist has the option of either mixing with traffic or using the roundabout like a pedestrian. An experienced cyclist will be
comfortable staying on the roadway with vehicles even if a shared-use pathway is available for them. Less-experienced cyclists,
i.e. children, may have difficulty and discomfort mixing with vehicles and are more safely accommodated as pedestrians.

FHWA'’s Roundabout Guide states that bike lanes within the circulatory roadway should never be used. When a shared-use path
is integrated into a roundabout design, it needs to be separate and distinct from the circulatory roadway. A shared-use path can
be desirable for a multi-lane roundabout or within an area of high truck traffic. One of the goals of the project is to limit the need
for right-of-way (ROW). At Tom Brown Rd (CR 614) and New Albany Rd, the ROW is limited and extending it to accommodate a
buffer area and shared-use path could be a potential block for the project.

DB #: D2207: Rancocas Creek Greenway, Laurel Run Park (Circuit)
ItemID: 14
Supports project

Agency Response by DVRPC:
Thank you for your support.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you.

Camden County

DB #: D1505A: ADA Improvements, Contract 1
ItemID: 15
Supports project

Agency Response by Camden County:
Thank you, for the support

DB #: D1914: Mount. Ephraim Avenue Safety Improvements, Ferry Avenue (CR 603) to Haddon Avenue (CR
561)

Item ID: 16
Supports project

Agency Response by Camden County:
Thank you, for the support

Gloucester County

DB #: 15302: Route 41 and Deptford Center Road
ltemID: 17
Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

DB #: 21366: Rowan University Fossil Park Roadway and Intersection Improvement at Woodbury Glassboro
Road (CR 553)
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ItemID: 18
Requests for bicycle accomodations on sidepath/sidewalk

Agency Response by Gloucester County:
Thank you for your comments. The entrance road to the Fossil Park will include a path for pedestrian and bicycle access.

DB #: D1203: Gloucester County Multi-Purpose Trail Extension - Glassboro Elk Trail
Item ID: 19
Questions about funding and phases

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your feedback. We will make the description clearer in the final TIP document. At the time of Draft TIP publication, we
were expecting that the project's construction (CON) phase would be authorized this federal FY21. However, the project is now
anticipated to authorize CON in FY23 as Right-of-Way and discussions with Conrail are ongoing. Encumbrance is another term
for authorization but for state funds. The CON phase totaling $3.9 million in FY23 is part of the List of Recommended Changes to
the Draft TIP.

DB #: D2019: CR 712 (College Drive) at Alumni Drive Roundabout and Multi-purpose Trail (Circuit)

ItemID: 20
Supports project

Agency Response by Gloucester County:
Thank you for your support.

DB #: D2210: CR 654 (Hurffville-Cross Keys Rd), CR 630 (Egg Harbor Rd) to CR 651 (Greentree Rd)

ItemID: 21
Expresses support for pedestrian improvements within project

Agency Response by Gloucester County:

Thank you for your support.

DB #: D2211: US 322/CR 536 (Swedesboro Rd), Woolwich-Harrison Twp Line to NJ 55
ItemID: 22

Supports project

Agency Response by Gloucester County:
Thank you for your support.

Mercer County

DB #: 15322: Delaware & Raritan Canal Bridges

ItemID: 23

Requests for enhanced grade crossing markings

Agency Response by NJDOT:

Thank you. This suggestion was sent to the NJDOT Safety unit for review and analysis.

DB #: 19360: Route 27, Witherspoon Street

ltemID: 24

Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design

Agency Response by NJDOT:

Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

DB #: D2014: CR 622 (North Olden Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Rd) to New York Ave

E.:advrpc | DRAFT FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY (FY22-FY25) Page 6



AGENCY RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Thursday, September 2, 2021

ItemID: 25
Supports project

Agency Response by Mercer County:
Thank you for your support.

DB #: D2023: Circulation Improvements Around Trenton Transit Center
ItemID: 26
Supports project

Agency Response by Mercer County:
Thank you for your support.

DB #: D2205: D&R Greenway Connector, Wellness Loop to Union St./Cooper Field (Circuit)
ItemID: 27

Expresses gratitude for CMAQ funding allocation to Circuit Trails projects and requests for continued support of trails over the
next four-years (FY22-25)

Agency Response by DVRPC:
Thank you for your support.

Agency Response by Mercer County:
Thank you for your support.

Various Counties

DB #: 01316: Transit Village Program

ltemID: 28
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by the State Transportation Trust Fund and funds are appropriated by the New Jersey State Legislature.
In the future, should the Legislature raise the overall amount of annual TTF funding, the department would analyze and evaluate
the past performance of the program and justification to increase funding.

DB #: 06402: Safe Streets to Transit Program

ltemID: 29
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by the State Transportation Trust Fund and funds are appropriated by the New Jersey State Legislature.
In the future, should the Legislature raise the overall amount of annual TTF funding, the department would analyze and evaluate
the past performance of the program and justification to increase funding.

DB #: 08415: Airport Improvement Program
ltemID: 30
Requests that the DVRPC Board reject DB #08415, Airport Improvement Program

Agency Response by DVRPC:

The NJDOT Airport Improvement Program (DB #08415) does not fund the Trenton Mercer Airport expansion project. There are no
TIP projects funded by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

Agency Response by NJDOT:
This concern was sent to the NJDOT Aeronautics Unit for review and analysis.

DB #: 09388: Highway Safety Improvement Program Planning
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ltemID: 31
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

DB #: 99358: Safe Routes to School Program
ItemID: 32
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by the federal Transportation Alternatives program. TA funding is formula-based and specific to certain
geographic locations. In the future, should Congress increase funding to the TA program, the department would analyze and
evaluate the past performance of the SRTS and provide justification to increase funding if appropriate.

DB #: 99409: Recreational Trails Program
ItemID: 33
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is administered on behalf of NJDOT by the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection. This comment was
sent to DEP for its review and consideration.

DB #: T112: Rail Rolling Stock Procurement
ltemID: 34
Questions pedestrian and bicycle amenities in project design

Agency Response by NJ TRANSIT:

NJ TRANSIT supports and encourages the use of personal vehicles, such as bicycles, e-bikes, e-scooters, Segways, and
hoverboards, by providing accommodations for customers using personal vehicles to the greatest extent possible. This supports
Gov. Phil Murphy's Energy Master Plan by allowing environmentally friendly access options for public transit. There is no extra
charge for bringing personal vehicles aboard NJ TRANSIT vehicles, access is allowed from all station platforms, and permits are
not required. Normal non-collapsible bike restrictions at certain peak hours per our regulations still apply.

NJ TRANSIT is also involved in Master Plans and Studies across the state, promoting bicycle and pedestrian access to transit
facilities. We are currently exploring secure micro mobility storage and more ways to improve bicycle infrastructure at NJ
TRANSIT facilities.

DB #: T210: Transit Enhancements/Transp Altern Prog (TAP)/Altern Transit Improv (ATI)

ltemID: 35
Requests to add bicycle/pedestrian amenities in the project design

Agency Response by NJ TRANSIT:

NJ TRANSIT supports and encourages the use of personal vehicles, such as bicycles, e-bikes, e-scooters, Segways, and
hoverboards, by providing accommodations for customers using personal vehicles to the greatest extent possible. This supports
Gov. Phil Murphy's Energy Master Plan by allowing environmentally friendly access options for public transit. There is no extra
charge for bringing personal vehicles aboard NJ TRANSIT vehicles, access is allowed from all station platforms, and permits are
not required. Normal non-collapsible bike restrictions at certain peak hours per our regulations still apply.

NJ TRANSIT is also involved in Master Plans and Studies across the state, promoting bicycle and pedestrian access to transit
facilities. We are currently exploring secure micro mobility storage and more ways to improve bicycle infrastructure at NJ
TRANSIT facilities.

DB #: X03E: Resurfacing Program
ItemID: 36
Requests for NJDOT, County, and DVRPC coordination concerning DB #X03E, Resurfacing Program

Agency Response by DVRPC:
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Thank you for your interest in DVRPC'’s Bicycle Friendly Resurfacing Program. The existing program partners with PennDOT and

focuses on state owned roads. The types of roads owned by the state and counties are different in New Jersey and may require a
slightly different approach. DVRPC currently works with Mercer County to provide support as they implement their planned bicycle
network through county road resurfacing projects. DVRPC has begun preliminary discussions around developing similar programs
with other New Jersey Counties. NJDOT will also be invited to participate in future conversations.

DB #: X107: Transportation Alternatives Program
ItemID: 37
Requests to increase TA Set-Aside funding and/or eligibility

Agency Response by NJDOT:

TA funding is formula-based and specific to certain geographic locations. Please follow the link to access FAQ regarding TA
program: https://www.state.nj.us/transportation/contribute/business/localaid/documents/2020TASet-AsideFAQs.pdf

DB #: X12: Acquisition of Right of Way
ltemID: 38
Requests for funding and/or eligibility change

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Thank you for your suggestion. It has been forwarded to the appropriate office for consideration.

DB #: X185: Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities/Accommodations
ItemID: 39
Requests that funding increase for a line item/project

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by a combination of State Transportation Trust Fund and federal funds. If funding levels are increased in
the future, the department would analyze and evaluate the past performance of the program and justification to increase funding.

DB #: X98C1: Local Municipal Aid, DVRPC

ItemID: 40
Requests for Local Aid funding formula for bicycle/pedestrian projects

Agency Response by DVRPC:

In the TIP, every project gets assigned a primary project type to aid with mapping and project tracking. However, most projects on
the TIP include various components, so a single project type should not necessarily be viewed as "all or nothing." A resurfacing
project, for example, assigned by DVRPC staff as “roadway rehabilitation” for the primary project type, may include improvements
for bicyclists and pedestrians. It can also be more efficient to provide improvements for bicyclists and pedestrians as part of an
existing project to meet more than one goal. In the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey, there is almost $58.4 million
programmed for bicycle/pedestrian improvements, including the recent 2020-21 Transportation Alternative Set-Aside, Competitive
CMAQ, and Travel Options Program awards. That number does not include roadway rehabilitation, bridge, or other projects that
include bicycle/pedestrian improvements.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by the State Transportation Trust Fund and funds are appropriated by the New Jersey State Legislature.
In the future, should the Legislature raise the overall amount of annual TTF funding, the department would analyze and evaluate
the past performance of the program and justification to increase funding.

General TIP Comments: Combined requests for Circuit trail funding (CMAQ and TA Set-Aside), the inclusion
of safety and bicycle/pedestrian elements in TIP projects, and support for certain TIP projects

ltem ID: 120, 100, 110, 101, 111, 121, 102, 112, 122, 103, 123, 113, 114, 104, 105, 115, 106, 116, 117, 107, 108, 118, 109,
119, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69,
70,71,72,73,74,75,76,77,78,79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99

Expresses support for CMAQ funding of Circuit Trails projects and request for continued support FY22-FY25 (some mentions DB

#s D2018, X065, D2207, D2019,D1203, 21366, and/or D1203). requests to increase funding and/or eligibility for Transportation

Alternatives Set-Aside (DB #X107); raised concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and NJ Complete

Streets Guide; requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without pedestrian facility upgrades (DB

#s 9212C and 15302 mentioned); and requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing projects without traffic
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calming measures or safe bicycle/pedestrian facilities (DB #X030 mentioned).

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thanks for your support and suggestion to continue funding Circuit Trail projects, as well as your support for the five Circuit Trail
projects. They will be shared with the NJ TIP Subcommittee, DVRPC Regional Technical Committee (RTC) and Board, and
Competitive CMAQ Committee members. DB# D2018, one of the few project DB #s that some have mentioned in their
comments, represents the Local Concept Development project, Bridge No. C4.13 over Parkers Creek on Centerton Road, in the
"pre-TIP" Study and Development Program. DVRPC will consider your request as the project progresses.

Your suggestion for NJDOT to update its standard for “bicycle compatible” shoulders and match the Complete Streets Design
Guide has been shared with NJDOT. Please contact Sarah Moran, Manager of the Office of Mobility Analysis and Design, at (215)
238-2875 or smoran@dvrpc.org to help us understand how the 1998 State Bicycle Plan or NJ’s standard for “bicycle compatible”
shoulders conflict with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data.

Your issue about state road projects failing to implement Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy has been shared with
NJDOQT. Like all MPOs, DVRPC coordinates and facilitates conversations with member governments (e.g. counties and cities),
state agencies, and transit operators to reach a consensus on what priority transportation projects to fund for the region based on
reasonably expected resources. There are multiple considerations involved in the decision-making process of selecting projects
for the TIP: state, regional, and local priority of needs, political support, data availability, performance-based planning, project
schedule, estimated cost, and readiness, project delivery status, phase, ability to leverage other investments, ensuring there is a
balanced program, funding eligibility, if there are available resources, and geographic equity and Environmental Justice.

Safety is a top priority for DVRPC, as articulated in the Long-Range Plan. Safety is the highest weighted criterion in the TIP-LRP
Benefit Evaluation for new project candidates. Federal legislation includes targets for safety with the goal of reducing fatalities and
serious injuries. DVRPC and local partners work with NJDOT and other project sponsors to consider safety improvements for all
projects. A number of alternatives are evaluated prior to the construction phase to determine the best solution to a transportation
problem, given expected resources and the needs of various stakeholders. A way to ensure bicycle/pedestrian and safety
elements can be incorporated within a project is to share them with the Project Sponsor during a project’'s Concept Development,
design, or engineering phase prior to construction. Many TIP projects are in different phases of the project delivery process, but
there is often an opportunity during pre-construction that allows the public to learn about a project, ask questions, and share their
ideas. To learn about the NJDOT project delivery process, visit www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital/pd/phase.shtm. The
schedule of public information meetings for NJDOT sponsored projects is found at
www.nj.gov/transportation/community/meetings.

Lastly, your suggestion for NJDOT to make Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside (TA Set-Aside) funding more flexible and
increase TA Set-Aside funding has been shared with NJDOT. Please note that the TA Set-Aside program is a set-aside within the
federal-aid Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program under the current FAST Act, and the funds are distributed by and
restricted to the appropriate urbanized area (indicated by DB #X107). The Philadelphia Urbanized Area (UZA) expects $1.127
million, and the Trenton UZA in the DVRPC NJ region expects $291,000 annually, totaling $1.418 million.

Agency Response by NJDOT:
Re #3: Thank you.

Re #4: During the Concept Development phase, the NJDOT engaged township and county professional planners and engineers
and involved the public to determine a preliminary preferred alternative for each of these projects. In the Preliminary Engineering
phase, the department continued to refine the preferred alternatives with input from professional staff and the public. NJDOT will
continue to engage stakeholders as the projects move forward.

Re #6: TA funding is formula-based and specific to certain geographic locations. Please follow the link to access FAQ regarding
TA program: https://www.state.nj.us/transportation/contribute/business/localaid/documents/2020TASet-AsideFAQs.pdf

Agency Response by Burlington County:

Burlington County agrees that DVRPC will do all it can to ensure they can be completed by 2025 by working with the Project
Sponsor and other appropriate agencies.

Agency Response by Mercer County:

Mercer County is actively constructing and maintaining segments of trails in its parks and acquiring right of way for greenway
corridors where, when continuous, regionally significant trails may be built in the future. For these projects the County generally
uses its open space trust fund. From that fund the County also makes municipal grants to support open space acquisition and
development, including for trail projects. TIP funding is geographically constrained and, where appropriate and available, better
directed to multimodal improvements on and adjacent to County highways.
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General TIP Comments: DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program request or comment
ltemID: 124
Supports CMAQ funding

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Your request will be considered during the development of the next DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program. Thank you for your
interest and support.

Item ID: 125, 126

Expresses gratitude for CMAQ funding allocation to Circuit Trails projects and requests for continued support of trails over the
next four-years (FY22-25)

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Your request will be considered during the development of the next DVRPC Competitive CMAQ Program. Thank you for your
interest and support.

General TIP Comments: General concerns, questions, and/or suggestions
Item ID: 127
Requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without pedestrian facility upgrades

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your suggestion. Like all MPOs, DVRPC coordinates and facilitates conversations with member governments (e.g.
counties and cities), state agencies, and transit operators to reach a consensus on what priority transportation projects to fund for
the region based on reasonably expected resources. There are multiple considerations involved in the decision-making process of
selecting projects for the TIP: state, regional, and local priority of needs, political support, data availability, performance-based
planning, project schedule, estimated cost, and readiness, project delivery status, phase, ability to leverage other investments,
ensuring there is a balanced program, funding eligibility, if there available resources, and geographic equity and Environmental
Justice.

A way to ensure bicycle/pedestrian and safety elements can be incorporated within a project is to share them with the Project
Sponsor during a project’s Concept Development, design, or engineering phase prior to construction. Many TIP projects are in
different phases of the project delivery process, but there is often an opportunity during pre-construction that allows the public to
learn about a project, ask questions, and share their ideas. To learn about the NJDOT project delivery process, visit
www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital/pd/phase.shtm. The schedule of public information meetings for NJDOT sponsored projects
is found at www.nj.gov/transportation/community/meetings.

Item ID: 128
Concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Your suggestion for NJDOT to update its standard for “bicycle compatible” shoulders and match the Complete Streets Design
Guide has been shared with NJDOT. Please contact Sarah Moran, Manager of the Office of Mobility Analysis and Design, at (215)
238-2875 or smoran@dvrpc.org to help us understand how the 1998 State Bicycle Plan or NJ’s standard for “bicycle compatible”
shoulders conflict with DVRPC's Level of Traffic Stress Analysis data. DVRPC and local partners work with NJDOT and other
project sponsors to consider safety improvements for all projects. A number of alternatives are evaluated prior to the construction
phase to determine the best solution to a transportation problem, given expected resources and the needs of various
stakeholders. A way to ensure bicycle/pedestrian and safety elements can be incorporated within a project is to share them with
the Project Sponsor during a project’s Concept Development, design, or engineering phase prior to construction. Many TIP
projects are in different phases of the project delivery process, but there is often an opportunity during pre-construction that allows
the public to learn about a project, ask questions, and share their ideas. To learn about the NJDOT project delivery process, visit
www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital/pd/phase.shtm. The schedule of public information meetings for NJDOT sponsored projects
is found at www.nj.gov/transportation/community/meetings.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

NJDOT uses a number of resources to determine bicycle compatibility on roadways. The Bureau of Safety, Bicycle and
Pedestrian Programs (BSBPP) works carefully with Project Managers within the Department to ensure compliance with our
Complete Streets Checklist on as many DOT projects as possible. BSBPP personnel utilize the Complete Streets Design Guide,
as well as the NJDOT Bicycle Compatible Roadways and Bikeways Guide, current AASHTO guides and other resources to
determine the best way to address the needs of all road network users on projects built or funded by the Department. We are
working to update our bicycle and pedestrian design guidance with current best practice. NJDOT, and specifically BSBPP,
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constantly looks for opportunities in existing capital projects to add, replace or rehabilitate bicycle and pedestrian facilities. We
regularly conduct Pedestrian Road Safety Audits in locations that our safety management systems indicate are trouble spots for
bicyclists and pedestrians. We develop recommendations and investigate ways to implement them as quickly as possible. In
some cases, we are able to incorporate improvements for cyclists and pedestrians into resurfacing projects but often these
projects occur on an accelerated schedule in order to maintain the condition of the pavement and the safety of the road.
Commercial developers often install sidewalk on State roadways and we strongly encourage them to do so when we review Major
Access Permits. We depend on our municipal and county partners to assist in this effort and are investigating ways to ensure
better outcomes.

Item ID: 129
Comment about DVRPC region's congestion, bicycle infrastructure, and bicycle safety

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment. DVRPC recognizes that planning and implementation for bicycle and pedestrian improvements are
critical and we will continue to collaborate with our planning partners, as well as staff from internal offices to implement active
transportation projects as a way to address congestion and climate change.

Understanding that everyone has a different level of comfort when cycling on the road, DVRPC has made available two resources
to help. The DVRPC Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) and Connectivity Analysis webmap is helpful in determining where you
may want to bike, depending on your level of comfort. It is available at www.dvrpc.org/webmaps/BikeStress. Ruti is a text-
message-based, trip planning tool that finds the bike route with the least amount of car traffic, or traffic stress, available at
www.dvrpc.org/ruti.

Item ID: 130
Requests that DVRPC continue to prioritize funding safe bicycle infrastructure for all ages

Agency Response by DVRPC:

We’re happy to hear that you enjoy bicycling in the region, especially during this pandemic! We agree that bicycling is a healthy
and environmentally friendly alternative mode of travel and understand that everyone has a different level of comfort when cycling
on the road. There are two resources that can help. First, you may find the DVRPC Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) and
Connectivity Analysis webmap helpful in determining where you may want to bike, depending on your level of comfort. It is
available at www.dvrpc.org/webmaps/BikeStress. Second, Ruti is a text-message-based, trip planning tool that finds the bike
route with the least amount of car traffic, or traffic stress at www.dvrpc.org/ruti. The conversational app uses Google Maps routing
information and LTS data analysis to find the most comfortable bike route between two destinations. The resulting route map
depicts the “stress level” of each part of a bike route so riders can see where traffic or stress is highest. To register to use Ruti,
please visit ruti.bike. Ruti will send a text message to your cell phone, and you can begin conversing to find the right bike routes.

The region will continue to invest in bike and pedestrian infrastructure, along with other needs of the region (e.g., system
preservation). In the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey, there is almost $58.4 million programmed for bike/pedestrian
improvements, including the recent 2020-21 Transportation Alternative Set-Aside, Competitive CMAQ, and Travel Options
Program awards. Other projects that are non-pedestrian/bicycle improvements in nature (such as bridge replacement) often
include bicycle/pedestrian improvements, wherever possible, within project scope and limits. Please note that bicycle/pedestrian
improvements are one of many needs in the region, and the TIP tries to address multiple needs. Unfortunately, needs often
outweigh expected resources.

General TIP Comments: Project concerns, questions, and/or suggestions
Item ID: 131, 133
Requests to increase TA Set-Aside funding and/or eligibility

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Please note that the TA Set-Aside program is a set-aside within the federal-aid Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG)
program under the current FAST Act, and the funds are distributed by and restricted to the appropriate urbanized area (indicated
by DB #X107). The Philadelphia Urbanized Area (UZA) expects $1.127 million, and the Trenton UZA in the DVRPC NJ region
expects $291,000 annually, totaling $1.418 million.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

This program is funded by the federal Transportation Alternatives program. TA funding is formula-based and specific to certain
geographic locations. In the future, should Congress increase funding to the TA program, the department would analyze and
evaluate the past performance of the SRTS and provide justification to increase funding if appropriate.
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Item ID: 132
Requests that DVRPC not fund lane expansion projects in urbanized areas without pedestrian facility upgrades

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Thank you for your comment. DVRPC recognizes that planning and implementation for bicycle and pedestrian improvements are
critical and we will continue to collaborate with our planning partners, as well as staff from internal offices to implement active
transportation projects as a way to address congestion and climate change.

Understanding that everyone has a different level of comfort when cycling on the road, DVRPC has made available two resources
to help. The DVRPC Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) and Connectivity Analysis webmap is helpful in determining where you
may want to bike, depending on your level of comfort. It is available at www.dvrpc.org/webmaps/BikeStress. Ruti is a text-
message-based, trip planning tool that finds the bike route with the least amount of car traffic, or traffic stress, available at
www.dvrpc.org/ruti.

ltemID: 134
Concerns about NJ's standard for bicycle compatible shoulders and NJ Complete Streets Guide

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Your issue about state road projects failing to implement Complete Streets and Green Streets Policy has been shared with
NJDOQT. Like all MPOs, DVRPC coordinates and facilitates conversations with member governments (e.g. counties and cities),
state agencies, and transit operators to reach a consensus on what priority transportation projects to fund for the region based on
reasonably expected resources. There are multiple considerations involved in the decision-making process of selecting projects
for the TIP: state, regional, and local priority of needs, political support, data availability, performance-based planning, project
schedule, estimated cost, and readiness, project delivery status, phase, ability to leverage other investments, ensuring there is a
balanced program, funding eligibility, if there are available resources, and geographic equity and Environmental Justice.

Agency Response by NJDOT:

NJDOT uses a number of resources to determine bicycle compatibility on roadways. The Bureau of Safety, Bicycle and
Pedestrian Programs (BSBPP) works carefully with Project Managers within the Department to ensure compliance with our
Complete Streets Checklist on as many DOT projects as possible. BSBPP personnel utilize the Complete Streets Design Guide,
as well as the NJDOT Bicycle Compatible Roadways and Bikeways Guide, current AASHTO guides and other resources to
determine the best way to address the needs of all road network users on projects built or funded by the Department. We are
working to update our bicycle and pedestrian design guidance with current best practice. NJDOT, and specifically BSBPP,
constantly looks for opportunities in existing capital projects to add, replace or rehabilitate bicycle and pedestrian facilities. We
regularly conduct Pedestrian Road Safety Audits in locations that our safety management systems indicate are trouble spots for
bicyclists and pedestrians. We develop recommendations and investigate ways to implement them as quickly as possible. In
some cases, we are able to incorporate improvements for cyclists and pedestrians into resurfacing projects but often these
projects occur on an accelerated schedule in order to maintain the condition of the pavement and the safety of the road.
Commercial developers often install sidewalk on State roadways and we strongly encourage them to do so when we review Major
Access Permits. We depend on our municipal and county partners to assist in this effort and are investigating ways to ensure
better outcomes.

