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January 9, 2002 DRBC 
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January 10, 2002 NJ Transit 
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January 31, 2003 USACE 
March 21, 2003 USFWS 
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September 11, 2003 NJDEP NHP 
October 9, 2003 USFWS 
March 12, 2004 NJDOT 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT ACTION PLAN (PIAP) 
I-295/I-76/ROUTE 42 - DIRECT CONNECTION PROJECT 

 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT UPDATE – MARCH, 2007 
During the past twelve months, we have completed several Public 
Involvement meetings including meeting twice with the Local Officials, the 
Community Advisory Committee (CAC), and the Environmental Agencies 
along with holding one Public Information Center, (PIC).  Essentially, we 
went through the Alternative Analysis Process and presented the 
Alternatives Analysis Process and presented the recommendation of an 
Initially Preferred Alternative (IPA) to the public.   
 
Within the last year, we have also met with various groups potentially 
impacted by the Direct Connection such as New St. Mary’s Cemetery and 
the Camden Diocese, Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation’s Board 
and Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation’s potentially impacted 
residents.  In the past, we have met with representatives from the Bellmawr 
Board of Education, Bellmawr Baseball, Mt. Ephraim Senior Housing and 
the Annunciation Church.   
 
We are currently working to update the Direct Connection Website to 
include the information and minutes from each of the recent Public 
Involvement meetings.   
 
The PIAP has been revised to reflect the anticipated Public Involvement 
effort to be expended between March, 2007 and June, 2008 as follows: 
 
INTRODUCTION  
A comprehensive and proactive Public Involvement Action Plan (PIAP) is a 
pivotal element to the success of any project. The PIAP is designed to 
provide outreach that is early and continuing, timely in public notice, 
broadly disseminated, and responsive to stakeholder needs. Implementation 
of this plan is a crucial ingredient in gaining support from all key 
stakeholders. Implementation of a Public Involvement plan is a dynamic 
process.  This plan will be structured and executed through a phased 
approach consistent with the project phases, designed to meet pertinent 
needs and circumstances as they develop.  For example, once an alternative 
is selected and the project advances into design and construction, this plan 
will be modified for the current situation. 
 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT GOALS  
Achievement of the PIAP is the fulfillment of the following goals:  
• Provide effective education of the general public about the funding, 

permitting, design and construction process, and their role within it. 
• Establish credibility and trust with the communities and highway users. 
• Anticipate potential public reaction to real and perceived issues thereby 

mitigating the need for remedial action. 
• Obtain public input in the development of an Initially Preferred 

Alternative (IPA)  and promote public understanding of the reasons that 
an IPA was selected.  Provide clear, concise information in a manner 
encouraging feedback.  Provide a convenient, effective mechanism for 
the general public to offer feedback and recommendations to the Project 
Team so as to allow for mitigation and resolution of any problems 
related to project goals and alternatives. 

• Meet required Federal and State requirements for public comment. 
 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT STRATEGIES & TECHNIQUES  
The Project Team intends to achieve its PIAP goals and objectives by 
enlisting a broadly inclusive variety of interests in the process to review 
work products and to monitor project progress. The PIAP adopts a variety 
of techniques and activities to elicit public participation in the decision 
making process. This is supported by public information that provides 
technical information in a user-friendly form, fostering an informed and 
involved general public.  The focus will be placed on a “grassroots” effort 
to partner and work with the residents and highway users as the project 
progresses through the various phases.  The PIAP will be flexible and 
adaptable to anticipate issues endeavoring to avoid problems (both real and 
perceived) before they arise. 
 
A) STAKEHOLDER/MAILING LIST 
To maintain ongoing contact with the community, transfer information, and 
invite people to public meetings, an extensive mailing list has been 
developed. A database of names and addresses will be maintained 
comprising project area residents, elected officials, state and federal agency 
representatives, media organizations, business community, and other 
stakeholders to be used as a mailing list for project related mailings. 
Community Involvement efforts from March, 2007 through June, 2008 will 
include the updating of all groups of mailing lists including the tax records 
for all three of the project municipalities.  The mailing list originally 
included residents within 200-250’ of the project boundaries, all of 
Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation as well as people who have 
made contact through the I-295 website regardless of geography.  Future 
mailings will be expanded to include all of Mt. Ephraim, Bellmawr from 
Route 168 to the west and Gloucester City from Route 130 to I-295.  This 
will produce a total mailing list of roughly 7,500 which represents an 
additional 5,000 residents.   
 
The list will be continuously updated and maintained in Dewberry’s Mt. 
Laurel Office.  It is suggested that as the project moves into the design and 
construction phases that the geographic boundaries expand for the outreach 
effort.  Communities in Camden County, such as Runnemede, Barrington, 
Haddon Heights, Lawnside; and in Gloucester County, Westville, Deptford, 
Washington Township and Woodbury will experience possible impact from 
the project during construction.   
 
B) ISSUES LOG  
Over the multi-year horizon of the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection 
Project, the NJDOT Project Team will receive community input in a variety 
of ways including letters to Project Team members; emails, sent via the 
website and independently; attendee comments at public meetings, both 
spoken and entered on comment forms; responses to surveys and input 
forms published in newsletters; comments stemming from newspaper 
stories; and other sources.  
 
In order to ensure that community input is incorporated into the 
development of the project in a meaningful way and that the stated concerns 
of individuals and community interest groups receive prompt and 
comprehensive responses, it is necessary to systematically document all 
public comments and maintain a record of the Project Team’s responses to 
questions and issues raised.  
 

For this reason, Dewberry will maintain an I-295 Correspondence Log, in 
the form of a comprehensive database.  This database will be the basis for 
generation of monthly reports to the entire Project Team. 
 
In addition to recording the actual text of each public comment along with 
the name and contact information of the person making the comment, the I--
295 Correspondence Log will categorize each comment in a variety of 
ways, including:  
• Source of comment (e.g. website; public meeting. etc)  
• Date comment was received 
• Issues addressed (e.g. neighborhood traffic patterns; congestion    

environmental; etc.)  
• Type of organization represented (e.g. municipality; agency; resident; 

etc.) 
• Character of the comment (i.e. was it supportive of the project, against 

it or neutral?) 
 
In this way, the I-295 Correspondence Log can be used to track how the 
project is perceived by specific groups or in specific communities, and to 
show how these perceptions change over time. The Project Team can also 
analyze all the feedback received on a given issue, in order to assist in 
reaching consensus on key decisions for this regionally significant project. 
In addition to tracking the type, nature, and source of public comments, the 
I-295 Correspondence Log will function as a project management tool by 
recording the following information related to each comment: 
• Description of Project Team’s initial response (whether mailing list or 

technical) 
• Date of initial response  
• Additional action required (if necessary) 
• Project Team member responsible for additional action if necessary  
• Date that the required action was taken  
 
C) INFORMAL & FORMAL BRIEFINGS/COORDINATION 
MEETINGS 
To keep affected communities up to speed with the project, as well as a 
method of gaining their input, a series of Local Official Briefings (LOB) 
will take place at appropriate milestones.  These briefings are, envisioned to 
include the local public officials, State or Congressional representatives 
whose constituents are impacted by the project.  Additional stakeholder 
meetings will be held with internal NJDOT representatives to relay specific 
community concerns.   
 
Local Officials’ Briefings are planned for the fall of 2007 and the spring of 
2008.  An Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM) is scheduled for the 
summer of 2007 and the spring of 2008. 
As the project progresses, it is possible that additional group meetings may 
be required to adequately address issues, educate the public about the 
project, build trust and keep lines of communication open among the 
parties.  The frequency and venues of meetings may vary and may be 
preceded by the Agency Coordination Meeting (ACM), Local Officials 
Briefing (LOB) and Community Advisory Committee (CAC) where critical 
milestones occur.   
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D) PROJECT PARTNERING SESSIONS  
Prior to meeting with members of the general public, it is vital to meet with 
critical stakeholders. The project’s major stakeholders will include, but not 
be limited to:  
• New Jersey Department of Transportation (NJDOT)  
• Counties/Municipalities  
• Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC)  
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) 
• United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)  
• Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)  
• Utilities 
• Others as appropriate  
 
The Agency Coordination Meetings (ACM) and Local Officials Briefing 
(LOB) are designed to disseminate and coordinate technical information, 
project status, address regulatory issues/compliance, resolve conflicts 
arising from the analysis process and general project information. The main 
purpose of a partnering session is to develop working relationships, clarify 
goals for the project, and establish communication protocols. 
 
E) PROJECT SPECIFIC WEB SITES 
Use of the Internet for disseminating information has become common 
place. It is an efficient and cost effective method of sharing information. 
Furthermore, it provides an opportunity for “branding” the project name, 
thereby giving it an identity and distinguishing it from other projects.  This 
will be discussed further in the “Newsletter” section.  The public section 
will be housed on the NJDOT server and  include information on project 
need, anticipated meetings, newsletters,  project graphics, contact 
information for key project representatives list, opportunities to provide 
input, and other features including a summary of frequently asked 
questions. The web site will be hosted by NJDOT as a link to the existing 
department-wide site.  The web site will be updated as required to provide 
the public with current information.   
Other links to this public section can be provided through Delaware River 
Port Authority (DRPA); Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
(DVRPC); New Jersey Turnpike (NJTP); Delaware Bay Bridge 
Commission; South Jersey Transportation Authority; Camden and 
Gloucester County libraries; schools; Camden and Gloucester Counties; 
Bellmawr; Gloucester City and Mt. Ephraim websites; South Jersey 
Chamber of Commerce; Alliance for Action; as well as other surrounding 
communities.  
 
F) TELEPHONE HOT LINE   
This method of communication has been eliminated from the plan during 
the Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Phase.  However, as the project progresses 
into the construction phase, this method may be reassessed to determine its 
need and value. 
 
G) PROJECT NEWSLETTERS 
Newsletters are a very powerful means to convey information to a broad 
audience about the project, while not in real time, nonetheless effective. 
This medium is particularly useful with a project that has “users” from a 
variety of locations and distances.  It is an excellent medium to “brand” the 
project with name and identity, as well as making a regular, consistent 

connection with the communities and the traveling public.  It will be 
published to coincide with the progress of the technical work, alternative 
selection and public meetings.  The primary goal is to convey technical 
information in clear and concise terms. The newsletters will be mailed to all 
the addressees on the project mailing list. Electronic versions will be sent to 
organizations/agencies for posting on their websites and wherever possible 
enclosure with their newsletter mailings.  A Newsletter describing the 
Alternatives Analysis Process was distributed in November, 2006 and 
subsequent newsletters are planned for the fall of 2007 and the spring of 
2008. 
 
H) PROJECT BROCHURE/FLYERS AND FREQUENTLY ASKED 
QUESTIONS (FAQ’S) SHEET 
These methods of communicating project information are very effective 
either in formal or informal settings and reinforce project identity.  They are 
used as handouts in meetings, to public officials or can be placed in public 
gathering areas or places of business (with prior permission) such as retail 
stores, pharmacies, doctor’s offices, gas stations, convenience stores, 
supermarkets and diners/restaurants.   While random in the audience, it 
provides a means of communicating to the general public especially those 
that would not normally have access to a computer or are not for some 
reason on the master mailing list.  Any of these pieces could be included 
with supplemental mailings.  FAQ’s would be the current, specific 
summary of current status and most frequently asked questions.  This 
medium would be updated on a regular basis and could be tailored for a 
specific group. FAQ’s will also be listed on the website. 
 
I) PUBLIC DISPLAY BOARDS 
At critical stages during the course of the project, presentation boards will 
be displayed in public venues such as the municipal building and library of 
the communities within the project limits.  A board of Alternative D will be 
displayed in the Bellmawr Library. 
 
J) PUBLIC MEETINGS AND HEARINGS 
Public meetings are the most direct way in which to engage various 
segments of the public in a meaningful exchange of information, views and 
concerns. A variety of techniques will be used at these meetings to engage 
the public.  
The meetings will include displays of information (via boards and slide 
presentations), informal Q & A, and provide a means for written comments. 
The attendees will be given instructions as well as questionnaire forms upon 
entering the meeting and will be assisted by team members located 
throughout the meeting room.  If necessary, this will also enable the team to 
follow up in writing to the resident and incorporate the information into the 
Correspondence Log. The format of each meeting will be planned to suit the 
intended audience and the information to be presented.  In all cases, 
adequate audio equipment will be available to accommodate the size of the 
audience and the facility.   For example, a meeting which is expected to 
draw out the concerns of the property owners may be planned as an “Open 
House”, where Project Team members can interact with residents on a one-
to-one basis, and refer to maps and other graphics to explain potential 
impacts to specific properties. 
A Public Meeting which is the culmination of the DEIS review process is 
planned for February, 2008. 
 
