n
Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland
and Salem Counties

Regional
Transportation Plan
Update

MARCH 23,1998




TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. INTRODUCTION
If. PLAN FRAMEWORK AND GOALS
III. BASELINE CONDITIONS

» Transportation Network

Popuilation and Employment
Ajr Quality Issues

WV, SYSTEM OQUTLOOK

» Demographic Inpuis

» hysiem Performance and Problem Areas
Y. FPUTURE TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES
Y1, CONFORMITY

¥I1i. FINANCING PLAN

Vil SUMMARY AND NEXT STEPS

| e S Y 1) L

138

i3

22



LIST OF TABLES

1 SITPO Project Ranking Svstem
2 Interim Demographic Analysis

3 Capacity-Based Problems Identified via
the &J Highway Model

4 Probiemn Areas Identified External to the
5J Highway Model

3 Status of Active Problem Lacatioss

G SITPO Poliev Framework

7 Surmmary of Ozone Conformity Demonstyration

3 Summary of Carbon Mongxide onfermity Demopunstration
3 SITPO Capital Program Funding

A-1  Population and Emplovment Forecasts: Atlantic

A-2 Popuiation and Empleyment Forecasts: Cape May

A-3  Population and Frunloymen? Forecasts: Cumberiand

A4 Populatico and Emplovmeat Forecasts: Salem

LIST OF FIGURES

Fizure

1 SITPO Kegion

ki

SITP0 CMS Readway Network

1)

FY 1997-2001 TIF - Highway Projecis

4 FY 1998-2002 TIP - Hizhway Projects

ii

10

il
12
16
i8

19

Appendix
Appendix
Appendix

Appendix

Foilowing Fage

b3



SOUTH JERSEY TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING ORGANIZATION

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
UPDATE

I. INTRODUCTION

This report will review and update the 5JTP20 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) adopted in Augus
1995. Federal planning regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Qrganization {MPO)} | mng—rdnge
plans be updaied triennially, and while the 2015 RTP was amended in August 1997, that amendment
primarily consisted of the addition of several regionally-significant projects and the subseguent air quality
conformity f,";naiys Is.

fronmental Protection Agency recently disapproved New Jersey’s "15 percent” plan. a
T the NJ State Implementation Plan. As a result. New Jersey’s three MPO's may
conduct cowformity determinations after April 11 and unnl vanous conditions of USEPA’s confo u--.}
“freeze” Are mer,

k.f
o

Thiring this period, no Transportation Improvemeat Pregram (TIF) amendments invelving non-exempt
proiects of programs may iake piace. and no long-range plans may be updated, since these reguire 2
conformity deicrminauon on the TIF or Plan. An eatirely new Regional Transporwation Plan was
recently coramissioneda, and will utilize the South Jersey Travel Demand Mede!, the NJ Gifice of Stae
Planning Population and Employment Disiribution Mode! (O35P/PEDY and SITPO's Congesticn
Management Sysiem {CMS} toois, all nearing compietion. This new Plan is schedulad for adoption in
August, 1998 sending the compietion of the technical work grograms.

To enabie SJTPO programs and projects 0 coniinue throughout the conformity freeze, this Plan re-
examination znd update will review the criginal RTP assumptions, {ransportation frends, cevelopment
it the area, zir guality consideranions, sysiem characiensiics, and exiension of forecasis to tne required
20-vear time horizon. This re-examination follows the basic smucmre of the 2015 RTP, noting any
SIZNITICAN Changes in ihe underlving assumptions.



II. PLAN FRAMEWORK AND GOALS

Az required by the Federal governmen, transpertation planning and decision-maxing for urbanized areas
is carried out through Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs). Or July 1, 1993, the South Jersey
Transporiaiion Planning Crganization {SJTPO) was designated the MPO for the southern New Jersey
counties of Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland and Saler, The 3JTP( replaced three sinaller MPGs which
previously covered parts of the ares and aisc incorporated areas not formerly served by an MPQG. The
SITPO was formed to allow a stronger regional approach Lo solving fransporiation problems and brings
new opportunities o southern New Jersey. New Jersey’s MP(’s have become partners with sitate
government in deciding how available federal mansportation doilars are spent and bring iransportation
decisions closer 10 those served. Figure 1 depicts the STTPO region.

MPOs coordinate the planning activides of participating agencies In the region (e.g., New lJerse;
Department of Transportation, NJ TRANSIT, and the four counties, among others) and provide a forum
for cooperaiive decision-making among responsitle state and local officials, public and private passenger
and freight operators, and the generai public. Under federal legisiation {(the Inmtermodal Surface
Transperiation Efficiency Act of 1991 or ISTEA), MPQ’s are entrusied with an expanded role in
rranspottation planning and capital programming. ISTEA expired in 1997, and while a six-month
extension preserves fransportation funding untii May 1, 1998 it is not clear at this writing what impact
ISTEA’s successor legislation will have on 8ITP0s operations.

The goals of the SJTPO 2015 Regional Transportation Flan were formed from a carefal review of
zxisting regional, county, and local policy and master planning docomenss, foliowed by 2 visioning
remreai of the SITPO Poiicy Board, These goals served 25 the basis for the 2013 Flan, as well as other
programs and activiiles of SJTPO. The goais are w:

Improve Safety

Support the Reglonal Economy

Reduce Congestca

Promaoie Transpormuon Choices

Protect and Improve the Environment

Restore, Proserve, and Mainzin the Existing Transportation System

Secure Dependable, Reliable Sources of Funds

Kecognize the Interreiztionships between Transportation and Lang Use Plans

¥ ¥ ¥ Y ¥ r v ¥

These gpals remain valid, and will coatnue to govern the planning and programiming aciivities of

SITPO. A clear example of the influence of these sozls s the adopted Project Ranking Systein, which
annually guides the seiechion of projects for the SJTFO TIP.
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The Proiect Ranking Svstem relies heavily on the goals aruculated by the Policy Board as well as Federal
metropelitan planning guidance and reguiation. {Table 1, below, shows the project ranking categories
and relative weights). One significant amendment to the Froject Ranking System involves output {Tom
SITPC’s Congestion Management System {(CMS), one of the six federally-mandared management
systems for non-attainment areas. The operation of SITPO’s CMS, described more fully in Section IV,
System Outlock. 18 consisient with the SJTPD’s adopied goal of reducing congestion. a driving force
behind many of SJTPO’ s activities.