Item ID: 135

Requests that DVRPC not fund any road rehabilitation/resurfacing projects without traffic calming measures or safe
bicycle/pedestrian facilities

Agency Response by DVRPC:

Like all MPOs, DVRPC coordinates and facilitates conversations with member governments (e.g. counties and cities), state
agencies, and transit operators to reach a consensus on what priority transportation projects to fund for the region based on
reasonably expected resources. There are multiple considerations involved in the decision-making process of selecting projects
for the TIP: state, regional, and local priority of needs, political support, data availability, performance-based planning, project
schedule, estimated cost, and readiness, project delivery status, phase, ability to leverage other investments, ensuring there is a
balanced program, funding eligibility, if there are available resources, and geographic equity and Environmental Justice.

Safety is a top priority for DVRPC, as articulated in the Long-Range Plan. Safety is the highest weighted criterion in the TIP-LRP
Benefit Evaluation for new project candidates. Federal legislation includes targets for safety with the goal of reducing fatalities and
serious injuries. DVRPC and local partners work with NJDOT and other project sponsors to consider safety improvements for all
projects. A number of alternatives are evaluated prior to the construction phase to determine the best solution to a transportation
problem, given expected resources and the needs of various stakeholders. A way to ensure bicycle/pedestrian and safety
elements can be incorporated within a project is to share them with the Project Sponsor during a project’'s Concept Development,
design, or engineering phase prior to construction. Many TIP projects are in different phases of the project delivery process, but
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there is often an opportunity during pre-construction that allows the public to learn about a project, ask questions, and share their
ideas. To learn about the NJDOT project delivery process, visit www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital/pd/phase.shtm. The

schedule of public information meetings for NJDOT sponsored projects is found at https://www.nj.gov/transportation/community/
meetings.
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Draft DVRPC FY2022 Transportation
Improvement Program for New Jersey (FY22-
FY25) and Draft FY2022 Statewide TIP for New
Jersey for NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) will open a public comment period
to seek your input on the Draft DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22-FY25). This will also serve as the public comment period for



the State of New Jersey’s Draft FY2022 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
for the New Jersey Department of Transportation (NJDOT) and New Jersey Transit Corporation (NJ
TRANSIT). DVRPC will accept comments on both draft documents from July 21, 2021 until
August 23, 2021 at 5:00 PM local time.

An electronic version of the DVRPC Draft FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is available at
www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft. If requested, the Draft TIP can be translated into an alternative
format or language. The Draft FY2022 STIP is available at
www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital.

The TIP represents the region's federally funded transportation improvement priorities and is
required by federal law in order for the region to be eligible to receive and spend federal
transportation funds. The TIP also includes non-federally funded projects that are regionally
significant in order to provide a broad picture of the region's transportation improvements.

To abide by public health guidelines for public gatherings, the required public meetings will be
held online at two different times. These online public meetings will also include presentations
of the Draft Connections 2050 Long- Range Plan and the Draft Conformity Determination. The
online meetings will be recorded and posted online about a day after.

Wednesday, August 11, 2021
2:00 PM to 3:00 PM

Registration: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN a wluM-1SielFV-TrwleNA
Call-in information: 646-558-8656; Meeting ID: 934 8624 1523, Passcode: Ld6YeTd3

Wednesday, August 18, 2021
7:00 PM to 8:00 PM

Registration: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN cONnSLqfQ8GnfUC8TrkzZg
Call-in information: 646-558-8656; Meeting ID: 987 8869 6352, Passcode: MU7XWu09

Registration information is also available on DVRPC’s events calendar at
https://www.dvrpc.org/Calendar/2021/08.

Attendees can join via webinar or by phone in listen-only mode. For any accommodations,
including closed captioning and interpretation, please email public_affairs@dvrpc.org or call
215-238-2929.

Written comments and questions must be submitted in one of three ways listed below:

Electronically through an interactive web application available at: www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft

By Email: TIP@dvrpc.org




By Mail:

NJ TIP Comments

c/o DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th FL.

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Questions and comments must be submitted in writing. If you need assistance in providing a
written comment, please contact the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at
215-238-2929 or public affairs@dvrpc.org.

DVRPC must receive comments for the Draft TIP and STIP documents by 5:00 PM (local time)
on August 23, 2021. Comments received via mail must be postmarked by August 22, 2021.
Responses will not be provided unless comments are submitted in writing during the public
comment period.

The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) fully complies with Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on
Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination mandates in all programs and activities.
DVRPC's website, www.dvrpc.org, may be translated into multiple languages. Publications and

other public documents can usually be made available in alternative languages and formats, if
requested. DVRPC'’s public meetings are always held in ADA-accessible facilities, and held in
transit-accessible locations whenever possible. Translation, interpretation, or other auxiliary
services can be provided to individuals who submit a request at least seven days prior to a public
meeting. Translation and interpretation services for DVRPC'’s projects, products, and planning
processes are available, generally free of charge, by calling (215) 592-1800. All requests will be
accommodated to the greatest extent possible.

Any person who believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by
DVRPC under Title VI has a right to file a formal complaint. Any such complaint must be in writing
and filed with DVRPC's Title VI Compliance Manager and/or the appropriate state or federal
agency within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information on
DVRPC's Title VI program or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, please visit:
www.dvrpc.org/Getlnvolved/TitleVI, call (215) 592-1800, or email public _affairs@dvrpc.org.

Important Notice: DVRPC is committed to providing open and competitive procurement
opportunities and that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 CFR part
26, have an equal opportunity to receive and participate in federally funded contracts. For
information about opportunities to do business with DVRPC, please visit
www.dvrpc.org/Business/.
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Dated: July 21, 2021

John Johnson, Governor

Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

2025 South Gordon Cooper Drive Shawnee, OK 74801
Sent via email: jjohnson@astribe.com

RE: Requesting comments on DVRPC’s Federal Fiscal Year 2022 Transportation Improvement
Program

Dear Governor Johnson,

The purpose of this message is to inform the Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma that the
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) released the Draft DVRPC Federal
Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22-FY25)
on July 21, 2021 and requests comments by August 23, 2021. This document includes capital
transportation projects in Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer counties sponsored by a
number of agencies and local governments.

DVRPC serves as a technical advisor, provides access to federal transportation funding, and
works with local elected officials, participating federal, state and county agencies, transit
operators, and the public to coordinate planning activities and prioritization of transportation
infrastructure projects, among other tasks.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is expected to be approved by the DVRPC Board at its
September 23, 2021 meeting. An interactive map with proposed projects and the full narrative document
divided into smaller documents are both available at https:/www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/.

Consistent with Federal transportation planning regulations, DVRPC is requesting the
involvement of your Tribal Nation in the above-mentioned planning document, and would
appreciate receiving your comments and concerns either via mail or email to the contact(s)
provided below. Please note that all federally funded capital projects within the TIP will be
subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and Section 106 consultation
when the project development process is initiated. If you have questions specific to the Tribal
Consultation process in Planning, NEPA or Section 106, please contact the FHWA Division
office.

For questions and comments about this document and its related activities, please contact:
Kwan Hui
Manager, New Jersey Capital Programs



Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Email: khui@dvrpc.org

Please also provide copies to:

Sutapa Bandyopadhyay,

FHWA-New Jersey Division

Office: (609)637-4230 | Cell: (908)361-1831
Email: sutapa.bandyopadhyay@dot.gov

DVRPC is currently using a list of Tribal Nation contacts prepared by FHWA in consultation
with New Jersey Department of Transportation. Please advise if any additional representative
should be included in future correspondence/coordination relative to the planning process.
DVRPC is also requesting that you accept this email with weblinks in lieu of receiving U.S.P.S.
mailings and hard copies of the planning documents. Hard copies are available upon request.

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, PP/AICP

Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
ahastings(@dvrpc.org

Sent via email

CC: Devon Frazier, Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma;
Kwan Hui, Barry Seymour, Natalie Scott, DVRPC;
Mike Russo, Lauralee Rappleye, NJDOT;
Sutapa Bandyopadhyay, Brian Goodson, FHWA-NJ
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Dated: July 21, 2021

Deborah Dotson, Tribal President

Delaware Nation

PO Box 825 Anadarko,

OK 73005

Sent via email: ddotson(@delawarenation-nsn.gov

RE: Requesting comments on DVRPC’s Federal Fiscal Year 2022 Transportation Improvement
Program

Dear President Dotson,

The purpose of this message is to inform the Delaware Nation that the Delaware Valley Regional
Planning Commission (DVRPC) released the Draft DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2022
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22-FY25) on July 21, 2021 and
requests comments by August 23, 2021. This document includes capital transportation projects in
Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer counties sponsored by a number of agencies and
local governments.

DVRPC serves as a technical advisor, provides access to federal transportation funding, and
works with local elected officials, participating federal, state and county agencies, transit
operators, and the public to coordinate planning activities and prioritization of transportation
infrastructure projects, among other tasks.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is expected to be approved by the DVRPC Board
at its September 23, 2021 meeting. An interactive map with proposed projects and the full
narrative document divided into smaller documents are both available at
https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/.

Consistent with Federal transportation planning regulations, DVRPC is requesting the
involvement of your Tribal Nation in the above-mentioned planning document, and would
appreciate receiving your comments and concerns either via mail or email to the contact(s)
provided below. Please note that all federally funded capital projects within the TIP will be
subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and Section 106 consultation
when the project development process is initiated. If you have questions specific to the Tribal
Consultation process in Planning, NEPA or Section 106, please contact the FHWA Division
office.

For questions and comments about this document and its related activities, please contact:



Kwan Hui

Manager, New Jersey Capital Programs
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Email: khui@dvrpc.org

Please also provide copies to:

Sutapa Bandyopadhyay,

FHWA-New Jersey Division

Office: (609)637-4230 | Cell: (908)361-1831
Email: sutapa.bandyopadhyay@dot.gov

DVRPC is currently using a list of Tribal Nation contacts prepared by FHWA in consultation
with New Jersey Department of Transportation. Please advise if any additional representative
should be included in future correspondence/coordination relative to the planning process.
DVRPC is also requesting that you accept this email with weblinks in lieu of receiving U.S.P.S.
mailings and hard copies of the planning documents. Hard copies are available upon request.

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, PP/AICP

Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
ahastings@dvrpc.org

Sent via email

CC:  Erin Thompson-Paden, Delaware Nation Historic Preservation Director
Kwan Hui, Barry Seymour, Natalie Scott, DVRPC;
Mike Russo, Lauralee Rappleye, NJDOT;
Sutapa Bandyopadhyay, Brian Goodson, FHWA-NJ
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Dated: July 21, 2021

Chet Brooks, Chief

Delaware Tribe of Indians

5100 Tuxedo Blvd

Bartlesville, OK 74006

Sent via email: cbrooks@delawaretribe.org

RE: Requesting comments on DVRPC’s Federal Fiscal Year 2022 Transportation Improvement
Program

Dear President Brooks,

The purpose of this message is to inform the Delaware Tribe of Indians that the Delaware Valley
Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) released the Draft DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY)
2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22-FY25) on July 21, 2021
and requests comments by August 23, 2021. This document includes capital transportation
projects in Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer counties sponsored by a number of
agencies and local governments.

DVRPC serves as a technical advisor, provides access to federal transportation funding, and
works with local elected officials, participating federal, state and county agencies, transit
operators, and the public to coordinate planning activities and prioritization of transportation
infrastructure projects, among other tasks.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is expected to be approved by the DVRPC Board
at its September 23, 2021 meeting. An interactive map with proposed projects and the full
narrative document divided into smaller documents are both available at
https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/.

Consistent with Federal transportation planning regulations, DVRPC is requesting the
involvement of your Tribal Nation in the above-mentioned planning document, and would
appreciate receiving your comments and concerns either via mail or email to the contact(s)
provided below. Please note that all federally funded capital projects within the TIP will be
subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and Section 106 consultation
when the project development process is initiated. If you have questions specific to the Tribal
Consultation process in Planning, NEPA or Section 106, please contact the FHWA Division
office.

For questions and comments about this document and its related activities, please contact:



Kwan Hui

Manager, New Jersey Capital Programs
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Email: khui@dvrpc.org

Please also provide copies to:

Sutapa Bandyopadhyay,

FHWA-New Jersey Division

Office: (609)637-4230 | Cell: (908)361-1831
Email: sutapa.bandyopadhyay@dot.gov

DVRPC is currently using a list of Tribal Nation contacts prepared by FHWA in consultation
with New Jersey Department of Transportation. Please advise if any additional representative
should be included in future correspondence/coordination relative to the planning process.
DVRPC is also requesting that you accept this email with weblinks in lieu of receiving U.S.P.S.
mailings and hard copies of the planning documents. Hard copies are available upon request.

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, PP/AICP

Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
ahastings@dvrpc.org

Sent via email

CC:  Susan Bachor Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation, Pennsylvania Office;
Kwan Hui, Barry Seymour, Natalie Scott, DVRPC;
Mike Russo, Lauralee Rappleye, NJDOT;
Sutapa Bandyopadhyay, Brian Goodson, FHWA-NJ
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Dated: July 21, 2021

Shannon Holsey, President

Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of Mohican Indians
Sent via email: Shannon.holsey@mohican-nsn.gov

Dear President Hosley,

The purpose of this message is to inform the Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of Mohican
Indians that the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) released the Draft
DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New
Jersey (FY22-FY25) on July 21, 2021 and requests comments by August 23, 2021. This
document includes capital transportation projects in Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer
counties sponsored by a number of agencies and local governments.

DVRPC serves as a technical advisor, provides access to federal transportation funding, and
works with local elected officials, participating federal, state and county agencies, transit
operators, and the public to coordinate planning activities and prioritization of transportation
infrastructure projects, among other tasks.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is expected to be approved by the DVRPC Board
at its September 23, 2021 meeting. An interactive map with proposed projects and the full
narrative document divided into smaller documents are both available at
https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/.

Consistent with Federal transportation planning regulations, DVRPC is requesting the
involvement of your Tribal Nation in the above-mentioned planning document, and would
appreciate receiving your comments and concerns either via mail or email to the contact(s)
provided below. Please note that all federally funded capital projects within the TIP will be
subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and Section 106 consultation
when the project development process is initiated. If you have questions specific to the Tribal
Consultation process in Planning, NEPA or Section 106, please contact the FHWA Division
office.

For questions and comments about this document and its related activities, please contact:

Kwan Hui

Manager, New Jersey Capital Programs
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Email: khui@dvrpc.org




Please also provide copies to:

Sutapa Bandyopadhyay,

FHWA-New Jersey Division

Office: (609)637-4230 | Cell: (908)361-1831
Email: sutapa.bandyopadhyay@dot.gov

DVRPC is currently using a list of Tribal Nation contacts prepared by FHWA in consultation
with New Jersey Department of Transportation. Please advise if any additional representative
should be included in future correspondence/coordination relative to the planning process.
DVRPC is also requesting that you accept this email with weblinks in lieu of receiving U.S.P.S.
mailings and hard copies of the planning documents. Hard copies are available upon request.

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, PP/AICP

Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
ahastings(@dvrpc.org

Sent via email

CC: Nathan Allison, Bonney Hartley, Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of Mohican
Indians
Kwan Hui, Barry Seymour, Natalie Scott, DVRPC;
Mike Russo, Lauralee Rappleye, NJDOT;
Sutapa Bandyopadhyay, Brian Goodson, FHWA-NJ
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Dated: July 21, 2021

Ben Barnes, Chief
Shawnee
Sent via email: benbarnes@gmail.com

RE: Requesting comments on DVRPC’s Federal Fiscal Year 2022 Transportation Improvement
Program

Dear President Dotson,

The purpose of this message is to inform the Shawnee that the Delaware Valley Regional
Planning Commission (DVRPC) released the Draft DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2022
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22-FY25) on July 21, 2021 and
requests comments by August 23, 2021. This document includes capital transportation projects in
Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer counties sponsored by a number of agencies and
local governments.

DVRPC serves as a technical advisor, provides access to federal transportation funding, and
works with local elected officials, participating federal, state and county agencies, transit
operators, and the public to coordinate planning activities and prioritization of transportation
infrastructure projects, among other tasks.

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is expected to be approved by the DVRPC Board
at its September 23, 2021 meeting. An interactive map with proposed projects and the full
narrative document divided into smaller documents are both available at
https://www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft/.

Consistent with Federal transportation planning regulations, DVRPC is requesting the
involvement of your Tribal Nation in the above-mentioned planning document, and would
appreciate receiving your comments and concerns either via mail or email to the contact(s)
provided below. Please note that all federally funded capital projects within the TIP will be
subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and Section 106 consultation
when the project development process is initiated. If you have questions specific to the Tribal
Consultation process in Planning, NEPA or Section 106, please contact the FHWA Division
office.

For questions and comments about this document and its related activities, please contact:

Kwan Hui



Manager, New Jersey Capital Programs
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
Email: khui@dvrpc.org

Please also provide copies to:

Sutapa Bandyopadhyay,

FHWA-New Jersey Division

Office: (609)637-4230 | Cell: (908)361-1831
Email: sutapa.bandyopadhyay@dot.gov

DVRPC is currently using a list of Tribal Nation contacts prepared by FHWA in consultation
with New Jersey Department of Transportation. Please advise if any additional representative
should be included in future correspondence/coordination relative to the planning process.
DVRPC is also requesting that you accept this email with weblinks in lieu of receiving U.S.P.S.
mailings and hard copies of the planning documents. Hard copies are available upon request.

Sincerely,

Alison Hastings, PP/AICP

Associate Director, Communications & Engagement
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
ahastings@dvrpc.org

Sent via email

CC: Tonya Tipton, Shawnee;
Kwan Hui, Barry Seymour, Natalie Scott, DVRPC;
Mike Russo, Lauralee Rappleye, NJDOT;
Sutapa Bandyopadhyay, Brian Goodson, FHWA-NJ
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1. The Philadelphia Inquirer, LLC is the publisher of the Philadelphia Inquirer, with its headquarters at
801 Market Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107.

2. The Philadelphia Inquirer is a newspaper that which was established in in the year 1829, since
which date said daily newspaper has been continuously published and distributed daily in the City of
Philadelphia, count and state aforesaid.
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AL DIA NEWSMEDIA

1835 Market St., ADVERTISING
4th Floor IN VOICE
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Bill To:

DVRPC/Natalie Scott Invoice #: 00042420

190 N. Independence Date: 7/23/21

Mall West, 8th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Ins.Order# Description TOTAL

Dual language legal notice published 7/21/21: Draft DVRPC FY2022 Transportation $6,004.00
Improvement Program for New Jersey (FY22-FY25), 4x9.5" each

$6,004.00
MN EWS.com NET DUE

Terms: NET DUE 30 DAYS

. Late payments will incur interest fee of 1.25% per month
Thank you for the opportunity to serve after due date . For billing questions or payment over the
your company phone, please call 215-789-6968
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NOTICE

THE DELAWARE VALLEY RE-
GIONAL PLANNING COMMIS-
SION ANNOUNCES FOR PUBLIC
REVIEW:

Draft DVRPC FY2022 Transporta-
tion Improvement Program for
New Jersey (FY22-FY25)

and

Draft FY2022 Statewide TIP for
New Jersey for NJDOT and NJ
TRANSIT

The Delaware Valley Regional Plan-
ning Commission (DVRPC) will
open a public comment period to
seek vyour input on the Draft
DVRPC Federal Fiscal Year (FY)
2022 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for New Jersey
(FY22-FY25). This will also serve as
the public comment period for the
State of New Jersey’s Draft FY2022
Statewide Transportation Improve-
ment Program (STIP) for the New
Jersey Department of Transporta-
tion (NJDOT) and New Jersey
Transit Corporation (NJ TRANSIT).
DVRPC will accept comments on
both draft documents from July 21,
2021 until August 21, 2021 at 5:00
PM local time.

An electronic version of the DVRPC
Draft FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is
available at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draf
t. If requested, the Draft TIP can be
translated into an alternative format
or language. The Draft FY2022
STIP is available at www.state.nj.us/
transportation/capital.

The TIP represents the region's fed-
erally funded transportation im-
provement priorities and is required
by federal law in order for the region
to be eligible to receive and spend
federal transportation funds. The
TIP also includes non-federally
funded projects that are regionally
significant in order to provide a
broad picture of the region's trans-
portation improvements.

To abide by public health guidelines
for public gatherings, the required
public meetings will be held online
at two different times. These online
public meetings will also include
presentations of the Draft Connec-
tions 2050 Long- Range Plan and
the Draft Conformity Determination.
The online meetings will be record-
e?t and posted online about a day
after.

Wednesday, August 11, 2021

2:00 PM to 3:00 PM

Registration: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/
webinar/register/WN_a_wluM-ISielF
V-TrwleNA

Call-in information: 646-558-8656;
Meeting ID: 934 8624 1523,
Passcode: Ld6YeTd3

Or

Wednesday, August 18, 2021

7:00 PM to 8:00 PM

Registration: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/
webinar/register/WN_c9NnSLqfQ8
GnfUC8TrkzZg

Call-in information: 646-558-8656;



Meeting ID: 987 8869 6352,
Passcode: MU7XWu09

Registration information is also
available on DVRPC'’s events cal-
endar at https://www.dvrpc.org/Cale
ndar/2021/08.

Attendees can join via webinar or
by phone in listen-only mode. For
any accommodations, including
closed captioning and interpreta-
tion, please email public_affairs@dv
rpc.org or call 215-238-2929.

Written comments and questions
must be submitted in one of three
ways listed below:

Electronically through an interactive
web application available at: www.d
vrpc.org/TIP/Draft

By Email: TIP@dvrpc.org
Or

By Mail:

NJ TIP Comments

c/lo DVRPC Office of Communica-
tions and Engagement

190 N. Independence Mall West,
8th FI.

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Questions and comments must be
submitted in writing. If you need as-
sistance in providing a written com-
ment, please contact the DVRPC
Office of Communications and En-
gagement at 215-238-2929 or publi
c_affairs@dvrpc.org.

DVRPC must receive comments
for the Draft TIP and STIP docu-
ments by 5:00 PM (local time) on
August 21, 2021. Comments re-
ceived via mail must be
postmarked by August 21, 2021.
Responses will not be provided
unless comments are submitted
in writing during the public com-
ment period.

The Delaware Valley Regional Plan-
ning Commission (DVRPC) fully
complies with Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights
Restoration Act of 1987, Executive
Order 12898 on Environmental Jus-
tice, and related nondiscrimination
mandates in all programs and activ-
ities. DVRPC's website, www.dvrpc.
org, may be translated into multiple
languages. Publications and other
public documents can usually be
made available in alternative lan-
guages and formats, if requested.
DVRPC’s public meetings are al-
ways held in ADA-accessible facili-
ties, and held in transit-accessible
locations whenever possible. Trans-
lation, interpretation, or other auxili-
ary services can be provided to indi-
viduals who submit a request at
least seven days prior to a public
meeting. Translation and interpreta-
tion services for DVRPC'’s projects,
products, and planning processes
are available, generally free of
charge, by calling (215) 592-1800.
All requests will be accommodated
to the greatest extent possible.



Any person who believes they have
been aggrieved by an unlawful dis-
criminatory practice by DVRPC un-
der Title VI has a right to file a for-
mal complaint. Any such complaint
must be in writing and filed with
DVRPC's Title VI Compliance Man-
ager and/or the appropriate state or
federal agency within 180 days of
the alleged discriminatory occur-
rence. For more information on
DVRPC's Title VI program or to ob-
tain a Title VI Complaint Form,
please visit: www.dvrpc.org/Getinvo
Ived/TitleVI, call (215) 592-1800, or
email public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

Important Notice: DVRPC is com-
mitted to providing open and com-
petitive procurement opportunities
and that Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in
49 CFR part 26, have an equal op-
portunity to receive and participate
in federally funded contracts. For in-
formation about opportunities to do
business with DVRPC, please visit
www.dvrpc.org/Business/.

Adv. Fee: $123.74
BCT: July 21, 2021
Aff. Chg.: $20.00 7399395
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COURIER-POST

South Jersey's Hewspaper | comriespostealinecom

356 - 5636000 « RO, Box 5300, Cheiry Hill, M. 08034

Classified Ad Receipt
(For Info Only - NOT A BILL)

Customer: DELAWARE VAL REG PLAN COM AdNo.: 0004816368
Address: 190 N INDEPENDENCE MALL W Pymt Method Invoice
PHILADELPHIA PA 19106 Net Amt: $124.04
USA
Run Times: 1 No. of Affidavits: 1

Run Dates: 07/21/21

Text of Ad:

THE DELAWARE WwALLEY RE-
GloOMAL PLAMNKNING CORMRMIS-
K [
AMRKMILINCES FH2JR PLIELIC RE-
WIEYW:

Ceraft DWRFLC FY2022 Transparta-
Licor lpardgvemenl Prageanm [
My Jersey (FY22-FY25)
aricd
rofe Fv2922 starowido TIF for
hewy Jersey Tar BT ancl W
TEARMSIT
The DOelaware Yalley Redioral
Flarwrricig  Cuomirnission (DWRPEC)
will ppen a public varnment pe-
rivd to sesk wour input on the
Oratt DVWHEPC Foderal Fiscal Yeoar
(F¥) A2 Transportatinon Im
provermennt  Proeqram (TIFY  for
Mews Jersey (FYZ2-FY25. Thizs
will dlsis serve as Lhie poblic cem-
ment period for the State of
Mowe lorsoy's Droft FY 2022 Stobc
wide  Iransportation Improve
mant Proegram {5TIFY far the
P i larsay Menartment rrf
Trarspa-taticn R IDCET) an<
Mlewy Jejcey Transil Coorpgaralicn
(M1 TRANSTI. DWVREPC wwill accept
comrmorts on both drafte dooa
mconts from loly 21, 2121 until
ApQust A, FIFT st S0 PR lacal

time.