 

K) COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
An important step in achieving the goal of creating a well-informed and 
involved public is the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) comprised 
of community representatives, businesses, residents of communities within 
the project area as well as other stakeholders. The Dewberry Team will 
coordinate with NJDOT to form the CAC and facilitate the committee’s 
activities. Anticipated to meet at critical points throughout the project, the 
CAC will consist of approximately 40 individuals, including Project Team 
representatives, elected officials, and other community representatives as 
well as transportation policy-makers. The Community Advisory Committee 
will concentrate on the following objectives:  
• Assist in the development of a set of project Goals and Objectives that 

serves the needs of the transportation system and of the local 
communities  

• Assist in the establishment of Evaluation Criteria for the identified 
Goals and Objectives  

• Assist in identifying, filtering, and reaching a consensus on identified 
problems and issues  

• Assist in identifying initial and final alternatives  
• Evaluate the relative effectiveness of proposed alternatives 
• Assist in identifying the preferred alternative 
• Disseminate information to constituents and receive feedback from 

interested groups and individuals  
 
The CAC will also play a prominent role in setting the direction for other 
aspects of the outreach effort. For this reason, the Committee will meet on 
an ongoing basis throughout the project to follow-up on the progress being 
made, discuss issues raised, and help determine actions to be taken.  
CAC meetings for the fall of 2007 and the spring of 2008 are anticipated. 
 
L) MEDIA OUTREACH; ANNOUNCEMENTS AND MAILINGS 
As the project proceeds through the short listing and alternatives analysis 
process, opportunities will arise for special interest articles, i.e., regional 
transportation issues.   Editorial boards and journalists assigned to such 
issues will be contacted at regional newspapers such as the Inquirer and 
Courier-post.  Press Kits will be provided as well as interviews arranged for 
the NJDOT managers or Commissioner level as deemed appropriate and 
approved by the NJDOT.  These activities will be arranged through and 
coordinated with the NJDOT. 
 
Press releases will be written by NJDOT announcing major milestones and 
meetings. 
 
Other potential sources for publishing project information will be the 
newsletters of DRPA, Automobile Association of America, South Jersey 
Chamber of Commerce; NJ Alliance for Action; NJ Business and Industry 
Association; “The Bellmawr Bulletin”; "Camden County Pride.”  The 
current Newsletter and/or FAQ’s may also be included with these mailings.  
 
M) PROJECT SITE TOUR 
Tours of the project area were conducted in December, 2001, May, 2003 
and November, 2004 in order that critical stakeholders and selected 
attendees could see the project site first-hand and learn how the project will 
proceed. These field visits may be repeated if a large number of the 
stakeholders change through the course of the project.  
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CONTENTS 
 

Date Meeting 
December 11-12, 2001 Project Partnering Session 
January 30, 2002 Local Officials Briefing 
February 6, 2002 Inter-Agency Meeting 
April 17, 2002 Local Officials Briefing 
April 24, 2002 Public Information Center 
August 20, 2002 Community Advisory Committee 
October 9, 2002 Inter-Agency Meeting 
November 12, 2002 Local Officials Briefing 
November 14, 2002 Agency Coordination Meeting 
November 21, 2002 Community Advisory Committee 
December 17, 2002 Agency Coordination Meeting 
January 7, 2003 Community Advisory Committee 
January 28, 2003 Local Officials Briefing 
February 3, 2003 Agency Coordination Meeting 
February 5, 2003 Chamber of Commerce 
February 6, 2003 Local Officials Briefing 
March 26, 2003 Agency Coordination Meeting 
May 13, 2003 Agency Coordination Meeting 
June 2, 2003 Agency Coordination Meeting 
June 4, 2003 Local Officials Briefing 
June 18, 2003 Project Partnering Session 
June 25, 2003 DRPA 
June 26, 2003 DRVPC 
June 27, 2003 Inter-Agency Meeting 
July 24, 2003 Public Information Center 
October 15, 2003 Agency Coordination Meeting 
November 25, 2003 Community Advisory Committee 
December 2, 2003 BPMHC 
January 7, 2004 Project Partnering Session 
January 21, 2004 Local Businesses 
January 28, 2004 Public Information Center 
February 20, 2004 Diocese of Camden 
February 20, 2004 VFW 
March 23, 2004 Community Advisory Committee 
March 31, 2004 DRPA/PATCO 
April 19, 2004 Local Officials Briefing 
May 4, 2004 Bellmawr Baseball 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Date Meeting 
July 14, 2004 DVRPC/Borough of Bellmawr 
July 15, 2004 Agency Coordination Meeting – Wetlands Core Group 
October 26, 2004 Local Officials Briefing 
November 9, 2004 Diocese of Camden 
November 10, 2004 Community Advisory Committee 
November 30, 2004 Public Information Center 
February 16, 2005 Local Officials Briefing 
February 23, 2005 BPMHC 
March 23, 2005 Diocese of Camden 
May 10, 2005 BPMHC 
May 18, 2005 Local Officials Briefing 
May 23, 2005 Annunciation BVM Church 
May 23, 2005 Bellmawr Baseball 
May 23, 2005 Bellmawr Board of Education 
June 6, 2005 BPMHC 
June 7, 2005 Agency Coordination Meeting 
June 9, 2005 Community Advisory Committee 
June 13, 2005 Public Information Center 
August 17, 2005 Diocese of Camden 
August 17, 2005 Mount Ephraim Senior Housing 
November 7, 2005 Diocese of Camden 
June 8, 2006 Community Advisory Committee 
June 8, 2006 Local Officials Briefing 
June 13, 2006 Agency Coordination Meeting 
October 19, 2006 Community Advisory Committee 
October 19, 2006 Local Officials Briefing 
October 24, 2006 Agency Coordination Meeting 
February 15, 2007 Public Information Center 
June 6, 2007 Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting 
July 31, 2007 Bellmawr Board of Education 
September 4, 2007 BPMHC 
November 20, 2007 BPMHC 
May 6, 2008 Section 106 Consulting Party Meeting 
June 17, 2008 Green Acres Coordination 
June 26, 2008 Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting 
August 4, 2008 Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting 
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DEIS Distribution List 
 
Agencies 

• NJ Department of Agriculture 
• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
• Department of Health & Human Services - Office for Facilities 

Management and Policy – Department of Environmental Quality and 
Compliance 

• U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development - Region II 
• U.S. Department of the Interior - Office of Environmental Policy & 

Compliance 
• General Services Administration 
• Secretary of Defense - Installations & Environment 
• Federal Emergency Management Agency - Region II 
• National Marine Fisheries Service - Northeast Region 
• Federal Transit Administration 
• U.S. Department of Agriculture - Ecological Sciences Division 
• 5th Coast Guard District 
• U.S. Department of the Interior - United States Fish & Wildlife Service 
• U.S. Department of Interior - National Parks Service North East Region 
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Application Section II, Regulatory 

Branch 
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection - Program 

Coordination 
• New Jersey Transit 
• Delaware River Basin Commission 
• Delaware River & Bay Authority - Delaware Memorial Bridge 
• Delaware River Port Authority 
• Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 
• Commonwealth of Pennsylvania - Governor’s Office of the Budget 
• State Agriculture Development Committee 
• New Jersey Turnpike Authority 
• Department of Commerce - National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration - NEPA Policy & Compliance 
• South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization 
• Burlington County Engineer's Office 
• County of Camden - Department of Public Works 
• Gloucester County Engineer’s Office 
• Mercer County Engineer’s Office 
• Sierra Club New Jersey Chapter 
• PlanSmart New Jersey 
• New Jersey State Museum 
• New Jersey Board of Public Utilities 
• Department of Homeland Security - Environmenal Protection Specialist 
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection - Natural and 

Historic Resources - Historic Preservation Office 
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection - Division of 

Parks and Forestry 
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection - Fish and 

Wildlife Department 
• New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection - Land Use 

Regulation Program 
• U.S. Department of Agriculture - Wetland Team NRCS 

 
Municipalities/Libraries 
• Bellmawr Borough - Borough Clerk 
• Mount Ephraim Borough - Borough Clerk 
• Gloucester City Borough Municipal Building - Administrator/City 

Clerk 
• Gloucester City Library 
• Camden County Library System - Anthony P. Infanti Bellmawr Branch 
 
Interested Parties 
• Port Authority Transit Corporation 
• Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation 
• Bellmawr Board of Education 
• Diocese of Camden - Department of Real Estate 
 
Local Officials 
• Mayor Frank Filipek - Bellmawr Borough 
• Mayor Joseph Wolk - Mt. Ephraim Borough 
• Mayor William P. James - Gloucester City 
• Congressman Robert Andrews 
• Senator Robert Menendez 
• Senator Frank Lautenberg 
• Senator Stephen M. Sweeney 
• Assemblyman John J. Burzichelli 
• Assemblyman Douglas H. Fisher 
• Senator Fred Madden 
• Assemblyman David Mayer 
• Assemblyman Paul Moriaty 
• Senator Wayne R. Bryant 
• Assemblyman Joseph J. Roberts 
• Assemblywoman Nilsa Cruz-Perez 
• Mr. Louis Cappelli, Jr. - Freeholder Director - Camden County 
• Senator John Adler 
• Assemblyman Louis Greenwald 
• Assemblywoman Pamela Lampitt 
• Ms. Janice Fuller - Governor’s Office 
• Assemblywoman Sandra Love 
• Senator Dana Redd 
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DRAFT SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
I-295 / I-76 / Route 42 – Direct Connection 
Camden County 
 
 
Letter: John Filippelli, USEPA, Region 2, 2/15/08 
 
COMMENT:  The DEIS provides an excellent description of each of the 
alternatives that was considered as well as the underlying rationale for 
selection of the final five build alternatives (D, DI, G2, HI and K). All of 
the alternatives follow a similar alignment which crosses the northwestern 
corner of New Saint Mary’s Cemetery and involve construction of new 
ramps. The alternatives differ with respect to whether they also involve 
construction of a double-decker highway (G2, HI), a mainline 1-295 tunnel 
under I-76/Route 42 (K), and whether the alternative creates new waterfront 
access to the public by eliminating AI Jo’s Curve (D, G2, K). The preferred 
alternative (D) would potentially impact 2.28 acres of freshwater tidal, and 
freshwater non-tidal wetlands; 1.97 acres of open water associated with Big 
Timber Creek and Little Timber Creek; 5 historic architectural resources 
covering an area of 2.11 acres; and would create 61 acres of impervious 
surface area. 
 
All of the build alternatives will result in wetlands impacts to a greater or 
lesser degree as a consequence of road construction, pile driving and filling 
of embankments. Alternative D1 will result in the largest permanent 
wetland impacts at 3.732 acres, while Alternative G2 will result in the 
smallest impacts at 0.952 acre. To compensate for the unavoidable wetlands 
impacts, the project proponent has developed a Conceptual Mitigation Plan 
which provides for onsite and offsite wetlands replacement on a 2:1 basis. 
Two of the onsite locations are adjacent to Little Timber Creek near AI Jo’s 
Curve on I-295 southbound. The creek is currently a degraded wetland 
which does not provide a diverse aquatic habitat. The offsite wetlands 
mitigation location on the Green Vest property appears to be of high quality 
in terms of wetlands function and value, and can accommodate the balance 
of any replacement requirement which is unmet by onsite mitigation. 
 
The preferred alternative presents the opportunity for 100% on-site and in-
kind wetlands mitigation through the removal of a traffic ramp associated 
with Al Jo’s Curve. In addition to the restoration of wetlands at the site, 
removal of the above traffic ramp would also connect wetlands which are 
currently isolated within the traffic median at this location to other wetlands 
contiguous to the project area. After review of the materials, EPA concurs 
that Alternative D represents the least damaging alternative to the aquatic 
environment. Due to the minimization of the proposed impacts and the 
mitigation proposed to offset all unavoidable impacts to the aquatic 
environment, we believe the project, as currently described, is consistent 
with the Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  EPA notes that the preferred alternative, as well as 
alternatives G2 and K, involves restoration of the Little Timber Creek 
channel, where two existing culverts would be “daylighted” as a result of 
removing Al Jo’s Curve. In addition, the DEIS indicates NJDOT has 
consulted with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection 
(NJDEP) regarding the possibility of conducting additional stream 

restoration along the creek, beyond the USACE mitigation requirement. 
EPA commends NJDOT for this proactive measure. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  The DEIS indicates that the plan was reviewed and approved 
by NJDEP and the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE). However, the 
wetlands monitoring component was not addressed in the DEIS. Given the 
high failure rate for replicated wetlands, the FEIS should describe the 
frequency of monitoring, procedures for wetlands replanting, and the 
measures which will be undertaken to ensure the long-term success of the 
mitigation sites. 
 
RESPONSE:  A monitoring plan will be provided as part of the mitigation 
plan in the Individual Freshwater Wetlands Permit Application to be 
submitted during final design. The details of the plan will include a 
wetlands proposal with monitoring frequency and planting design pursuant 
to USEPA and NJDEP regulations. 
See Section 5.5.3.3 
 
COMMENT:  The FEIS should update the status of the NJDOT Missing 
Moves project, which is located south of the project currently under review, 
and consists of a highway connection between I-295 and Route 42. 
According to the DEIS, the Missing Moves will permanently impact a 
maximum total of 5.660 acres (1.931 acres of wetlands for the Missing 
Moves preferred alternative and 3.729 acres for alternative D1). If the 
Missing Moves is anticipated to move forward, the FEIS should address the 
cumulative environmental impacts of both projects, with particular attention 
to wetlands, floodplains, surface water, groundwater and air quality. 
 
RESPONSE:  The NJDOT Missing Moves project is not included in the 
STIP for FY 2009, but it does have projected funding for FY 2011 through 
FY 2016 based upon the NJDOT’s Draft 2009-2018 Program.  Since the 
latest design for the Missing Moves project was evaluated in the DEIS, 
there are no additional details for analysis. 
See Section 6.1. 
 