TABLE 1

SITPO Projeci Ranking System

CATEGORY WEIGHT
Support the Regicnal Economy 13%
Improve Safety 20%
Reduce Congestion/Promete Mobility i3%
Proiect and Improve the Environment 0%
Preserve and Maintain the Existing Transportation System 20%
Favor Projects for More Imporniant Facilities/Service/Programs 15%
Favor Cosi-Effective Projects 5%

tederal planming regulations require that the metropolitan planning prosess and products teflect ceriain
key factors. At the time of the 2015 RTP, there were 15 such required planning faciors:

» Preservation of existing transportation facilities.
{onsistency of transportation planning with applicable energy conservafion programs.,
The nzed to ralievs congestion and prevent it {rom occurring in areas wheare it does not
yei DCour. :

> The likely ffect of transportation policy decizions on land use and development and the
consistency of transportation plans and programs with land use and development pians.

» Programming of (ransportanion snhancement activides.

The effects of projects without regard e funding source.

Access to ports, alrports, ntermodal facilines, major freight disribution routes, recreztion

areas, monuments and hiswonc sites, and milsary bases,

Connectivity to roads ouside the MPO region.

Needs identified through management systems.

reservation of righis-of-way for future wansporation projects,

Ernhancement of the efficien: movement of freight.

Use of life-cycie costs in desizn,

The overa:l secil, econcmic, energy, znd envitonmerdzl efiscis of fransportation

dzcisions.

Fxpansion, enbancemen:, and increassd use of transit services.

v Capatal invesimenis that would resul i increased sscurity in transii svstems,

¥ ¥

¥ ¥ ¥V 7 ¥ ¥
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The 2015 RTP specified the adopted goal, policy or action step ihat related to each planning Tactor.
Since then, feders] legizlarion has added one required planning factor, which is centrai to SITPQO’s
operations: recreational travel and tourism.

The focus on recreational ravel and tourism by SJTPO cannot be oversmted. For exampie, one of the
principal rzasons for uperacing the South Jersey Highway Model was o incorporae tecreaticnal mavel
considerations into STTP(Gs planning activiries. A major beach aciivity survey was taken, previous
echnical work wmvorving Adantic City-based travel was utiiized, and separate beach and casing activity
sub-models are now pari of the 5J Travel Demand Model, along with a wide variety of modes and dme
oeriods refleciing recreational fravel.

In additien, the public involvernent being conducied by SITPQO - the Shore Conpection Committee
described eariier - has a major focus on recreational ravel and tourism, and its benetiis @ the region and
stae.

SITPO’s activities and planning process have thus fully embraced the 16 required plzanning factors, and
will continue to do so in subsequent Plan Updates, TIP’s, Unified Planning Work Programs, and
technical studies.



IIi. BASELINE CONDITIONS

Transportation Network

Benchmarks for determining existing transporiation characteristics are little changed sinece the publication
of the 2015 RTP in 1995, The 1990 U. 8. Census and the subseguent releases of transperiation
indicators, such as the 1990 Census Transportation Planping Package are still primary sources.

A review of the highway and wansit svstem reveals several changes, but none that would atfect the
conclusions of the 2013 RTP or the conformity analysis couducted for the Apgost 1997 RTP
amendments. Nowable among these are:

» the completion of the Atdanic City Corridor improvements - local sireet and intersection
improvements in Atlantic City at the foot of the Attaniic City Expressway

> the expansicn of routss in Atlantic City served by jitneys, which provide connections
ameng casines, the Atanitic City Convenilon Center/Rail Terminal, and other sites

> the disconiinuation of NJ Transiz's WHEELS services in Atlantic County and Saiem
County due o extremely low riderskip

- continued airside and landside improvements at the Atlanric Ciry International Alrport

One event that may affect the regicn’s trensporiation systam 1s ihe impending division of Conrail’s assats
ana operations between the Norfolk Southern and CSX rail freight sysiems. The maiier is currently
pefore the Fedseral Surface Transportation Board, and SITFO has filed a position staiement before the
Board on the gropesal,

In short, the SITPO's position supporis the acquisition of Conrail, provided that

there te full competitive access

passengsr operations are preserved

competisive access 18 equally available for shoctlines and snould allow direct interchange
wheare pracuczl and feasibis

s shippers have adegquate access (¢ a full range of transporiation oprions
> empicyiment impacts ace minimized

The acquisition of Conraii, if approvad, should have a teneficial unpact upon rail fraight operations in
e region. bor the first time since the formation of Conrall, sustomers and shovt lings would have &
choice of iong-hauw! carriers, and !f substangal increases n rali freight rafic resuly, nighway waffic and
congestion might be reduced.



Population and Emnlovyment

The demographic figures nresented in the 2018 RTF are being reviewed for ihe Plan Update currently
underwzy, with adoption scheduled for August 1998. That updaie will utilize the new wechnical tocis
now under deveiopment, including the South Jersey Travel Demand Model (SITDM) linked to the NJ
Cffice of State Planning Population and Employment Distribution Model (OSP-PED), and SITPO's
Congestion Management System t00ls.

etailed demographic forecasts are being prepared for the August 1998 Updaiz, but a review of the 2015
RTP forecasts versus 1996 demogranhic estimates reveals that 2 greai deal of growth forecasied w occur
between 1990 and 1996 did not ocour. Only §2% of the 1990-1966 popularioa growth and 15% of the
empicyment growth forecasred {or the SITPO region actually took place, as wiil be detailed in the
Systern Outlook secriorn. .

Air Onality Issues

Urder faderal law, long range MPO plans in non-attainment arsas for ozone or under an againment
maintenarce plan for carbon monoxide (SJTPG is both) must demonstrate conformity with applicable
Federal ar quaiity standards. Af the time of the 2015 RTP and 19%7 Plan amendments, ail four SJTPG
Counties were designaied as being in nen-atiainment status for ozone: Cumberiand and Salem Counries
in the Severe category. while Atantic and Caps May Counties in the Moderaie non-attainment
classificarion, Atlantic and Szlem Counties are under New Jersev’s maintenance plan for carbon
monoxide.

A recent event of great significance o the Augnst 1998 Update is USEPA’s March 17, 1998 designation
ot Atlantic and Cape May Counties as in attzinment for ozone. Conformity 18sues for gzone for these
counties are therefore no longer ralevani. Because the conformity finding of August 1997 relates 0 the
entire SFTPQO region, however, that conformity finding will be utilized for this update.



1V, SYSTEM OUTLOOK

Updating the 2015 Regional Transporzation Plan requires that the time horizon ve extended 1o the year
2018, rwenty years from the datz of adoption. The 2015 RT? and August 1997 amendmenis utilized the
South Jersey Highway Model, which is currently being significantiy upgraded for use in the Plan update
scheduled ior August 1998,

Due t¢ the unavailability of the new South Jersey Travel Demand Mode!, the wraffic forecasts and
conformity analyvsis from the recent Plan amendment were examined for suitability for use in this Ypdate.
These plan components ars primarily based on the population and employment forecasts prepared for the
year 2015 and scbsequently adopted into the August 1997 Pian amendments.