A oeleclrarnic weraion ol e
DWAPZ Dralt Y2022 TIF lor
Meswe Jesraey s awvaildbile gl wsnes,
dvrproargfl IR araft |f rocucss
o, the raft 1P con ke transinT
at it an alternarive fanmat or
languadge. The Draft Fy2022 STIF
is awvailakile at 'u'-.".'.-'n.-r.:.ldL-E.r'J._lh.:"Lr
arsportationeapital |

The TIF represents the region's
fedornlly funded tromspartation
improvement  prineities and s
required by feneral lowe in arcder
fiar the reqicn to e eligikle to
re<ieive and spend leceral Lrans-
par Lalisen fureds, The TIF galue in-
cludes  non-federally furded
nraiccts that aro roaionalle sia




nificarit in order o provide a
broad picture of the rogion's
transportation improvements.
Tex ahicie by public health cuide-
lnes for pugllf gatherings, the
rejuired pulslic meetifgs will De
held  wonlirne g oo dillereril
Lirmzs, Thess gnline poblic rreset-
irgs wuill alsa include prosonta
tions of the Zroft Dannections
#0540 1anog- Range Flan ancd the
Oratt CDI’IfIZIr'I'I'IW',-' Ceeterimina-
Lisri. The onlire  rmeelings  saedll
bes recorded and posted online
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Wodnesday, fugust 11, 20X1
20 PR to 3 PRA
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15l P =T s e LA
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1

Wadnasday, August 18, 2021
0 PRt 300 PRA
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ustssohinarregisterWl c9hdnal
aiirHGrTLILY rkrig

Callim information: 6 L
Hh4h; Mf“n‘l‘ing 1 =3 HERY
BA57, Passoode: RN 0O
Registration intarmation s alsa
avdilable o DWVREPCs evenly al-
erndar aL httpsdhervese derpe.orgs
Lalendars 43210 H

Attondocs can jain wia woehinar
ar hy phone in listen-aanly moce.
Far  any accoramaclations,  in-
Cluclivg  <lasedd capiicning ang

irlerpretation, please email pub
Iie atfairssidyrpeorg or call 215-

238 2920

writton  romments and  quies
tions must bBe submitteo e oane
af three waps listed el o
Electrcnically thircugih an inter-
gt live vl gppelicalion availalk:le
At wiwewr clvrpesaros RS Dratt

E}I Ermail: 'IIFWd'-..TEi.'.i.‘lI'D_

fair

By Madil:

M TIP Comrents

w0 DWRAPC O ice cf Carrmarica-
Licrnzs and Erpgadgzment

19% M. Independence bdall Vi'est,
Lth FI.

Fhiladclahin, P& 191400
[mestions and oommmeannts st
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need  FeEiclanee in providing a
W iLlErr LTl gy Lon-
tact the DWREPC Office of Com
rumications and Engageomont ot
215 238 2929 ar r‘-u%ll{ affairsis
Clwrpac_ cere) -

OWRPT must recelhwe <ommeents
Tar the Dealt TIP amd STIF ddacii-
ments S-00 PPY (loscal timed g
August 21, 2021. Comments re-
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pastoarload I:Lhr August 21, 2021.
Responses will not be provided
lnless <amiments are submitted
im wwrting during thie puaklic
corrmment periced,

The Delaveare Walley  RBoegioral
Plarnimg Commissian (DWRPC)
fully romplins with 1itle v of
tha Civil Rights act af 1964, the
Civil Rigghls Eestoralion Mt of
19387, Execulive Order 12826 cn




LINWIF DITIETILS | JUSTISE,  dna re-
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8/20/2021 Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission Mail - Re: [NJAM - 1 #126-63-736] **Response requested** 10045514 - 8/6 - SJT - Delaware Valley ...

!:i d vr P c Natalie Scott <nscott@dvrpc.org>

Re: [NJAM - | #126-63-736] **Response requested** 10045514 - 8/6 - SJT - Delaware
Valley Regional Planning Commission- DVRPC Legal Notice (Conformity) for Aug 6-

South Jersey Times

NJ Advance Media Legal Advertising <legalads@support.njadvance-media.com> Mon, Jul 26, 2021 at 5:04 PM

To: nscott@dvrpc.org, Alison Hastings <ahastings@dvrpc.org>
Cc: mjones@njadvancemedia.com

ATTN: Natalie

As per your request, your Legal ad will run in The South Jersey Times on August 6, 2021. Your notice will also appear on

nj.com under Legal Notices for 30 days. Legal liner ads will also appear on New Jersey Press Association’s website
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/ in perpetuity

For your reference:

» account number: 1090333

* the ad number is: 10045514

« Cost: $190.21, without affidavit. Please let me know if an affidavit is required (additional $12)

Please confirm receipt of this email - attached is a proof of your ad, please review for corrections if needed (if anything is

missing, needs to be revised, and/or removed from the ad text) and reply back with approval of the ad copy or any
corrections or revises by deadline, 3:30pm Wednesday, August 4, 2021.

PLEASE CONFIRM or your ad will run as is.
You will receive the bill within 10 business days of the ad's last publication date.

Please call 800-350-4169 with any questions.

*Please note as of 1/1/2019 eTears will not be available for Legal advertisements. Available proof of publication options

are hard copy tear sheets, affidavits or visiting NJ.com and searching under Legal Notices or visiting
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/

Thank you for choosing the Star Ledger,

Jeanette Kryzymalski
NJ Advance Media
Operations Coordinator, Inside Sales

Advertising Terms and Conditions

This confirms that any advertisements submitted by you are subject to the terms and conditions contained in the following

link: http://www.njadvancemedia.com/terms-and-conditions/. By proceeding to submit the advertisements, you are
acknowledging your agreement to these terms and conditions.

On Fri, 23 Jul 2021, nscott@dvrpc.org wrote:
Hello,

DVRPC would like to place a legal notice in the South Jersey Times 8/6
Edition. It is attached.

Account Number: 1090333
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!

Natalie

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=85623c7b96 & view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1706382812134366240&simpl=msg-f%3A1706382812134366240

172


http://nj.com/
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/
http://www.njadvancemedia.com/terms-and-conditions/
mailto:nscott@dvrpc.org

8/20/2021 Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission Mail - Re: [NJAM - 1 #126-63-736] **Response requested** 10045514 - 8/6 - SJT - Delaware Valley ...

Natalie Scott | Senior Communications Specialist | She/Her

Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520

Cell: 215.692.2660

E Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 10045514.pdf
34K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=85623c7b96 & view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1706382812134366240&simpl=msg-f%3A1706382812134366240 2/2


https://www.google.com/maps/search/190+N.+Independence+Mall+West,+8th+Floor+%0D%0APhiladelphia,+PA+19106-1520?entry=gmail&source=g
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=85623c7b96&view=att&th=17ae4a207819dc20&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw

8/20/2021 Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission Mail - Re: [NJAM - I #326-45-339] **Response requested** 10045507 - 8/6 - TT - Delaware Valley ...

!:i d vr P c Natalie Scott <nscott@dvrpc.org>

Re: [NJAM - | #326-45-339] **Response requested** 10045507 - 8/6 - TT - Delaware
Valley Regional Planning Commission - DVRPC Legal Notice (Conformity) for Aug 6-

Times of Trenton

Trenton Times Legal Advertising <ttlegalads@support.njadvance-media.com> Mon, Jul 26, 2021 at 5:00 PM

To: nscott@dvrpc.org, Alison Hastings <ahastings@dvrpc.org>
Cc: mjones@njadvancemedia.com

ATTN: Natalie

As per your request, your Legal ad will run in The Times of Trenton on August 6, 2021. Your notice will also appear on
nj.com under Legal Notices for 30 days. Legal liner ads will also appear on New Jersey Press Association’s website
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/ in perpetuity

For your reference:

* account number: 1090333

« the ad number is: 10045507

« Cost: $104.40, without affidavit. Please let me know if an affidavit is required (additional $25)

Please confirm receipt of this email - attached is a proof of your ad, please review for corrections if needed (if anything is

missing, needs to be revised, and/or removed from the ad text) and reply back with approval of the ad copy or any
corrections or revises by deadline, 9:00am Thursday, August 5, 2021.

PLEASE CONFIRM or your ad will run as is.
You will receive the bill within 10 business days of the ad's last publication date.

Please call 609-989-5659 with any questions.

*Please note as of 1/1/2019 eTears will not be available for Legal advertisements. Available proof of publication options

are hard copy tear sheets, affidavits or visiting NJ.com and searching under Legal Notices or visiting
https://www.njpublicnotices.com/

Thank you for choosing the Times of Trenton,

Jeanette Kryzymalski
NJ Advance Media
Operations Coordinator, Inside Sales

Advertising Terms and Conditions

This confirms that any advertisements submitted by you are subject to the terms and conditions contained in the following

link: http://www.njadvancemedia.com/terms-and-conditions/. By proceeding to submit the advertisements, you are
acknowledging your agreement to these terms and conditions.

On Fri, 23 Jul 2021, nscott@dvrpc.org wrote:
Hello,

DVRPC would like to place a legal notice in the Times of Trenton in the
8/6 edition. It is attached.

Account Number: 1090333
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Natalie

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=85623c7b96 & view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1706382569278467835&simpl=msg-f%3A1706382569278467835
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i The Delaware Valley Regional

mj/“f._h w Planning Commission is the federally
ey A w designated Metropolitan Planning Organization
¥ ... 9 g 3 ] for a diverse nine-county region in two states:
__.f__ ﬂﬂm_},—;' | { Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery, and
o h A Philadelphia in Pennsylvania; and Burlington,
; ) . Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer in New Jersey.
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DELAWARE VALLEY DVRPC's vision for the Greater Philadelphia
% Pc Region is a prosperous, innovative, equitable,
REGIONAL resilient, and sustainable region that increases
PLANNING COMMISSION mobility choices by investing in a safe and modern
transportation system; that protects and preserves
our natural resources while creating healthy
communities; and that fosters greater
opportunities for all.

DVRPC's mission is to achieve this vision
by convening the widest array of partners to inform
and facilitate data-driven decision-making. We are
engaged across the region, and strive to be leaders
and innovators, exploring new ideas and creating
best practices.

TITLE VI COMPLIANCE | DVRPC fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration
Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and related nondiscrimination mandates in all programs and
activities. DVRPC's website, www.dvrpc.org, may be translated into multiple languages. Publications and other public
documents can usually be made available in alternative languages and formats, if requested. DVRPC's public meetings are
always held in ADA-accessible facilities, and held in transit-accessible locations whenever possible. Translation, interpretation,
or other auxiliary services can be provided to individuals who submit a request at least seven days prior to a public meeting,
Translation and interpretation services for DVRPC's projects, products, and planning processes are available, generally free
of charge, by calling (215) 592-1800. All requests will be accommodated to the greatest extent possible. Any person who
believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice by DVRPC under Title VI has a right to file a
formal complaint. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with DVRPC's Title VI Compliance Manager and/or the
appropriate state or federal agency within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information on
DVRPC's Title VI program or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, please visit: www.dvrpc.org/Getinvolved/TitleV,

call (215) 592-1800, or email public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

DVRPC is funded through a variety of funding sources including federal grants from the U.S. Department of Transportation's
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Pennsylvania and New Jersey
departments of transportation, as well as by DVRPC's state and local member governments. The authors, however, are solely
responsible for the findings and conclusions herein, which may not represent the official views or policies of the funding agencies.



Introduction

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for New Jersey (FY22—FY25) is available
for public review and feedback as of July 21, 2021. This document aims to briefly describe and “highlight” the
region’s TIP, an agreed-upon multimodal list of priority transportation projects that are planned and
programmed for implementation, for which federal funds are anticipated. While not a federal requirement, the
DVRPC TIP also lists state-funded capital projects and non-federally funded projects that are regionally
significant to provide a broad picture of the region's transportation improvements. This program enables the
selection and prioritization of transportation infrastructure investments in the DVRPC region.

The Draft TIP, like the Commission itself, includes the counties of Burlington, Camden, Gloucester, and Mercer
in New Jersey. DVRPC prepares a major update to the New Jersey TIP every other year to coincide with the
update of the New Jersey Department of Transportation (NJDOT) and NJ TRANSIT fiscally constrained 10-year
Statewide TIP (STIP) and releases a draft program for a review and comment period prior to recommending it
for adoption by the DVRPC Board.

This year, the public comment period for the Draft DVRPC TIP, which also serves as the Draft STIP’s public
comment period, begins on July 21,2021, and will close at 5:00 PM (EST) on August 23, 2021. Further details
regarding the review and comment process are located at the end of this document. You can review the Draft
TIP and Draft STIP documents online at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft or at the DVRPC office located at 190 North
Independence Mall West, 8" Floor, Philadelphia, PA, 19106. NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT’s Draft STIP is also
available online at www.state.nj.us/ transportation/capital. A printed copy of the Draft TIP is available at public
libraries listed in Table 6 of this document.

What is the TIP?

By way of congressional mandate, federal transportation legislation requires that DVRPC, as the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, develop and update a TIP in order for the region to be eligible to
receive and spend federal transportation funds. The TIP lists all transportation projects that intend to use
federal funds, as well as state-funded capital projects that are transportation improvement priorities for this
region. It is a multimodal, four-year program that shows estimated costs and schedules by project phase. Most
importantly, the TIP is financially constrained to the amount of funds that are expected to be available. In order
to add projects to the TIP, others must be deferred or additional funding to the region must be identified to
maintain this financial constraint. As a result, the TIP is not a "wish list;” competition among projects for a spot
on the TIP clearly exists. The TIP not only lists specific projects but also documents the anticipated schedule
and cost for each project phase (Preliminary Engineering, Final Design, Right-of-Way Acquisition, and
Construction). Although it is not a final schedule of project implementation, inclusion of a project phase in the
TIP means that it is seriously expected to be implemented during the TIP time period.

The production of the TIP is the culmination of the transportation planning process and represents a consensus
among state and regional officials as to what near-term improvements to pursue. Consensus is crucial because
the federal and state governments want assurances that all interested parties have participated in developing
the priorities before committing significant sums of money. A project'’s inclusion in the TIP signifies regional
agreement on the priority of the project and establishes eligibility for federal funding.

The TIP is a requirement of federal transportation legislation, which is currently the Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation Act (FAST Act), or Public Law (P.L.) 114-94. The FAST Act was signed into law on December 4,
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2015, was set to expire on September 30, 2020, but was extended by Congress for an additional year. The FAST
Act is the first federal law in over 10 years to provide long-term funding certainty for surface transportation,
after multiple extensions of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) which began on
October 1, 2012, and originally was set to expire on September 31, 2014. The FAST Act built on the initiatives
established in MAP-21; the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users;
the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century; and the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991. Transportation investment has been prescribed in a balanced approach through a guaranteed
commitment to highways and bridges, public transit, safety, intermodal projects, and advanced technologies,
such as Intelligent Transportation Systems.

TIP Development Timeline

TIP development (or update) typically begins approximately 10 to 12 months prior to adoption and involves
intensive staff work and negotiations by NJDOT; NJ TRANSIT; DRPA/PATCO; DVRPC staff; FHWA; and
representatives of DVRPC city and county member governments, which constitute the DVRPC New Jersey
Subcommittee of the Regional Technical Committee (RTC). As portrayed by Figure 1, the Draft FY2022 TIP
process commenced between the end of 2020 and early 2021 with the review of costs and schedules of current
FY2020 TIP projects, projects that anticipate to “graduate” from Concept Development, and a review of new
project candidates to be added to the Draft TIP should there be financial capacity. By spring of 2021, the result
was a constrained, preliminary draft program (“preliminary Draft TIP”) based on reasonable, anticipated revenue
projections over the next 10 years (FY22-FY31), TIP Benefit Criteria results for new projects, performance-
based planning and programming metrics, Environmental Justice and Equity analyses of the “pool” of all project
requests for the Draft TIP, and feedback from the New Jersey Subcommittee of the RTC. Negotiations
continued to late spring of 2021 to address as many issues as possible in the Highway, Transit, Study and
Development programs, including the Statewide Program, and to arrive at a final list of projects for the Draft TIP
(“final Draft TIP”) that could be evaluated for impacts on air quality conformity. DVRPC then opened a public
comment period, in which the two draft documents, the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP and NJDOT and NJ
TRANSIT's Draft STIP, are shared with the public for feedback.

The DVRPC Board is the final decision-making body of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), and
DVRPC staff intends to request the DVRPC Board to adopt the Draft TIP (with a List of Recommended Changes
after the public comment period) in September of 2021. Once the DVRPC Board adopts the TIP with
recommended changes, DVRPC will submit the document to NJDOT for approval and inclusion in the STIP,
which will then be submitted by NJDOT to federal partners (e.g., FHWA, FTA) for review and approval. When the
federal partners approve the FY2022 STIP, the DVRPC FY2022 TIP and NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT’s FY2022 STIP
will take effect and replace the FY2020 TIP and STIP.
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Figure 1: Development Timeline of the DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey

B

OCTOBER 2020-JANUARY 2021

The DVRPC New Jersey Subcommittee of the
Regional Technical Committee (RTC) reviewed
and discussed the list of needs and estimated
project costs and schedules, They also reviewed
and provided feedback via DVRPC on the
financially unconstrained Draft TIP including
priorities and concerns. The Subcommittes is
composed of NIDOT, Nl TRANSIT, DRPA/PATCO,
DVRPC staff, FHWA, FTA, and city and county
member governments in the DVRPC M) reglon.

Source: DVRPC, 2021

JANUARY 2021-APRIL 2021

DVRPC, MIDOT, N TRANSIT, and DRPA/PATCO
began constraining the preliminary Draft TIP
according to expected resources, projected
needs, and feedback from member
governments,

MAY 2021-JUNE 2021

The MI TIP Subcommittes reviewed and
commented on the preliminary Draft TIP, which
was then revised to create the final Oraft TIR

Air Quality Conformity Analysis also commenced.

JULY 21, 2021-AUGUST 23, 2027
DVRPC openad a public comment period for the
final Draft TIP. Two virtual public
meetings/information sessions are scheduled on
August 11th at 2 pm and August 18th at 7 pm for
the public to comment on the Draft TIP and
Statewide TIP {STIP).

SEPTEMBER 2021-DECEMBER 2021
DWYRPL staff will request the DVRPC Board to
approve the final Draft TIP with recommended
changes on September 23, 2021. Staff will then
prepare and incorporate recommended changes

inte the final TIP document for MIDOT submission.

NIDOT will include all final MPO TIPs into the STIP
for federal submission, After federal agencies
review and approve the STIP, the current FY2020
TIP {and STIP] will retire, and the federally
approved FY2022 TIP (and STIP) will take effect.
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Program Summaries

The Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey contains project descriptions and appendices for DVRPC’s New

Jersey region. There are 140 projects over 10-years (FY22-FY31): 88 Highway projects, two STATE-DVRPC funded

Highway projects in the DVRPC Local Program, and 50 Transit projects (36 by NJ TRANSIT and 14 by the
DRPA/PATCO). Funding totals $2.128 billion for phases to advance over the next four years (FY22-FY25), which
averages $532 million per year. Programmed funds include $1.373 billion for projects primarily addressing the
highway system and almost $755 million for the NJ TRANSIT ($680.915 million) and DRPA/PATCO ($73.930
million) transit system, as Table 1 and Figure 2 show. The Draft TIP also shows 105 NJDOT-managed statewide
highway programs for the State of New Jersey worth $4 billion (primarily state funded) over the First-Four Years
(FY22-FY25). Thirteen NJDOT-sponsored Concept Development and four DVRPC Local Concept Development
projects, totaling 17 projects, are listed in the Study and Development Program. Table 2 provides a breakdown of
various state and federal funding sources and their distributions, including local matches.

Table 1: Cost Summary by County and Transit Operator in DVRPC New Jersey Region (in Millions)

FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 F';:;g‘z’“_' :3;;‘;
HIGHWAY PROGRAM
Burlington County $11.398 $17.630 $27.931 $10.883 $67.842
Camden County $132.106 $250.679 $155.340 $114.268 $652.393
Gloucester County $53.974 $41.100 $33.761 $7.450 $136.285
Mercer County $28.988 $71.296 $9.587 $45.456 $155.327
Various Counties $92.619 $91.197 $86.744 $90.762 $361.322
Highway Program Total* | $319.085 $471.902 $313.363 $268.819 $1,373.169
TRANSIT PROGRAM
DRPA/PATCO $20.045 $19.545 $16.795 $17.545 $73.930
NJ TRANSIT $164.150 $168.384 $172.794 $175.587 $680.915
Transit Program Total $184.195 $187.929 $189.589 $193.132 $754.845
Highway and Transit Programs Grand Total** $2,128.014
Statewide Program $1,132.274 | $1,126.340 | $577.670 $1,182.683 $4,018.968

*The Highway Program total excludes $13.440 million STATE-DVRPC funds for two STATE-DVRPC funded projects
that anticipate encumbrance between FY22 and FY23 because they were previously appropriated by the state

legislature.

**The last two digits of the First-Four Years Highway and Transit Programs grand total slightly differs from Table 2

due to rounding.
Source: DVRPC, 2021

Out of approximately $9 billion federal highway and State funds in the First-Four Years for Highway Program
projects, 55 percent or $4.9 billion are distributed to all three MPOs for Highway projects: DVRPC (28 percent),
North Jersey Transportation Planning Authority (NJTPA) (64 percent), and South Jersey Transportation
Planning Organization (SJTPO) (8 percent). This amount excludes “Other” non-public and STATE-DVRPC funds.
In addition, 45 percent or $4 billion of the First-Four Years total are for NJDOT-administered projects in the

advrpe
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Statewide Program that are not specific to a particular MPO region but would benefit all, or that would provide
direct support to NJDOT. The Statewide Program is primarily State funded. Within NJ TRANSIT’s $6 billion
program over the First-Four Years for the state, 11 percent is distributed to transit projects/line items in the
DVRPC region; 86 percent is distributed to the NJTPA region; and three percent is distributed to the SUTPO
region.