COMMENT:  The document, Analyzing, Documenting, and 
Communicating the Impacts of Mobile Source Air Toxic Emissions in the 
NEPA Process, dated March 2007 and prepared by ICF International as part 
of National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRP) Project 25-
25, Task 21, would help in providing perspective on the value of further 
analyzing the potential mobile source air toxics (MSAT) impacts of this 
project. Figure 39 on page 120 of that document is a flow chart for deciding 
the level of analysis to perform for a particular transportation project. Note 
that annual average daily traffic (AADT) is needed to use the flow chart. 
Please provide the AADT for the alternatives being considered, and use the 
flow chart to guide further analysis or support a decision that no further 
analysis is warranted for this project.  In consideration of health concerns 
for near-roadway populations, we suggest that NJDOT include a map in the 
MSAT section of the Air Quality Technical Environmental Study 
overlaying a 300-meter buffer around each build alternative and the no-
build alternative to identify populations and sensitive receptors potentially 
affected by the various alternatives. Any potential impacts from the build 
alternatives should be compared to the no-build impacts. 
 

RESPONSE:  The referenced document indicates that highway projects 
which add or create new capacity above the 125,000 Annual Average Daily 
Traffic for interstates qualify for further quantitative analysis. The I-295/I-
76/Route 42 Direct Connection project does not add or create new capacity; 
therefore, no further analysis is warranted.  In addition, California’s South 
Coast Air Quality Management District Health Risk Assessment Guidance 
for Analyzing Cancer Risks from Mobile-Source Diesel Idling Emission for 
CEQA Air Quality Analysis (SCAQMD, 2003) document suggests a 
minimum buffer zone of 300 meters between truck traffic and sensitive 
receptors to mitigate impacted areas.  “Impacted areas” are those for which 
project-related risks are greater than one in a million near special case 
projects of idling diesel engines.  The I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project proposes physically separating I-295 from I-76/Route 
42 throughout the interchange and thus, improving freeway operations.  A 
better flowing interchange will reduce truck idle time.  Since there are no 
specific truck idling locations throughout the interchange, a graphic 
detailing a 300-meter buffer zone would be an unnecessary representation 
that might confuse the reader. 
See Section 5.3.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  Stated goals of the project are to improve air quality by 
reducing traffic congestion along the interchange and local arterials and 
streets, and to enhance opportunities for other modes of transportation, 
including bicycle and pedestrian, within the project area. In our January 23, 
2002 comment letter on the amended Notice of Planned Action for the 
proposed project, EPA encouraged FHWA and NJDOT to incorporate 
Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures and operational 
improvements in the alternatives. Towards this end, the FEIS should 
describe feasible TDM opportunities which the proponent is exploring to 
enhance intermodal and alternative transportation, including high 
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes within the roadway and bicycle/pedestrian 
travel enhancements along local arterials. 
 
RESPONSE:  The 1999 Transportation Investment Study (TIS) referenced 
in the DEIS did evaluate the feasibility of Travel Demand Management 
(TDM) measures among a host of other alternatives. The list of TDM-type 
alternatives or strategies that were evaluated in the TIS process included 
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes, Express Bus/Park and Ride and 
Rail Transit.  None of these TDM-type alternatives were proven to 
sufficiently meet the project’s Purpose and Need, therefore the TIS 
recommended that the full build alternative, represented by this project for 
which the DEIS was prepared, be advanced. 
 
The same TIS process recommended that the project incorporate elements 
of the Supporting Measures/Strategies Alternative with the full build 
alternative that is being advanced.  Table 7 in the TIS document lists these 
strategies which include Park and Ride Lots/Express Lanes, Intelligent 
Transportation Systems (ITS), Feasibility and Concept Development of 
Southern New Jersey Ferry Service, Pilot Commuter-based Carpool 
Program and EZPass Implementation at the Walt Whitman Bridge Toll 
Plaza.  Some of these strategies have already been implemented, while 
others will be evaluated in the design phase. 
 
EPA’s interest in reducing traffic congestion in the area roadways and 
enhancing conditions for bicycle/pedestrian travel will be achieved by the 
current project.  Section 5.1, “Traffic,” of the DEIS describes the 
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improvements in traffic flow (i.e., congestion relief/reduction) that will be 
realized by separating I-295 users from I-76/Route 42 users from one 
another.  The congestion reduction realized in the regional highways (I-295, 
I-76 and Route 42) from the project will reap traffic benefits for local 
arterials because regional traffic that now use local arterials will be 
encouraged to remain on the regional road as shown in Figures 5.1-3 and 
5.1-4 in the DEIS.  The resulting traffic reductions on local arterials will 
invite greater use by both pedestrians and bicyclists alike, fostered by the 
compact design, mixed land uses and maturity of the communities 
surrounding the interchange area.   
See Section 5.1.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  The DEIS states that it is anticipated that the contractor will 
implement measures to minimize adverse air quality impacts stemming 
from MSAT and equipment exhaust emissions during construction. 
Potential mitigation strategies to reduce particulate matter and NOx include 
reducing construction equipment activity and shift times. Other mitigation 
measures such as use of ultra-low sulfur fuel in equipment, deployment of 
clean diesel equipment through engine retrofits, rebuilds, or repowering 
may be employed. EPA is encouraged to see such a discussion on 
mitigating the impacts that construction equipment will have on air quality. 
 
Given the long construction time frame, which may range from 63 to 88 
months depending upon the selected build alterative, NJDOT should utilize 
all feasible construction and operational mitigation measures to minimize 
community exposures. Additional measures which should be considered 
include utilization of non-road diesel engines that conform to EPA’s 
stringent Tier 3 or Tier 4 emission standards (as applicable), an idling 
minimization policy, and either electrification of the project site or staging 
of diesel generators to avoid adverse impacts to the surrounding 
community. NJDOT can enforce these measures through the use of clean 
diesel specifications in the project’s construction contracts. We suggest that 
NJDOT develop a complete set of committed measures to be included in the 
FEIS. 
 
RESPONSE:  NJDOT will evaluate these measures and incorporate those 
that may be appropriate into the project plans and specifications. Given the 
timeframe from the completion of the FEIS to the eventual construction of 
the project, regulations, policy and technologies may change and 
commitment to the measures in the FEIS may not be appropriate. 
See Section 8.2. 
 
COMMENT:  As the site is located within the New Jersey Coastal Plain 
Sole Source Aquifer System, EPA has reviewed the project in accordance 
with Section 1424(e) of the 1974 Safe Drinking Water Act, PL 93-523. 
Based on our review of the information provided, we do not anticipate that 
this project will result in significant adverse impacts to groundwater quality. 
Accordingly, the project satisfies the requirements of Section 1424(e) of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  The proponent has committed to a stormwater management 
system which includes bioretention basins, outlet control structures and 
pumping stations where necessary. The system will be designed in 
accordance with the NJDOT’s drainage design criteria to accommodate 

flows from the 50- and 100-year tidal flood events. The FEIS should 
provide a description of the maintenance program that will be implemented 
to ensure the proper operation of the system.  During the construction 
phase, the water quality impacts of the project will be mitigated through 
implementation of a soil erosion and sedimentation control plan which 
includes silt fences, hay bales, seeding, topsoil stabilization matting and 
turbidity barriers. 
 
RESPONSE:  A maintenance plan will be prepared for stormwater 
management basins as required by the New Jersey Stormwater Management 
Rules.  Other drainage facilities (i.e. roadway drainage systems) will be 
maintained in accordance with NJDOT procedures.  The stormwater 
pumping station(s) will include operation and maintenance features in 
accordance with regulatory requirements.  A soil erosion and sediment 
control plan which includes riprap, inlet protection, silt fence, haybales, 
seeding, topsoil, and turbidity barriers will be prepared according to 
Standards for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control in New Jersey during the 
final design.  Mitigation and monitoring including Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) will be conducted in accordance with the standards.  
See Section 5.5.3.3 and 5.5.3.4. 
 
COMMENT:  In Section 5.8.2, the document states that there are three 
areas of concern for potential soil and/or groundwater contamination. These 
areas include the area of Ramp C at I-295 due to an historic release of diesel 
fuel, the New Saint Mary’s Cemetery due to the presence of an underground 
storage tank and an aboveground storage tank, and an automotive towing 
facility which may contain chemicals and petroleum. In addition, buildings 
in both of the latter locations would be demolished under several of the 
alternatives for the proposed project. Based on the dates of construction, 
these buildings may contain asbestos and lead-based paint. The DEIS 
indicates that further sampling of these areas has been recommended. The 
results of this investigation should be included in the FEIS as well as any 
proposed mitigation measures that would be implemented to minimize the 
hazardous materials impacts of the project. 
 
RESPONSE:  The investigations for potential soil and/or groundwater 
contamination and asbestos and lead-based paint will be conducted during 
final design in accordance with NJDEP regulations.  These investigations 
would be essentially the same for all build alternatives, and as such would 
not have impacted the alternatives analysis included in the DEIS. 
See Section 5.8.2. 
 
 
Letter: Willie Taylor, US Department of the Interior, 2/8/08 
 
COMMENT:  The Department generally concurs with the project’s Purpose 
and Need, which is to improve traffic safety, reduce traffic congestion, and 
meet driver expectations by providing the direct connection of Interstate 
295. New Jersey Field Office Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) biologists 
have participated in numerous interagency meetings with the New Jersey 
and United States Departments of Transportation and provided comments 
for the protection of federally-listed species pursuant to the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and 
for identification of a short list of alternatives. The short list includes (1) the 
No-build Alternative, (2) Alternative D, (3) Alternative D1, (4) Alternative 
G2, (5) Alternative H1, and (6) Alternative K. The subject alternatives are 

variations of a general pattern aimed at balancing environmental, cultural 
resource, social, and economic impacts. The project proponents have 
identified Alternative D as the preferred alternative. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  No federally-listed or proposed threatened or endangered 
flora or fauna are known to occur in the immediate vicinity of the project 
site. If additional information on federally listed endangered or threatened 
species becomes available, this determination may be reconsidered. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  The Department has no objection to selecting Alternative D 
as the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative D minimizes adverse impacts to 
wetlands and open waters, has low maintenance needs, has a short 
construction duration, minimizes visual intrusion on the community, has the 
least social impacts providing the lowest acreage of impervious coverage, 
and minimizes the project’s impact on the Bell Mawr [sic] Park Mutual 
Housing Historic District. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  The Department concurs that there is no prudent and feasible 
alternative to the proposed use of Section 4(f) lands consisting of portions 
of the Bell Mawr [sic] Park Mutual Housing Historic District, through the 
construction of preferred Alternative D. The Department concurs with the 
proposed mitigation measures proposed in the draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
and agrees that the Federal Highway Administration should undertake these 
measures to minimize harm to this Historic District. These mitigative 
actions may also be consistent with the Memorandum of Agreement to be 
developed with the New Jersey State Historic Preservation Office and the 
Federal Highway Administration for compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act. We recommend that a signed copy of 
that agreement documenting compliance with Section 106 be included in 
the final documentation for this project to reflect the procedures for 
protecting cultural resources determined in consultation with the New 
Jersey State Historic Preservation Officer. 
 
RESPONSE:  An MOA is being prepared for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 
Direct Connection project pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.  A copy of the MOA will be appended to the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
See Sections 5.7.3.4 and 10.7. 
 
 
Letter: Stanley W. Gorski, NOAA/NMFS, 1/15/08 
 
COMMENT:  The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), Northeast 
Region, Habitat Conservation Division has reviewed the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation (DEIS), document 
number FHWA-NJ-IM-295-2(115) for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection Project. The DEIS describes the proposal by the New Jersey 
Department of Transportation (NJDOT) to reconstruct I-295, I-76 and 
Route 42 in Bellmawr, Mount Ephraim and Gloucester City in Camden 
County, New Jersey. The preferred alternative impacts 2.28 acres of 
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floodplain and 1.97 acres of open water and wetlands. Compensatory 
mitigation will be provided on site. Retaining walls and steepened slopes 
have been included in the design to reduce impacts to wetlands and 
waterways, including Little Timber Creek. 
 
No resources under the jurisdiction of the NMFS including essential fish 
habitat and threatened or endangered species are expected to occur in the 
study area for this project. We recommend that the NJDOT comply with the 
recommendations of New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection’s 
Division of Fish and Wildlife and the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service to 
protect resources under the jurisdiction of those agencies. We also 
recommend that the appropriate best management practices be used to 
protect the water quality of Little Timber Creek. Little Timber Creek is a 
tributary to Big Timber Creek, documented as a migratory corridor and 
spawning and nursery habitat for anadromous fish such as alewife and 
blueback herring. Because landing statistics and the number of fish 
observed on annual spawning runs indicate a drastic decline in alewife and 
blueback herring populations throughout much of their range since the mid-
1960’s, these fish have been designated as species of concern by NMFS in a 
Federal Register Notice dated October 17, 2006 (71 FRN 61022). “Species 
of concern” are those species about which NMFS has some concerns 
regarding status and threats, but for which insufficient information is 
available to indicate a need to list the species under the ESA. 
 
RESPONSE:  The project will utilize best management practices in 
accordance with USACE and NJDEP permit conditions and 
recommendations put forth by USFWS. 
See Section 5.5.3.3. 
 
 
Letter: Frank J. Cianfrani, USACE, 2/14/2008 
 
COMMENT:  This letter is written regarding the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) and Section 404 permit application for the I-
295/1-76/Route 42 Direct Connection Project in Camden County, New 
Jersey. The DEIS and permit application, which are dated November 2007, 
were submitted to this office on November 30, 2007. 
 