Demographic Inputs

Since those amendments, popuiation and empioyment estimates have been releasad and may provide
some guldance for this update. The US Census Bursau recently published manicipal-ievel popuiation
estimates for 1995, Because the South Jersey Travel Demand Model was being validated in late 1997,
new baseling {l.2., 1996) demographic esiimates for the SJTPO tegicn were needed for this purpose.
SITPO saff exrrapoizted the US Census 1995 population estimates one ysar, to be usec with 1996
emnployment estimaies recanily released by Ruigers University,

These municipal-levei population and employment estimaies and the 2015 forecasts from the recent Plan
amendmeant were reviewed by the Technical Advisery Commitiee, and retained for possitle further
refinement during the use of the SITDM for the RTP Update scheduled for August 1998, They are also
used in the following analysis of demographic wends and the extension of the 2015 RV 10 a twenty yeer
iime horizon at 2{18.

As indicated above, year 2015 popuiation and employmeni forecasts were adopid by SITPC in the 2015
RTP and re-adopted in the August 1997 RTT? amendmemis. These forecasts anticipaied sooRg
employment growth, especially in Atlantic City, at the beginning of the iorecast period. Several major
developments nave been completed {e.2. casino expansions, Atlantic Ciry Convention Center}, but other
reglonatiy-significani developments, such as the new casincs planned for Atlantic Cinv’s "H-tract”™,
Maring, Uptown Urban Renewal Tract, and Allsany Avenue site have not ver begun constraction. It is
anticipated that they will indeed e builf wathin twengy years, sithough not as quickly as originally
gnvisionad.

T arrive at year 2018 demographus forecasts for the cutrentupdais of the Plan, it was necessary o first

analyze the validity of the original RTP forecast in light of these recent development trends. As derailed

on Tazie Z, much of the growth forecasted in the eaviy years of the 1990-2015 period has not occuired.
7



The August 1997 RTP Amendment was analyzed ror the required air quality conformuy for the
thresihold years of 1999, 2005, and 20153, each of which atilized 2 population and employment forecast.
Interpolating a swraight-iine rate of growth between the 1990 figures and the 1999 forecasis in the RTP
Amendment vields a "forecasted” 1996 figure. This may be compared with the 1996 estimazes prepared
for the August 1997 5] Travel Demand Model ("Estimated” Population and Empiovment, Table 2} as
a gzuge on the rate of growth in the early years of the forecast.

The column in Table 2 iabelled "%E/F"shows the perceniage of population or emplovmen: growih
forecasted from 1950 o 1996 that has actually oceurred, according to the most recent estimates. The
analysis reveals that just over 62 % of the forecasted poputation growth, and enly 15.1% of the predicred
smployment growth has taken place. In light of this slower or "iawer” growth. it can be concluded that
vear 2015 forecasts may reasonabiy be assumed io be valid for 2318,

Tables A-1 10 A-4 in the Appenéix show the population and employment figures for 1950, 1999, 2005,
and 2015 by municipality originally included in the August 1597 RTF Amendments.

Svetemn Performance and Problem Areas

Given that the demographic inputs into the iravel demand and air quality models are unchanged from
the 1997 Plan amendments, the conclusions on vehicle miles travelled, speed, etc. remain valid.
Likewise, the problem areas described in the 2013 RTP will remain the same for thiz Plan update.
Tables 3 and 4 indicate the capacity-vased probiem areas identified via the South Jersey Highway Model,
and those identified through further involverment by stakeholders and ths public.

A major enthancemeni to 8ITPO s sbility to identify probiem areas is taking place with the development
of the SITPO Congestion Management System. The South Jersey CMS is a computer program which
analyzes highway and rail nerwork files encompassing the region, consisiing of state highways and other
important local facilities {see Figure 2. This analysis tool will have the capabiiity to evaluawe
muitimadal performance, identify the location and causes of congestion. and identify and evaiuaie the

nerformance of both iraditional and non-fraditiongl measures,

tn addition, the CMS too! provides the techmigues {or 2 multmedal screemng of al! reasonabie ravel
demand reduction znd operational managemeny strategies within corridors. This screzning 15 ar intisl
evaiuation step thar assesses the applicability of 2 broad range of strawgies o 2 congesied corridor. The
siTategies are applied across five igvels that range from eliminating vehicle trips, shifting from auta to
other modes, shtfting from Singlz Occupancy Vehicles (SOV} 1o High Occupancy Vehicles, improving
highway operations, and Tinally, adding SOV capacity. The CMS tool grovides information supporting
the implementatien of actions while it evaluaies, over time, the efficiency and effectiveness of
mplemanied actions.

The integration of CM5 within the SITPO planning process supports effective congestion management,
and gugments the TiPF, Regicial Transporiation Plan {(RTP), sroject selection, and technical smdies.
Also, CMSE activities will belp o divgct limited resources for ofrastructure renewal projecis, econoimic
developmeni, safety improvements and other highway and non-highway projects that do nof have a
congestion focns,
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TABLY 2

Intertm Demographic Analysis - February 1998

POPULATION

Forsoost Estimated Torecast Estimated % H/F
1950 L 1956 1990-1995 1990-1996 1900-199%6
522,763 354,469 542 469 + 31,706 +19,706 +02.2%
EMPTAOYMENT

Forocast Vstimated Yoreeasi Ystimnied % TR
1930 1996 1936 1996-19%90 1998-1996 1980-1996
260 B39 286,533 264 7130 125,694 43,891 +15.1%

SOERCES

1090 POPIEMP - US Census

1856 POP/EMP, FORECAST - Iiterpolated [990-1999 Forecast Derived from 1999 POP/EMP, August 1997 RTP Amendment
1996 POP, ESTIMATED - Extrapolaied from U8, Census 1995 Estimates

1936 BEMP, ERTIMATED - Garmen Associalez, 51 Travel Demand Maodel, 9/22/97 Technical Memarandum



TABLE 3
Cagpacity-Based Probierms Identified via the 5J Highway Modal

ATLANTIC COUNTY

Al Atlanac City Expressway and the Garden State Parkway interchange

AZ —~Bgstwéat comdor (ACETUS 30, US207323) leading into Atlaric Clty
A3 US 9 cormidor from Laurel Drive to US 30

Ad U5 % and Delilah Read intersection

AS U8 2 and US 30 intersection

A6 IS 407322 and Delilah Road intersection

AT 78 30 and Ml Road (TR 531}

AR 108 40/322 and Shore Road {CR 583} imersecton

AD Deliiaty Road and Shore Road (CR 585) mtersection

A10 Junetion of US 30, NY 157 and Shore Road {CR 585

All TS 40 ar Somers Poin-Mays Landing Road (CR 559; - Sugar Hill Circle
Al Us 40, CR 3539 {Weymouih Road)