Figure 2: Summary of Highway and Transit Programs First-Four Years (FY22-FY25) Total Cost
(Percentages)

$2.128 BILLION HIGHWAY AND TRANSIT PROGRAM

BY COUNTY AND TRANSIT OPERATOR
. Highway Program by County ($1.373 Billion, or 64.5% of the Highway and Transit Programs)
. Transit Program by Operator (almost $755 Million, or 35.5% out of the Highway and Transit Programs)

Gloucester
Burlington County, County, Mercer
3% 6% County, 7%

- AN

Various
Counties,
17%

Camden County,

31%

DRPA/PATCO,
3%

BY FUNDING SOURCE

Local/Other,
3%

FHWA, 51%

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Table 2: Programmed Cost by Fund Code (in Millions)

P em e e i ren oo
HIGHWAY PROGRAM

CMAQ $11.500 $2.000 $4.000 $13.200 $30.700 $37.000 $67.700
CRRSAA-FLEX $75.982 $81.700 $157.682 $157.682
CRRSAA-PHILA $8.155 $8.155 $8.155
CRRSAA-TRENTON $2.102 $2.102 $2.102
HsIP $3.000 $3.000 $3.000 $3.000 $12.000 $18.000 $30.000
HWIZ905-TRENTON $0.563 $0.563 $0.563
HWIZ910-PHILA $1.427 $1.427 $1.427
HWIZ910-TRENTON $0.368 $0.368 $0.368
HWIZ919-PHILA $1.163 $1.163 $1.163
HWIZ919-TRENTON $0.300 $0.300 $0.300
LOCAL-DVRPC $0.013 $0.013 $0.013 $0.013 $0.052 $0.078 $0.730
NHFP-HWY $43.339 $37.382 $50.677 $131.398 $131.398
NHPP $106.808 $168.981 $134.361 $105.574 $515.724 $423.720 $939.444
OTHER-DVRPC $41.000 $41.000 $41.000
PL $2.538 $2.538 $2.538 $2.538 $10.152 $15.228 $25.380
PL-FTA $0.700 $0.700 $0.700 $0.700 $2.800 $4.200 $7.000
RHC $0.915 $0.919 $0.923 $0.927 $3.684 $5.646 $9.330
RHC-PHILA $0.615 $0.615 $0.615
STATE $75.770 $62.262 $63.210 $57.390 $258.632 $344.340 $602.972
STBGP-FLEX $10.503 $3.205 $2.307 $5.041 $21.056 $56.200 $77.256
STBGP-0S-BRDG $0.200 $30.391 $26.391 $56.982 $56.982
STBGP-PHILA $22.126 $22.590 $22.657 $23.127 $90.500 $144.020 $234.520
STBGP-TRENTON $5.008 $5.076 $5.145 $5.214 $20.443 $32.795 $53.238
TA-PHILA $1.127 $1.127 $1.127 $1.127 $4.508 $6.765 $11.273
TA-TRENTON $0.291 $0.291 $0.291 $0.291 $1.164 $1.744 $2.908
Highway Program Subtotal $319.086 $471.902 $313.363 $268.819 $1,373.170 $1,089.736  $2,462.906
DRPA/PATCO PROGRAM

DRPA $4.009 $3.909 $3.359 $3.509 $14.786 $14.236 $29.022
SECT 5307 $5.156 $4.156 $4.956 $7.156 $21.424 $36.624 $58.048
SECT 5337 $10.600 $11.200 $8.200 $6.600 $36.600 $19.200 $55.800
SECT 5340 $0.280 $0.280 $0.280 $0.280 $1.120 $1.120 $2.240
DRPA/PATCO Subtotal $20.045 $19.545 $16.795 $17.545 i $73.930 $71.180 $145.110
NJ TRANSIT PROGRAM

CASINO REVENUE $5.205 $5.205 $5.205 $5.205 $20.820 $31.229 $52.049
CMAQ $3.750 $3.750 $26.370 $30.120
MATCH $0.437 $0.437 $0.437 $0.437 $1.748 $2.622 $4.370
NJ TURNPIKE $2.500 $2.500 $2.500 $2.500 $10.000 $15.000 $25.000
SECT 5307 $39.393 $37.365 $44.515 $47.341 $168.614 $279.386 $448.000
SECT 5310 $1.779 $1.779 $1.779 $1.779 $7.114 $10.671 $17.787
SECT 5311 $0.924 $0.924 $0.924 $0.924 $3.697 $5.545 $9.241
SECT 5337 $11.486 $11.486 $11.486 $11.486 $45.944 $68.917 $114.861
SECT 5339 $4.783 $4.898 $4.898 $4.898 $19.478 $29.389 $48.866
STATE $97.413 $103.560 $100.821 $97.037 $398.831 $653.272 $1,052.103
STP-TE $0.230 $0.230 $0.230 $0.230 $0.920 $1.380 $2.300
NJ TRANSIT Subtotal $164.150 $168.384 $172.794 $175.587 i $680.916 $1,123.781 $1,804.697
DVRPC Region Total $503.281 $659.831 $502.952 $461.951 i $2,128.015 $2,284.697 $4,412.713

Note: STATE-DVRPC funds are excluded because funds were previously appropriated by the state legislature. Also, the last two digits of the
$2,128.015 million First-Four Years regional Highway and Transit Programs total slightly differs from Table 1 due to rounding.

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Funding Abbreviations, per Table 2

Federal Highway (FHWA) Funding Sources

CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program): Provides funding for projects that
improve air quality and/or relieve congestion without adding new highway capacity. This is a type of Highway
funding that can flex (transfer) from the Highway Program via FHWA to the Transit Program. This federal-aid
funding category was established under the federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(ISTEA) to help states meet their Clean Air Act obligations. The federal Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st
Century Act (MAP-21) has an increased focus on addressing PMgs.

CRRSAA (Coronavirus Response and Recovery Supplemental Appropriations Act), CRRSAA-PHILA, CRRSAA-
TRENTON, CRRSAA-FLEX: This federal-aid funding category was established by Congress as part of the
Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2021 (CRRSAA) and appropriated funds by
geographic regions (CRRSAA-PHILA for the Philadelphia urbanized area (UZA) and CRRSAA-Trenton for the
Trenton UZA in the DVRPC New Jersey region). CRRSAA-FLEX is not restricted to any urbanized area.

HSIP (Highway Safety Improvement Program): Provides funding for projects or strategies included in the
state’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) that correct or improve a hazardous road location or feature or
address a highway safety problem. This federal-aid funding category was established under SAFETEA-LU with
the purpose of significantly reducing traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads in a comprehensive
and strategic manner consistent with the state’s SHSP. MAP-21 has continued this program with a focus on
performance measures and targets.

HWI (Highway Infrastructure): This federal-aid funding category was established under The Coronavirus
Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2021 (CRRSAA), title IV of division M, Public Law (Pub.
L.) 116-260, appropriated additional funds for Highway Infrastructure Programs (HIP), by geographic regions
(HWIZ005-PHILA/TRENTON, HWIZ905-PHILA/TRENTON, HWIZ910-PHILA/TRENTON, and HWIZ919-
PHILA/TRENTON in the DVRPC New Jersey region). These funds come with their own obligation limitation, and
each has its own authorization and expenditure deadlines and eligibility rules.

LOCAL-DVRPC: Funding from revenue generated by the former DVRPC RIdeECO program.

NHFP-HWY (National Highway Freight Program): Funding provides for the efficient movement of freight on the
NHFN and supports the freight investment plan in the state’s freight plan. The NHFN consists of four
components: PHFS, CRFCs, CUFRs, and portions of the Interstate system that are not part of the PHFS.

NHPP (National Highway Performance Program): Provides funding used to support the condition and
performance of the National Highway System (NHS), and to construct new facilities on the NHS that support
national performance goals. Three programs from the previous authorization, SAFETEA-LU, were merged into
NHPP under MAP-21: BRIDGE and BRIDGE-OFF, I-MAINT, and the NHS. The FAST Act continued this program.
Eligible activities broadly vary from workforce development and training to construction of bridges, tunnels,
highways, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities to ITS capital improvements, for example. The NHPP provides
support for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, the condition and performance of the NHS, and
achieving performance targets, as set by that state’s asset management plan.

PL/PL-FTA (Metropolitan Planning Funds by FHWA/FTA): Provides funding for the federally mandated
transportation planning process conducted within each MPO.
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RHC (Rail Highway Grade Crossing): This is a federal funding category which is intended to develop and
implement safety improvement projects to reduce the number and severity of crashes at public highway-rail
grade crossings. Eligible activities include signing and pavement markings at crossings; active warning devices;
crossing surface improvements; sight distance improvements; grade separations; and the closing and
consolidation of crossings.

RHC-PHILA (Rail Highway Grade Crossing-Philadelphia): RHC funds designated for the “Philadelphia, PA-NJ-
DE-MD" Urbanized Area.

STBGP-FLEX (Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Flexible): Surface Transportation Block Grant
Program (STBGP) funds that can be used anywhere in the State of New Jersey under NJDOT's discretion.

STBGP-0S/BRDG (Surface Transportation Block Grant Program for Off-System Bridges): Funding from the
state’s STBGP apportionment for the rehabilitation or replacement bridges not on federal-aid highways (“off-
system bridges”) and that are defined as structurally deficient and/or functionally obsolete according to federal
definitions.

STBGP-PHILA (Surface Transportation Block Grant Program for the Philadelphia Urbanized Area with a
population of 200,000 or more): STBGP funds for the “Philadelphia, PA-NJ-DE-MD"” Urbanized Area, which
makes up most of the DVRPC Local Program. Prior to the FY2018 NJ TIP, both STBGP-PHILA and STBGP-
TRENTON were combined as “STBGP-STU” or “STP-STU” depending on the federal legislation. To view a map of
all urbanized areas in New Jersey, visit www.state.nj.us/transportation/gis/%20maps/urbanized.pdf.

STBGP-TRENTON (Surface Transportation Block Grant Program for the Trenton Urbanized Area with a
population of 200,000 or more): STBGP funds for the “Trenton, NJ” Urbanized Area, which makes up a smaller
part of the DVRPC Local Program. Prior to the FY2018 NJ TIP, both STBGP-PHILA and STBGP-TRENTON were
combined as “STBGP-STU" or “STP-STU" depending on the federal legislation. To view a map of all urbanized
areas in New Jersey, visit www.state.nj.us/transportation/gis/ maps/urbanized.pdf.

TA-PHILA (Surface Transportation Block Grant Programs Transportation Alternatives Set-A-Side for the
Philadelphia Urbanized Area with a population of 200,000 or more): STBGP TA Set-A-Side funds for the
“Philadelphia, PA-NJ-DE-MD” Urbanized Area.

TA-TRENTON (Surface Transportation Block Grant Programs Transportation Alternatives Set-A-Side for the
Trenton Urbanized Area with a population of 200,000 or more): STBGP TA Set-A-Side funds for the “Trenton,
NJ” Urbanized Area.

Non-Federal Highway Funding Sources

STATE (State Transportation Trust Fund): Provides the disposition of funding received from the New Jersey
Transportation Trust Fund.

Federal Transit (FTA) Funding Sources

CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program): Type of Highway funding that can flex
(transfer) from the Highway Program via FHWA to the Transit Program.

SEC 5307 (FTA Urbanized Area Formula Grants Program): Provides funding to a census-designated urbanized
area of 50,000 people or more for the planning, engineering, design, and evaluation of transit projects and
technical transportation-related studies; capital investments in bus and bus-related activities, such as
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replacement of buses, overhaul of buses, rebuilding of buses, crime prevention and security equipment, and
construction of maintenance and passenger facilities; and capital investments in new and existing fixed
guideway systems, including rolling stock, overhaul and rebuilding of vehicles, track, signals, communications,
and computer hardware and software.

SEC 5310 (FTA Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Program): Provides funding for
transportation services planned, designed, and implemented to support special transportation needs of seniors
and individuals with disabilities in all areas.

SEC 5311 (FTA Non-Urbanized Rural Area Formula Program): Provides funding for rural public transportation
programs and training and technical assistance to states and federally recognized Indian tribes with
populations fewer than 50,000 according to the census.

SEC 5337 (FTA State of Good Repair Program): Provides funding for capital asset maintenance, rehabilitation,
and replacement, as well as projects that implement Transit Asset Management (TAM) plans.

SEC 5339 (FTA Bus and Bus Facilities Program): Provides funding for capital projects that will replace,
rehabilitate, and purchase buses, vans, and related equipment, and to construct bus-related facilities. This
program also replaces the expired Alternative Analysis Program.

STP-TE (Surface Transportation Program Transportation Enhancement): Provides funding for pedestrian and
bicycle infrastructure and safety programs, scenic and historic highway programs, landscaping and scenic
beautification, historic preservation, environmental mitigation, rehabilitation of historic facilities related to
transportation, renovated streetscapes, rail-trails and other transportation trails, transportation museums, and
scenic and historic highway program visitor centers. STP-TE was incorporated into TAP in MAP-21. Funds may
be flexed from the Highway Program via FHWA to the Transit Program.

Non-Federal Transit Funding Sources

CASINO REVENUE: By state law, provides state transit funding from the annual allocation of 8.5 percent of the
Casino Tax Fund appropriated for transportation services for senior and disabled persons.

STATE (State Transportation Trust Fund): Provides the disposition of funding received from the New Jersey
Transportation Trust Fund for NJ TRANSIT.

MATCH/DRPA/LOCAL/OTHER: Local funds from NJ TRANSIT (“MATCH") or the DRPA (“DRPA”") that are
needed to match federal funding. “OTHER” third-party funds are provided from other sources, including but not
limited to, bi-state and autonomous authorities, private entities, and local governments.

NJ TURNPIKE: Provides funding from the NJ Turnpike Authority to NJ TRANSIT.

Phase of Work Abbreviations, per Figures 3 and 4

Note that an “L" preceding any phase means Local Agency Lead (MPO, county, or municipality); otherwise, the
state DOT is the lead agency.

CAP (Capital Acquisition): Used to denote NJ TRANSIT’s acquisition of rolling stock.

CON (Construction): Involves the actual building of a project.
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DES (Final Design): Consists of taking a recommended solution and scope of work defined in the Preliminary
Engineering phase and developing a final design, including right-of-way and construction plans and
construction contract documents to solicit bids from prospective contractors.

EC (Engineering/Construction): Involves design and construction work.
ERC (Engineering/Right-of-Way/Construction): Involves design, right-of-way, and construction work.

PE (Preliminary Engineering): The Preliminary Engineering Phase involves performing engineering tasks and
technical environmental studies to obtain formal community consensus (through a public information center)
of the study and to secure the approval of the environmental document. If a design exception is necessary on a
project, preparation and approval of the Design Exception Report will occur during this Phase. During the
Preliminary Engineering phase, a number of activities are simultaneously set in motion based on the PPA such
as community involvement (meetings with affected property, business owners), agency consultation,
environmental documentation, design level mapping, and the development of geometric design.

UTL (Utility): In some cases, the utility relocation work associated with a project must be programmed
separately from the actual construction phase of work. These items are shown under the “Utility” category.

PLS (Planning Study): Involves traffic studies, needs analyses, corridor studies, and other work preparatory to
project development. This phase typically occurs during the “pre-TIP” development stage of a project, such as
those listed in the Study and Development Program.

ROW (Right-of-Way Acquisition): Involves purchasing the land needed to build a project.

SWI (Statewide Investment): Used to describe a series of coordinated smaller-scale projects in multiple
locations, and in multiple phases work, that addresses a specific mobility issue.
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Figure 3: First-Four Years (FY22-FY25) Highway Program Cost by Phase
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Source: DVRPC, 2021

Figure 4: First-Four Years (FY22-FY25) Transit Program Cost by Phase
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Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Mapping Application and Listings Overview

The Draft TIP document contains printed static maps for Environmental Justice and Equity analysis that are
found in Appendix G of the main TIP document (publication ID 22001A). For other purposes, DVRPC
recommends using the Draft TIP Web Map Search Tool found at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft as the primary
mapping function to show the location of mappable projects for Highway and Transit projects. Due to the
dynamic changing nature of the TIP, static maps become out of date by the time the final version of the TIP is
printed and distributed.

Different project types, such as intersection improvements, bridge replacements, or new transit facilities, are
shown by using various colors and symbols in the Draft TIP Web Map Search Tool. Certain types of projects,
such as roadway landscaping, lease payments for the use of railroad tracks, reserve line items, or preliminary
studies, are not mapped. These projects are listed in a drop-down list under the heading “Draft TIP Projects Not
Mapped” and are listed on the map by their unique project identification number (DB #) under the same
heading.

The Draft TIP Web Map Search Tool continues to include robust data sets, besides Draft TIP projects, that
include overlays, such as Planning Centers, Freight Centers, CMP Corridors, and IPD, as well as a “search by
address or location” function. To go along with the more robust Draft TIP Web Map Search Tool, DVRPC has
made TIP Geographic Information Systems (GIS) data available as well. GIS is an important planning tool that
supports state, regional, county, and local planning and technical efforts. Nearly all planning activities
incorporate GIS technology, whether it is for data collection and storage, or for analysis and presentation. GIS
allows planners to view and query spatial data; perform advanced analysis to discover relationships, patterns,
and trends; and effectively present information to decision makers and the public.

Downloadable GIS point and line location features for Draft TIP projects, projects in the current adopted
Pennsylvania and New Jersey TIPs, as well as projects with formal TIP Actions that the DVRPC RTC and Board
vote on are available via the Transportation section of DVRPC’s GIS Data web page,
www.dvrpc.org/Mapping/Data. This web page also contains links to DVRPC's GIS Portal, interactive maps, and
a map gallery, in addition to other data resources. The GIS Portal contains boundaries, demographic, planning,
and transportation data, which is helpful for obtaining data that provides context for the TIP.

DVRPC Regional Highway and Transit Programs

Tables 3 and 4 display various project listings in the Highway and Transit Programs for the DVRPC New Jersey
region. The project listings are listed by DB # and grouped by county and transit operator. Note that all projects
within the formal First-Four Years of the Draft TIP period (FY22-FY25) would be considered funded and able to
be federally authorized for funding. By federal regulation, the TIP is the four-year constrained program for which
revenues are reasonably expected to be available. However, the state and region developed a 10-year
constrained programming horizon for highway and transit projects in order to provide more realistic
expectations and timeframes in which to expect advancement of TIP projects with more realistic costs. To view
more information about a project, visit www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft, or use the Draft TIP Web Map Search Tool.

Statewide Program (Highway)

Following this document’s lists of highway and transit projects in the DVRPC region is Table 5 for highway line
items in the Statewide Program. These Statewide line items are primarily highway programs managed by
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NJDOT on a statewide basis that are not specific to any MPO region but would benefit all or that provide direct
support to NJDOT.

TIP Project Status Codes

In this document, projects listed in the Draft TIP are identified by a "status code" to help establish the origin of
the projects. The codes are displayed as superscripts next to project DB #s and titles in this document. The full,
Draft TIP document displays the codes at the top right corner of each project listed. Projects determined as
“new” projects in the Draft TIP are denoted with a status code of NEW, NEW-B, NEW-G, NEW-LG, NEW&SD, and
NEW-CD.

- NEW projects are programmed in the Draft TIP, including the Study and Development Program, for the
absolute first time. There are 13 total in the Highway Program of the Draft TIP (three that are NJDOT-
sponsored projects and 10 that are local county/city sponsored projects).

- NEW-B projects are new “break-out” projects that have been “broken out of,” or derived from, an
existing TIP project or line-item DB #.

- NEW-G projects have “graduated” from the Study and Development Program and are advancing into the
Draft TIP for Design to Construction phases; there is one “NEW-G” project in the Draft TIP that is NJDOT
sponsored; and similarly,

- NEW-LG projects are locally sponsored projects that have “graduated” from DVRPC’s Local Concept
Development Program to advance into the Draft TIP’s Local Program. The project’s Concept
Development phase was locally led by a county or municipality. There are seven total in the Draft TIP’s
DVRPC Local (Highway) Program.

- NEW-M projects represent at least two existing TIP projects merged into one of the existing DB #s or
combined into a newly established DB #.

- NEW&SD is denoted for projects that are included, for the first time, in both the Draft TIP’s Highway
Program and Study and Development Program; and

- NEW-CD projects are those that are programmed for Concept Development in the Highway or
Statewide Program for the first time.

Other codes include SD or RETURN. A project denoted with an SD status indicates that it is not a new project
but is in the Study and Development Program and in programmed in either the Highway or Statewide Program.
Finally, projects indicated as RETURN have previously been programmed in a prior year TIP, but through a
variety of circumstances, have returned to be programmed in the Draft TIP for New Jersey. There are two NJ
TRANSIT line items (DB #T13 and #T199) that have “returned” to the Draft TIP from a previous TIP.

Roadmap of a TIP Project Listing

Figure 5 exemplifies a standard TIP report for a sample project to guide you when reviewing a project in the
Draft TIP. The “roadmap” provides explanations about various information items that are associated with a
project.
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Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings
Table 3: Highway Program by DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB # PROJECT TITLE
BURLINGTON COUNTY
12307 Route 38, South Church Street (CR 607) to Fellowship 9212C Route 206, Monmouth Road/Juliustown Road Intersection
Road (CR 673), Operational and Safety Improvements Improvements (CR 537)
12346 Route 130/206, CR 528 (Crosswicks Rd) to Rt 206 at D0302 Burlington County Roadway Safety Improvements
Amboy Rd
12346A Route 130, CR 545 (Farnsworth Avenue) D1510 Burlington County Bus Purchase
Route 73, Church Road (CR 616) and Fellowship Road . ’ - -
12380 (CR 673) Intersections D1601 New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative
15321 Route 70, Bridge over Mount Misery Brook D2018 E;jige No. C4.13 over Parkers Creek on Centerton Road
15324 Washington Turnpike, Bridge over West Branch of D2206 County 2011 Guide Rail Design Project No. 1 (CR 600, CR
Wading River 613 and CR 623) NEW
15385 Route 38, Nixon Drive to Route 295 Bridge D2207 Rancocas Creek Greenway, Laurel Run Park (Circuit) NEW
CAMDEN COUNTY
Route 168, Merchant Street to Ferry Avenue,
10341 D0410 Camden County Roadway Safety Improvements
Pavement
11326A Route 76, Bridges over Route 130 D0601 Camden County Bus Purchase
Route 76, Nicholson Road, Advanced Utility
11326B . D1505A ADA Improvements, Contract 1
Relocation, Contract 2
11326C Route 76/676 Bridges and Pavement, Contract 3 D1709 Kaighq Avenue (CR 607), Bridge over Cooper River (Roadway
and Bridge Improvements)
14426 Route 130, Bridge over Big Timber Creek D1913 Sicklerville Road (CR 705) and Erial Road (CR 706) Systemic
Roundabout
y Mount. Ephraim Avenue Safety Improvements, Ferry Avenue
NEW-G
15375 Route 30, Cooper Street to Grove Street D1914 (CR 603) to Haddon Avenue (CR 561)
15396 Route 168, Route 42 to CR 544 (Evesham Road) D2020 ;‘ﬁ;"s:’ 1”,,‘;3_’3;“‘1' Traffic Signal Systems at Intersections,
15423 ADA South, Contract 4 D2021 New or UN;;vgv:ided Traffic Signal Systems at Intersections,
Phase 2
16340 Route 130, Bridge over Main Branch of Newton Creek D2022 E::Is:rsuleg:ided Traffic Signal Systems at Intersections,
16342 Route 73 and Ramp G, Bridge over Route 130 D2208 CR 544 (Evesham Rd), NJ 41 to Schubert Ave NEW
18313 ?gg%‘g SB, Leaf Avenue Extension to Creek Road D2209  CR 758 (Coles Mill Rd), Farwood Rd to Grove St NeW
355A Route 295/42, Missing Moves, Bellmawr DR2201 Walt Whitman Bridge NJ Corridor Resurfacing NEW
355E Route 295/42/1-76, Direct Connection, Contract 4
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Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings
Table 3 (Continued): Highway Program by DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB # PROJECT TITLE
GLOUCESTER COUNTY
11371 Route 47, Bridge over Big Timber Creek D1906 CR 581 (Commissioners Road), Bridge over Oldman's Creek
CR 706 (Cooper Street) Bridge over Almonesson Creek
12305 Route 47, Grove St. to Route 130, Pavement D2017 (Bridge 3-K-3) NeW-G
12306 Route 42. K dv Ave. o Atlantic Gty E 2019 CR 712 (College Drive) at Alumni Drive Roundabout and
oute 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City Expressway Multipurpose Trail (Circuit) NeW
- CR 654 (Hurffville-Cross Keys Rd), CR 630 (Egg Harbor
14348 Route 45, Bridge over Woodbury Creek D2210 Rd) to CR 651 (Greentree Rd) Ne%
15302 Route 41 and Deptford Center Road D2211 U.S 322/CR 536 (Swedesboro Rd), Woolwich-Harrison Twp
Line to NJ 55 NEW
Rowan University Fossil Park Roadway and
21366 Intersection Improvement at Woodbury Glassboro D9807 Gloucester County Bus Purchase
Road (CR 553) NeW
D0401 Gloucester County Roadway Safety Improvements
MERCER COUNTY
07319B Route 29, Cass Street to Calhoun Street, Drainage D0412 Mercer County Roadway Safety Improvements
11309 Route 130, Westfield Ave. to Main Street D0701 Princeton-Hightstown Road Improvements, CR 571
16336 Route 1B, Bridge over Shabakunk Creek D1011 Mercer County Bus Purchase
16339 Route 130, Bridge over Millstone River NeW D1710 Lincoln A\_/e/Chambers Street (CR 626), Bridge over Amtrak
& Assunpink Creek
17419 Route 1, Alexander Road to Mapleton Road D1910 Parkway Avenue (CR 634), Scotch Road (CR 611) to Route
31 (Pennington Road)
18305 Prospect Street, Bridge over Belvidere-Delaware RR D2014 CR 622 (North Olden Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Rd) to New
(Abandoned) York Ave NEW-LG
19360 Route 27, Witherspoon Street NeW D2023 NCElvl;iglatlon Improvements Around Trenton Transit Center
S e - D&R Greenway Connector, Wellness Loop to Union
99334 Duck Island Landfill, Site Remediation D2205 St./Cooper Field (Circuit) NeW
99362 Trenton Amtrak Bridges L064 Route 206, South Broad Street Bridge over Assunpink Creek
VARIOUS COUNTIES
01300 Transportation Systems Management and Operations D0204 Transportation and Community Development Initiative
(TSMO) (TCDI) DVRPC
03304 Bridge Deck/Superstructure Replacement Program D026 DVRPC, Future Projects
04314 Local Safety/ High Risk Rural Roads Program D0407 Ozone Action Program in New Jersey
06326 Local Concept Development Support D2004 Transportation Operations
10347 Local Aid Consultant Services D2005 g?gg?g;l Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
11383 Transportation Management Associations DR2202 DRPA Systemwide Crash Cushion Attenuating
Replacement NEW
99327A Resurfacing, Federal X065 Local CMAQ Initiatives
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Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings

Table 3 (Continued): Highway Program by DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE

DB # PROJECT TITLE

VARIOUS COUNTIES (CONTINUED)