This office has participated in agency coordination meetings on this project 
as early as 2001. The Corps made a commitment in a letter dated January 
31, 2003 to be a cooperating agency in the development of an 
Environmental Impact Statement and to participate in a streamlined merged 
NEPA/Section 404/10 process for this project. This office has been an 
active participant in many agency coordination meetings since 2001 and 
will continue to work with you, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
and your consultant Dewberry. We appreciate the opportunity to review the 
DEIS and Section 404/10 permit application. 
 
Significant work obviously went into preparation of the DEIS and permit 
application. Overall, the document is excellent in both format and content. 
The DEIS addresses in great detail the issues raised by agencies and 
residents over the years. After reviewing the aforementioned documents, we 
have a few minor comments and wish to share them with you for your 
consideration. 
 

The documents should reflect that permits are required from the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers as per Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 
1344) AND Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 
403). Currently, only Section 404 is mentioned in the DEIS and permit 
application. Some sections where Section 10 needs to be included include 
the application cover sheet, table 5.5-2 on page 5-32 of the DEIS and 
Executive Summery ES-I in the DEIS. Other sections may need to be 
amended as well. A separate application is not necessary for the Section 10 
authorization. 
 
RESPONSE:  The application cover sheet, page ES-1 of the Executive 
Summery, Section 2.4, and Table 5.5-2 of the DEIS will be modified to 
reflect that permits are required from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers as 
per Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) and Section 10 of 
the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403). Additionally, Section 
1.0 of the USACE Permit Application will also be modified to reflect that 
these permits are required. 
See Sections 2.4 and 5.5.3.1 (Table 5.5-2). 
 
COMMENT:  A few references within the DEIS (e.g., ES-4) indicate that 
walls and steepened slopes “minimize mitigation opportunities”. This office 
is uncertain what that statement means but it is believed the statement is 
intended to convey that walls and steep slopes minimized the need for 
compensatory mitigation. This should be clarified for the record. 
 
RESPONSE:  The references to retaining walls and steepened slopes will be 
edited to clarify that they will minimize wetland impacts and thus also 
minimize the need for compensatory mitigation.  
See Section 5.5.3.4. 
 
COMMENT:  The project identified as NJ 3 on page 6-2 appears to be out 
of place. It is currently in the section entitled “6.4 New City Development” 
but should be in section 6.3. 
 
RESPONSE:  The project identified as NJ-3 will be moved to the bottom of 
the bulleted list in the middle column, below NJ-2.   
See Sections 6.3-6.5. 
 
COMMENT:  This office is aware that detailed engineering plans for 
Alternative D, the identified preferred alternative, and detailed wetlands 
mitigation plans for the area of Al Joe’s Curve [sic] have not been prepared 
at this time. This office is also aware that these documents will not be ready 
until the final design phase of the project. This office will require some 
level of detail regarding these plans prior to the issuance of a permit. 
Additionally, a statement should be made in the FEIS as to whether or not 
the use of Al Joes Curve [sic] for compensatory wetlands mitigation would 
increase or decrease the extent of Corps jurisdiction upstream or 
downstream of the mitigation site. 
 
RESPONSE:  It is our understanding that the USACE will issue a 
provisional permit, based upon the level of detail provided to date. The 
permit may be finalized upon submission of final design plans to the 
USACE. A statement will be added to the FEIS indicating that the removal 
of Al Jo’s Curve will not cause the migration of the head-of-tide upstream 
or downstream from its current location, and will neither increase nor 
decrease the extent of USACE jurisdiction.  

See Section 5.5.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  As you are aware from previous conversations, waste and 
borrow sites need to be evaluated in the FEIS to address Federal regulations 
including the Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act, etc. FHWA should make a statement in 
the FEIS that waste and borrow operations will occur only in uplands and 
that selected sites will be reviewed by FHWA to insure compliance with 
Federal laws. 
 
RESPONSE:  A statement will be added to the FEIS indicating that, with 
the exception of impacts authorized by the USACE Permit, waste and 
borrow operations will occur in uplands and that selected sites will be 
reviewed by FHWA to ensure compliance with Federal laws.  
See Section 5.5.3.1. 
 
 
Letter: Kenneth Koschek, NJDEP, 2/20/08 
 
COMMENT:  The NJDEP’s Office of Local Environmental Management 
offers the following comments regarding the potential noise impacts from 
the proposed project. 
 
Part of the noise study was conducted in 2000/2001.  The surrounding and 
demographics may have changed since this time which could skew the EIS 
conclusions. 
 
RESPONSE:  In accordance with 23 CFR 772 and NJDOT guidelines, 
noise impacts were assessed in two ways; the overall resultant noise level 
with implementation of the project (each build alternative including the No-
Build Alternative) as well as the change in noise levels over existing 
conditions, even though the impact criterion level is not reached.  The 
immediate area within the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project is 
developed and has changed very little since 2000.  The only change to 
sensitive noise sites was Al-Jo’s Bar, located along Kings Highway.  During 
the project’s duration, this commercial establishment was removed and the 
Mount Ephraim Senior Housing building (multi-family residential) was 
constructed.  In addition, a proposed residential development located at Bell 
Court in Mount Ephraim has received sub-division approval. 
These changes in land-use were accounted for within the Noise Technical 
Environmental Study (TES) and the DEIS. 
See Section 5.2.1.1. 
 
COMMENT:  The project may result in more vehicles in closer proximity 
to residential homes.  While motor vehicles on public roadways are exempt 
from the noise regulations of the State, this could affect the quality of life 
for these residents.  As the Draft EIS indicates, sound barriers should be 
installed between expansion areas in close proximity to existing residential 
developments.  Home buyouts and sound insulation should be also 
considered when sound barriers prove to be insufficient in reducing the 
newly introduced noise. 
 
RESPONSE:  In accordance with 23 CFR 772, federally-funded projects 
investigate five methods of noise mitigation: traffic management, roadway 
alignment alterations, buffer zones through property acquisition, sound 
proofing, and noise walls. Sound proofing is a mitigation option for public-
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use buildings, not residences. Federal funds cannot be utilized for home 
buyouts and sound insulation for residential dwellings.  The proposed sound 
barriers will protect residences from noticeable increases in noise for the 
preferred alternative. 
See Section 5.2.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  Temporary sound barriers should be installed along active 
construction corridors. 
 
RESPONSE:  Proposed noise walls will be constructed as early as feasible 
within the construction schedule to mitigate construction noise.  When this 
is not possible, temporary sound walls will be evaluated.  In addition, the 
Noise TES recommends the construction of portable noise walls around 
individual construction equipment when operated within 150 feet of noise 
sensitive sites. 
See Section 5.2.3. 
 
COMMENT:  Residents within two hundred feet of the proposed 
construction sites should be notified in advance of the start and finish times 
and the potential excessive noise when applicable. 
 
RESPONSE:  During the Final Design phase, the project staging will be 
reviewed to determine high noise activities and potential impacts.  Public 
outreach programs will be implemented throughout the construction 
duration to notify residents of construction activities, including temporary 
noise impacts, due to construction staging. 
See Section 5.2.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  All motorized equipment used during construction should be 
equipped with factory installed mufflers. 
 
RESPONSE:  All construction equipment powered by an internal 
combustion engine shall be equipped with a properly maintained muffler. 
See Section 5.2.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  Truck routes during construction should not traverse through 
residential neighborhoods whenever possible. 
 
RESPONSE:  The construction specifications will require that truck routes 
during construction avoid residential neighborhoods whenever possible.  
Construction activities on the highways will not require trucks to traverse 
through residential neighborhoods.  However, certain work activities (i.e. 
landscaping) may require trucks to access this work through the adjacent 
residential neighborhoods. 
See Section 5.2.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  The NJDEP’s Green Acres Program offers the following 
comments.  They have determined that various Bellmawr Borough held 
properties are impacted by the proposed project.  The Draft EIS (Table 5.4-
1) provides a list of potentially impacted properties.  The following 
jurisdictional determination is based on the information found in the 
Borough’s Recreation and Open Space Inventory (ROSI) on file with the 
Green Acres Program and additional information available to the Program. 
 

Block 49 Lot 1 and Block 50.51 Lot 37 – These properties are listed on the 
Borough’s ROSI and are therefore encumbered by the Green Acres 
Program. 
 
Block 49 Lot 1.02 – Additional information provided by the Borough 
suggests that this property contains recreational facilities and is held by the 
Borough for recreation purposes via a lease agreement.  Therefore, Lot 1.02 
is encumbered by the Green Acres Program. 
 
Block 60.01 Lot 58; Block 50.05 Lots 1.01 and 3; Block 51.11 Lots 3.01, 
2.01, 4.01, 6, and 15; Block 56 Lots 4, 5, 6 and 7; Block 80 Lots 2 and 4.01 
– These properties are listed on the municipal tax records as owned by the 
Borough.  However, these properties are not listed on the Borough’s ROSI. 
 
Any activities on encumbered parkland that are not in direct support of 
conservation or recreational uses will be considered a diversion and will 
require prior approval from the Green Acres Program, the Commissioner of 
the NJDEP, and the State House Commission.  See N.J.A.C. 7:36-26. 
 
All lands held for conservation and/or recreation purposes at the time the 
local unit last received funding from Green Acres should be listed on the 
ROSI and come under the jurisdiction of the Green Acres Program whether 
the property is listed or not.  Such lands are those owned, leased or 
otherwise controlled by the local unit and may include land owned in fee, 
land leased from the Board of Education (or a private entity) for recreation 
purposes, land owned by a private entity upon which the local unit holds a 
conservation easement, or any land in which the local unit holds a specific 
recreation and/or conservation interest. 
 
If there is question as to whether a property should/should not be included 
on the ROSI, please have the local unit consult N.J.A.C. 7:36-25.3 for 
guidance and/or contact Robert W. Rodriguez (609-341-2056) of the Green 
Acres Program.  If there are any questions or if there are additional 
properties that need research as to whether they are encumbered by Green 
Acres, please contact the Green Acres Program directly.  The Green Acres 
rules can be found online at http://www.state.nj.us./dep/greenacres/regs.pdf.  
In order to request a diversion, the local unit, as the applicant should contact 
the Green Acres Program to discuss the requirements for State House 
Commission application. 
 
RESPONSE:  The DEIS identified Block 49, Lot 1 as Green Acres 
encumbered.  We will contact the Green Acres Program to schedule a pre-
application conference to determine the jurisdiction of the Borough-owned 
properties.  
See Section 5.4.2.1. 
 
COMMENT:  The NJDEP’s Site Remediation Program offers the following 
comments regarding Page 5-46 - 5.8.3.3 Build Alternatives - 5th paragraph. 
 
This paragraph seems to assume what the remedies will be for soils and 
groundwater. For soils it assumes that all contaminated soils can be placed 
under the roadway. For groundwater it assumes that there will be no 
treatment. It also seems to assume that pumping under either Permit-by-
Rule or On-Scene Coordinator Authority will automatically be granted. 
 

No remedial activities can be assumed. Remedial activities are determined 
in consultation with the case manager based on remedial investigation and 
appropriate remedial action selection activities as dictated by the Technical 
Requirements for the Remediation of Contaminated Sites, found at NJAC 
7:26E. Case manager assignment can be made per the Memorandum of 
Understanding between the New Jersey Department of Transportation 
(NJDOT) and NJDEP’s Site Remediation Program. 
 
If you have questions on this comment, please contact Bruce Venner (609-
633-0706) of the Site Remediation Program. 
 
RESPONSE:  The DEIS identifies potential mitigation options that may be 
pursued based on the investigation that will be conducted in accordance 
with the Technical Requirements for the Site Remediation (NJAC 7:26E).  
The NJDOT will follow appropriate case assignment protocol and actions 
will be selected in consultation with the NJDEP’s case manager based on 
sampling data collected during final design. 
See Sections 5.8.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  The NJDEP’s Division of Fish and Wildlife’s (DFW) staff 
has been heavily involved with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) and the NJDOT at numerous phases of this project, and have 
attended numerous meetings. Their concerns have largely been favorably 
addressed throughout the streamlined process, and their limited concerns 
are directed to the specific impact areas noted below. 
 
Alternatives Analysis - The proposed preferred Alternative D is also 
favored by the DFW due to the de fragmentation of various types of 
habitats. A wide range of habitat improvement benefits is expected for two 
(2) T&E Species of Special as well as to both anadromous and freshwater 
fish. A check of the Landscape Project v2 with the current data was 
performed and there are no changes in the species composition since all 
previous searches were performed. This alternative also allows for all 
mitigation to be performed on site by restoring previously flowed tidal 
marshes on Little Timber Creek. 
 
Mitigation/Restoration Plan - The DFW agrees with the plan to restore the 
formally tidal flowed areas to wild rice (Zizania aquatica) and the two (2) 
species of smartweed listed in figure 15 at the end of Section 4.0. The 
mitigation plan also lists the proposed treatment of common reed 
(Phragmites australius) and Japanese knotweed (Polygonum cuspidatum) 
which also has their support under the plan. The DFW recommends that the 
amount of wild rice creation be maximized as much as possible to benefit 
the species previously mentioned. 
 