A13 US 40 and Lincolp ave. {CR 6355) cormidor in Byena

Ald 5 30 and CR 5375 {Pomona/Wrapsichoro Road)

A5 NT 54 corridor betwaen US 322 and US 30

Alb US 2 and Ccean Heights Avenue inigrsection

ALT US 40/222 and Tilow Rd. (CR 563) and Washington Ave. (TR 608) - Cardiff Circle
AIR NT 50 corridor betwesn ACE and Moss MU Road

Al U 40 and CR 252 {Bears Head Road)

AZG Weymonth-Malaga Road {CR 590) in Busna

Al Juncrion of Tilign Road (CR 363), CR 585 (Shors Road) and Mill Road {CR 662}
A2 CR 585 (Shore Road) and NJ 152 (Marylang Avenue)

CaPE MaAY COUNTY

Ml US 9/GSP coridor from NI 147 and GSF imerchange 125, o Cape May Ciy
Chi2 Nid7and US 9

CM3 Individual Congesied Locaiions along NT 47, Sea Isle Blvad.. NI 50, and Roosevelr Blvd,
g4 NJ 47 and Bay Shore Road (CR 603}

CM3E NI 47 and Pacific Avenue

Culd TS 9 ang Cour Hense-South Dennis Road (TR 637)

M7 NT 49 and MY 50 imtersection

(] inbound Rosds so Oesan Oy

MY NT 5G aud Denmsville-Faersburg Road (CR 610}

CEMBERLAND

IR NI 47 Comidor cetween Almond Rd. asd NI 4% i Miilville

JU2 NI 4% wes of MI 47

s i3 49 apd NI 77

4 NI 77 arpund Bridgeroo

Cls NI 47/CR 3477CE 081

Cle NI 47 {Deisea Dnive) and Landis Avenge (CR €22} in Vingland

SALEM COUNTY

51 WY 45 gpd U8 40 1n Weodsiown

22 MY 45 apd NJ 45 in Sdlems Ciry

=3 US40 west of CR 8353

s4 U 45 interchonges with NI 49718 {38

19



TABLE 4

Probiemn Aveas Identified External to ihe 3 Highway Modsl

ATTANTIC COUNTY

AZ3
A24
A23
A2a
ADT
A28
A29
A3Q
A3
A37
A3
Add
A3Z

GSP from ACE 1w south ead of county
Wrangleboro Rd. from US 40/322 o US 30
Tiison Road and Delilah Road - Alrport Circle

MZ 5% and Shors R (CR 535} and Scmers Poinr-Mays Landing Road {CR 558

Jimmie Lesds Rd. (CR 301} and the GSF

S 322 and MNJ 30

US ¢ apd Tiion Road (TR 563}

US 404322 and YWrianglsboro Rd. {CR 575)

US 40/222 and Ecglisn Creek Avenus (CR 573
Tdiza Road {CR 563) and Fire Road (CR 541)

Fire Road (CR 231 and Washingion Avenuse (CR 508)
Wrangleboro R4, (CR 375) and Tilton Read (CR 363}
Shore Road {CR 385} and Washingron Road {CR £08;

CAPE MAY COUNTY

CMLE
M
Chi2
CMi3
M4
LMI13

taJ 347 1o NI 47 throughow the connty

GSP from nerth end of county to Sea Isle Bivd. {TR 623}

UE 9 ftom north end of county to CR 553 {Weodhine - Ocean View Rd.)
GSP {milepast O) and NJ 108

NI 47 and Fulling Mil Rd. (CR 654

N 47 apd Dennigville-Petersurg Re. {CR 610)

CUMBERLAND COUNTY

ciuy
CLU38
cuUs
CUIG

MY 47 from M 35 sonth to NJ 347 {summer)

NJ 55 {summer}

The Bowlevards bepween TR 352 and CR 4974

M1 47 and NI 55 (both poinis of ntersection, spmmer;

SALEM COUNTY

LY Fa o
R e I B R U

2]

LS 130 between U5 40 and oot border of Peome Grove
NS 4% betesen US 130 and Booad Street (CR 607

N1 48 in Peoaosvile

NI AR and UR 130

®ITT and US 40

il

- Somers Point Cizcle



Since the adoption of the 2015 RTP, several of these problem areas have been addressed and are
described in Table 3, beiow.

TABLE 5

Status of Active Problem Locations

ATLANTIC COUNTY

A2

Ab

A5

A26

AZS

Thoe reconsmucion of US 440322 leading imo Aidlantde City is under construciion.

Pursuant o a developer’s agresmem, the Imersecdon of U8 40/322 and Delilan Road has been realignad
and signalized.

The intersecticn of US 4) and CR 559 {Weymouth Road) has besn signalized.

US 437322 ar CR 5363 {Tiron Road) and CR 603 (Washington Avenue) - the Cardiff Circles - is schedulad
on the FY 1998-2002 TIP r consmmction in FY 2000.

The Alrpon Circle projeci - invoiving signalization and geometric improvemenes -has "graduarsd” from
SITPC’s Local Scoping program and will be included inm the TY 159820430 TIP for comsmiction in FY
2000,

The intersection of NT 52 with CR 583 {Shore Road) and CR 532 (Somers Poimt-Mays Landing Road is
scheduled in the FY 1998-2002 TIP for construction in FY 2001).

The intersection of US 9 and CR 265 (Tilon Roady emered the STTPO Loczal Scoping Program.

CAPE MAY COUNTY

CAM3Z

CH 16,1415

The intersecton of NJ 47 and US 9 18 a portion of the NI 47 project scheduled in the FY 1568-2002 TP
for construcuon in FY 2002,

Ip 1997 STTPQ esmblished the Shore Connection Comuwittes, and ad-boc group cbarzed with the 1ask of
idenifying a meay of improvemens o the NI 55/47 corridor thar would be supporied by the commurnicy
and could proceed to project deveiopment. The conclusions of the Comminee should be avaiiable for
imciusion in the August 1998 Plan Update.

CUMBERLAND COUNTY

CU 7818

The NI 47 corridor herween Almond Road and NT 49 includes the NI 47/N7 55 imerchange project
{copstructaon scheduled for FY 20000, ’
See Bhore Comnecdon Committee discussion, shove.

12



V. FUTURE TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES

The 2015 RTP presented focal issues and driving forces as a means {0 inink more sysiernatically abowt
the type of future transportation desired and needed in the SJTPO region. These issues and forces were
reviewed and found o be valid; thus, the siretegies of the 2015 addressing highways, transit, passenger
intermodal, bicycle pedestrian and freight are still relevant and appropriate today.