X107 Transportation Alternatives Program

X41C1 Local County Aid, DVRPC

X30A Metropolitan Planning

X51 Pavement Preservation

X35A1 Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, Federal

X98C1 Local Municipal Aid, DVRPC

Source: DVRPC, 2021

Table 4: Transit Program by DB #

DB# PROJECT TITLE

DB # PROJECT TITLE

NJ TRANSIT

T05 Bridge and Tunnel Rehabilitation 1210 ;I'r:;rlzl\: I(E::Iz)incements/Transp Altern Prog (TAP)/Altern Transit
T06 Bus Passenger Facilities/Park and Ride T300 Transit Rail Initiatives

T08 Bus Support Facilities and Equipment T34 Rail Capital Maintenance

T09 aua?n\{z:gcr:z:nd Facility Maintenance/Capital T37 Rail Support Facilities and Equipment

T106 Private Carrier Equipment Program T39 Preventive Maintenance-Rail

T111 Bus Acquisition Program T42 Track Program

T112 Rail Rolling Stock Procurement T43 High Speed Track Program

T120 Small/Special Services Program T44 NEC Improvements

T121 Physical Plant T50 Signals and Communications/Electric Traction Systems
T122 Miscellaneous T500 Technology Improvements

T13 Claims support RETURN T508 Security Improvements

T135 Preventive Maintenance-Bus T509 Safety Improvement Program

T143 ADA--Platforms/Stations T515 Casino Revenue Fund

T150 Section 5310 Program T53E Locomotive Overhaul

T151 Section 5311 Program T55 Other Rail Station/Terminal Improvements

T16 Environmental Compliance T68 Capital Program Implementation

T199 Job Access and Reverse Commute Program RETURN T88 Study and Development

T20 Immediate Action Program T95 Light Rail Infrastructure Improvements

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings
Table 4 (Continued): Transit Program by DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB # PROJECT TITLE

DRPA/PATCO

D1305 Pedestrian Bridge and Tunnel Rehabilitation DR1501  PATCO Interlocking & Track Rehabilitation

D1911 PATCO Track Resurfacing & Rail Profile Grinding DR1801  Reopening of Franklin Square

D1912 Rehabilitation of PATCO Bridges DR1802  Subway Structures Renovation

DR019 Smoke and Fire Control DR1803  PATCO Station Platform Rehabilitation

DR034 Preventive Maintenance DR2006  PATCO Stations Modernizations

DR036 Transit Enhancements DR2007 PATCO Viaduct Preservation Project

DR038 Relocation of Center Tower/SCADA Modernization DR2008 PATCO Rail Replacement - Ferry Avenue to Broadway

Source: DVRPC, 2021

This section is intentionally left blank.
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Draft FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings
Table 5: Statewide Program by DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB # PROJECT TITLE

MERCER COUNTY

15322 Delaware & Raritan Canal Bridges

VARIOUS COUNTIES

00377 Ferry Program 13307 Salt Storage Facilities - Statewide

01309 Maritime Transportation System 13308 Statewide Traffic Operations and Support Program

01316 Transit Village Program 13323 Bridge Preventive Maintenance

01335 Betterments, Dams 14300 Title VI and Nondiscrimination Supporting Activities

02379 Congestion Relief, Intelligent Transportation System 14404 Bridge Maintenance and Repair, Movable Bridges
Improvements (Smart Move Program)

03304 Bridge Deck/Superstructure Replacement Program 15335 Sign Structure Replacement Contract 2016-3

03309 Environmental Project Support 15343 Intelligent Traffic Signal Systems

04324 Electrical Load Center Replacement, Statewide 15344 Utility Pole Mitigation

05304 Construction Program IT System (TRNS.PORT) 17337 Project Management Improvement Initiative Support

05339 Right of Way Database/Document Management System 17341 Bridge Inspection Program, Minor Bridges

05340 Right of Way Full-Service Consultant Term Agreements 17353 Storm Water Asset Management

05341 Project Management & Reporting System (PMRS) 17357 Bridge Maintenance Fender Replacement

05342 Design, Geotechnical Engineering Tasks 17358 Bridge Maintenance Scour Countermeasures

06327 Local Aid Grant Management System 17360 ETpeprgincy Management and Transportation Security

06402 Safe Streets to Transit Program 17390 Local Freight Impact Fund

07332 Minority and Women Workforce Training Set-Aside 19315 Aeronautics UAS Program

08381 Bridge Replacement, Future Projects 19370 Safety Programs

08387 Local Bridges, Future Needs 19600 Smart and Connect Corridors Program

08415 Airport Improvement Program 97008 High-Mast Light Poles

09316 Culvert Replacement Program 98315 Bridge Emergency Repair

09388 Highway Safety Improvement Program Planning 98316 Bridge Scour Countermeasures

10344 E;2{ﬁg}nzfr’;’eéﬁgmsg:;nzo”cept Development and 99327A  Resurfacing, Federal

11344 ADA Curb Ramp Implementation 99358 Safe Routes to School Program

13304 Intelligent Transportation System Resource Center 99372 Orphan Bridge Reconstruction

13305 Job Order Contracting Infrastructure Repairs, Statewide 99409 Recreational Trails Program

13306 Mobility and Systems Engineering Program X03A Restriping Program & Line Reflectivity Management System
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Draft FY2022 TIP for New Jersey | Project Listings
Table 5 (Continued): Statewide Program by DB #

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

VARIOUS COUNTIES (NOT SPECIFIC TO ANY MPO REGION) (CONTINUED)

X03E Resurfacing Program X186 Local Aid, Infrastructure Fund
X07A Bridge Inspection X186B  Local Aid, State Transportation Infrastructure Bank
X07F Bridge and Structure Inspection, Miscellaneous X196 Maintenance & Fleet Management System
X10 Program Implementation Costs, NJDOT X197 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
X106 Design, Emerging Projects X199 Youth Employment and TRAC Programs
X107 Transportation Alternatives Program X200C  New Jersey Scenic Byways Program
X10A Staff Augmentation X201 Guiderail Upgrade
X11 Unanticipgted Design, Right of Way and X233 Motor Vehicle Crash Record Processing
Construction Expenses, State
X12 Acquisition of Right of Way X239 Sign Structure Inspection Program
X126 Transportation Research Technology X239A  Sign Structure Rehabilitation/Replacement Program
X135 Pre-Apprenticeship Training Program for Minorities X241 Electrical Facilities
and Women
X137 Legal Costs for Right of Way Condemnation X244 Training and Employee Development
X140 Planning and Research, State X288 Park and Ride/Transportation Demand Management
Program
X142 DBE Supportive Services Program X29 Physical Plant
X144 Regional Action Program X30 Planning and Research, Federal-Aid
X15 Equipment (Vehicles, Construction, Safety) X34 New Jersey Rail Freight Assistance Program
X150 State Police Enforcement and Safety Services X35A Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, State
X151 Interstate Service Facilities X35A1 Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, Federal
X152 Rockfall Mitigation X39 Signs Program, Statewide
X154 Drainage Rehabilitation and Maintenance, State X47 Traffic Signal Replacement
X154D  Drainage Rehabilitation & Improvements X66 Traffic Monitoring Systems
X15A Equipment, Snow and Ice Removal X70 Bridge Management System
X160 solid e.and Hazardous Waste Cleanup, Reduction X72B Betterments, Roadway Preservation
and Disposal
X180 Construction Inspection X72C Betterments, Safety
X182 Utility Reconnaissance and Relocation X75 Environmental Investigations
X185 Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities/Accommodations X987 Local Municipal Aid, Urban Aid

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Figure 5: Roadmap of a Sample Project Listing in the Draft TIP
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Anticipated project phase DVRPC Local (Highway) Program

NJDOT Capital Investment Strategy (CIS)/Asset Program notation

demonstrates one of the NJDOT investment categories and subcategories Highest Indicator of Potential Disadvantage

(IPD) for Environmental Justice (EJ)

DVRPC Congestion Management

Process (CMP) codes Community types that correspond to DVRPC long range planning policies

Air Quality Code

Status code assigned by DVRPC to help establish the origin of the project. In this
example, “New” indicates that this project is programmed in the Draft TIP for the very
first time.

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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Learn More. Share Your Feedback!

DVRPC encourages the public to review and provide comments about the Draft DVRPC TIP and the Draft STIP
for NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT and specific projects to state, county, transit, and DVRPC staff through its ongoing
public involvement process. Both documents are available on the DVRPC website at www.dvrpc.org/TIP. For
those without internet access, draft documents are available at DVRPC in the American College of Physicians
Building in downtown Philadelphia, or they can request the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement
to mail the draft documents to them. Please call (215) 592-1800 to make this request. Printed Draft TIP
documents are also available at certain public libraries across the region that are listed in Table 6 on the next
page. The Draft STIP is also available at www.state.nj.us/transportation/ capital.

The public comment period for DVRPC's Draft FY2022 TIP for New Jersey is opened as of July 21,
2021, and will close on August 23, 2021, at 5:00 PM (EST).

Review and submit feedback online at www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft by the 5:00 PM (local time) August
23rd deadline. DVRPC staff will seek responses to all submitted comments from the appropriate
agencies. Submitted comments and agency responses will be included as part of the formal public
record and final TIP document.

You can also submit comments in writing by email to tip@dvrpc.org, or by mail, Attention: TIP Comments,
Office of Communications and Engagement, Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission, 190 N.
Independence Mall West, 8th Floor, Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520. Comments received via mail must be
postmarked by August 23, 2021. If you need assistance in providing a written comment, please contact the
DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at 215-238-2929 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

To abide by stay-at-home orders and public health guidelines for public gatherings because of the pandemic,
two online public meetings/information sessions that are scheduled below will replace the traditional in-
person meeting.

Wednesday, August 11, 2021, from 2:00 PM-3:00 PM:
Register at: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcpf--qqjovGNdvpMIOsCNvARuy8kv7Zxo
Call-in information: 646-558-8656 | Meeting ID: 934 8624 1523 | Passcode: Ld6YeTd3

Wednesday, August 18, 2021, at 7:00 PM-8:00 PM:

Register at: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJwqgf-Gupz0pH9Z7y0Jrl7DUfQBGFNnrINkés
Call-in information: 646-558-8656 | Meeting ID: 987 8869 6352 | Passcode: MU7XWu09

Registration information is also available on DVRPC's events calendar at www.dvrpc.org/Calendar/2021/08.
Attendees can join via webinar or by phone in listen-only mode. For any accommodations, including closed
captioning and interpretation, please contact the DVRPC Office of Communications and Engagement at 215-

592-1800 or public_affairs@dvrpc.org.
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Table 6: Libraries Displaying the Draft TIP

BURLINGTON COUNTY

Burlington County Library
5 Pioneer Boulevard
Westampton, NJ 08060

0 (609) 267-9660

Moorestown Library
111 West Second Street
Moorestown, NJ 08057

0 (856) 234-0333

Burlington County Library—
Bordentown Branch

18 East Union Street
Bordentown, NJ 08505

0 (609) 298-0622

CAMDEN COUNTY

Camden County Library-
M. Allan Vogelson Regional
Branch

203 Laurel Road

Voorhees, NJ 08043

0 (856) 772-1636

Camden County Library-
Gloucester Twp.-Blackwood
Rotary Branch

15 South Blackhorse Pike
Blackwood, NJ 08012

0 (609) 298-0622

Camden County Library-
Rutgers—Camden Branch
300 North 5th Street
Camden, NJ 08102

0 (609) 225-6807

Haddonfield Public Library
60 Haddon Avenue
Haddonfield, NJ 08033

0 (856) 429-1309

Cherry Hill Free Public Library
1100 Kings Highway North
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034

0 (856) 667-0300

GLOUCESTER COUNTY

Monroe Township Public
Library

713 Marsha Avenue
Williamstown, NJ 08094

0 (856) 629-1212

Gloucester County Library
System

389 Wolfert Station Road
Mullica Hill, NJ 08062

0 (856) 223-6000

Woodbury Public Library
33 Delaware Street
Woodbury, NJ 08096

0 (856) 845-2611

MERCER COUNTY

Mercer County Library—
Lawrence Branch

2751 Brunswick Pike, U.S.
Route 1

Lawrenceville, NJ 08648

0 (609) 989-6915

Trenton Public Library
120 Academy Street
Trenton, NJ 08638

0 (609) 392-7188

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVAN

1A

Free Library of Philadelphia
1901 Vine Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

0 (215) 686-5322

Library for the Blind & Physically
Handicapped of Philadelphia
919 Walnut Street

Philadelphia, PA 19107

0 (215) 686-3213

Source: DVRPC, 2021
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ABSTRACT
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La Comisidon de Planificacion Regional

r“)’_,/ ol T 4 del Valle de Delaware es la Organizacién de
L i y ‘o ., . . .
et i;r-u A Planificacion Metropolitana designada a nivel federal
;ﬂw il it para una diversa region de nueve condados en dos
. M
el @ '-:,;_: F I“. estados: Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Montgomery y
MO s ’ ¥ Filadelfia en Pensilvania y Burlington, Camden,
SR T | k 2 Gloucester y Mercer en Nueva Jersey.
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DELAWARE VALLEY La vision de la DVRPC para la regién del
% vr c Area Metropolitana de Filadelfia es lograr una regién
REGIONAL prospera, innovadora, equitativa, resiliente y
PLANNING COMMISSION sostenible que aumenta las opciones de movilidad al
) invertir en un sistema de transporte moderno y
COMISION DE seguro; protege y preserva nuestros recursos

PLANIFICACION REGIONAL

DEL VALLE DE DELAWARE naturales al crear comunidades saludables; y

fomenta mayores oportunidades para todos.

La mision de la DVRPC es lograr esta visién
al convocar a la mayor cantidad de socios para
informar y facilitar la toma de decisiones basada en
datos. Estamos comprometidos con toda la region y
nos esforzamos para ser lideres e innovadores al
explorar nuevas ideas y crear mejores practicas.

CUMPLIMIENTO DEL TITULO VI | La Comision de Planificacion Regional del Valle de Delaware (DVRPC) cumple totalmente
con el Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964, la Ley de Restauracion de los Derechos Civiles de 1987, la Orden Ejecutiva
12898 sobre Justicia Ambiental y los mandatos relacionados de no discriminacion en todos los programas y actividades. El sitio web
de DVRPC, www.dvrpc.org, puede traducirse a varios idiomas. Las publicaciones y otros documentos publicos generalmente
pueden estar disponibles en idiomas y formatos alternativos, si asi se solicita. Las reuniones publicas de DVRPC siempre se llevan
a cabo en instalaciones accesibles para la ADA y en lugares accesibles para el transito siempre que sea posible. Se pueden
proporcionar servicios de traduccion, interpretacion u otros servicios auxiliares a las personas que presenten una solicitud al
menos siete dias antes de una reunién publica. Los servicios de traduccion e interpretacién para los proyectos, productos y
procesos de planificacion de DVRPC estan disponibles, generalmente de forma gratuita, llamando al (215) 592-1800. Todas las
solicitudes seran atendidas en la mayor medida posible, Cualquier persona que crea que ha sido perjudicada por una practica
discriminatoria ilegal de DVRPC bajo el Titulo VI tiene derecho a presentar una queja formal. Cualquier queja de este tipo debe
presentarse por escrito y presentarse ante el Gerente de Cumplimiento del Titulo VI de DVRPC y / o la agencia estatal o federal
correspondiente dentro de los 180 dias de la supuesta ocurrencia discriminatoria. Para obtener mas informacion sobre el programa
Titulo VI de DVRPC o para obtener un Formulario de queja Titulo VI, visite: www.dvrpc.org/Getlnvolved/TitleVI, llame al (215)
592-1800 o envie un correo electrénico a public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

La DVRPC recibe financiamiento de una variedad de fuentes, incluidas las becas federales de la Administracion Federal de
Carreteras (FHWA) y de la Administracion Federal de Transito del Departamento de Transporte de los Estados Unidos (FTA), los
departamentos de transporte de Pensilvania y Nueva Jersey, y los gobiernos estatales y locales integrantes de la DVRPC. Sin
embargo, los autores son los dnicos responsables de los hallazgos y conclusiones del presente, que pueden no representar las
opiniones o politicas oficiales de las agencias de financiacion.



Introduccion

A partir del 21 de julio de 2021, el Borrador del Programa de Mejora del Transporte (Transportation
Improvement Program, TIP) para el afio fiscal FY2022 (Fiscal Year, FY) de Nueva Jersey (FY22—FY25) estara
disponible para revision publica y comentarios. Este documento tiene la intencién de describir y “resaltar”, de
forma sucinta, el TIP de la regién, una lista multimodal acordada de proyectos de transporte prioritarios cuya
implementacion esta planificada y programada, para los cuales se prevén fondos federales. Si bien no es un
requisito federal, el TIP de la Comision de Planificacién Regional del Valle de Delaware (Delaware Valley
Regional Planning Commission, DVRPC) también enumera los proyectos de capital financiados por el estado y
los proyectos no financiados por el gobierno federal que son importantes a nivel regional para brindar una
visién general de las mejoras de transporte de la region. Este programa permite la seleccion y priorizacion de
las inversiones en infraestructura de transporte en la regién de la DVRPC.

El Borrador del TIP, al igual que la propia Comision, incluye los condados de Burlington, Camden, Gloucester y
Mercer en Nueva Jersey. La DVRPC prepara una actualizacion importante para el TIP de Nueva Jersey cada
dos afios para coincidir con la actualizacion del Departamento de Transporte de Nueva Jersey (New Jersey
Department of Transportation, NJDOT) y el TIP estatal (Statewide TIP, STIP) con restricciones fiscales de 10
afios de NJ TRANSIT, y publica un borrador del programa para un periodo de revision y comentarios antes de
recomendar que la Junta de la DVRPC lo adopte.

Este afno, el periodo de comentarios publicos para el borrador del TIP de la DVRPC, que también sirve como
periodo de comentarios publicos del Borrador del STIP, comienza el 21 de julio de 2021 y se cerrara a las 5:00
PM (hora del este, [Eastern Standard Time, EST]) del 23 de agosto de 2021. Al final de este documento se
encuentran mas detalles sobre el proceso de revisiéon y comentarios. Puede consultar los documentos del
Borrador del TIP y el Borrador del STIP por internet en www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft o en la oficina de la DVRPC
situada en 190 North Independence Mall West, 8" Floor, Philadelphia, PA, 19106. El Borrador del STIP del
NJDOT y NJ TRANSIT también esta disponible en linea en www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital. Hay copias
impresas del Borrador del TIP disponibles en las bibliotecas publicas que aparecen en la Tabla 6 de este
documento.

cQué es el TIP?

Por mandato del Congreso, la legislacion federal de transporte requiere que la DVRPC, como la Organizacién de
Planificacion Metropolitana (Metropolitan Planning Organization, MPO) de la regién, desarrolle y actualice un
TIP que haga a la region elegible para recibir y gastar fondos federales destinados al transporte. El TIP incluye
todos los proyectos de transporte para los que se planea utilizar fondos federales, asi como los proyectos que
reciben fondos estatales y que son prioridades en la mejora del transporte para esta regién. Es un programa
multimodal de cuatro afios que muestra los costos y tiempos estimados por fase del proyecto. Principalmente,
el TIP se restringe en lo financiero a la cantidad de fondos que se espera que estén disponibles. Para afadir
proyectos al TIP, otros deben posponerse, o bien deben identificarse fondos adicionales para la region a fin de
mantener esta restriccion financiera. Por lo tanto, el TIP no es una “lista de deseos”; claramente existe
competencia entre los proyectos para obtener un lugar en el TIP. El TIP no solo incluye unos proyectos
especificos, sino que también documenta los tiempos y costos estimados para cada fase del proyecto
(ingenieria preliminar, disefio final, adquisicion de derechos de paso y construccién). Aun cuando no se trata de
un programa final para la implementacidn del proyecto, la inclusion de una fase del proyecto en el TIP significa
que realmente se espera que se implemente durante la vigencia del TIP.
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La produccion del TIP es la culminacion del proceso de planificacién de transporte y representa un consenso
entre funcionarios estatales y regionales respecto a qué mejoras buscar a corto plazo. El consenso es crucial,
porque el gobierno federal y los gobiernos estatales quieren garantias de que todas las partes interesadas han
participado en el desarrollo de las prioridades antes de comprometer sumas importantes de dinero. La
inclusion de un proyecto en el TIP indica un acuerdo regional sobre la prioridad del proyecto y establece la
elegibilidad para fondos federales.

EI TIP es un requisito de la legislacién federal de transporte, que actualmente es la Ley para Arreglar el
Transporte Terrestre de Estados Unidos (Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act, FAST Act) o Ley Publica
(Public Law, PL) 114-94. La Ley FAST se convirtié en ley el 4 de diciembre de 2015y se tenia previsto que
expirara el 30 de septiembre de 2020, pero fue extendida por el Congreso durante un afio mas. La Ley FAST es
la primera ley federal en mas de 10 afos en ofrecer la certidumbre de financiamiento a largo plazo para el
transporte superficial, después de multiples extensiones de la Ley para Avanzar hacia el Progreso en el siglo
XXI (Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, MAP-21), que se inicio el 1.° de octubre de 2012, y cuya
expiracion estaba originalmente programada para el 31 de septiembre de 2014. La Ley FAST se basd en las
iniciativas establecidas en la MAP-21; la Ley de Equidad de Transporte Seguro, Responsable, Flexible y Eficaz:
Un legado para los usuarios; la Ley de Equidad en el Transporte para el siglo XXI, y la Ley de Eficiencia del
Transporte Superficial Intermodal de 1991. La inversion en transporte se ha prescrito en un enfoque equilibrado
mediante un compromiso garantizado para lograr carreteras y puentes, transporte publico, seguridad,
proyectos intermodales y tecnologias avanzadas, como los Sistemas de Transporte Inteligente.

Cronograma de desarrollo del TIP

El desarrollo (o actualizacién) del TIP por lo general comienza aproximadamente de 10 a 12 meses antes de su
adopcién e implica un arduo trabajo del personal y negociaciones intensivas por parte del NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT,
la Autoridad Portuaria del Rio Delaware/Corporacién para el Transporte Publico de la Autoridad Portuaria
(Delaware River Port Authority/Port Authority Transit Corporation, DRPA/PATCO), el personal de la DVRPC, la
Administracién Federal de Carreteras (Federal Highway Administration, FHWA) y representantes de los
gobiernos miembros de la DVRPC de la ciudad y el condado, que constituyen el subcomité del Comité Técnico
Regional (Regional Technical Committee, RTC) de la DVRPC en Nueva Jersey. Como se muestra en la Figura 1,
el proceso para el Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 comenzo entre el final de 2020 y principios de 2021 con la
revisién de los costos y cronogramas de los proyectos actuales del TIP para el FY2020 y de los proyectos que
se prevé que "aprobaran” la etapa de Desarrollo de Conceptos, y con una revision de nuevos proyectos que son
candidatos para ser afadidos al Borrador del TIP en caso de existir capacidad financiera. Al llegar la primavera
de 2021, el resultado fue un borrador preliminar restringido del programa (“Borrador preliminar del TIP”) en
base a proyecciones razonables y anticipadas de ingresos para los proximos 10 afios (FY22-FY31), resultados
de los Criterios de beneficios del TIP para nuevos proyectos, métricas de programacién y planificacién en base
al desempefio, los analisis de Justicia Ambiental y Equidad del conjunto de todas las solicitudes de proyectos
para el Borrador del TIP, y comentarios del Subcomité del TIP de Nueva Jersey. Las negociaciones continuaron
hasta fines de la primavera de 2021 con la finalidad de abordar la mayor cantidad posible de problemas en los
programas de Carreteras, Transporte Publico y de Estudio y Desarrollo, y para llegar a una lista final de
proyectos para el Borrador del TIP (“Borrador final del TIP”) que se evaluarian por sus efectos en la calidad del
aire. Luego, la DVRPC abri6 un periodo de comentarios publicos en el cual los dos proyectos de documentos, el
Borrador del TIP del FY2022 de la DVRCO y el del Borrador del STIP de Nueva Jersey, se comparten con el
publico para recibir comentarios.

La Junta de la DVRPC es el 6rgano que toma las decisiones finales de la Organizacion de Planificacién
Metropolitana (Metropolitan Planning Organization, MPO) y el personal de la DVRPC tiene la intencion de
solicitar que la Junta de la DVRPC adopte el Borrador del TIP (con una Lista de Cambios Recomendados
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después del periodo de comentarios del publico) en septiembre de 2021. Una vez que la Junta de la DVRPC
adopte el TIP con los cambios recomendados, la DVRPC enviara el documento al NJDOT para su aprobacion e
inclusién en el STIP, que luego el NJDOT enviara a los socios federales (por ejemplo, la FHWA y la
Administracion Federal de Transito [Federal Transit Administration, FTA]) para que lo revisen y aprueben.
Cuando los socios federales aprueben el STIP para el FY2022, el TIP para el FY2022 de la DVRCO y el STIP para
el FY2022 de Nueva Jersey, entraran en vigor y reemplazaran al TIP para el FY2020 de la DVRPC y al STIP para
el FY2020 de Nueva Jersey.