Missing Moves and Other Possible Transportation Projects in the Area - 
The DFW is pleased that the will be no impact to other proposed projects 
such as the Missing Moves, the continuation of the Route 168 Interchange 
evaluation, and a possible PATCO expansion into Gloucester County. 
 
If there are any questions concerning these comments please feel free to 
contact Donald Wilkinson (856-785-2711) of the DFW staff. 
 
RESPONSE:  On-site wetlands mitigation opportunities will provide 
improved and additional habitat for wild rice.  Such on-site wetlands 
mitigation opportunities will be maximized to the fullest extent possible. 
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See Section 5.5.3.3. 
 
COMMENT:  The Draft EIS addresses all of the NJDEP’s Division of Land 
Use Regulation (DLUR) concerns satisfactorily. The Draft EIS addresses 
stormwater management under Total Impervious Coverage. The DLUR 
recommends that the Final EIS address stormwater management issues 
under a separate heading such as Water Quality or Stormwater 
Management. 
 
RESPONSE:  As stated in the DEIS, Total Impervious Coverage provides a 
good working comparative analysis of the effects on stormwater quantity, 
quality, and recharge.  The environmental impact criteria subheading within 
the DEIS may be changed to Stormwater Management; however, the metric 
with respect for the alternatives analysis would remain as acres of 
impervious coverage.  
See Sections 5.5.3.1, 5.5.3.3, and 9.2.1.2 (Tables 9.1-2, 9.2-2, and 9.2-3). 
 
COMMENT:  The Draft EIS notes that an August 16, 2006 letter from the 
NJDEP’s Historic Preservation Office (HPO) concluded that the build 
alternative would have an adverse effect on the Bellmawr Park Mutual 
Housing Historic District. The Draft EIS also states that mitigation will be 
developed through a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) that would be 
developed in consultation with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), the HPO, the NJDOT and the Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing 
Corporation. The HPO looks forward to working cooperatively and 
collaboratively with the NJDOT. 
 
RESPONSE:  A draft MOA has been developed and is included within the 
FEIS.  
See Sections 5.7.3.4 and 10.7. 
 
 
Letter: Barry Seymour, DVRPC, 1/30/08 
 
COMMENT:  DVRPC has been closely involved with this project from its 
inception. In fact, this project was an outgrowth of a transportation 
investment study under ISTEA (formerly referred to as a Major Investment 
Study) initiated by DVRPC in 1997 and completed in 1999. The study 
documented the need for a major investment in the interchange complex to 
reduce accidents and remove the bottlenecks at the merge points of a 
number of the ramps. We found that the major cause of the problems was 
the lack of a direct connection of the sections of I-295 that are north and 
south of I-76 at the point where NJ Route 42 begins. The design 
deficiencies required very high volumes of traffic from I-295 to merge onto 
an already congested I-76 for a short distance before diverging back onto 1-
295 for the rest of their trip, or if going onto I-76, requiring drivers to cut 
across traffic trying to exit from I-76 onto I-295. In addition, one ramp, 
regionally known as Al Jo’s Curve, has proven to be extremely dangerous 
and the site of many fatalities over the years. The studies undertaken by 
NJDOT fully examined the issues raised by the DVRPC report and those 
raised since then. DVRPC has included this project on its long range plan 
and considers it the most important highway investment in our New Jersey 
region. 
  
DVRPC commends NJDOT and its consultants for the outreach efforts they 
have initiated as this project has progressed. They have invited DVRPC to 

participate on agency coordination committees and community outreach 
committees as a representative of regional interests. In addition, study team 
members have made presentations to our Board, Regional Transportation 
Committee and Regional Citizens Committee. In sum, we have worked with 
the team to insure funding to advance the project to this stage, and we have 
assisted in publicizing project outreach meetings via our committees, 
newsletters and website. 
 
We also applaud the numerous efforts by NJDOT to provide the local 
communities, both officials and residents, the opportunity to learn about the 
project, to raise questions, and to respond with answers that were 
meaningful and appreciated. 
 
One final aspect of this project should be acknowledged by the region’s 
metropolitan planning organization. This project charted new territory in the 
New Jersey portion of our region, and possibly in the state, by bringing 
together planners, engineers, resource and permit agency representatives 
early and often as a means of producing an environmental document and a 
preferred alternative in a fully collaborative effort. The viewpoints of 
various disciplines were sought much earlier in the process than is typical. 
This streamlining of the process in no way diminished the consideration of 
natural and human resources. Nor did it allow engineering considerations to 
advance in a vacuum. On the contrary, the early consideration of all of these 
perspectives has led to a very balanced consideration of all resources and 
means of addressing the purpose and need of this improvement project. 
 
We commend NJDOT and FHWA on this study and look forward to the 
advancement of this project as a means of implementing the region’s long 
range plan. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment.  We appreciate DVRPC’s 
valuable input throughout this process. 
 
 
Letter: John J. Matheussen, DRPA/PATCO, 2/7/08  
 
COMMENT:  The first and last paragraphs of Section 6.3 (PATCO RAIL 
EXTENSION) analyze the TIP and indicate that the PATCO rail extension 
project is not listed on the TIP in contrast to the I-295 Direct Connection 
and Missing Moves projects, which are listed. While the PATCO expansion 
project is not currently receiving federal capital funds, it is a regionally 
significant project receiving non-federal funds to advance the project 
through the FTA New Starts process and as such is included in the TIP 
under Project Number T300 - Transit Rail Initiatives. The wording in the 
first paragraph of Section 6.3 may cause the reader to question the validity 
and potential implementation of the transit project. While the choice of 
alignment for transit expansion has not yet been finalized, the DEIS should 
be revised to reflect that the PATCO expansion project is a regionally 
significant project which has the potential to be significantly impacted by 
the proposed configuration of the interchange and its surrounding 
environment. 
 
The second paragraph of Section 6.3 indicates that the construction of the I-
295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection alternatives would not preclude the 
future construction of a PATCO rail extension. While this statement may be 
accurate, it should be acknowledged that the implementation of the I-295 

Direct Connection project will increase the complexity, cost and potential 
impacts of a PATCO rail extension through this area. This is particularly 
true for the impact to Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing which would be 
subject to cumulative impacts from both projects. This is analyzed further 
under the comments for Chapter 7 listed below. 
 
RESPONSE:  Although the PATCO Rail Extension project is included in 
the description of Project Number T300 - Transit Rail Initiatives within the 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for Fiscal Years 
(FY) 2007-10, it was not listed in the project description of T300 in the FY 
2006-08 STIP which was referenced in preparation of the DEIS.  The 
PATCO expansion project is a regionally significant project.  While the 
choice of alignment for PATCO transit expansion has not yet been 
finalized, three of the five PATCO alternatives presently under 
consideration (Alternatives 1, 2, and 2a) run along the I-76/Route 42 
corridor through Bellmawr and have the potential to impact many of the 
same resources as the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project. Two 
of the PATCO alternatives are located west of Bellmawr outside the I-
295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project area (Alternatives 3 and 4). 
The significance of the impacts of the potential PATCO rail extension 
cannot be addressed without a final choice of alignment and proposed 
design.   
See Section 6.5. 
 
COMMENT:  In addition to the Transit Extension project, the Authority has 
begun the extensive process to replace the center span deck of the Walt 
Whitman Bridge. This construction is scheduled to take place over a period 
of 3 years, beginning in 2009, extending through late 2011 and, possibly, 
into early 2012. During the course of construction it will be necessary to 
place advance warning signs and traffic control devices in advance of the 
work zone to guide motorists. On the New Jersey approach, these traffic 
control measures will extend beyond the limits of the Walt Whitman Bridge 
onto Route 42. Close coordination between the DRPA and NJDOT will be 
required if there is an overlap in the construction schedules for the Walt 
Whitman Bridge deck replacement and the I-295 Interchange reconstruction 
projects. 
 
RESPONSE:  The Walt Whitman Bridge work may be added to Chapter 6 
of the FEIS as another project in the study area as the New Jersey approach 
to the bridge is located in Gloucester City, which is within the secondary 
study area.  At this time, construction of the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project is not anticipated to commence until early 2012, thus 
there should be minimal overlap in the construction of these projects.  
Construction staging will be coordinated accordingly to minimize traffic 
impacts. 
See Section 6.3. 
 
COMMENT:  Section 7.2 describes a cumulative impact as an incremental 
impact of an action when added to other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions regardless of agency. It is recommended that 
consideration be given to the potential cumulative impacts resulting not 
only from the proposed interchange reconstruction, but from the future 
implementation of a transit line. The potential implementation of a transit 
line through this interchange constitutes a reasonably foreseeable future 
action. While the potential impacts of the transit line will become easier to 
quantify as the Alternatives Analysis efforts continue to advance, it is clear 
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that certain impacts, such as further displacement into the Bellmawr Park 
Mutual Housing historic district, would result in incremental impacts and 
should be addressed by the Draft Environmental Impact Statement to the 
extent possible. 
 
RESPONSE:  The I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection Project and the 
transit expansion projects are complementary in their overall transportation 
improvements in this region.  While the Direct Connection Project 
addresses safety, congestion and mobility issues, the transit expansion 
project provides a modal option and potentially increases the commuting 
capacity for the area.  The cumulative benefits to transportation system of 
both projects are greater than either project taken individually. 
 
In order to consider the cumulative impacts of the I-295/I-76/Route 42 
Direct Connection project and a potential PATCO rail extension, the 
potential alignment of the PATCO rail extension must be identified.  Based 
upon the conceptual horizontal alignment data provided by DRPA, 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 2a would result in additional impacts, at a minimum, 
to the following resources: 
 

• wetlands in the vicinity of Al Jo’s curve; 
• parking at Annunciation BVM Church; 
• residences within BPMHC; 
• Bellmawr Park School ballfield; and 
• Bellmawr Baseball fields. 

 
Without additional data, additional impacts from a vertical alignment 
perspective cannot be assessed at this time. Alternatives 3 and 4 would not 
result in additional impacts within the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project area. The DEIS for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project is available to DRPA for the development of the 
environmental documentation for the potential PATCO rail extension.  
Once the design of the potential PATCO rail extension advances, the 
cumulative impacts of these projects may be more thoroughly addressed in 
the environmental documentation for the potential PATCO rail extension. 
See Section 7.2. 
 
COMMENT:  As the I-295 Direct Connection project proceeds, careful 
consideration should be given to the location and design of ramps, 
structures, and drainage/utility systems. Such systems and components 
should be designed in a manner that minimizes or eliminates the need for 
future modifications or relocations by PATCO to accommodate the transit 
line. The interchange design should be developed to ensure that any future 
modifications, which may be necessary to accommodate the transit line, are 
feasible and will not result in excessive impacts to neighboring properties or 
environmentally sensitive areas. 
 
RESPONSE:  In order to provide the consideration requested, the design of 
the potential PATCO rail extension would need to be advanced beyond the 
current alternatives analysis stage in order to provide sufficient details of 
the requirements for the potential PATCO rail extension.  Coordination 
between the design teams will continue. 
See Section 7.2. 
 
COMMENT:  It is our understanding that a Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) will likely be developed between NJDOT, the various 

environmental agencies and any parties impacted by the interchange 
reconstruction project. In developing the MOA, it is important to avoid 
language or commitments that may result in a transit line being precluded in 
the future. 
 
RESPONSE:  An MOA is being prepared for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 
Direct Connection project pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.  The MOA will not include language or commitments that 
will preclude the potential PATCO rail extension. 
See Section 7.2. 
 
COMMENT:  It is also important that the DRPA/PATCO continues to be a 
key stakeholder as the interchange project proceeds and has an opportunity 
to conduct reviews and provide input on the design and final configuration 
of the interchange and associated improvements. As PATCO proceeds with 
its plans for a transit expansion into South Jersey, we will continue to 
coordinate closely with the I-295 Direct Connection project and other 
projects that may be affected and will provide updated plans and 
information throughout project development. 
 
RESPONSE:  NJDOT will continue to coordinate with PATCO and will 
provide updated plans and information regarding the I-295/I-76/Route 42 
Direct Connection project. 
See Section 7.2. 
 
 
Letter: Jeanne Fox, NJ Board of Utilities, 12/12/07 
 
COMMENT:  My staff has reviewed this document and at this time the 
New Jersey Board of Public Utilities has no comments on the Draft.   
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
Letter: Richard Westergaard, Gloucester County, 1/15/08 
 
COMMENT:  The Gloucester County Department of Public Works-
Planning Division formally requests a copy of the CD-ROM and Executive 
Summary for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the I-295, I-76, 
Route 42 Direct Connection Project. The Draft document reviews the 
various alternatives and improvements that are being evaluated for the 
project. 
 
RESPONSE:  A copy was sent as requested on 1/25/08. 
 
 
Letter: Marge O. Johnston, 239 Kennedy Boulevard, Bellmawr, 1/15/08 
 
COMMENT:  Please forward either the CD or a hard copy of the DEIS 
Draft Section 4(t) Evaluation for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection 
Project. Also can you send me the permit request sent to the ACOE for one 
of the build alternatives? 
 
RESPONSE:  A copy was sent as requested on 1/25/08. 
 