Many of the focal issues in the region promoted mobiiity and transportation choices:

»

There is a need for special services transit to be integrated with conventicnal and rura
transit,

There is sparse public transit service in the region, the excepuion being within Atlantic
County, pariicularly within Atlantic City.

There are lirmited travel choices in the region.

Other focal issues called for the need o address specific highway needs or deficiencies, keeping in ming
envirgnmerntal issizes:

Exizansive maintenance of veconsTuction is needed on bridges in the region, especiaily in
Cape May County.

Envirenmenta! probiems in the Borough of Woodsiown’s historical district, which s
located i an arez of high wuck volumes that cause demimental noiss and vibration
probicms.

There 13 srong pudlic suppart for the compietion of M 35, with a recogniticn of major
environmenial concerns deterring completion and & recogniiion of the need to dengfy a
range of workahie actions o alleviate the severe seasonal congestion problems n Port
Elizabeth and other towns along N 47

Finally, scme focal issues concentraied on the government’s and the wansportation sysiem’s vole in the

TEg10n;

There 15 a iengthly and bureaucrailc process o improve the region ' transporahon system
- theie are many plavers and many roles.
There is a need {0 Salance developmen: and envEONmEnial CONCErNS.

ped
Gk
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In addition to the above mentionad focal ssues, regional driving foroes were wentified in the 2015 RTE.
These are described below:

* There is strong iravel demand in and around Atantic City and Adaniic County as
compared 10 the rest of the region.

S Tourism 15 a major indusiry in Atlante and Cape May counties, and is very important
economically ic the State of New Jersey.

> There 15 a newly developing eco-tourism in Cumberland and Salem counties.

> The four counties ail have rail freight services provided by private iines that are not used
10 their maximum capacity. A malority of geods movement is done by rucks.

> Per capita income in gll four counues s low and weli below the state average, especially
in Cumberland and Salem counties.

> Singe 1960, the-highest rate of population growth was in Cape May County, with 2 96

percent increase in population. The second highest increase was in Atiantic County, at
39 percent (albeit over a much larger base}. Cumberiand had a 28 percent grewth and

Saiem had a 11 percent growth.
> Populatior shifts have been noted in Atiantic and Cape May counties from the barrier

islands o mainiand areas. Barrier isiands are substantially built-ou: with litle or no

availabie land.

> Atlantic County is by far the most popuiated and the most densely populated covnty in
the region. Within the county, however, there are significant differences between the
mainland and beach resort aress.

- Like Atlantic Counzy, Cape May has varied population densities. Cape May has the
highest density of housing units in the region and this reflects fthe importance of
residgential land use in the countv. A full 20 percent of Cape May County residents
commute t¢ Atlantic County, while 72 percent work in Cape May County.

b Cumberland County has the second highest population in the region but has experiencad
lower growtn raies, and the density 15 relatively low. Apain, similar to other counties in
the region, population 1s concentrated in a few centers, namely Bridgeton, Miliville and
Vineland. About 78 percent of Cumberland residents work in Cumnberiznd, while 9
parcent work in Atlante County and 2 percent travel o Caps May County.

> Saien County i3 ihe least popuiaied couanty in the region, has the lowest population
density, and has experiemced the Jowest growth rate. The pepnlation s centered in 3 fow
areas. Dniv 60 percent of Salern’s residents work In the couniy. Most other residents are
bound for other arcas of New Jersey, and a full ten percent work in Delaware.

I ail four counties, thers has been 2 shift from manufacturing to service indusiries.
Orowih in the region has been largely auto dependent and has led o increases in auto
rraffic. The ircrease in both congestion and suburban and rural travel demands, plus the
pervasive presence of lowsr income houssholds {within Atlantic City and within
Cumberiand and Salem Countigs) have given rise {0 reguesis for more Tansit services
which are difficult 1o provide efficientdy in suburban and rural markets with tradisional
iransil services.

The 2015 RTP then presented low-and nigh type-highway improvemenis ¢ correct capacity-based
deficiencies, and these served as the basis for the subsequent financial anzivsis. The 2013 RTP also
discussed bas, passenger rail, con-traditional and speciabized transii services, 2nd nowed areas where
atieniion neaded 1© Be focused 1o the fuiure,
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Notable progress has been made on a key finding of the 2015 RTP, thai specialized, rural, and traditionai
transit services should be inegrated 10 enhance mobility for underserved markets and achieve beger
operating efficiencies. This is the chief goal of the Statewide Work First NMew Iersey program led by
NIDOT and the NI Diepartment of Human Services, and fuily developed county ievel pians are expected
by mid-1998. A detailed technical analysis of future fransit needs will be conducted for the RTP Updar
scheduled for August 1998 using the South Jersey Travel Demand Model.

Planning for non-motorized modes has also advanced in the SITPO region. Since the 2015 RTP, SJTPO
has advocated pedestrian/bicycle compatibiiiny via the Citizens Advisory Committes, and sach SITFPO
County 18 now undertaking a specific dike-ped planning project in its Unified Planning Work Program.
These include varying degrees of pedestrian facility inveniories in the four coumniies, pivs a Cumbertand
County survey to identify bicycie facilities. Cape May County also recenily completed its bicvcle master
plan under 1ts FY 1997 Work-Program.

In other areas as weli, S3ITF( has made progress on key initiatives ontlined in the 2013 RTP through
i3 Technical Studies Program. 3JTPO has funded swudies for three Stare highway corrmidors - Ni 49 in
Pennsville, Szlem County, NJ 56 i1 Upper Deerfield Township, Cumberiand County, and N749 in Sajlem
City. SJTPO has also funded mransportaiion ngeds assessments for the Port of Salem, and the vicinizy
of the Atlantic City international Alrport, both imporiant intermodal facilities in South Jersey.

SITPQO’s Local Lead {scoping) program has also produced sceping "graduates” for inciusion in the
SITPO Transportanion improvement Program. The first two ate the Keliy's Saw Mill Bridge (Salem
Courity)} reconstryetion, currenty setat $1.0M in Y 1999 and the Atantic City Aidrport Circle {Adantic
County) reconstruction scheduled for FY 2000 for 82.04 M. These will be followed by several ather
projects, which will be progammed in the furare as resources permit.

Thease activities ail support the SITPO policy framework articulated in the 2013 RTP, shown on Tabie
6. These goais and policy smrements remaln valid today, and contnue o guide SJTPO’s planning
programs.



GOAL

linprove Safety

Supnen the Resional Ecopomy

Reduce Congastion

Promore Transporation Choices

Prowect and Tmprove e
EuvirGnmnt

Resiore, Preserve and Maingain
the Existing Transporation
Svsiem

Secure Dependable, Reliakle
Source: of Funds

Racogmize the Inierrsiationships
Berween Transportadon and
Land Use Plans

TABLE 6

SITPO Policy Framework

POLICY STATEMENTS

Ensure the safety and security of users of highway, zaosit. bicycle, pedestrian
and freight systems.