Figura 1: Cronograma de desarrollo del Borrador del TIP
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Resumenes del programa

El Borrador del TIP del FY2022 de la DVRPC contiene descripciones de los proyectos y apéndices para la regién de
Nueva Jersey de la DVRPC. Hay 140 proyectos durante 10 afios (FY22-FY31): 88 proyectos de autopistas, dos
proyectos de autopistas financiados por la STATE-DVRPC en el Programa Local de la DVRPC y 50 proyectos de
Transporte Publico (36 de NJ TRANSIT y 14 de la DRPA/PATCO). El financiamiento suma $2,128 millones para las
fases que se adelantaran en los préximos cuatro afios (FY22-FY25), el cual promedia $532 millones al afio. Los
fondos programados incluyen $1,373 millones para proyectos que abordan principalmente el sistema de
carreteras y casi $755 millones para el sistema de transporte publico NJ TRANSIT ($680.915 millones) y
DRPA/PATCO (73.930 millones), como se muestra en la Tabla 1y en la Figura 2. El borrador del TIP también
muestra 105 programas de carreteras estatales administrados por el NJDOT para el estado de Nueva Jersey por
un valor de $4 mil millones (financiados principalmente por el estado) durante los primeros cuatro afios (FY22-
FY25). Trece proyectos de desarrollo de conceptos que patrocina el NJDOT y cuatro proyectos de desarrollo de
conceptos locales de la DVRPC, para un total de 17 proyectos, se incluyen en el Programa de Estudio y Desarrollo.
La Tabla 2 ofrece un desglose de varias fuentes de financiamiento estatal y federal, asi como sus distribuciones,
incluyendo coincidencias locales.

Tabla 1: Resumen de costos por condado y operador de transito en la regién de Nueva Jersey de la
DVRPC (en millones)

Cuatro Primeros

FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 Afios (FY22 - FY25)
Programa de Carreteras
Burlington County $11.398 $17.630 $27.931 $10.883 $67.842
Camden County $132.106 $250.679 $155.340 $114.268 $652.393
Gloucester County $53.974 $41.100 $33.761 $7.450 $136.285
Mercer County $28.988 §71.296 $9.587 $45.456 $155.327
Various Counties $92.619 $91.197 $86.744 $90.762 $361.322
Total para el Programa
de Carreteras* $319.085 $471.902 | $313.363 | $268.819 $1,373.169
Programa de Transito
DRPA/PATCO $20.045 $19.545 $16.795 $17.545 $73.930
NJ TRANSIT $164.150 $168.384 $172.794 $175.587 $680.915
Total para el Programa
de Transito $184.195 $187.929 $189.589 $193.132 $754.845
Total general para programas de carreteras y transito** $2,128.014
Programa estatal $1,132.274 | $1,126.340 $577.670 $1,182.683 $4,018.968

*E| total del Programa de Carreteras excluye $13.440 millones de fondos de la STATE-DVRPC para dos proyectos financiados por la STATE-DVRPC que
anticipan un gravamen entre el FY22 y el FY23 porque anteriormente los asigno la legislatura estatal.
**E| total regional de $2,128.014 millones para los primeros cuatro afios difiere de la Tabla 2 debido al redondeo.

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
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De aproximadamente $9,000 millones en fondos federales para carreteras y fondos estatales en los primeros
cuatro afios para proyectos del Programa de Carreteras, el 55 por ciento, o $4,900 millones, se distribuyen a las
tres MPO para proyectos de carreteras: La DVRPC (28 por ciento), la Autoridad de Planificacién de Transporte
del Norte de Jersey (North Jersey Transportation Planning Authority, NJTPA) (64 por ciento) y la Organizacion
de Planificacion de Transporte del Sur de Jersey (South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization, SUTPO)
(8 por ciento). Este monto excluye "Otros" fondos no publicos y de STATE-DVRPC. Ademas, el 45 por ciento o
$4 mil millones del total para los primeros cuatro afios son para los proyectos que administra el NJDOT en el
Programa Estatal que no son especificos de una regién de MPO en particular pero que beneficiarian a todos, o
que apoyarian directamente al NJDOT. El Programa Estatal es financiado principalmente por el estado. En el
programa de $6,000 millones de ddlares de NJ TRANSIT de los primeros cuatro afios para el estado, el 11 por
ciento se distribuyen a proyectos y conceptos de transporte publico en la region de la DVRPC; el 86 por ciento
se distribuyen a la regién de NJTPA, y tres por ciento se distribuyen a la region de SJTPO.

Figura 2: Resumen del costo total (porcentajes) de los primeros cuatro afios (FY22-FY25) del
Programa de carreteras y transito

$2.128 MIL MILLONES PARA EL PROGRAMA DE CARRETERAS Y TRANSPORTE PUBLICO
. Programa de carreteras por condado ($1.373 mil millones, o 64.5% de los programas de carreteras y transporte publico)
. Programa de transporte publico por operador (casi $755 millones, o0 35.5% de los programas de carreteras y transporte
publico)

POR CONDADO Y OPERADOR DE TRANSPORTE PUBLICO

) Gloucester
Burlington County, County, Mercer
3% 6% County, 7%
/ /
Camden County, C\{)?Jr:t)iljass
it 17%
DRPA/PATCO,
3%
POR LA FUENTE DE FINANCIAMIENTO
Local/Other,

3%

FHWA, 51%

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
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Tabla 2: Costo programado por cédigo de fondo (en millones)

Cuatro .
- Primeros Arios 10-Afos
Caodigo del Fondo FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 ~ Despues
Afos (FY26-FY31) (FY22-FY31)
(FY22-FY25)
PROGRAMA DE CARRETERAS
CMAQ $11.500 $2.000 $4.000 $13.200 $30.700 $37.000 $67.700
CRRSAA-FLEX $75.982 $81.700 $157.682 $157.682
CRRSAA-PHILA $8.155 $8.155 $8.155
CRRSAA-TRENTON $2.102 $2.102 $2.102
HSIP $3.000 $3.000 $3.000 $3.000 $12.000 $18.000 $30.000
HWIZ905-TRENTON $0.563 $0.563 $0.563
HWIZ910-PHILA $1.427 $1.427 $1.427
HWIZ910-TRENTON $0.368 $0.368 $0.368
HWIZ919-PHILA $1.163 $1.163 $1.163
HWIZ919-TRENTON $0.300 $0.300 $0.300
LOCAL-DVRPC $0.013 $0.013 $0.013 $0.013 $0.052 $0.078 $0.130
NHFP-HWY $43.339 $37.382 $50.677 $131.398 $131.398
NHPP $106.808 $168.981 $134.361 $105.574 $515.724 $423.720 $939.444
OTHER-DVRPC $41.000 $41.000 $41.000
PL $2.538 $2.538 $2.538 $2.538 $10.152 $15.228 $25.380
PL-FTA $0.700 $0.700 $0.700 $0.700 $2.800 $4.200 $7.000
RHC $0.915 $0.919 $0.923 $0.927 $3.684 $5.646 $9.330
RHC-PHILA $0.615 $0.615 $0.615
STATE §75.770 $62.262 $63.210 $57.390 $258.632 $344.340 $602.972
STBGP-FLEX $10.503 $3.205 $2.307 $5.041 $21.056 $56.200 $77.256
STBGP-0OS-BRDG $0.200 $30.391 $26.391 $56.982 $56.982
STBGP-PHILA $22.126 $22.590 $22.657 $23.127 $90.500 $144.020 $234.520
STBGP-TRENTON $5.008 $5.076 $5.145 $5.214 $20.443 $32.795 $53.238
TA-PHILA $1.127 $1.127 $1.127 $1.127 $4.508 $6.765 $11.273
TA-TRENTON $0.291 $0.291 $0.291 $0.291 $1.164 $1.744 $2.908

Total para el Programa de $319.086  $471.902 @ $313.363  $268.819 $1,373.170  $1,089.736 = $2,462.906

Carreteras

PROGRAMA DE TRANSITO (DRPA/PATCO)

DRPA $4.009 $3.909 $3.359 $3.509 $14.786 $14.236 $29.022
SECT 5307 $5.156 $4.156 $4.956 $7.156 $21.424 $36.624 $58.048
SECT 5337 $10.600 | $11.200 | $8.200 $6.600 $36.600 $19.200 $55.800
SECT 5340 $0.280 $0.280 $0.280 $0.280 $1.120 $1.120 $2.240
lf;ﬁ'sﬁir?oﬂ,f sng"&;'e $20.045  $19.545  $16.795  $17.545 $73.930 $71.180 $145.110
PROGRAMA DE NJ TRANSIT

CASINO REVENUE $5.205 $5.205 $5.205 $5.205 $20.820 $31.229 $52.049
CMAQ $3.750 $3.750 $26.370 $30.120
MATCH $0.437 $0.437 $0.437 $0.437 $1.748 $2.622 $4.370
NJ TURNPIKE $2.500 $2.500 $2.500 $2.500 $10.000 $15.000 $25.000
SECT 5307 $39.393 | $37.365 | $44.515 | $47.341 $168.614 $279.386 $448.000
SECT 5310 $1.779 $1.779 $1.779 $1.779 $7.114 $10.671 $17.787
SECT 5311 $0.924 $0.924 $0.924 $0.924 $3.697 $5.545 $9.247
SECT 5337 $11.486  $11.486  $11.486  $11.486 $45.944 $68.917 $114.861
SECT 5339 $4.783 $4.808 $4.808 $4.808 $19.478 $29.389 $48.866
STATE $97.413 | $103.560  $100.821  $97.037 $398.831 $653.272  $1,052.103
STP-TE $0.230 $0.230 $0.230 $0.230 $0.920 $1.380 $2.300
Totalparael Programade ¢164 150  ¢168.384  $172.794  $175.587 $680.916  $1,123.781  $1,804.697

Transito (NJ TRANSIT)
Total para el DVRPC region $503.281 $659.831 $502.952 $461.951 $2,128.015 $2,284.697 $4,412.713

Nota: Se excluyen fondos de STATE-DVRPC porque fueron asignados previamente por la legislatura estatal. Ademas el total regional de $2,128.015 millones
para los primeros cuatro afios difiere de la Tabla 1 debido al redondeo.

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
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Abreviaturas de financiamientos, segun la Tabla 2

FUENTES DE FINANCIAMIENTO DE LAS CARRETERAS FEDERALES (FHWA)

CMAQ (Programa de mitigacion de congestion y mejora de la calidad del aire): Otorga fondos para proyectos
que mejoran la calidad del aire o alivian la congestion sin agregar nueva capacidad de carreteras. Este es un
tipo de financiamiento de carreteras que puede flexibilizarse (transferirse) desde el Programa de Carreteras por
la FHWA hasta el Programa de Transporte Publico. Esta categoria de financiamiento con apoyo federal se
establecio en la Ley de Eficiencia del Transporte Terrestre Intermodal de 1991 (Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act, ISTEA) para ayudar a los estados a satisfacer sus obligaciones respecto a la
limpieza del aire. La Ley Federal de Avance para el Progreso en el Siglo XXI) (Moving Ahead for Progress in the
21st Century Act, MAP-21) tiene un mayor enfoque hacia abordar las PMys.

CRRSAA (Ley de Asignaciones Suplementarias para Respuesta y Recuperacion del Coronavirus, Coronavirus
Response and Recovery Supplemental Appropriations Act), CRRSAA-PHILA, CRRSAA-TRENTON, CRRSAA-
FLEX: Esta categoria de apoyos federales fue establecida por el Congreso como parte de la Ley de
Asignaciones Suplementarias para Respuesta y Recuperacion del Coronavirus de 2021 (CRRSAA) y asignd
fondos por regiones geograficas (CRRSAA-PHILA para el drea urbanizada de Philadelphia, y CRRSAA-Trenton
para el érea urbanizada de Trenton, en la region de la DVRPC de Nueva Jersey). CRRSAA-FLEX no esta
restringida a un drea urbanizada.

HSIP (Programa de mejoras de la seguridad vial): Otorga fondos para proyectos o estrategias incluidas en el
Plan Estratégico de Seguridad Vial (Strategic Highway Safety Plan, SHSP) que corrigen o mejoran una
ubicacion o caracteristica peligrosa de una carretera o abordan un problema de seguridad en ella. Esta
categoria de fondos federales fue establecida bajo SAFETY-LU con el propésito de reducir significativamente
las muertes y lesiones graves por el trafico en todas las carreteras publicas de una manera integral y
estratégica congruente con el SHSP estatal. MAP-21 ha continuado este programa con un enfoque hacia las
mediciones y objetivos de desempefo.

HWI (Infraestructura de autopistas): Esta categoria de apoyos federales se estableci6 en la Ley de
Asignaciones Suplementarias para Respuesta y Recuperacion del Coronavirus de 2021 (CRRSAA), titulo IV de la
divisién M, Ley Publica (Pub. L.) 116-260, que asignd fondos adicionales para programas de infraestructura de
autopistas (HIP) por regiones geograficas (HWIZ005-PHILA/TRENTON, HWIZ905-PHILA/TRENTON, HWIZ910-
PHILA/TRENTON y HWIZ919-PHILA/TRENTON en la regién de Nueva Jersey de la DVRPC). Estos fondos
tienen sus propias limitaciones en las obligaciones y cada uno tiene sus fechas limite y reglas de elegibilidad
para autorizaciones y gastos.

LOCAL-DVRPC: Fondos de ingresos generados por el antiguo programa RIdeECO de la DVRPC.

NHFP-HWY (Programa Nacional de Transporte de Carga en Carreteras): El financiamiento estipula el traslado
eficaz de carga en la Red Nacional de Transporte de Carga en Carreteras (National Highway Freight Network,
NHFN) y respalda el plan de inversion de carga en el plan de carga del estado. La NHFN esta compuesta de
cuatro componentes: PHFS, CRFC, CUFR y partes del sistema interestatal que no forman parte del PHFS.

NHPP (Programa nacional de desempeiio de carreteras): Provee fondos utilizados para respaldar la condicion
y el desempefio del Sistema Nacional de Carreteras (National Highway System, NHS) y para construir
instalaciones nuevas en el NHS que respalden los objetivos de rendimiento nacionales. Tres programas de la
autorizacioén anterior, SAFETEA-LU, se integraron al NHPP en los términos de MAP-21: BRIDGE y BRIDGE-OFF, I-

L& cl vr Fl c | ASPECTOS DESTACADOS DEL BORRADOR DEL TIP DEL FY2022 PARA NUEVA JERSEY (FY22-FY25) 9



MAINT, y el NHS. La Ley FAST continué este programa. Las actividades elegibles varian ampliamente desde el
desarrollo de la fuerza laboral y la capacitacién para la construccién de puentes, tlneles, carreteras e
infraestructuras para bicicletas y peatones, hasta mejoras fundamentales en los Sistemas de Transporte
Inteligentes (Intelligent Transportation Systems, ITS), por ejemplo. EIl NHPP provee apoyos para la construccion
de nuevas instalaciones en el NHS, para la condicién y el desempefio del NHS, y para alcanzar objetivos de
desempefio, segun lo establecido por el plan de gestion de activos de ese estado.

PL/PL-FTA (Fondos de Planificacién Metropolitana de la FHWA/FTA): Otorga fondos para el proceso de
planificacién de transporte ordenado por el gobierno federal dentro de cada MPO.

RHC (Pasos a Nivel de Ferrocarril y Carreteras): Esta es una categoria de fondos federales que tiene la
intencion de desarrollar e implementar proyectos de mejora de la seguridad para reducir la cantidad y la
gravedad de accidentes en pasos a nivel de ferrocarril y carreteras publicas. Las actividades elegibles incluyen
sefalizacidon y marcas en el pavimento en los pasos; dispositivos de alerta activa; mejoras en las superficies de
los pasos; mejoras de la distancia a la vista; separaciones de nivel; y cierre y consolidacién de pasos.

RHC-PHILA (Pasos a nivel de ferrocarril y carreteras-Philadelphia): Fondos de RHC designados para el drea
urbanizada “Philadelphia, PA-NJ-DE-MD".

STBGP-FLEX (Programa de Subvenciones en Bloque para el Transporte Superficial Flexible): Son fondos del
Programa de subvenciones en bloque para el transporte superficial (STBGP, por sus siglas en inglés) que
pueden usarse en cualquier parte del estado de Nueva Jersey a criterio del NJDOT.

STBGP-0S/BRDG (Programa de Subvenciones en Bloque para el Transporte Superficial para Puentes Fuera
del Sistema): Financiamiento proveniente de la distribucion del STBGP del estado para la rehabilitacién o el
reemplazo de puentes que no estén en carreteras sin respaldo federal ("puentes fuera del sistema") y que se
determine que tienen deficiencias estructurales o son funcionalmente obsoletos, de acuerdo con las
definiciones federales.

STBGP-PHILA (Programa de Subvenciones en Bloque para el Transporte Superficial para el Area Urbanizada
de Philadelphia con una poblacién de 200,000 o mas): Los fondos del STBGP para el Area Urbanizada
"Philadelphia, PA-NJ-DE-MD", que comprende la mayor parte del Programa Local de la DVRPC. Antes del TIP de
NJ para el FY2018, tanto STBGP-PHILA como STBGP-TRENTON estaban combinados como "STBGP-STU" o
"STP-STU", dependiendo de la legislacién federal.

STBGP-TRENTON (Programa de Subvenciones en Bloque para el Transporte Superficial para el Area
Urbanizada de Trenton con una poblacién de 200,000 o mas): Los fondos del STBGP para el Area Urbanizada
"Trenton, NJ", que comprende una parte mas reducida del Programa Local de la DVRPC. Antes del TIP de NJ
para el FY2018, tanto STBGP-PHILA como STBGP-TRENTON estaban combinados como "STBGP-STU" o "STP-
STU", dependiendo de la legislacion federal.

TA-PHILA (Alternativas de Transporte Set-A-Side a los Programas de Subvenciones en Bloque para el
Transporte Superficial para el Area Urbanizada de Philadelphia con una poblacién de 200,000 o mas): Fondos
del STBGP TA Set-A-Side designados para el area urbanizada “Philadelphia, PA-NJ-DE-MD”.

TA-TRENTON (Alternativas de Transporte Set-A-Side a los Programa de Subvenciones en Bloque para el
Transporte Superficial para el Area Urbanizada de Trenton con una poblacién de 200,000 o mas): Fondos del
STBGP TA Set-A-Side designados para el area urbanizada “Trenton, NJ".
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FUENTES DE FINANCIAMIENTO PARA CARRETERAS NO FEDERALES

STATE (Fondo Fiduciario de Transporte Estatal): Otorga la disposicién de financiamiento recibido del Fondo
Fiduciario de Transporte de Nueva Jersey.

OTHER/OTHER-DVRPC: Fondos de terceros provistos de otras fuentes. OTHER-DVRPC denota financiacion de
otras fuentes en la region DVRPC..

FUENTES DE FINANCIAMIENTO DE TRANSPORTE PUBLICO FEDERAL (FTA)

CMAQ (Programa de mitigacion de congestion y mejora de la calidad del aire): Tipo de financiamiento de la
carretera que puede flexibilizarse (transferirse) desde el Programa de Carreteras por la FHWA hasta el
Programa de Transito.

SEC 5307 (Programa de Subsidios para Areas Urbanizadas de la FTA): Otorga financiamiento a un area
urbanizada designada por el censo de 50,000 o mds personas para la planificacion, ingenieria, disefio y
evaluacion de proyectos de transito y estudios técnicos relacionados con el transporte; inversiones de capital
en autobuses y actividades relacionadas con autobuses, como el reemplazo, el reacondicionamiento y la
reconstruccién de autobuses, los equipos de seguridad y prevencion de delitos, y la construccion de
instalaciones de mantenimiento y pasajeros; e inversiones de capital en sistemas de guia fijos nuevos y
existentes, que incluyen material rodante, revision y reconstruccién de vehiculos, vias, sefiales, comunicaciones
y hardware y software para computadoras.

SEC 5310 (Programa para Mejorar la Movilidad de las Personas Mayores y Personas Discapacitadas de la
FTA): Otorga fondos para los servicios de transporte planificados, disefiados e implementados a fin de
satisfacer las necesidades especiales de transporte de personas mayores y con discapacidades en todas las
areas.

SEC 5311 (Programa para Areas Rurales No Urbanizadas de la FTA): Otorga fondos para programas de
transporte publico rural y capacitacion, asi como asistencia técnica a estados y tribus indigenas reconocidas
por el gobierno federal con poblaciones de menos de 50,000 personas de acuerdo con el censo.

SEC 5337 (Programa Estatal para la Reparacion de Bienes de la FTA): Otorga fondos para el mantenimiento,
la rehabilitacién y el reemplazo de activos de capital, asi como proyectos que implementan planes de Gestion
de Activos del Trénsito (Transit Asset Management, TAM).

SEC 5339 (Programa para Autobuses e Instalaciones de Autobuses de la FTA): Otorga fondos para proyectos
de capital que reemplazaran, rehabilitaran y compraran autobuses, camionetas y equipos relacionados, y
construirdn instalaciones relacionadas con los autobuses. Este programa también reemplaza al Programa de
Andlisis Alternativo expirado.

STP-TE (Mejora del transporte del Programa de transporte superficial): Otorga fondos para infraestructura y
programas de seguridad para peatones y ciclistas, programas de carreteras panoramicas e historicas,
paisajismo y embellecimiento ambiental, preservacion histérica, mitigacion ambiental, rehabilitacion de
instalaciones historicas relacionadas con el transporte, renovacién de paisajes urbanos, conversion de vias
férreas y otras instalaciones a senderos, museos de transporte, y centros para visitantes de programas de
carreteras panoramicas e histéricas. El STP-TE se incorporé a TAP en MAP-21. Los fondos pueden transferirse
del Programa de Carreteras a través de la FHWA al Programa de Transito.
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FUENTES DE FINANCIAMIENTO DE TRANSPORTE PUBLICO NO FEDERALES

INGRESOS DE CASINOS: Las leyes estatales proveen fondos para transporte publico estatal de la asignacion
anual del 8.5 por ciento del Fondo de Impuestos a los Casinos, que se asigna a los servicios de transporte para
personas mayores y discapacitadas.

STATE (Fondo Fiduciario de Transporte Estatal): Otorga la disposicién de financiamiento recibido del Fondo
Fiduciario de Transporte de Nueva Jersey para NJ TRANSIT.

MATCH/DRPA/LOCAL/OTROS: Fondos locales de NJ TRANSIT ("MATCH") o la DRPA ("DRPA") que se
necesitan para igualar los fondos federales. Los fondos de "OTROS" terceros se suministran desde otras
fuentes, lo que incluye, entre otros, las autoridades bilaterales y auténomas, las entidades privadas y los
gobiernos locales.

NJ TURNPIKE: Proporciona fondos de la NJ Turnpike Authority a NJ TRANSIT.

Fase de abreviaturas de trabajo, segun las figuras 3y 4

Tenga en cuenta que una "L" que preceda a cualquier fase significa Lider de la Agencia Local (MPO, condado o
municipio); de lo contrario, el DOT del estado es la agencia lider.

Adquisicion de capital (Capital Acquisition, CAP): Utilizado para denotar la adquisicion de material rodante de
NJ TRANSIT.

Construccion (Construction, CON): Implica la construccién real de un proyecto.

Diseiio final (Final Design, DES): Consiste en tomar una solucién recomendada y el alcance del trabajo
definido en la fase de Ingenieria preliminar y desarrollar un disefio final, incluidos los planes de derecho de
paso y de construccién y los documentos de los contratos de construccion para solicitar ofertas de posibles
contratistas.

Ingenieria/Construccion (Engineering/Construction, EC): Implica trabajos de disefio y construccion.

Ingenieria/Derecho de paso/Construccion (Engineering/Right-of-Way/Construction, ERC): Implica el disefio, el
derecho de paso y los trabajos de construccion.

PE (Ingenieria preliminar): La fase de Ingenieria Preliminar incluye la realizacién de tareas de ingenieria 'y
estudios ambientales técnicos para obtener un consenso formal de la comunidad (a través de un centro de
informacion publica) sobre el estudio, y para obtener la aprobacién del documento ambiental. Si se requiere
una excepcion de disefio en un proyecto, la preparacidn y aprobacién del informe de excepcidn de disefio se
haran durante esta fase. Durante la fase de Ingenieria Preliminar se inician simultdaneamente diversas
actividades basadas en la PPA, como actividades de participacion comunitaria (reuniones con duefios de
inmuebles y negocios afectados), consultas con agencias, documentacién ambiental, mapeo de los niveles de
disefio y desarrollo del disefio geométrico.

UTL (Servicios basicos): En algunos casos, los trabajos de reubicaciéon de los servicios basicos asociados a un
proyecto deben programarse por separado de la fase de construccion de los trabajos. Estos conceptos se
muestran en la categoria "Servicios basicos".
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Estudio de planificacién (Planning Study, PLS): Implica los estudios de trafico, el anélisis de necesidades, los
estudios de corredores y otros trabajos preparatorios para el desarrollo del proyecto. Esta fase se produce
normalmente durante la etapa de desarrollo "previo al TIP" de un proyecto, como las enumeradas en el
Programa de Estudio y Desarrollo.

Adquisicién de derecho de paso (Right-of-Way Acquisition, ROW): Implica la compra del terreno necesario
para construir un proyecto.

Inversion estatal (Statewide Investment, SWI): Se utiliza para describir una serie de proyectos coordinados de
menor escala en varias ubicaciones y en varias fases de trabajo, que aborda un problema de movilidad
especifico.