Letter: Drew K. Kapur, Duane Morris LLP, 12/27/07  
 
COMMENT:  Please be advised that this firm represents the interests of 
New St. Mary’s Cemetery with respect to the I-295/I-76/ Route 42 Direct 
Connection Project.  Therefore, any further correspondence and/or materials 
relating to this matter should be sent to my attention.  
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
Letter: Stacey Shubert, 453 Creek Road, Bellmawr (undated) 
 
COMMENT:  This letter is in reference to the current building project in 
Bellmawr. I am a home owner on Creek Road for twenty years.  My 
concern with this project are as follows: 
 
1. The already terrible traffic on Creek Road, during afternoon rush hour it 
takes literally 4 or 5 minutes to back out my driveway. How will this project 
affect the traffic in the future? 
 
2. People who live in our community have not been properly informed of 
the condition of the land being dug up and hauled up and down Creek Road, 
as we all know, this was a former landfill. Every morning since the project 
began there has been a strong odor in the air. The odor has a smell 
consistent of bleach or some type of foul smelling chemical. 
 
3. Our community has not been informed of the type of buildings to be built 
at this location. Unfortunately the only information we have received about 
the project have been through rumors. Some suggest a 31 story building to 
be erected, if there is any truth to this, are our fire companies equipped and 
trained for an emergency situation at a building of that size? 
 
These are just a few of my concerns, of course my neighbors are also 
concerned about these questions and have various concerns of their own, we 
all hope some of these concerns will be addressed on February 6th. I’m sure 
our concerns will be taken into consideration at the hearing and if not 
answered then, will be answered at a later date. Thank you for your time 
and help on clearing up our concerns about this major construction project. 
I’m looking forward to hearing more information at the public hearing. 
 
RESPONSE:  Bruce Hawkinson of NJDOT responded with a letter dated 
February 8, 2008. At this time the NJDOT does not have any active 
construction projects in Bellmawr. These concerns appear to be referencing 
a private developer’s project located at the former landfill. The NJDOT 
does not have any involvement with that project. 
 
 
Letter: Colleen and Albert Bisaga, 904/906/908 Bell Road, Mount 
Ephraim, 2/14/08 
 
COMMENT:  We have been told that we are going to have a noise 
wall/sound barrier along the property which is a good thing due to the fact 
that the noise, lights and fumes coming from the highway are a constant 
annoyance. The noise keeps us up sometimes at night with people broken 
down on the highway, people fighting, cars racing, tire blowouts. These 
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problems, particularly the fumes, worsen with the constant traffic backups. 
Our windows rattle and during the spring and summer we can not [sic] open 
our windows due to the noise and exhaust smells. We are not able to spend 
any quiet time outside because of the highway.  
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
COMMENT:  We have no other access to our property other then the 
entrance on Bell Road. The lack of visibility at our driveway would be 
dangerous to myself/family/friends. Making road higher does not allow 
enough visual time for drivers to respond. I fear for our safety. I suggest 
that the state/DOT purchase the adjoining property to provide us with an 
easement in and out. I believe this is a safety issue. Also, during the 
construction to raise Bell we would be drastically inconvenienced. We need 
immediate access to the property due to the fact that Mr. Bisaga is elderly, 
disable [sic] and has Cancer and Heart condition. 
 
RESPONSE:  Stopping sight distance and intersection sight distance for the 
existing driveway with a raised Bell Road are both adequate for over 35 
mph.  The existing posted speed on Bell Road is 25 mph.  The existing 
access to your property will be maintained. 
 
COMMENT:  I feel that if the creek was dredged and properly maintained 
and a retaining wall was constructed, that could control the flooding on the 
property. There is also dirt that needs to be replaced due to the property 
being washed away. 
 
RESPONSE:  The scope of work of this project includes cleaning of Little 
Timber Creek to restore the original hydraulic opening to the culvert at Bell 
Road. Hydraulic analyses will be conducted during the design phase of the 
project to determine the need for any additional measures to address the 
recurring flooding to your property, which is located within the 100-year 
flood plain. Construction of the I-295/I-76/Rt. 42 Direct Connection will 
not result in any additional flooding to your property.  
 
COMMENT:  I received a notice about reconstruction on 295 and went to 
the meeting at the Bellmawr fire hall and met Patricia. I stated my case and 
showed photos of the severe flooding and asked to whom I could talk about 
the flooding; advising that the flooding issue needs to be resolved before the 
state spends money on a new road. Each person I spoke with sent me to 
another person with no outcome. It was like chasing tails. I went to the next 
meeting and still no one knew who was responsible.  
 
Finally Patricia spoke with me and put me in touch with the NJDOT. I also 
told them about the trees hanging over about to fall on the 906 Bell Road 
home. I have asked for help many times but no one helps except 
occasionally with the trees. They did finally send out a contractor to take 
care of this problem but we have been taking care of the matters ourselves 
to the best of our ability over the years. 
 
After trying for sometime to get some kind of help, I received a copy of 
“List of Drainage 
Problem Locations: (South Region as of 1/30/07). We were priority #10 on 
this list. Workers came out to the property the summer of 2007 but only 
cleaned out a backlog of debris which as [sic] not helped at all. 
 

Our property has already been seriously and negatively impacted by prior 
decisions/construction of NJDOT. More construction, as proposed, will 
likely completely destroy the habitability of this property.   
 
Any proposal must take this further impact into consideration. Proper 
safeguards must be put in place or a buyout considered. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
Comment Form: William C. Brooks, DRPA 
 
COMMENT:  The DRPA has been actively pursuing new or expanded rail 
transit service into portions of southern New Jersey for the past several 
years.  Using grant funding provided by the State of New Jersey, the DRPA 
is conducting an Alternative Analysis for the transit expansion project.  
Three of the five transit alternatives under consideration follow an 
alignment through the interchange of I-295/I-76/Route 42.  The alignment 
and the configuration of the interchange could pose a significant challenge 
on the ability to construct a transit solution through this area which is cost 
effective and balances the needs of the surrounding communities.  The 
proposed reconfiguration of the interchange should consider the cumulative 
effect of both projects when evaluating impacts to adjacent properties, 
environmentally sensitive features, quality of life issues and other areas of 
concern. 
 
RESPONSE:  The I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection Project and the 
transit expansion projects are complementary in their overall transportation 
improvements in this region.  While the Direct Connection Project 
addresses safety, congestion and mobility issues, the transit expansion 
project provides a modal option and potentially increases the commuting 
capacity for the area.  The cumulative effects to the transportation system 
from both projects are greater than either project taken individually. 
 
While the choice of alignment for PATCO transit expansion has not yet 
been finalized, three of the five PATCO alternatives presently under 
consideration (Alternatives 1, 2, and 2a) run along the I-76/Route 42 
corridor through Bellmawr and have the potential to impact many of the 
same resources as the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project. Two 
of the PATCO alternatives are located west of Bellmawr outside the I-
295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project area (Alternatives 3 and 4). 
 
In order to consider the cumulative impacts of the I-295/I-76/Route 42 
Direct Connection project and a potential PATCO rail extension, the 
potential alignment of the PATCO rail extension must be identified.  Based 
upon the conceptual horizontal alignment data provided by DRPA, 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 2a would result in additional impacts, at a minimum, 
to the following resources: 
 

• wetlands in the vicinity of Al Jo’s curve; 
• parking at Annunciation BVM Church; 
• residences within BPMHC; 
• Bellmawr Park School ballfield; and 
• Bellmawr Baseball fields. 

 

Without additional data, additional impacts from vertical alignment 
perspective cannot be assessed at this time. Alternatives 3 and 4 would not 
result in additional impacts within the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project area. The DEIS for the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct 
Connection project is available to DRPA for the development of the 
environmental documentation for the potential PATCO rail extension.  
Once the design of the potential PATCO rail extension advances, the 
cumulative impacts of these projects may be more thoroughly addressed in 
the environmental documentation for the potential PATCO rail extension. 
See Section 7.2. 
 
 
Comment Form: Henry Latter, 11 Willow Place, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  We are worried that we are going to lose our house.  We are 
trying to find out where they are going to move us. Are they going to give 
us the same square footage we have now and when is this going to take 
place?  
RESPONSE:  The Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation (BPMHC) 
Board of Trustees will be coordinating the replacement housing.  BPMHC 
will be a signatory on a Memorandum of Agreement that will address issues 
concerning the replacement housing.  Details of the replacement housing 
will be coordinated between the BPMHC and the New Jersey Historic 
Preservation Office.  The time frame of relocation will be set through the 
right-of-way acquisition process. 
See Sections 5.7.3.4 and 10.7. 
 
 
Comment Form: Deborah and Richard Maynard, 9 Willow Place, 
Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  We are worried about loosing our house and getting nothing 
in place of it.  We are unsure of what anybody is doing about moving us.  
We would like to know if we are getting the same square footage in return.  
We don’t want to loose our house.   
 
RESPONSE:  The Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Corporation (BPMHC) 
Board of Trustees will be coordinating the replacement housing.  BPMHC 
will be a signatory on a Memorandum of Agreement that will address issues 
concerning the replacement housing.  Details of the replacement housing 
will be coordinated between the BPMHC and the New Jersey Historic 
Preservation Office.  The time frame of relocation will be set through the 
right-of-way acquisition process. 
See Sections 5.7.3.4 and 10.7. 
 
 
Comment Form: James DiGiovannantonio, 142 Kennedy Boulevard, 
Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I did go to the meeting and I am not for any of it, but if one 
does go thru, I hope it is Plan D.  That looks like the least offensive way to 
go and the least homes that will be affected by it.  My main concern now is 
loss of property value.  
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RESPONSE:  The value of real estate is dependent upon a variety of factors 
such as local real estate market trends, demographics, zoning requirements, 
and community facilities. Impacts to ultimate property values are not 
anticipated as a result of the project.   
 
 
Public Hearing: Colleen J. Bisaga, 904/906/908 Bell Road, Mount 
Ephraim, NJ  
 
COMMENT:  I’m here because of the—I live on Bell Road. Along the 
property is 295.   There has been unresolved issues because of the flooding. 
The DOT Army Corps of Engineer [sic] has not maintained the property.   
When they put the creek there—it used to be on the other side of 295. They 
didn’t take into consideration that it’s closest to me and when it overflows 
the property maintained—we get flooded. I have been up to my chest in 
water. My basement is constantly getting water.   I lost a hot water heater, I 
lost heaters. I lost all kinds of merchandise because of the flooding not 
being maintained.  Trees have fallen, we have had to take care of it 
ourselves because there is no response.  
 
RESPONSE:  The scope of work of this project includes cleaning of Little 
Timber Creek to restore the original hydraulic opening to the culvert at Bell 
Road. Hydraulic analyses will be conducted during the design phase of the 
project to determine the need for any additional measures to address the 
recurring flooding to your property, which is located within the 100-year 
flood plain. Construction of the I-295/I-76/Rt. 42 Direct Connection will 
not result in any additional flooding to your property.  
 
COMMENT:  It wasn’t until I started coming to these meetings and I met 
Patricia that I started getting a little bit of help down there. My issues are 
the flooding, the rodents that come along with the flooding with the creek 
not being maintained. I’m worried—because of my road, right there is an 
overpass.  I’m worried about the ins and out because I’m landlocked.  
That’s my only way in and out of the driveway is right there at the overpass.  
I’m in a gully area right there. 
 
I suggested before that there is an empty lot adjoining to the property, if the 
DOT can put an access road in there, if they get an easement. It would be 
easier to get in and out of my property. I have that issue, the flooding, the 
rodents, them not maintaining the property, the noise issue because I’m 
right there. I got people jumping over the fence over the creek coming in 
and knocking on my door looking for assistance.   
 
I’m just worried about me and my kids getting in and out of my driveway. 
There are speeders there. When you are making that 295—I understand 
progress, but when you are making that higher, there is not enough 
clearance and people are going to come flying.   I’m worried about my 
safety and my children’s safety. It’s not a healthy environment at all down 
there because of the non-maintaining of the creek.  
 
RESPONSE:  Stopping sight distance and intersection sight distance for the 
existing driveway with a raised Bell Road are both adequate for over 35 
mph.  The existing posted speed on Bell Road is 25 mph.  The existing 
access to your property will be maintained. 
 

COMMENT:  I guess that’s all. I have been dealing with this for years now 
and years and nobody has helped. I don’t know what my next action is 
going—what I should do next.  I’m not being heard. I called DOT before, 
they came down. They said they cleaned up some of the debris.  But from 
the years of sediment, the creek goes from only being a foot deep to 
overtaking the whole property.  You can’t come down the driveway. 
 
My father-in-law is ill.  He has congestive heart failure, diabetes, one leg, 
and he’s got cancer.  There has been times before where the fire department 
would have to come down and get him out of the house.  The fire 
department has been down there with boats and told us to evacuate.  They 
have had to come down many times to pump out my basement.  They are, 
like, where are we going to pump it to?  It’s right here, the creek, in my 
yard.    
 
On the plans, the l00-year flood, that’s three quarters of the property that 
I’m on. 
 
A little more. This is just the gist of it. There is also pending litigation right 
now. The Borough of Mount Ephraim is suing my father-in-law, Albert 
Bisaga, property owner, for rodent control. There’s an abundant amount of 
rats. We have all kinds of deer, we have everything down there. But the 
creek overflowed so bad that it got the house moldy and the house basically 
was falling down so we tore it down.   
 