Advance projects o interconnect e TANSPOMATION SYSIM.
[mprove accass (0 argss of major ermpioyment and tourisw.
Opuimize the efficiency of the existing ransportation systen].

Iavest in mew highway capacity only if it can be shown that orher measures
are ot able w address existing and projecied need.

Expand cther (pon-auic} trensportation systems as peaded: aviztion, yail,
marine, dicycle, pedasitian, and public mansit.

Provide for affordable mobility options 2l segmemis of the mansportation
diszdvantaged {voung, elderly, kandicapped and poor).

Encourage the usz of alwrmatve iransporadon modss thar have a lesser
enviromeental impact than 30Vs,

Minimize environmental impacts of trangpertation TRPTOYAMSNLS.
Ensure that key elements of the apsporasion svsiem
are Tesiored, preserved, and matmained.

Fursue afl avenues for transportasion funding

Concenmate development in ¢xisdng or planned copters
or comidors.



VI. CONFORMITY

The SITPO Regional Transportation Plan and all amendments and apdates must demonstrate conformity
with Federal Clean Air Standards esiablished by the US Environmenial Protection Agency. Failuret
demonsuate this conformity jeopardizes Suiate and Federal funds.

As discussed earlier, 3 conformity "freeze” is set to begin in April 1998, efter which no conformity
derzrminations may be made on MPC TiP’s or Plans in New Jersey. Trus, the most recent conformity
determination - from the August 1997 Plan amendments - were reviewed for any changes that wouid
render it invalid for this Plan Update.

in order to develop accurate estimates of futurs mobile source emissions, 1t was necessary o first predict
with some confidence future raffic volumes and operating conditions, the demogrzphic forecass shown
in Tables Al 10 A4 in the Appendix were used. The South Jersey Highway Model covers the six
southern New Jersey Counties, including the four SITPC Courtss. It has been developed and
orogressively refined over rhe iast twelve years and has achieved an accepiable level of calibration and
valdation as a result.

A conformity analysis for ozone must show that the action (i.e. bulid) scenario results in less VOC and
NUx emissions than:

the base line scenario in cach of the anatysis years
the budget, if established, for that vear or any previous year, and
thie base submission in 1990

Table 7 shows the VO and NOxX emissions for Baseling and Action conditions for each anzaivsis year
(Y99G, 2405, 2018) and summarizes the resulis of the conformity analvsis. As indicated, the Action
scenanio for each analysis year ooes meet the standards of the conformity demonsiranion as ouilined
ahove.

A conformity analysis for carbon monoxide must show tha: emissions for Atlantic and Salem {ouniies
from the zenon scenario ars within the budgets in the aainraent maintenance plan. Table 8 shows that
the carhior monoxide emissions for the Action condition and summarizes the results. As indicared, the
Action scenario for sach analysis y2ar is less than ine applicable budget for each couniy,

The conformity determination for the August 1997 Plan amendmenis was zpproved by the Federai
Flighway Admimsiration and the Fegeral Transit Administration on Movember 18, 1997, For mors
cotails, please rafer o the August 1987 Conformity Derermination and the Technical Memorandum
“Application of the South Jersey Tramsportation Medel o SITPO FY 1998 SIB/Pian Conformity
Analysis” of June 27, 1997 by Garmen Associaies,
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1990 Hage
LonG Badpe:
1950 Baseline
1959 &ction
20CF Dudpe
2008 Bascline
2005 Action
2015 Hodger
2015 Baseline

2015 Action

ant
]

2920
17.44
17.75
it
t7.44
1271
1.2t
17.44
12.30

11,329

Supirnary of Ozane Conformity Demonstration

2053

24,80

2878

29.53

23.53

23.52

23.86

23,75

TABLE 7

15940
Emissions
Test

Bruaripet
Test

PASS

Action/
Mo Aciion



&1

Yoeny

[RUHY

HIes

2035

TABLE 8

Swpvmaey of Caviion Montoxdde Conformity Demanstration

Seenarky
Budge
Actitn

Buudges

Action

Avion

Atkantic

803,38

14.70

a0 38

50,38

3013

5.8

Salem
Caunty

41.50
29.73
41,56

24.42

PAKS

FABS

PASS



VII. FINANCING PLAN

The 2015 RTP Financing Plan compared future improvemen: needs to reasonably avallable revenue
sources over the nme horizon-of the Plan. [t concluded thai the price tag for both the low and high
improvement type scenarios for hishway capacity problems appear to fali within SJTPO’s rescurce
limits. i{ shouid be noted that other important capiial programrming elements, such as syswem
preservaton or non-highway mobility improvements, were not dirsctly accounted for n the assessment.
However, the analysis allows for a macro-level bassiine comparison of furure needs to resources by
concluding that the capacity improvement costs would be well below anticipated revenues.

The 2015 RTP utilized data from the preceding four fiscal years (FY 1992 through FY 1993} 10 estimate
future resources availabie w© SITPO.  For this report, SITPC updated that analvsis to include
programmed funds from the same categories for FY 1996, FY 1997, and FY 1998, Table & shows the

updated funding information. The highway projects from the FY 1997-2001 and FY 1998-2002 SITPC
Transportation Improvement Programs are illusmated on Figures 3 and 4.

Even without including any SITPO share of funding from Siatewide programs, the average acmial
programmed doliars for FY 1996 and FY 1997 approximate the revenus the 2015 RTP estimaisc for FY
1996 and future vears. Afier subtraciing ar "exceptionzl” capacity tmprovement project &5 dictated by
the 2013 RTP analysis, the actual programmed FY 1998 doilars still exceeds the 2015 RTP estimats.
This suggesis that the origine! conservative conclusion of the 2015 RTP regarding future funding holds -
namely that baselioe needs (including ordinary capacity improvements) can be mer with expectad
Tevenues, bul extracrdinary nesds wil requirs expandzad or new funding sources.

Ume major facior in this financing plan that has not been foracasied is the impact of the successor 1o the
Federa! infermode! Surface Transportanon Efficiency Act (or ISTEA), which is the primary vehicle for
federal transporiation funding. MNumerous reauthorization proposals have besn made, ranging from
compiete devolution of financinz authority to the states, © major incraases in iransporiation funding.