Figura 3: Costo del Programa de carreteras a cuatro afios (FY22-FY25) por fase

PE 19 ROW,1%_  UTI, 2%

ERC, 23%

CON, 69%
EC, 2%

DES, 1%

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021

Figura 4: Costo del Programa de transporte publico a cuatro afios (FY22-FY25) por fase

CON EC
0.5% 5.0%

PLS 0.4%
0.7%
Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
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Aplicacion de mapeo y resumen de listados

El documento del Borrador del TIP contiene mapas estaticos impresos para analisis de justicia ambiental y
equidad. Debido a la naturaleza dindmica y cambiante del TIP, los mapas estaticos quedarian desactualizados
al momento en que se imprima y distribuya la version final del TIP. Por este motivo, la DVRPC recomienda
utilizar la herramienta de blusqueda de mapas web del Borrador del TIP que se encuentra en
www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft como la funcién de mapeo principal para mostrar la ubicacién de los proyectos
asignables para los proyectos de carreteras y transito.

Los diferentes tipos de proyectos, como mejoras de interseccion, reemplazos de puentes o nuevas
instalaciones de transito, se muestran utilizando varios colores y simbolos en la herramienta de busqueda de
mapas web del Borrador del TIP. No se mapean ciertos tipos de proyectos, como el paisajismo de las
carreteras, los pagos de arrendamiento por el uso de vias férreas, los conceptos de reserva o los estudios
preliminares. Estos proyectos se enumeran en una lista desplegable bajo el encabezado "Proyectos del
borrador del TIP no mapeados" (“Draft TIP Projects Not Mapped”) y se enumeran en el mapa por su nimero de
identificacion de proyecto Unico (DB #) bajo el mismo encabezado.

La herramienta de bisqueda de mapas web del borrador del TIP contintia hasta incluir conjuntos de datos
sélidos, ademas de los proyectos del borrador del TIP, que incluyen superposiciones, como Centros de
Planificacion, Centros de Transporte, Corredores para el Proceso de Mitigacion de la Congestion (Congestion
Mitigation Process, CMP), IPD, asi como una funcién de "blisqueda por direccion o ubicacion". Para apoyar la
herramienta de busqueda mas solida del borrador del TIP, la DVRPC también ha puesto a la disposicién los
datos de los Sistemas de Informacién Geografica (Geographic Information Systems, GIS) del TIP. El GIS es una
herramienta de planificacion importante que apoya esfuerzos técnicos y de planificacion estatales, regionales,
del condado y locales. Casi todas las actividades de planificacién incorporan tecnologia GIS, ya sea para
recopilacion y almacenamiento de datos, como para el andlisis y la presentacién. El GIS permite que los
planificadores vean y consulten datos espaciales, realicen analisis avanzados para descubrir relaciones,
patrones y tendencias, asi como que presenten informacién de forma eficaz a quienes toman decisiones y al
publico.

Las caracteristicas de ubicacién de puntos y lineas GIS descargables para proyectos del Borrador del TIP, los
proyectos en los TIP de Pennsylvania y Nueva Jersey adoptados actualmente, asi como los proyectos con
acciones del TIP formales en los que votan el RTC de la DVRPC y la Junta, estan disponibles en la seccion de
Transporte de la pagina web de datos GIS de la DVRPC, www.dvrpc.org/Mapping/Data. Esta pagina web
también contiene enlaces al Portal de GIS de la DVRPC, mapas interactivos y una galeria de mapas, ademas de
otros recursos de datos. El Portal GIS contiene datos de limites, demograficos, de planificacion y transporte,
que son Utiles para obtener datos que brindan contexto para el TIP.

Programas regionales de carreteras y transporte publico de la DVRPC

Las Tablas 3 y 4 muestran varios listados de proyectos en los Programas de Carreteras y Transporte Publico
para la regidon de Nueva Jersey de la DVRPC. Las listas de proyectos estan enumeradas por nimero de base de
datos (DB) y agrupadas por condado y operador de transito. Tenga en cuenta que todos los proyectos dentro
del periodo formal de los primeros cuatro afios del Borrador del TIP (FY22-FY25) se consideraran financiados
y el gobierno federal podra autorizar su financiamiento. Por disposicién federal, el TIP es el programa
restringido a cuatro afios para el cual se espera razonablemente que haya ingresos disponibles. Sin embargo,
el estado y la region desarrollaron un horizonte de programacion restringido a 10 afios para proyectos de
carreteras y de transito, a fin de ofrecer expectativas y plazos mas realistas en los que se pueda esperar un

i d VT P c | ASPECTOS DESTACADOS DEL BORRADOR DEL TIP DEL FY2022 PARA NUEVA JERSEY (FY22-FY25) 15



avance de los proyectos del TIP con costos mds realistas. Para ver mas informacién sobre un proyecto, visite
www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft , o use la herramienta de busqueda de mapas web del borrador del TIP.

Programa estatal (carreteras)

Después de las listas de proyectos de carreteras y de transito en este documento en la regién de la DVRPC, se
encuentra la Tabla 5 para los conceptos de carreteras en el Programa estatal. Estos conceptos a nivel estatal
son principalmente programas de carreteras administrados por el NJDOT a nivel estatal que no son especificos
a una regién de la MPO en particular, sino que beneficiarian a todas o brindarian apoyos directos al NJDOT.

Cadigos del estado del proyecto del TIP

En este borrador de puntos destacados, los proyectos se identifican segun un "cédigo de estado” que ayuda a
establecer el origen de los proyectos. Los codigos se muestran como superindices junto a los nimeros de DB y
los titulos del proyecto en este documento. El documento completo del Borrador del TIP muestra los cédigos
en la esquina superior derecha de cada proyecto enumerado. Los proyectos determinados como "nuevos" en el
Borrador del TIP se indican con un codigo de estado de NUEVO, NUEVO-B, NUEVO-G, NUEVO-LG, NUEVO y SD, y
NUEVO-CD. Los NUEVOS proyectos se programan en el borrador del TIP por primera vez. Hay 13 en total en el
Programa de Carreteras del Borrador del TIP (tres que son proyectos patrocinados por el NJDOT y 10 que son
proyectos patrocinados a nivel local por condados o ciudades).
- Los proyectos NUEVO-B son proyectos nuevos de "desglose" que se han "descompuesto” o se han
derivado de un proyecto del TIP o nimero de concepto de DB ya existente.
- Los proyectos NUEVO-G se han "aprobado" para pasar del Programa de Estudio y Desarrollo y al
borrador del TIP para las fases de Disefio a Construccion; y de manera similar,
- Los proyectos NUEVO-LG son proyectos patrocinados localmente que se han "aprobado" del Programa
de Desarrollo de Conceptos Locales de la DVRPC para avanzar hasta el Programa Local del Borrador
del TIP. La fase de Desarrollo de concepto del proyecto estuvo liderada localmente por un condado o
municipio. Hay siete en total en el Programa Local (de carreteras) de la DVRPC en el Borrador del TIP.
- Los proyectos NUEVO-M incluyen por lo menos dos proyectos existentes del TIP fusionados en uno de
los nimeros de DB existentes o combinados en un numero de DB recientemente establecido.
- Sedenotan NUEVO Y SD los proyectos que se incluyen, por primera vez, en el Programa de Carreteras y
en el Programa de Estudios y Desarrollo del Borrador del TIP; y
- Los proyectos NUEVO-CD son aquellos que se programan por primera vez para el Desarrollo de
Conceptos en la Carretera o el Programa Estatal.
Otros cédigos incluyen SD o RETORNO. Hay dos conceptos de NJ TRANSIT que han "regresado” al Borrador
del TIP de un TIP anterior (DB #T13 y #7199). Un proyecto que se denota con un estatus SD indica que no es
un proyecto nuevo, pero se encuentra en el Programa de Estudio y Desarrollo y estd programado en el
Programa de Carreteras o el Programa Estatal. Finalmente, los proyectos indicados como REGRESO se han
programado previamente en el TIP de algin afo anterior pero, por una variedad de circunstancias, han vuelto a
programarse en el Borrador del TIP para el FY2020 de Nueva Jersey.

Hoja de ruta de un listado de proyecto en el TIP

La Figura 5 ejemplifica un informe estandar del TIP para un proyecto de muestra que lo guiard cuando revise un
proyecto en el borrador de TIP. La “hoja de ruta” ofrece explicaciones sobre diversos elementos de informacion
que estan asociados con un proyecto.
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 3: Programa de carreteras por numero de DB #

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

BURLINGTON COUNTY

Route 38, South Church Street (CR 607) to Fellowship

12307 Road (CR 673), Operational and Safety Improvements
Route 130/206, CR 528 (Crosswicks Rd) to Rt 206 at
12346
Amboy Rd
12346A | Route 130, CR 545 (Farnsworth Avenue)
12380 Route 73, Church Road (CR 616) and Fellowship Road
(CR 673) Intersections
15321 Route 70, Bridge over Mount Misery Brook
Washington Turnpike, Bridge over West Branch of
15324 . .
Wading River
15385 Route 38, Nixon Drive to Route 295 Bridge
CAMDEN COUNTY
Route 168, Merchant Street to Ferry Avenue,
10341
Pavement
11326A | Route 76, Bridges over Route 130
Route 76, Nicholson Road, Advanced Utility
11326B )
Relocation, Contract 2
11326C | Route 76/676 Bridges and Pavement, Contract 3
14426 Route 130, Bridge over Big Timber Creek
15375 Route 30, Cooper Street to Grove Street NEW-6
15396 Route 168, Route 42 to CR 544 (Evesham Road)
15423 ADA South, Contract 4
16340 Route 130, Bridge over Main Branch of Newton Creek
16342 Route 73 and Ramp G, Bridge over Route 130
18313 Route 42 SB, Leaf Avenue Extension to Creek Road
(CR753)
355A Route 295/42, Missing Moves, Bellmawr
355E Route 295/42/1-76, Direct Connection, Contract 4

DB #

9212C

D0302

D1510

D1601

D2018

D2206

D2207

D0410

D0601

D1505A

D1709

D1913

D1914

D2020

D2021

D2022

D2208

D2209

DR2201

PROJECT TITLE

Route 206, Monmouth Road/Juliustown Road
Intersection Improvements (CR 537)

Burlington County Roadway Safety Improvements
Burlington County Bus Purchase

New Jersey Regional Signal Retiming Initiative

Bridge No. C4.13 over Parkers Creek on Centerton
Road NEW-L6

County 2011 Guide Rail Design Project No. 1 (CR
600, CR 613 and CR 623) NEW

Rancocas Creek Greenway, Laurel Run Park
(Circuit) NeW

Camden County Roadway Safety Improvements

Camden County Bus Purchase

ADA Improvements, Contract 1

Kaighn Avenue (CR 607), Bridge over Cooper River
(Roadway and Bridge Improvements)

Sicklerville Road (CR 705) and Erial Road (CR 706)
Systemic
Roundabout

Mount. Ephraim Avenue Safety Improvements, Ferry
Avenue (CR 603) to Haddon Avenue (CR 561)

New or Upgraded Traffic Signal Systems at
Intersections, Phase 1 NEW-L6

New or Upgraded Traffic Signal Systems at
Intersections, Phase 2 NEW-L¢

New or Upgraded Traffic Signal Systems at
Intersections, Phase 3 NEW-L¢
CR 544 (Evesham Rd), NJ 41 to Schubert Ave NeW

CR 758 (Coles Mill Rd), Farwood Rd to Grove StNEW

Walt Whitman Bridge NJ Corridor Resurfacing N?W
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 3 (continuacion): Programa de carreteras por nimero de DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE

GLOUCESTER COUNTY

11371 Route 47, Bridge over Big Timber Creek

12305 Route 47, Grove St. to Route 130, Pavement

12306 Route 42, Kennedy Ave. to Atlantic City
Expressway

14348 Route 45, Bridge over Woodbury Creek

15302 Route 41 and Deptford Center Road
Rowan University Fossil Park Roadway and

21366 Intersection Improvement at Woodbury
Glassboro Road (CR 553) NEW

D0401 Gloucester County Roadway Safety
Improvements

MERCER COUNTY

073198 Roqte 29, Cass Street to Calhoun Street,
Drainage

11309 Route 130, Westfield Ave. to Main Street

16336 Route 1B, Bridge over Shabakunk Creek

16339 Route 130, Bridge over Millstone RiverNEW

17419 Route 1, Alexander Road to Mapleton Road

18305 Prospect Street, Bridge over Belvidere-Delaware
RR (Abandoned)

19360 Route 27, Witherspoon Street NEW

99334 Duck Island Landfill, Site Remediation

99362 Trenton Amtrak Bridges

VARIOUS COUNTIES

01300

03304

04314

06326

10347

11383

99327A

Transportation Systems Management and
Operations (TSMO)

Bridge Deck/Superstructure Replacement
Program

Local Safety/ High Risk Rural Roads Program
Local Concept Development Support

Local Aid Consultant Services
Transportation Management Associations

Resurfacing, Federal

DB #

D1906

D2017

D2019

D2210

D2211

D9807

D0412
D0701

D1011

D1710

D1910

D2014

D2023

D2205

L064

D0204
D026
D0407
D2004
D2005
DR2202

X065

PROJECT TITLE

CR 581 (Commissioners Road), Bridge over Oldman's
Creek

CR 706 (Cooper Street) Bridge over Almonesson Creek
(Bridge 3-K-3) NEw-L6

CR 712 (College Drive) at Alumni Drive Roundabout and
Multipurpose Trail (Circuit) NEW

CR 654 (Hurffville-Cross Keys Rd), CR 630 (Egg Harbor
Rd) to CR 651 (Greentree Rd) NeW

US 322/CR 536 (Swedesboro Rd), Woolwich-Harrison
Twp Line to NJ 55 NEW

Gloucester County Bus Purchase

Mercer County Roadway Safety Improvements
Princeton-Hightstown Road Improvements, CR 571

Mercer County Bus Purchase

Lincoln Ave/Chambers Street (CR 626), Bridge over
Amtrak &

Assunpink Creek

Parkway Avenue (CR 634), Scotch Road (CR 611) to
Route 31

(Pennington Road)

CR 622 (North Olden Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Rd) to
New York Ave NEW-LG

Circulation Improvements Around Trenton Transit
Center NEW-L6

D&R Greenway Connector, Wellness Loop to Union
St./Cooper Field (Circuit) NEW

Route 206, South Broad Street Bridge over Assunpink
Creek

Transportation and Community Development Initiative
(TCDI) DVRPC

DVRPC, Future Projects
Ozone Action Program in New Jersey

Transportation Operations

Regional Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
Program

DRPA Systemwide Crash Cushion Attenuating
Replacement NEW

Local CMAQ Initiatives
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 3 (continuacion): Programa de carreteras por nimero de DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB #
VARIOUS COUNTIES (CONTINUED)
X107 Transportation Alternatives Program X41C1
X30A Metropolitan Planning X51
X35A1 Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, Federal X98C1
Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
Tabla 4: Programa de transito por nimero de DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE DB #
NJ TRANSIT
TO5 Bridge and Tunnel Rehabilitation T210
T06 Bus Passenger Facilities/Park and Ride T300
TO8 Bus Support Facilities and Equipment T34
T09 Bu; Vehicle and Facility Maintenance/Capital 137

Maintenance

T106 Private Carrier Equipment Program T39
T111 Bus Acquisition Program T42
T112 Rail Rolling Stock Procurement T43
T120 Small/Special Services Program T44
T121 Physical Plant T50
T122 Miscellaneous T500
T13 Claims support RETURN T508
T135 Preventive Maintenance-Bus T509
T143 ADA--Platforms/Stations T515
T150 Section 5310 Program T53E
T151 Section 5311 Program T55
T16 Environmental Compliance T68
T199 Job Access and Reverse Commute Program RETURN T88
T20 Immediate Action Program T95

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021

PROJECT TITLE

Local County Aid, DVRPC
Pavement Preservation

Local Municipal Aid, DVRPC

PROJECT TITLE

Transit Enhancements/Transp Altern Prog
(TAP)/Altern Transit Improv (ATI)

Transit Rail Initiatives

Rail Capital Maintenance
Rail Support Facilities and Equipment

Preventive Maintenance-Rail
Track Program
High Speed Track Program

NEC Improvements

Signals and Communications/Electric Traction
Systems

Technology Improvements

Security Improvements

Safety Improvement Program

Casino Revenue Fund

Locomotive Overhaul

Other Rail Station/Terminal Improvements
Capital Program Implementation

Study and Development

Light Rail Infrastructure Improvements
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 4 (continuacién): Programa de transito por nimero de DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE

DRPA/PATCO

D1305 Pedestrian Bridge and Tunnel Rehabilitation
D1911 PATCO Track Resurfacing & Rail Profile Grinding
D1912 Rehabilitation of PATCO Bridges

DRO19 Smoke and Fire Control

DR034 Preventive Maintenance

DR036 Transit Enhancements

DR038 Relocation of Center Tower/SCADA Modernization

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021

Tabla 5: Programa estatal por nimero de DB #

DB # PROJECT TITLE
MERCER COUNTY
15322 Delaware & Raritan Canal Bridges

VARIOUS COUNTIES

00377

01309

01316

01335

02379

03304

03309

04324

05304

05339

05340

05341

05342

06327

06402

07332

Ferry Program

Maritime Transportation System
Transit Village Program

Betterments, Dams

Congestion Relief, Intelligent Transportation System
Improvements (Smart Move Program)

Bridge Deck/Superstructure Replacement Program
Environmental Project Support
Electrical Load Center Replacement, Statewide

Construction Program IT System (TRNS.PORT)

Right of Way Database/Document Management
System

Right of Way Full-Service Consultant Term Agreements

Project Management & Reporting System (PMRS)
Design, Geotechnical Engineering Tasks

Local Aid Grant Management System

Safe Streets to Transit Program

Minority and Women Workforce Training Set-Aside

DB #

DR1501
DR1801
DR1802
DR1803

DR2006

DR2007

DR2008

DB #

13307

13308

13323

14300
14404
15335
15343
15344
17337
17341
17353

17357

17358

17360

17390

19315

PROJECT TITLE

PATCO Interlocking & Track Rehabilitation
Reopening of Franklin Square

Subway Structures Renovation

PATCO Station Platform Rehabilitation

PATCO Stations Modernizations
PATCO Viaduct Preservation Project

PATCO Rail Replacement - Ferry Avenue to Broadway

PROJECT TITLE

Salt Storage Facilities - Statewide

Statewide Traffic Operations and Support Program
Bridge Preventive Maintenance

Title VI and Nondiscrimination Supporting Activities
Bridge Maintenance and Repair, Movable Bridges
Sign Structure Replacement Contract 2016-3
Intelligent Traffic Signal Systems

Utility Pole Mitigation

Project Management Improvement Initiative Support
Bridge Inspection Program, Minor Bridges

Storm Water Asset Management
Bridge Maintenance Fender Replacement

Bridge Maintenance Scour Countermeasures

Emergency Management and Transportation
Security Support

Local Freight Impact Fund

Aeronautics UAS Program
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 5 (continuacién): Programa estatal por nimero de DB #

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

VARIOUS COUNTIES

08381

08387

08415

09316

09388

10344

11344

13304

13305

13306

XO03E

X07A

X07F

X10

X106

X107

X10A

X11

X12

X126

X135

X137

X140

X142

X144

X15

X150

X151

X152

X154

Bridge Replacement, Future Projects
Local Bridges, Future Needs

Airport Improvement Program
Culvert Replacement Program

Highway Safety Improvement Program Planning

Project Development: Concept Development and
Preliminary Engineering

ADA Curb Ramp Implementation

Intelligent Transportation System Resource Center

Job Order Contracting Infrastructure Repairs,
Statewide

Mobility and Systems Engineering Program
Resurfacing Program

Bridge Inspection

Bridge and Structure Inspection, Miscellaneous
Program Implementation Costs, NJDOT
Design, Emerging Projects

Transportation Alternatives Program

Staff Augmentation

Unanticipated Design, Right of Way and Construction
Expenses, State

Acquisition of Right of Way

Transportation Research Technology

Pre-Apprenticeship Training Program for Minorities
and Women

Legal Costs for Right of Way Condemnation
Planning and Research, State

DBE Supportive Services Program

Regional Action Program

Equipment (Vehicles, Construction, Safety)
State Police Enforcement and Safety Services
Interstate Service Facilities

Rockfall Mitigation

Drainage Rehabilitation and Maintenance, State

DB #

19370
19600

97008

98315

98316
99327A
99358
99372
99409
X03A
X186
X186B
X196
X197
X199
X200C
X201
X233
X239
X239A
X241
X244
X28B
X29
X30
X34
X35A
X35A1
X39

X47

PROJECT TITLE

Safety Programs
Smart and Connect Corridors Program

High-Mast Light Poles
Bridge Emergency Repair

Bridge Scour Countermeasures
Resurfacing, Federal

Safe Routes to School Program
Orphan Bridge Reconstruction

Recreational Trails Program

Restriping Program & Line Reflectivity Management
System

Local Aid, Infrastructure Fund

Local Aid, State Transportation Infrastructure Bank
Maintenance & Fleet Management System
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

Youth Employment and TRAC Programs

New Jersey Scenic Byways Program

Guiderail Upgrade

Motor Vehicle Crash Record Processing

Sign Structure Inspection Program

Sign Structure Rehabilitation/Replacement Program
Electrical Facilities

Training and Employee Development

Park and Ride/Transportation Demand Management
Program

Physical Plant

Planning and Research, Federal-Aid

New Jersey Rail Freight Assistance Program
Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, State
Rail-Highway Grade Crossing Program, Federal
Signs Program, Statewide

Traffic Signal Replacement
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Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 para Nueva Jersey | Listados de Proyectos

Tabla 5 (continuacion): Programa estatal por nimero de DB #

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

VARIOUS COUNTIES (NOT SPECIFIC TO ANY MPO REGION) (CONTINUED)

X154D

X15A

X160

X180

X182

X185

Drainage Rehabilitation & Improvements

Equipment, Snow and Ice Removal

Solid and Hazardous Waste Cleanup, Reduction
and Disposal

Construction Inspection
Utility Reconnaissance and Relocation

Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities/Accommodations

Fuente: DVRPC, 2021

X66

X70

X72B

X72C

X75

X98Z

Traffic Monitoring Systems
Bridge Management System

Betterments, Roadway Preservation
Betterments, Safety
Environmental Investigations

Local Municipal Aid, Urban Aid
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Figura 5: Hoja de ruta de un listado de proyectos de muestra en el Borrador del TIP

Numero de identificacion del proyecto del Departamento de

Transporte del Estado (NJDOT)

Condado donde se ubica el proyecto

Indica que el proyecto esta identificado como un
Proyecto Regional Principal (MRP) en el DVRPC
Plan a largo plazo
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tenga en cuenta que "*" después
de un tipo de fondo indica fondos

ra cada fase;

Los fondos son en $ Millones

ra fases de
nzadas

Fase de proyecto anticipada

La notacién de Estrategia de inversién de capital (CIS) / Programa de
activos del NJDOT demuestra una de inversién del NJDOT

Gestion de congestion DVRPC Caodigos de proceso (CMP)

"Y" indica que el proyecto estd mapeado en linea 'y
que el proyecto esta en el Programa DVRPC Local
(Carretera)

Indicador mas alto de desventaja potencial (IPD)
para la justicia ambiental (EJ) Programa local
(carretera) de DVRPC

Caodigo de calidad del aire

Tipos de comunidad que corresponden a las politicas de planificacion de
largo alcance de DVRPC

Cddigo de estado asignado por DVRPC para ayudar a establecer el origen del
proyecto. En este ejemplo, "Nuevo" indica que este proyecto estd programado en el
Borrador de TIP por primera vez
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Obtenga mas informacion. jComparta sus
comentarios!

La DVRPC invita al publico a revisar y dar sus comentarios sobre el Borrador del TIP de la DVRPC y el Borrador
del STIP para NJDOT y NJ TRANSIT y sobre los proyectos especificos para el estado, el condado, el transporte
publico y el personal de la DVRPC mediante su proceso continuo de participacion publica. Hay disponibles
copias del Borrador del TIP en el sitio web de la DVRPC en www.dvrpc.org/TIP. Para quienes no tienen acceso
a internet, los borradores de los documentos estan disponibles en la DVRPC, en el edificio American College of
Physicians Building en Philadelphia, o pueden solicitar que la Oficina de Comunicacién y Participacion de la
DVRPC les envie los documentos por correo postal. Llame al (215) 592-1800 para solicitarlos. Los
documentos impresos del Borrador del TIP también estan disponibles en ciertas bibliotecas publicas de la
region que se muestran en la Tabla 6, en la siguiente pdgina. El Borrador del STIP estd disponible en
www.state.nj.us/transportation/capital y en formato impreso en la oficina de la DVRPC.

El periodo de comentarios publicos para el Borrador del TIP de la DVRPC para el FY2022 de Nueva Jersey se
abre a partir del 21 de julio de 2021 y se cerrara el 23 de agosto de 2021 a las 5:00 p.m. (EST).