But the creek with the rats, the town came after us. The Camden County 
Board of Health was coming down on a monthly basis treating for rodents 
along the creek on the other side of 295 and my side. Now it’s in litigation. 
Mount Ephraim is suing us saying it’s our fault the rodents are there. So we 
just filed against the New Jersey Department of Transportation and filed a 
tort claim, because that’s where the rodents came from, because they have 
not maintained the creek. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
Public Hearing: Joseph Murphy, 35 Beach Road, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  Our comments have been because of the wildlife. Because 
the lady mentioned on the other side, we also have the wildlife coming in 
and out from falcons to we even get a couple eagles that come back and 
forth, and Red Tail Hawks and all. We worry about the wildlife.    
 
RESPONSE:  The DEIS included a detailed analysis of wildlife species in 
the project study area. A wide range of habitat improvement benefits are 
expected for two Species of Special Concern as well as to both anadromous 
and freshwater fish. The preferred alternative also allows for wetland 
mitigation to be performed on site by restoring previously flowed tidal 
marshes on Little Timber Creek.  Proposed mitigation strategies will 
improve habitat conditions with the creation of additional wild rice habitat, 
restoring tidal marshes on Little Timber Creek, reconnecting fragmented 
habitats and daylighting culverts.  
 
COMMENT:  The other concern I faced was, I brought in a report last time 
how the EPA said the highways and pollution get too close to the schools. 
We have, I think, three schools, Bellmawr Park, the Catholic school and 

Bell Oaks are going to be affected by the new highways going in.  Your 
recommendation in your own folder is that Bellmawr Park will need to be 
air conditioned and soundproofed so the kids can have good air quality 
while they are in school.  My question is: What happens when they leave 
school? The houses on the corner are closer than the school is and all of 
Bellmawr Park. Right now we have Missing Moves being put in. The 
quality—you can’t even wash your car, it’s not—it doesn’t help you during 
the summer because of the dust and dirt being blown up due to the 
construction.  
 
RESPONSE:  Your concerns about dust and dirt from current construction 
conditions appear to be referencing the private developer’s project located 
at the former landfill. The Missing Moves project is currently on hold.  At 
this time the NJDOT does not have any active construction projects in 
Bellmawr. 
   
Air-conditioning is being recommended for Bellmawr Park and 
Annunciation Schools to mitigate interior noise impacts, not air quality 
impacts.  The Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) established by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) includes an interior noise guideline for 
schools.  At the Bellmawr Park School, noise walls are proposed to mitigate 
exterior noise impact to the school yard, however noise walls are not 
adequate enough to protect interior noise levels with open windows.  At the 
Annunciation School, interior noise levels with windows open are also 
predicted to be above the appropriate interior NAC.  In this location, a noise 
wall was unable to provide the required 5 dBA reduction, therefore a noise 
wall was not recommended for this school. Due to resultant interior noise 
levels with windows open at both schools, air-conditioning was 
recommended as a mitigation option which will be investigated under the 
Final Design Phase. 
 
FHWA requires that all federally-funded projects demonstrate conformity 
to the Clean Air Act Amendments and the New Jersey Statewide 
Implementation Plan (SIP).  To prove conformity, a carbon monoxide (CO) 
air modeling study was performed at sensitive receptors throughout the 
study area.  Twenty-five sensitive receptor locations were studied, including 
both schools. CO modeling was performed at each receptor location for all 
five design alternatives, including No-Build.  Utilizing appropriate 
modeling techniques established by NJDEP and USEPA, CO concentrations 
at all receptor locations in each design alternative including No-Build, are 
predicted to be below the National Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 
established for CO. Therefore, based on FHWA/USEPA requirements, the 
I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection project will comply with the 
requirements established by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. 
 
Particulate matter is any material suspended in air. Visible particle matter is 
sometimes referred to as dust, dirt, or soot.  Common sources of soot 
include vehicular traffic, industrial pollution, outdoor fires and household 
burning of coal and biomass fuels. Suspended dust or dirt is referred to as 
fugitive dust and common sources include construction sites, unpaved 
roads, and agricultural cropland.  Water is often used as a control method 
for fugitive dust at construction sites.  Total Suspended Particulate (TSP) 
regulations were established in 1971.  Research has shown that these types 
of particles are typically filtered by the nose and throat.  Further research 
revealed that inhalable particle matter is more dangerous due to the 
particulates reaching deep into the lungs.  Therefore, revised regulations 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT                                                          APPENDIX H: SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

      H-9 

were established in 1987 that included PM10, inhalable particles smaller 
than, or equal to, 10 micrometers in diameter.  New Jersey meets the 
national standard for PM10.   
 
USEPA revised the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for 
particulate and added standards for PM2.5, inhalable particles smaller than, 
or equal to, 2.5 micrometers in diameter in 2006.  Camden County is in 
non-attainment for PM2.5.  The project proposes to physically separate I-295 
from the I-76/Route 42 roadway network.  These types of projects are 
intended to improve freeway operations by smoothing traffic flow and 
vehicle speeds with improved weave and merge operations.  Projects that 
propose physically separated movements are not expected to create or 
worsen PM2.5 violations.  
 
COMMENT:  You are going to be building for approximately 70 months, 
that’s what it says in your paper, at a cost of nearly 900 million dollars. To 
do this, it would be more to your advantage of widening the curb going onto 
295 right behind the cemetery and pretty much leaving 42 alone. Unless you 
are planning on making 42 a straight toll road like they were going to do in 
the 90’s and getting income like that, there isn’t really a purpose of moving 
around 42.   
 
You mentioned it’s going to help traffic on 130, which is about six miles 
from here and 168, Black Horse Pike which is only a couple hundred feet, 
but your construction area is between the two. The only place that 168 
comes on is down past your construction, and 130 doesn’t even touch it 
unless you count 95 going past to the Delaware Memorial Bridge, so those 
two wouldn’t matter. What it would impact is Creek Road and Browning 
Road and the offshoots right in here, which is a lot of area to impact just to 
move the highway of 42 to make a ten mile an hour higher ramp for 295.   
 
Missing Moves, I asked before when Dewberry originally did the 
drawing—I submitted to them another drawing, which we wound up in your 
office. They said some of the ideas were very good and they did some 
corrections on the planning, which was nice. But a lot of it could be done 
simply by excavating the back end of the cemetery.  Putting in a single lane 
from a clover leaf instead of the regular two off ramps on the Missing 
Moves, making it a clover leaf, you then could divert traffic straight on 
down and onto 295 and no one would know the difference.   You would 
gain the area at a lesser cost because the road is already being put in.  Also, 
the impact on everything that’s being done with what they are doing right 
there is enough to take care of it.  You wouldn’t have to have the increased 
impact in the area. You wouldn’t have to worry about the schools or the 
other areas. 
 
Also, the water rights where you say will be improved by treating the water, 
any improvement where you are going to put in better drainage or anything 
would treat the area so that’s a moot point.  
 
That’s about all. I would like to see what you say and which one you are 
going to go with and find out what’s going on there. As I said, my father 
and I and the Post have been, not a pain, but a concern, so I’ll still be 
around. 
 
RESPONSE:  We appreciate your input into the comprehensive alternative 
development and screening process that has been conducted for this project.  

The alternatives development and screening process employed an informed 
qualitative decision-making approach that involved consensus building 
amongst all stakeholders with respect to the alternatives developed and 
those recommended for further consideration.  The five build alternatives 
considered in the DEIS were deemed through this process to be the most 
feasible of the 26 conceptual alternatives described in Chapter 4 of the 
DEIS. 
 
 
Public Hearing: Richard W. Lipko, Pennoni Associates, Haddon 
Heights 
 
COMMENT:  I’m here on behalf of the Diocese of Camden. They are the 
owners of the New Saint Mary’s Cemetery. We have been helping them 
with their right-away acquisition. Questions have come up about the storm 
water detention basin that serves the cemetery and mausoleum area and 
parking area. There doesn’t appear to be any provisions in the plans and the 
Environmental Impact Statement that I viewed today for the disposition of 
that basin, either the removal of it or the reconstruction of it and the storm 
drainage that flows out of that onto Route 42.  I would like that addressed as 
part of the continuing design and the Environmental Impact Statement. That 
doesn’t appear as if that’s been done. That’s all. 
 
RESPONSE:  NJDOT will continue to coordinate with the Diocese 
regarding the right-of-way acquisition. The detention basin will be impacted 
by the proposed construction.  All drainage presently flowing to the 
detention basin will be connected to the NJDOT drainage system and 
treated accordingly. 
 
 
Public Hearing: Mark Matthews, 317 Union Avenue, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I am very interested in history of the town and what happens 
to the town. I have lived here my entire life.  What I wanted to bring out—I 
have been following—Bellmawr right now has probably the most projects 
on the table, other than Atlantic City, with the Missing Moves, this massive 
construction, and what the mayor wants to do with the landfill. The mayor 
wants to build a commercial development in the landfill, which in its latest 
incarnation is going to bring possibly 3 or 4 million people to Bellmawr; 
and last is the rumors about the Turnpike connection.  
 
I have talked to people in the past and they are saying they are all separate 
projects. I understand the way government works. If you do Scope Creek 
you will never get started. But you know what, everything I just rattled off 
is happening in a half mile radius. I really hope and wish people are looking 
at this as one massive thing. My fear is that we are going to have 20 years 
of now we are doing this and now we are doing this and now we are doing 
this. That’s basically it. You can read about it on my blog. 
 
RESPONSE:  The DEIS considers other projects in the study area and also 
includes an analysis of secondary and cumulative impacts that could result 
from other proposed projects in the study area.  The Direct Connection 
project and the Missing Moves projects have been shown to have 
Independent Utility and are being advanced as separate transportation 
projects.  The Bellmawr Waterfront project is a privately funded initiative.  
 

Public Hearing: Peter Chiaro, 29 Summit Avenue, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I just wanted to say a few things about this big project. It is a 
very, very big project for Bellmawr. I think it might be too big for the area. 
That’s what I’m so worked up about. But being as I’m 75 years old, it still 
hurts me but who cares anymore. I really can’t see all these connections 
they want to make just for that park.   
 
I want to know—I would like to know how many population it is in 
hundreds or thousands of people that are going to come into that project.  
And I don’t care where—the project they have, the village that they are 
going to build.  And they want a hotel there. 
 
Well, the Freeholders here, they got the letter here from the Borough that 
tells you they want to connect. And they got all these—as I say, they have 
all these DIC, that was from Bellmawr permit, and they got—that’s the 
borough. And then they have the Department of Transportation in on it and 
another Army Corps of Engineers. 
 
It was said to us—it was said to us they want to even bring the PATCO line 
in, the high-speed line through this village. And we have a railroad in back. 
And as I say, who knows where we are going to stand with a railroad. But 
that comes from Camden. It actually comes from Camden. But we don’t 
want to get confined in this town, that’s the whole thing. How many are 
going to be there? And I they are not going to use your roads that you are 
going to put in. There’s a Browning Road that goes into shopping area that 
you know, you got to go shopping. There’s a Creek Road that you can’t 
actually get on the freeway anymore, which was supposed to be done, you 
know, that being reorganized or relocated, that exit and entrance to the 
freeway, but nothing has been done.  
 
There is a traffic light. That’s the whole thing that worked me up, when I 
called the Department of Transportation—I called about a traffic light. And 
an engineer came on and he said what’s your problem. And I told him 
there’s an arrow on the west side of Browning Road that no matter how 
many cars are in line to make a left-hand turn on the Black Horse Pike, I’ll 
swear to a Bible I said, and only two cars are allowed.  And I asked if the 
serviceman could come out there and just maybe put some more time on it 
for extra cars. Which you go down—as I say, you go down any other place, 
WaWa area and Black Horse pike, you go down Autobahn they made such 
a beautiful thing.  You go to Deptford where you go shopping and the exit 
to go to Philadelphia and you go to 41, they got arrows all over the place. 
And here it is, Bellmawr stays dead. I talked to the mayor, I talked to the 
Freeholders.  And he’s not—he wasn’t on the ballot this year.  But they said 
don’t worry about it, we are going to fix up that area, which they only made 
more exits to the Turnpike. And the flooding I guess, too. But they done 
that.  But here is a little traffic light that must cost a serviceman maybe a 
hundred dollars the most of his time. And here it is, it’s almost four years 
that that light still is the same. That’s why I’m so frustrated about this whole 
project. That you are going to change, you want to change 295, you want to 
change this, but they can’t change a traffic light. That what hurts me the 
most. That’s the main thing. As I said, I don’t know how long I’m going to 
live or whatever it is.   
 
I feel sorry for the people growing up.  And rumors go around that they 
don’t want to build no schools no more in Bellmawr. They don’t want the 
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kids to go to the school too much. And I am mentioning my name, but I’m 
not mentioning no names, but here it is. They are worrying about a project 
right here. Here it is, the hearing.  I got it right here. They send us that. And 
you know, you got a minute to talk. I mean, three minutes. Three minutes to 
me is ridiculous but you have other people. I’m glad you have it here so I 
could say this to some of the neighbors.   
 
The last thing I could say is blame the residents of Bellmawr. Because I 
went to council meetings, which I feel so bad for them sometimes. But they 
are dressed up properly, they are well mannered.  And here it is, there are 
four people from the outside that comes at that council meeting. And blame 
me too, but at least I went a few times. I’m sorry I kept you. That’s all.  
That’s the thing I wanted to really cry about is what started me was that 
traffic light.   
 