As of this writing, ISTEA has been exiended 1o March 531, 1998, and the wide range of cuicomes and
potenital for further exiensions beyond May sugges: that the mosr prudeni forecest would be one thar
assumes relatively stable levels of post-ISTEA resources. This s likewise conzistent with the 2013 RTP
nalvsis, and therefore also susporss ifs conclusions.,

ind
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T
Category

Air Safety

BGridge

Congestion Mitigation/Atr Quality
Diesnonstration

Federal Avigtion Administration
Federal Transtl Administration
Hiplrway Program Ressarch
ltersiale Comygletion

literstaie Dedesignation
Interstate Malntenaroe
Tniersiate Transfes

Matianal Highway System
Chither

Pariney

State

State-Maich

Swiface Transporigtion Program
Yanous Federal

TOTAL

|
|
|
|
|

TABLE 9
New Jersey's Capital Pregram Funding for SJTPQO

{95 Plan Estimated
Anrnal Funding

BY 1996-2(H5

Boflars (miltions)

(L G00
4,408
0.326
(3,250
0.GG0
10.675
(3.0}
.0¢K)
0.000
2,077
0.004
5442
0.000
0.330
11,509
1,349
24.464
0,000

50.832

* Daes unt achide fanding fom Siatowtide programs.
§ Exclodss "exceptional” capacity improveicent projest for $84 million.

Actual
Y 1996
Programmaed *

Doilnrs (millions)

0,000
4,944
0.780
2.000
0.000
4 854
0.000
0.000
0000
0.000
6.000
4.79(
0.009
6,600
12.792
4,000
13,879
0.600

41041

L
E
|
E.._

~ Actual
Iy 1997
Programmed *

';?_'f’_ll_%i?ﬁmig@.“_l.

0.000
18,191
1600
(3,290
R
3.828
.000
01,000
.Q00
0003
{.000
2.000
0. Q0
i.G00
19,239
G.000
11.188
0,600

. 78.938

Actual
Yy 1998
Programmed *

| Dollars (millions)

0.000
3.450
0.000
1.700
0.000
3.84¢6
0.000
.000
§,000
0.000
0.000
1.700
0.000
0.000
57.549 #
6,060
15.585
3.600

_Bda71 4
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VIl SUMMARY AND NEXT STEPS

This 2018 Regional Transporiation Plan Update has reviewed the assumptions of the 2615 RTP,

rransportation trends, development in the area, air quality considerations, systam characterisiics, and the
exiznsion of forecasts to 2018, 1t has also reviewed the federaily-approved conforouty datermination for
the August 1997 Plan amendments, and found those conclusions to remain valid oday.

This Updaie, and the one scheduled for compietion late im 1998, will help to direct region-wide
transporiation decision-making over the next twenty years. Building apon the goals, plan assumptions.
and Torecasts of this Update, the nex: Plan Update will utilize the sophisticated planning tools that wil
shortly be available. These inciude the SITPO Congestion Managemen: Sysiem described eariler, as weil
as the new South Jersey Travel Demand Model. The SITDM will be especiaily important to SITPO’s
planning activities. as it wili capture fhe trave! characteristics unigue 10 South Jersey and previously not
accounted for.

Finally, the O5P Population/Employment Distribution Modei wiil permit aliernative land use and
rransporiation policy scenaric testing, and a review of land development patterns, including those arising
from varied emplovment forecasts. The OSP/PED Model, in fact, has been grafted seamlessiy onwo the
SITDM, allowing the impacts of thase technical and policy varizbles 1o be measured in terms of ravel
demand and air quality.

Two other activities of the NJ Department of Tramsporiation will play 2 key role in the next updaie.
First, the output of the Menagement Systems operatad by NIDOT will be utilized as a resourcs. These
ysiemns relate 10 the manggement of transporisfion systgm assets {Bridee, Pavemsni. and rublic
ransporiation), and performance - the Safery and Intermedal Mapagement Systems.

wrl

—

fn adduion, the NJDOT may shortly ambark on a corridor-basad concent deveiopment which wili
generate cormideor-specific srategies possibly suimable for incluzion in the next Undate,
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Table A-1 - Population and Employment Forecasis: Atlantic County

Popuiation Employment
Municipality 1995 1999 2005 2018 1996 1959 2002 2018
Absecon T Z98 7,385 7443 7,240 3,254 3,844 4237 4 892
Atlantic City 37986 40,185 41,686  MT73| 74652 BRATS 97,196 112,223
Briganting [i,334 12317 12988 14,477 1,607 1,898 2952 2416
Buena L2441 4817 5080 5,506, 1,708 2017 2224 2,568
Buena Vista | 76535 8304 8757 %4920 1,321 1561 1725 1,986
Corbin | 412 4G7 404 399 3G 36 39 45
Egg Harbor Twp. | 24,544 29358 32889 38469 6,74 7,569 8,784 10,142
Egg Harbor City 4583 ~ 4972 57243 56830 1,R7G 2209 2435 2311
Estelle Manor i 1,4G4 1,523 1,606 1,741 133 180 199 230
Folsom 2,181 2,360 2,495 2,704 827 1,693 1,207 1,354
Galloway | 23,330 27,864 30,312 34957 5,415 7,578 8,353 9,645
Hamilton 16,012 18,370 20,417 23,354 6,805 8,039 8,862 10,233
Hammonton 12208 13244 13965 15135 8,364 o879 10890 12,574
Linwood 6 866 7252 = 7,951 3,559 4,204 4,534 5,351
Longport 1,224 1,139 1,084 991 298 352 389 449
Margate 8,431 7,851 7,447 5,751 1,620 1914 2,110 2,436
Mullica 5,85¢ §,259 8,510 6,519 833 1,126 1,241 1,433
Norinfield 7305 7043 63727 55830 3732 4408 4839 3,611
Pleasantville 16,027 7387 18,334 19873 7,398 8,739 9,032 11,122
Port Republic | 992 1,058 1,121 1,267 1€} 130 216 242
Somers Point i 11216 11,538 11,790 2,173 4,708 5,561 6,130 7078
YVentnor 11,005 15,646 10411 15015 1ole Z254 2,455 Z,881
Weymouth , 1,857 2,123 2 23% 2,427 195 i85 213 248
Connty Total 224327 243618 2560620 2781707 138,363 123437 185,153 208,012




Table A-2 - Population and Employment Forecasts: Cape May County

Papuiation i Employment
Munizipality 1999 2005 2013 | 1990 2658 2013
Avalon 2279 2,632 3,011 1,437 1,579 1,674
Cape May City 4,953 5,175 5,525 4,443 3,306 5,882
Cape May Poin: 277 298 319 &1 64 56
Dennis 6,404 7,000 8,000 1.0%6 1,558 1,856
Lower 23370 285530 28,500 2313 4,525 4000
Middle . 17,205 19,5066 22506 RELD 10,307 11,432
Worth Wildwoaod i 5 017 5.026 8,059 1971 2041 2,088
Ocean Ciy l 3312 =17533 18972 5,605 5,933 6,152
Sea Isle City P 2,692 3,104 3,401 1,123 1,309 1,434
Stone Harbor | 1,025 1,171 1275 1,248 1,454 1,591
Upper bo10.481 13019 14750 2,547 3,37 3932
"West Cape May i 1,026 1,078 1,114 151 188 213
West Wildwood 453 512 335 a0 &l 60
Wildwood City 4 484 4,780 4 985 4,605 4368 4,210
Wildwood Crest 3.631 4023 4300 2 088 2312 2,487
Woodbine 2,678 2,876 3.013 1,780 1,712 1,666
County Total 108,725 118356 39,145 15,094 50,7283