Revise y envie sus comentarios en linea en www.dvrpc.org/TIP/Draft antes de las 5:00 p.m. (hora local) de la
fecha limite del 23 de agosto. El personal de la DVRPC pedira a las agencias correspondientes respuestas
para todos los comentarios enviados. Los comentarios enviados y las respuestas de las agencias se
incluiran como parte del registro publico formal y el documento final de TIP.

También puede enviar sus comentarios por escrito por correo electrénico a tip@dvrpc.org o por correo postal,
A la atencion de: Comentarios sobre el TIP, Oficina de Comunicacién y Participacién, Comision de
Planificacion Regional del Valle de Delaware, 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor, Philadelphia, PA
19106-1520. Los comentarios recibidos por correo deben estar franqueados a mas tardar el 21 de agosto de
2021. Si necesita ayuda para enviar un comentario por escrito, comuniquese con la Oficina de Comunicacién y
Participacion de la DVRPC al teléfono 215-238-2929 o al correo electrénico public_affairs@dvrpc.org.

Con el fin de cumplir con las 6rdenes de permanecer en casa y los lineamientos de salud publica para las
reuniones publicas debido a la pandemia, la tradicional reunion presencial se reemplazara con dos reuniones
publicas/sesiones informativas en linea, que se describen a continuacion.

Miércoles 11 de agosto de 2021, de 2:00 p.m.-3:00 p.m.:
Registrese en: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcpf-qqjovGNdvpMIOsCNvARuy8kv7Zxo
Informacion para llamar por teléfono: 646-558-8656 | ID de reunién: 934 8624 1523 | Contrasefia: Ld6YeTd3

Miércoles 18 de agosto de 2021, de 7:00 p.m.—8:00 p.m.:
Registrese en: https://dvrpc.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJwqf-Gupz0pH977y0Jrl7DUfQBGFnroNkés
Informacion para llamar por teléfono: 646-558-8656 | ID de reunién: 987 8869 6352 | Contrasefia: MU7XWu09

La informacion de registro también esta disponible en el calendario de eventos de la DVRPC en
www.dvrpc.org/Calendar/2021/08. Los asistentes pueden unirse al seminario el linea o llamar por teléfono
solamente para escuchar. Si necesita alguna adaptacion, como subtitulos o interpretacion, llame a la Oficina de
Comunicacion y Participacion de la DVRPC al 215-592-1800 o envie un correo electrénico a

public_affairs@dvrpc.org.
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Tabla 6: Bibliotecas que muestran el Borrador del TIP

CONDADO DE BURLINGTON

Burlington County Library—

Burlington County Library Moorestown Library Bordentown Branch

5 Pioneer Boulevard 111 West Second Street 18 East Union Street

Westampton, NJ 08060 Moorestown, NJ 08057 Bordentown NJ 08505

(609) 267-9660 (856) 234-0333 (609) 298-0622

CONDADO DE CAMDEN

Camden County Library— Camden County Library— Camden Countv Library—

M. Allan Vogelson Regional = Gloucester Twp.-Blackwood Y y
Rutgers—Camden Branch

Branch Rotary Branch 300 North 5th Street

203 Laurel Road 15 South Blackhorse Pike Camden NJ 08102

Voorhees, NJ 08043 Blackwood, NJ 08012 (609) 22'5-6807

(856) 7721636 (609) 298-0622

Haddonfield Public Library  Cherry Hill Free Public Library

60 Haddon Avenue 1100 Kings Highway North

Haddonfield, NJ 08033 Cherry Hill, NJ 08034

(856) 429-1309 (856) 667-0300

CONDADO DE GLOUCESTER

Monroe Township Public i

it p Gloucester County Library Woodbury Public Library

Ibrary System 33 Delaware Street

713 Marsha Avenue 389 Wolfert Station Road Woodbury, NJ 08096

Williamstown, NJ 08094 Mullica Hill, NJ 08062 (856) 845:2611

(856) 629-1212 (856) 223-6000

CONDADO DE MERCER

Mercer County Library—

Lawrence Branch Trenton Public Library

2751 Brunswick Pike, U.S. | 120 Academy Street

Route 1 Trenton, NJ 08638

Lawrenceville, NJ 08648 (609) 392-7188
(609) 989-6915

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA
; ; ; Library for the Blind & Physically
.IF;%e.I I_\;?;Zrétc:zghlladelphla Handicapped of Philadelphia

. . 919 Walnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103 Philadelphia, PA 19107

(215) 686-5322 (215) 686-3213
Fuente: DVRPC, 2021
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TITULO DE LA PUBLICACION

NUMERO DE PUBLICACION
FECHA DE PUBLICACION

AREA GEOGRAFICA CUBIERTA

PALABRAS CLAVE

SINOPSIS

CONTACTO CON EL PERSONAL

Aspectos destacados del borrador del Programa de Mejora del Transporte (TIP)
del FY2022 de la DVRPC para Nueva Jersey (FY22-FY25)

22001Bes
Julio de 2021

Regién de Nueva Jersey de la DVRPC (condados de Burlington,
Camden, Gloucester y Mercer)

Calidad del aire, Bicicletas y peatones, Puentes, CMAQ, CMP, Conformidad,
Mitigacion de la Congestion y Calidad del Aire, Proceso de Mitigacién de la
Congestidén, Construccion, Ley de Asignaciones Suplementarias para Respuesta
y Recuperacién del Coronavirus, CRRSAA, DRPA/PATCO, Justicia ambiental,
Ley FAST, FASTLANE, Proyectos financiados por el gobierno federal, Disefio
final, Ley para Arreglar el Transporte Terrestre de Estados Unidos, Fomento de
avances en el transporte maritimo y terrestre para el logro a largo plazo de las
eficiencias nacionales, FTA, GARVEE, Movimiento de Mercancias, Programa de
Mejoras de la Seguridad Vial, HSIP, Indicadores de Desventajas Potenciales,
Capital de infraestructura, IPD, MAP-21, Avanzar hacia el Progreso en el siglo
XXI, Red Nacional de Carreteras para el Transporte de Carga, Programa para
Transporte de Carga en Vias Férreas Nacionales, Programa de Rendimiento de
las Carreteras Nacionales, Departamento de Transporte de Nueva Jersey,
NHFN, NHFP, NHPP, NJ TRANSIT, Métricas de programacion y planificacién
con base en el desempefio, Medidas de rendimiento, Ingenieria preliminar,
Participacion publica, Pasos a Nivel de Ferrocarril y Carreteras, Derecho de
paso, Rutas Seguras a la Escuela, SAFETEA-LU, STBGP, STP, Programa de
Subvenciones para el Transporte Superficial, Programa de Subvenciones en
Bloque para el Transporte Superficial, Objetivos, TEA-21, TIP, Titulo VI de la Ley
de Derechos Civiles de 1964, Transito, Transporte, Programa para Alternativas
de Transporte Set-A-Side, Ley de Equidad en el Transporte para el siglo XXI,
Programa de Mejora del Transporte

Los aspectos destacados del Borrador del TIP para el FY2022 de
Nueva Jersey describen brevemente el TIP de la regién como un
programa de inversion planificada, multimodal y con restriccién federal
de cuatro afos en infraestructura de transporte. También contiene una
lista resumida de todos los proyectos relacionados con el transporte,
las carreteras, los puentes, las bicicletas, los peatones y el transporte
de carga en la region de Nueva Jersey de la DVRPC que buscara
financiamiento federal y estatal entre los afios fiscales 2022 y 2025. El
documento de Aspectos destacados incluye un resumen financiero de
los costos por condado y por operador, una lista de proyectos en el
Borrador del TIP, y cdmo obtener mas informacién y enviar
comentarios sobre el Borrador del TIP.

DELAWARE VALLEY Kwan Hui

% dvrpc Gerente, Programas de Capital de NJ

REGIONAL khui@dvrpc.org
PLANNING commissioN 190 N Independence Mall West, 8th Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520
Teléfono: 215.592.1800 | Fax: 215.592.9125
web: www.dvrpc.org
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DRAFT DVRPC FY2022 TIP FOR NEW JERSEY REElONAL
AND DRAFT FY2022 STATEWIDE TIP (STIP) FOR PLAMING EOHIMESION
NJDOT AND NJ TRANSIT

Adapted from “Tips for Submitting Effective Comments,” accessed from Regulations.gov on July 17, 2017.

DVRPC, NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT, the DRPA/PATCO, the four counties (Burlington, Camden,
Gloucester, and Mercer), the cities of Camden and Trenton, and other project sponsors are very
interested in receiving comments from you about the projects and/or the overall multimodal
Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for New Jersey and the Draft STIP. We believe that public
participation is a fair way to ascertain the interests of a wide variety of residents across the
region and that public involvement is important for sound decision-making.

The Statewide TIP (STIP) includes a listing of statewide line items and programs, in addition to
three regional TIPs developed by the state’s Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPQOs) -
DVRPC, SJTPO, and NJTPA. NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT would like to receive your feedback on the
Draft FY2022 STIP via DVRPC and the other two MPOs in NJ.

A comment can express simple support or opposition for/to a project. The public comment
process is not a vote. However, a constructive, information-rich comment that is clearly
communicated and supported with facts and local knowledge is more likely to have an impact
on decision-making. The following questions and suggestions are intended to provide guidance
about how to submit comments that will help sponsors deliver the best possible transportation
projects.

Advice for Crafting Effective Comments:

e Read the description and understand the project you are commenting on. Is the project a
study, operational improvement, enhancing a parking lot/bus stop, or creating a multi-
use trail? What are its intended effects? For example, an operational improvement
project, such as signal re-timing, may not be able to add another travel lane within its
scope, but safety components like signage could be added to many kinds of projects.

e Be concise, but support your claims with sound reasoning, documented evidence, and/or
how your community will be impacted. For example, have you observed the impacts of a
new development on traffic patterns? Is there a study that supports your comment?

e Try to address trade-offs and opposing views.

e If you disagree with a project, suggest an alternative and include an explanation and/or
analysis of how your alternative might meet the same objective or be more effective. A
potential alternative is to not proceed with the project.

e Identify any credentials and experience that may distinguish your comment from others.
If you are a resident of a community, or have relevant personal or professional

experience, please state so.

July 7,2021 Page 1 of 2
Disclaimer: This document is intended to serve as a guide; it is not intended and should not be considered
as legal advice. Please seek counsel from a lawyer if you have legal questions or concerns.
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e There is no minimum or maximum length for a comment to be effective.

e The public comment process is not a vote. One comment that is well-supported with
facts and local knowledge can be more influential than a hundred comments. DVRPC
and its planning partners want to fund the best projects for the region within financial
constraints; when crafting a comment, it is important to explain the reasoning behind
your position.

Consider these Questions...

e Are the region’s transportation needs such as mobility, air quality, and safety being met?
How about the state’s needs?

e Given financial constraints, is money being spent on the right types of projects? Are we
investing the right amounts in maintenance and reconstruction versus capacity-adding
projects? What about pedestrian, bicycle, and smart technology projects versus
traditional highway and transit projects?

e Isthe Delaware Valley region getting its fair share of resources compared to other
regions in the state or across the nation?

e Are there certain elements of chapters/projects mentioned in the Draft TIP or Draft STIP
that could be further clarified?

Response to Public Comments

During the public comment period, DVRPC will review each public comment submitted via the
online commenting feature of the Draft TIP web map, email, and US mail. DVRPC staff will
forward received written comments to the appropriate agency and request a response. Written
comments received during the public comment period and responses to those comments will
be provided in the final printed TIP document as part of the public record.

Comments will be accepted for the Draft DVRPC FY2022 TIP for NJ and the Draft Statewide
TIP (STIP) for NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT from 5:00 PM on July 21, 2021 until 5:00 PM on
August 23, 2021. Note that the Draft STIP public comment period will remain open until all
three New Jersey Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) have closed their Draft TIP
public comment periods. NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT, and the DRPA/PATCO do not hold a separate
public comment period or meetings for the Draft STIP and rely on DVRPC and other MPOs to
serve as a vehicle for this federal requirement.

Comments and responses will be presented to stakeholders and the DVRPC Board prior to
adopting the final recommended program of priority transportation projects for the region’s
New Jersey counties. DVRPC staff plans to present comments and responses at the regularly
scheduled Board meeting on Thursday, September 23, 2021.

July 7,2021 Page 2 of 2
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LIST OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES | DVRPC BOARD

Green texton this page reflects a minor correction for the Board.

# COUNTY

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP DOCUMENT

DVRPC HIGHWAY PROGRAM — MODIFICATIONS & AMENDMENTS

Route 38, South Church
Street (CR 607) to

1 Burlington 12307 Fellowship Road (CR Modify the Draft TIP by decreasing the FY24 CON cost by $2.799 M from $19.8 M NHPP to $17.001 M NHPP funds.
673), Operational and
Safety Improvements
Sicklerville Road . . . .
(CR 705) and Erial Road Modify the Draft TIP by delaying FY23 CON to FY24, by decreasing $1.518 M HSIP to zero in FY23 for CON, and by
2 Camden D1913 (CR 706) Systemic adding $1.018 M STBGP-PHILA and $500,000 HSIP for FY24 CON. The overall $1.518 M project CON cost will not
Roundabout change.
Gloucester County Multi-
Gloucester  D1203 Purpose Trail Extension-  Amend the Draft TIP by adding a project back into the TP by displaying CON in FY23 for $596,000 17-STATE-DVRPC and
3 Glassboro Elk Trail $3.304 M 18-STATE-DVRPC totaling $3.9 M and update the TIP project description to reflect this change.
CR 622 (North Olden
4 Mercer D2014 Ave), NJ 31 (Pennington Modify the Draft TIP by decreasing FY22 PE by $500,000 from $1.5 M STBGP-TRENTON to $1 million STBGP-TRENTON.
Rd) to New York Ave
Lincoln Ave/Chambers . .
Street (CR 626), Bridge Modify the Draft TIP by delaying the $3.5 M STBGP-TRENTON funded DES from FY21 to FY22 and $41 M OTHER-
5 Mercer D1710 ' . DVRPC funded CON from FY23 to FY24 ($16.4 M OTHER-DVRPC), FY25 ($16.4 M OTHER-DVRPC), and FY26 ($8.2 M
over Amtrak & Assunpink
OTHER-DVRPC).
Creek
Modify the Draft TIP by delaying the first year of CON from FY24 to FY25 with the following adjustments,
Parkway Avenue (CR - FY24 —from $3 M HSIP to $0 HSIP
- FY25 -no change at $3 M HSIP
6 Mercer D1910 634), Scotch Road (CR g

611) to Route 31
(Pennington Road)

- FY26 —from $735,000 HSIP to $3 M HSIP
—  FY27 —from SO HSIP to $956,000 HSIP,
and increase overall project CON cost by $221,000 from $6.735 M HSIP to $6.956 M HSIP.
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LIST OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES | DVRPC BOARD

COUNTY

DB #

PROJECT TITLE

RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP DOCUMENT

DVRPC HIGHWAY PROGRAM — MODIFICATIONS & AMENDMENTS

Amend the Draft TIP by decreasing $3 M STBGP-TRENTON to zero for FY22 ROW. As CON is not programmed in the

7 Mercer 99362 Trenton Amtrak Bridges Draft TIP for this project due to lack of available funding, this action will delete the project from the FY2022 TIP.
Modify the Draft TIP by programming 63 percent ($23.769 M CMAQ) of the $37.7 M total project costs in the DVRPC
region instead of 100 percent and the remaining 37 percent ($13.932 M CMAQ) of total project costs in the NJTPA
M 17419 Route 1, Alexander Road region, accordingly:
8 ercer to Mapleton Road - $7.5 M total for FY22 ROW ($5.83 M CMAQ in DVRPC region/ $1.671 M CMAQ in NJTPA region)
- $11.2 M total for FY25 UTL (§11.2 M CMAQ in DVRPC region)
- $19 M total for FY29 CON ($6.739 M CMAQ in DVRPC region/ $12.261 M CMAQ in NJTPA region)
Modify the Draft TIP by programming 50 percent ($4.2 M) of the $8.4 M total project cost in the DVRPC region instead of
Route 130, Bridge over 100 percent and the remaining 50 percent ($4.2 M) of total project cost in the NJTPA region, accordingly:
9 Mercer 16339 Millstone River -~ $100,000 total for FY22 ROW ($50,000 STATE in DVRPC region/ $50,000 STATE in NJTPA region)
-~ $8.3 M total for FY23 CON ($4.15 M NHPP in DVRPC region/ $4.15 M NHPP in NJTPA region)
Mercer 11309 Route 130, Westfield Modify the Draft TIP by programming 52 percent ($11.898 M) of the $22.901 M total project cost in the DVRPC region
10 Ave. to Main Street instead of 100 percent and the remaining 48 percent ($11.003 M) of total project cost in the NJTPA region for FY25 CON.
» Various D0204 ggﬂiﬁfﬁg}'gg\gﬁpmem Modify the Draft TIP by decreasing even years (FY22 to FY31) by $550,000 from $705,000 to $155,000 STBGP-PHILA and
Initiative (TCDI) DVRPC by increasing odd years (FY22 to FY31) by $650,000 from $105,000 to $755,000 STBGP-PHILA.
12 Various 15423 ADA South, Contract 4 Modify the Draft TIP by replacmg/removmg $7.603 M STBGP-FLEX with $6.171 M STBGP-FLEX and $1.432 M DEMO-R in
FY22 CON. No change to overall project cost.
Modify the Draft TIP by decreasing a total of $496,000 over the First-Four Years from $5.778 M CMAQ to $5.282 M
CMAQ, accordingly:
13 Various X065 Local CMAQ Initiatives —  FY23: decrease by $232,000 from $1.56 M CMAQ to $1.328 M CMAQ

—  FY24: decrease by $196,000 from $1.336 M CMAQ to $1.14 M CMAQ
—  FY25: decrease by $68,000 from $1.56 M CMAQ to $1.492 M CMAQ
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LIST OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES | DVRPC BOARD

# COUNTY DB # PROJECT TITLE

RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP DOCUMENT

DVRPC HIGHWAY PROGRAM — MODIFICATIONS & AMENDMENTS

14  Various D026 DVRPC, Future Projects

Modify the Draft TIP by increasing the First-Four Years by $988,000 STBGP-PHILA and decreasing the Out-Years by
$300,000 STBGP-PHILA, per various project adjustments listed above, accordingly:

FY22 - from $1.322 M STBGP-PHILA to $1.872 STBGP-PHILA
FY23 - from $1.356 M STBGP-PHILA to $2.912 STBGP-PHILA
FY24 - from $664,000 STBGP-PHILA to $0.196 STBGP-PHILA
FY25 - from $7.747 M STBGP-PHILA to $7.097 STBGP-PHILA
FY26 - from $4.910 M STBGP-PHILA to $5.460 STBGP-PHILA
FY27 - from $13.386 M STBGP-PHILA to $12.736 STBGP-PHILA
FY28 - from $17.406 M STBGP-PHILA to $17.956 STBGP-PHILA
FY29 - from $17.89 M STBGP-PHILA to $17.240 STBGP-PHILA
FY30 - from $17.976 M STBGP-PHILA to $18.526 STBGP-PHILA
FY31 - from $18.466 M STBGP-PHILA to $17.816 STBGP-PHILA

This action will not impact the DVRPC STBGP-PHILA apportionment and additional obligation authority levels. The overall
10-year cost will increase by $688,000 STBGP-PHILA.

Local Safety/ High Risk

15  Various 04314 Rural Roads Program

Modify the Draft TIP by increasing the First-Four Years by $4.018 M HSIP and decreasing the Out-Years by $3.221 M
HSIP, per various HSIP funded project adjustments that are supported by this line item, accordingly:

FY23 - from $294,000 HSIP to $1.812 M HSIP
FY24 —from $0 HSIP to $2.5 M HSIP

FY26 —from $2.265 M HSIP to $0 HSIP

FY27 —from $3 M HSIP to $2.044 M HSIP

The action will also remove $2.206 STBGP-PHILA from FY23. The overall 10-year cost will increase by $797,000 HSIP.

16 Various X51 Pavement Preservation

Modify the Draft TIP by increasing FY22 ERC by $500,000 from $8 M NHPP to $8.5 M NHPP.
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LIST OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES | DVRPC BOARD

COUNTY/ RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP
# OPERATOR DB # PROJECT TITLE DOCUMENT

DVRPC TRANSIT PROGRAM - AMENDMENTS & MODIFICATION

Amend the Draft TIP by adding a new $10 M ($8 M SECT 5337/$2 M DRPA) program/project for EC in FY22
PATCO Fare Collection ($2 M SECT 5337/$50,000 DRPA), FY23 ($2 M SECT 5337/$50,000 DRPA), FY24 ($2 M SECT 5337/$50,000
17 DRPA/PATCO DR2203 Equipment Upgrades DRPA), and FY25 ($2 M SECT 5337/$50,000 DRPA). This is an air quality conformity exempt project (M1) that
will upgrade all obsolete parts of PATCO'’s Fare Collection system to give the ability for PATCO riders to have
“open payment" at all PATCO stations.

Modify the Draft TIP by removing the FY21 amounts in the Unobligated Prior Year Funding table for the
following projects as funds were obligated in FY21:

— DB# DR1501, PATCO Interlocking & Track Rehabilitation
— DB# DR2008, PATCO Rail Replacement - Ferry Avenue to Broadway
— DB# DR1803, PATCO Station Platform Rehabilitation
18 DRPA/PATCO Various Various — DB# DR2007, PATCO Viaduct Preservation Project
— DB# DR034, Preventive Maintenance
—  DB# DR038, Relocation of Center Tower/SCADA Modernization
— DB# DR019, Smoke and Fire Control
— DB# DR1802, Subway Structures Renovation
— DB# DR036, Transit Enhancements

Amend the Draft TIP by removing the project listing as there are no funds programmed and should not have

19 DRPA/PATCO DR1801 Reopening of Franklin Square appeared in the draft FY2022 TIP.

Bus Vehicle and Facility
20 NJ TRANSIT  T09 Maintenance/Capital
Maintenance

Amend the Draft TIP by removing the project listing as there are no funds programmed and should not have
appeared in the Draft FY2022 TIP.

Amend the Draft TIP by removing the project listing as there are no funds programmed and should not have

21 NJTRANSIT 13 Claims Support appeared in the Draft FY2022 TIP.

Job Access and Reverse Amend the Draft TIP by removing the project listing as there are no funds programmed and should not have

22 NJTRANSIT 199 Commute Program appeared in the Draft FY2022 TIP.
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LIST OF RECOMMENDED CHANGES | DVRPC BOARD

Green texton this page reflects a project that was included in the RTC presentation but was erroneously excluded from the list for the RTC.

COUNTY/ RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP
# OPERATOR DB # PROJECT TITLE DOCUMENT

STUDY AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM - AMENDMENT

CR 670 (Burnt Mill Rd) and CR

93 Camden D2213 673 (White Horse Rd) Amend the Draft TIP by adding a new Local Concept Development project to the Study and Development

. Program.
Intersection Improvements
COUNTY/ RECOMMENDED CHANGE TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP
# OPERATOR DB # PROJECT TITLE DOCUMENT

STATEWIDE HIGHWAY PROGRAM (NJDOT MANAGED FOR THE ENTIRE STATE) - MODIFICATIONS

Statewide X185 Bicycle & Pedestrian Modify the Draft TIP by increasing FY23, FY24, and FY25 ERC by $496,000 from $4.126 M CMAQ (FY23: $1.268
24 Facilities/Accommodations M/ FY24: $1.461 M, FY25: $1.397 M) to $4.622 M CMAQ (FY23: $1.5 M/ FY24: §1.657 M/ FY25: $1.465 M).

Statewide 03304 Bridge Deck/Superstructure Modify the Draft TIP by increasing FY22 and FY23 ERC by $6.24 M from $4.501 M NHPP (FY22: $1.505 M/
25 Replacement Program FY23:$2.996 M) to $10.741 M NHPP (FY22: $6.335 M/ FY23: $4.406 M).

Statewide 15392 Delaware & Raritan Canal Modify the Draft TIP by decreasing FY22 ERC by $19,000 STBGP-FLEX from $776,000 STBGP-FLEX to $757,000
26 Bridges STBGP-FLEX and adding $19,000 DEMO-R. No change to the overall amount.

Unanticipated Design, Right of
27  Statewide X11 Way and Construction Modify the Draft TIP by increasing FY22 ERC by $2.8 M from $33.673 M STATE to $36.473 M STATE.
Expenses, State

# RECOMMENDED TECHNICAL CHANGES TO THE DRAFT TIP FOR FINAL PRINTING OF THE DVRPC TIP DOCUMENT

MINOR TECHNICAL CHANGES

28 Modify the Draft TIP by defining “LOCAL-DVRPC” and improving the definition for “OTHER-DVRPC” in Chapter 6.

Modify the Draft TIP by expanding TIP project descriptions on certain NJ TRANSIT line items in the DVRPC TIP: DB# T111 Bus Acquisition Program, DB# T08 Bus Support
29 Facilities and Equipment, DB# T09 Bus Vehicle and Facility Maintenance/Capital Maintenance, DB# T135 Preventive Maintenance-Bus, DB# T44 NEC Improvements, and DB#
T39 Preventive Maintenance-Rail
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