And I talked to that man and even the fellow I’m talking to right now and 
he said do you know their names. I said I know—maybe I have it but I 
don’t.  She connected me to the traffic system and I told here where I told 
her this.  And she said I’ll make you talk to an engineer and I told him about 
it.  And I don’t know if I repeated what I’m saying.  There are people that 
did complain.  And even the officers, and I’m not mentioning no names, 
called up the Department of Transportation.  And they actually called them 
back and said that the turning signal is working properly.  That’s what hurts 
a lot of people.  People don’t even want to go make that turn.  They go out 
another street because they don’t know if they are going to make it or not.  
As I say, I walked here.  And when I go there and I get the horn blown at 
me, and that is a no-no for anything.  And that’s—this aggressive driving is 
going to get worse if you are going to have all this.  Thank you very much. 
 
RESPONSE:  At this time the NJDOT does not have any active 
construction projects in Bellmawr.  These concerns appear to reference a 
traffic signal on Browning Road and a private developer’s project located at 
the former landfill. 
 
 
Public Hearing: Charles Dougherty, DVRPC 
 
COMMENT:  I’m here today representing the Delaware Valley Regional 
Planning Commission, speaking on behalf of our Executive Director Barry 
Seymour. I will read from a letter that he has written to Larry Cullari and 
Bruce Hawkinson. It’s a drafted Environmental Impact Statement.  
 
“The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission is pleased to submit 
the following comments concerning the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the I-295, I-76, Route 42 
Direct Connection project.  
 
DVRPC has been closely involved with this project from its inception. In 
fact, this project was an outgrowth of a transportation investment study 
under ISTEA, formerly referred to as a major investment study. It was 
initiated by DVRPC in 1997 and completed in 1999. The study documented 
the need for a major investment in the interchange complex to reduce 
accidents and remove the bottlenecks at the merge points of a number of the 
ramps. We found that the major cause of the problem was the lack of a 
direct connection of the sections of I-295 that are north and south of I-76 at 
the point where New Jersey 42 begins. 

The design deficiencies required very high volumes  of traffic from I-295 to 
merge onto an already congested I-76 for a short distance before diverging 
back onto I-295 for the rest of their trip, or if going onto I-76, requiring 
drivers to cut across traffic trying to exit from I-76 onto I-295. In addition, 
one ramp, regionally known as Al Joe’s [sic] curve was proven to be 
extremely dangerous and the site of many fatalities over the years. The 
studies undertaken by New Jersey DOT fully examines the issues raised by 
DVRPC’s report and those raised since then. DVRPC has included this 
project on its long-range plan and considers it the most important highway 
investment in our New Jersey region.  
 
DVRPC commends New Jersey DOT and its consultants for the outreach 
efforts they have initiated as this project has progressed. They have invited 
DVRPC to participate on agency coordination committees and community 
outreach committees as a representative of regional interests.   In addition, 
study team members have made presentations to our board, regional 
transportation committee, and regional citizens committee. In turn, we have 
worked with the team to ensure funding to advance the project to this stage 
and have assisted in publicizing project outreach meetings via our 
committees, newsletters, and website.   
 
We also applaud the numerous efforts by New Jersey DOT to provide the 
local communities, both officials and residents, the opportunity to learn 
about the project, to raise questions, and to respond with answers that were 
meaningful and appreciated. 
 
One final aspect of the project that should be acknowledged by the region’s 
metropolitan planning organization, this project charted new territory in the 
New Jersey portion of our region, and possibly in the state, by bringing 
together planners, engineers, resource and permit agency representatives 
early and often as a means of producing an environmental document and a 
preferred alternative in a fully collaborative effort.  The viewpoints of 
various disciplines were sought much earlier in the process than is typical. 
This streamlining of the process no way diminished the consideration of 
natural or human resources, nor did it allow engineering considerations to 
advance in a vacuum. On the contrary, the early consideration of all these 
perspectives has led to a very balanced consideration of all resources and 
means of addressing the purpose and need of this improvement project.   
 
We commend New Jersey DOT and FHWA on this study and look forward 
to the advancement of this project as a means of implementing the long-
range plan.”  
Sincerely, Barry J. Seymour, Executive Director. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your involvement throughout this process and 
for the commendation.  We look forward to your continued support.   
 
 
Public Hearing: Jeffrey Taylor, 1167 Lewis Terrace, West Deptford 
 
COMMENT:  Basically, I’m in support of this project big time. As they all 
know, I have been here several times. Actually, my only concern is outside 
of the project limits there won’t be enough lanes, especially on 295. One of 
the big problems on 295 is as congestion forms, it forms around the 
individual interchanges. Only after a while will it start backing up from 42 
back towards 160, 561, and so forth. One of the big concerns they need to 

look up in the future is widening 295 to four or even five lanes. Because 
this project will help the bottleneck, but it’s not going to be a complete—it 
won’t completely solve the problems. And, if anything, it will just 
exaggerate problems up the line a little more. 
 
Otherwise, let’s get this project started. Let’s get it designed. I would like to 
see it going in 2009. They keep pushing it back a few years. If they can 
push it up and let’s get it moving. 
 
RESPONSE:  The purpose of the I-295/I-76/Route 42 Direct Connection 
project is to improve traffic safety, reduce traffic congestion, and meet 
driver expectations within the limits of the interchange.  We appreciate your 
support.  
 
 
Public Hearing: Howard Grant, 412 Colonial Road, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I have a lot of concerns here.  Number one would be property 
value, noise level, construction.  I have been there for twenty-two years and 
I just don’t want to see, you know, not only just my property value being 
lowered or destroyed, but I’m worried about, more or less, the public safety.  
 
From what I understand, they are going to move this ramp closer to my 
home than away. I’m not very happy about that. You have a lot of—you 
have a lot of things to deal with and that’s—I think it’s not fair for us not to 
have a vote. The city says its okay, but right now I don’t think the residents 
have the opportunity to vote on this project. If we did, I think it would clear 
a lot of things up because not only just the politicians but also the people 
from the Department of Transportation would actually see our side of the 
story as well.   
 
So I think my main concern here is just that—just knowing that, number 
one, I’m not going to lose my home, the property value is not going to drop, 
at least I hope not, and noise level. And really, when is this thing going to 
start. Because I’m getting three types of different years now. I’m  getting 
‘09, ‘11, ‘14, and I don’t think these people know here. I don’t think it’s 
fair.   I think we have to know when this thing is going to start and then our 
concerns can really be heard.  Right now I think what we are doing is just 
giving our brief judgments as far as, you know, what’s going to happen to 
our property and our families. So I think that’s everybody’s concern out 
there. 
 
RESPONSE:  The value of real estate is dependent upon a variety of factors 
such as local real estate market trends, demographics, zoning requirements, 
and community facilities. Impacts to ultimate property values are not 
anticipated as a result of the project.  Alternative D, the preferred 
alternative, was selected largely because of aesthetics and mitigated noise 
levels, whereas other alternatives were much more intrusive on the 
surrounding community.   
 
Although a ramp is being moved closer to your home, it will remain within 
the existing NJDOT right-of-way with a noise wall adjacent to it.  Your 
neighborhood will experience similar noise levels below the FHWA Noise 
Abatement Criteria, both before and after construction.  The existing trees 
and neighboring homes surrounding your property currently shield much of 
the highway from your property, and will continue to do so.   
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Temporary construction impacts from noise, dust, and emissions can be 
anticipated when construction operations are in close proximity to your 
home.  Construction is presently scheduled to begin in late 2011 or 2012 
depending upon funding and right-of-way availability.  NJDOT routinely 
holds pre-construction meetings to address construction issues such as 
staging, schedules, activities, evening work, and concerns raised by the 
effected communities.  
 
 
Public Hearing: Rose O’Rourke, 477 Dewey Road, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  The construction that’s going to go over top of Browning 
Road, I think it’s going to be a noise problem. I’m right there because 
Dewey is right behind all that. It’s going to be a noise problem, it’s not 
going to look very attractive, and I think it will affect property values. 
That’s my three comments. Thank you. 
 
RESPONSE:  The value of real estate is dependent upon a variety of factors 
such as local real estate market trends, demographics, zoning requirements, 
and community facilities. Impacts to ultimate property values are not 
anticipated as a result of the project.  Alternative D, the preferred 
alternative, was selected largely because of aesthetics and mitigated noise 
levels, whereas other alternatives were much more intrusive on the 
surrounding community.   
 
Your neighborhood will experience similar noise levels, below the FHWA 
Noise Abatement Criteria, both before and after construction.  As your 
home is located near Browning Road, the photographic simulation of 
Browning Road looking west from New St. Mary’s Cemetery for 
Alternative D (Photograph 5.4-17 in the DEIS) is representative of what 
will been seen to the west of your property, considering that the existing 
trees and neighboring homes surrounding your property will continue to 
provide some screening.   
 
 
Public Hearing: Diana Misiak, 476 Flanders Road, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  And I think my concern is the property value, what it is going 
to do. Also, the road is going to be moved 20 feet closer, that’s going to be 
closer to our house with the noise.  And also, when they are taking the wall 
down and reconstructing it, what hours are they going to be doing it? Are 
they going to be doing it at night? We are going to be hearing that. I think 
it’s unsightly. 
 
RESPONSE:  The value of real estate is dependent upon a variety of factors 
such as local real estate market trends, demographics, zoning requirements, 
and community facilities. We do not anticipate impacts to ultimate property 
values as a result of the project.  Alternative D, the preferred alternative, 
was selected largely because of aesthetics and mitigated noise levels, 
whereas other alternatives were much more intrusive on the surrounding 
community.   
 
Although a ramp is being moved closer to your home, it will remain within 
the existing NJDOT right-of-way with a noise wall adjacent to it.  Your 
neighborhood will experience similar noise levels, below the FHWA Noise 
Abatement Criteria, both before and after construction.  Working hours 

during construction may occur during the day and at night.  Precautions will 
be taken to mitigate construction noise.  Your home is located adjacent to 
the existing highway.  The photographic simulation for Flanders Road 
looking northwest at Ramp E for Alternative D (Photograph 5.4-21 in the 
DEIS) depicts your home and what will be seen to the west of your 
property.  NJDOT routinely holds pre-construction meetings to address 
construction issues such as staging, schedules, activities, evening work, and 
concerns raised by the effected communities.  
 
 
Public Hearing: Robert Bangs, 8 Aspen Place, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I am in the neighborhood of those houses that will be 
affected here in the park. My house, my unit is not, but I’m neighbors with 
those very close by that their units will be moved or replaced as it would be. 
As far as the environmental impact of the project, I don’t see that it’s going 
to have a huge impact environmentally around us. Some of the wetland may 
be affected slightly but I’m not certain it’s anything detrimental to the 
move.   
 
I’m not opposed to the project because it has to happen. I mean, I can’t see 
how it can’t. If one person is killed at that intersection then my objections of 
inconvenience seem kind of trivial.  I don’t know if everyone feels that way 
but I’m not opposed to the project. I understand it is important and why we 
have to do. And something has to change and I’m certain it will.    
 
The proposal that seems to be the best alternative is the one being presented 
here. I don’t think it’s so bad. It impacts my community in a strange way 
because it’s such a strange community so I’m not certain how that will 
affect us.   
 
And if this is the place for me to speak on the issues that I think are 
involved there, I guess my major concerns would be traffic during 
construction. I mean, our town is crowded with traffic now. To think it’s not 
going to have an adverse impact would be naive. It certainly would. Add 
dump trucks into the mix of traffic on the Black Horse Pike now and you 
have a mess. So I’m certain that traffic would be an issue that we really 
need to have a much clearer idea of what’s going to happen to streets with 
regards to traffic flow. I think that will be a big issue.  And as far as more 
personally for the park, replacement of the units that are being moved to 
look like the units that are being moved.  I don’t want a row of condos in 
the middle of the park.  We have to oppose that vehemently.  As long as the 
units being moved look like the units being moved, or if those units could 
physically be moved, that would be the best alternative.  I would go along 
with those things. 
 
The environmental impact, I don’t think it’s a big concern. I don’t mean I’m 
not an environmentalist but I think they are objections that can be 
overcome. I think we can overcome those kinds of objections about what 
may be environmentally sensitive areas, I think we will be okay with that 
stuff. That’s it. 
 
RESPONSE:  Regarding traffic during construction, the DEIS includes a 
traffic analysis. Based on this analysis it is not anticipated that the proposed 
project would result in any significant adverse impact to traffic in the study 
area.  Studies and means of minimizing impacts during construction will be 

investigated further in the design phase.  The Bellmawr Park Mutual 
Housing Corporation will be coordinating with the New Jersey Historic 
Preservation Office regarding the location and design of the replacement 
housing units in order to ensure the replacement housing is in keeping with 
the Bellmawr Park Mutual Housing Community neighborhood. 
See Sections 5.7.3.4 and 10.7. 
 
Public Hearing: James O’Rourke, 477 Dewey Road, Bellmawr 
 
COMMENT:  I believe the plan that you are going with is fine. You have 
an existing condition, I can see you did the best you could with it. And I 
don’t see what the big hub-bub is with this.  I think you did the best you 
can. You impacted several homes but that’s to be—I really just don’t see, 
you know, the bug hub-bub, what people are getting upset about.  You had 
an existing condition, you did the best you could and I think its minimal 
impact to the residents of Bellmawr.  I live off of Browning Road and we 
have the overpass by the cemetery.  If that’s all it is, I’m fine with it.  I think 
you did an excellent job. 
 
RESPONSE:  Thank you for your comment. 
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