Table A-3 - Population and Employment Forecasts: Camberland County

Population Employment
Municipality 1999 1999 2003 2018 1990 1999 2005 2015
Bridgeion 18,942 19751 20302 2271 10,352 12,001 2.96¢ 14,575
Commercial 5,025 5,328 3.537 6,284, 616 698 733 B44
Deerfield 2,933 3,285 3,557 4,193} 853 568 1,045 1,172
Diowne 1,702 1,696 1,692 1,747 228 238 278 312
Fairfield 5,055 62306 5613 7087, 352 671 724 81z
Greenwich 91t 913 923 8741 83 04 10t} 113
Hopewell 4,215 4,631 4922 :,59OE 123 ig} 152 172
lawrence 2,433 =~2.631 2,768 3,145 £a63 752 811 ai0
Maurice River o 648 7082 7382 B 385 2,109 2,395 2,586 2,904
Millviile 23962 27810 29068  33,193] 12,051 15,689 14,782 16,6072
Shiloh 408 436 451 324 118 133 145 164
Stow Creek 1,437 1,497 1,338 1,747 154 171 182 200
Upper Deerfield 5927 7379 7690 B33 1652  1EVS 2424 2272
Vineland 54780 58672 61,366 69800 29735 33,780 35477 40972
County Total 138,053 147,356 153,799 1746211 39320 67628 73,027 382,028




Table A-4 - Population and Employment Foirecasts: Salem County

Population ; Emplovment
Municipality | 1990 1999 2005 015 1 1990 1999 2005 2015
Alioway : 2,793 2,902 2,975 3,0955 386 393 398 406
Cameys Point ;| 8,443 10388 11835 14,096E 882 1,258 1,509 1,927
Elmer | 1,571 1,509 1,46% 1,395 1,701 1,737 1,760 1,799
Elsinboro | 1,17¢ 1,283 1,379 1,518 103 104 106 108
Lower Alloway 1,838 1,743 1,672 1,548 3,110 3,236 32 3,460
Mannington i 1,693 1,780 1,340 1,538 1,374 1,633 1,671 1,737
Oldsmans 1,683 1,565 1,489 1,360 979 1,635 1,138 1,279
Penns Grove | 5,228 = 5120 5,049 4,930 1,679 1,711 1,732 1,768
Pennsviile 13,754 15,137 15,078 17,601 6,798 6,924 7,008 7.148
Piiesgrove 3,250 3,693 4,013 4,522 350 4G5 565 682
Pitsgrove 3,121 9311 10,3685 11,328 457 587 47 747
Quinion 2,511 2,398 2,325 2,201 168 169 170 171
Salem 6,883 7,299 7,585 §,033 3,571 3,839 3,684 3,76G
Upper Pritsgrove 3.140 2,955 2,838 2,633 454 5G0 506 516
Woodstown 3.134 3,526 3.789 4,212 1,524 1,380 1,584 1,624
County Total 65,294 70023 74498 80,634 23802 25,001 25,800 27,13%
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Mr. John 5. Halew, Ir.

Commissioner -

New Jersey Depariment of Transporiation
1035 Parkwav Avenue

P.0. Box 600

Trenton, New Jersey C8525-0600

Diear Mr. Halsy:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Adminisinatica (FTA)
have reviewed the New Jersey FY 19%8-2002 Siatewide Transporiation Improvement Program
{STIP) subminted with your letter on Qcteber 3, 1987, Based vpon ocur review, we find that the
Statewide and Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Programs are based on coatinuing
and comprehensive precesses which are carried cut cooperatively by the State, the Metropoli-
1an Planning Organizations (MPOs) and the transit operators in accordance with the reguire-
ments of Title 23 Code of Federal Regulaticns (CFR)} Part 450 and 4% CFR Part §13.

The FHWA and FTA bave also determuned, based on conformity reports submitied by the De-
partment {or cach of the Melropolitan Planning Osrganizations, and on gonsuitation with the
Environmental Protection Agency (EFA), that the Regional Transportation Plans and FY 190%-
2002 Trmnzporacon Umprovement Programas for the MNorth Jewsey Transportasion Planming
Autherity, the Delawzre Valley Regional Planning Commission, and the South Jersey Trans-
ortation Flanning Organization are consistent with the Statewide Implementarion Plan and ams
in conformance with the Clean Air Act provisicas.

Based on the apove, the FY 1998-2002 5TIP is approved with the following conditions regard-
ing several items that have teen discussed with your staff:

* FAW A and FTA zre vnzbis (o program projecis thet increass capacily uniid they
meet the provisions of 23 CFR 500,109, Congestion Management System,
Based 0 copsuiiations with your sialf and MPQs, we have deveioped 3 muty-
aily aceepuadls precsss for meeting this regquiremend.



. Projects Tunded with Transporiztion Enlmncement funds will be selected in ac-
sordance with the procedurces established for this specific purpose,

WA multi-year flinded proicois will be ramumed wpon gur receiot and approve! of
= FHWA mult finded prai il be programmed upo ceipt and 2 !
the financial plan which the Depariment s currently preparing for these projects,

* Due to the assumpticns made in the STIP regarding available funding, the Departraen
shall re-gxaming, within thres months foliowing the passage of legislation reavibarizing
the FTA and FHWA transportation programs, doth the leve! of funding availabie and sub-
sequent programming peiorities, as well as eny STIP revisicns that need to ba made in or-
der 1o ensure that fiscal consiraint is mainialned.

* in accordance with 22 CFR Part 450,212, Siatewide Flansung; the Depariment shall com-
plete and adept s pubiic participation procedures.

Amendments and modifications to last vear’s STIP were more than anyone nad expected. We
recogmnize thai there has been considerable discussion and effort to make significant improve-
meats in this arez and to deliver those projects commitied to, espeeislly in the first year of tha
STIP. We are pleased that, In response to discussions with cur offices and the MPQs, the De-
parimesni has agread to prepare “line item” progress repoerts addressing each of the first year
projects, This will signaficantly echance interagency cocperation and program delivery,

We commend the Department and sach of the MPOs for coordinating the many Issues and pro-
viding timely responses 1o address critical elements of the transporiation program. Working
together, we can continue 1o build on the progress made during this past year 1o improve the
orderly delivery of needed transportation projecis.
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