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ASSEMBLYMAN JOHN S. WISNIEWSKI (Chairman): Good

morning, ladies and gentlemen. If you would, kindly, get to your seats.

Good morning. My name is John Wisniewski. I’'m Chairman of

the Assembly Transportation Committee.

I’d ask you all to rise so that we may pledge to our flag.

(recite Pledge of Allegiance)

You could all remain standing so that we could have a moment of

silence to remember our troops who are engaged in combat overseas.

you.

Thank you.

Nancy, will you please call the roll?

MS. LIPPER (Committee Aide): Certainly.

Assemblyman Bodine is absent.

Assemblyman Asselta substituting for Assemblyman DeCroce.
ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Here.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER FROM AUDIENCE: We can’t hear

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: We don’t have that many

microphones up here, so let me move this one over.

MS. LIPPER: Assemblyman Asselta is present.

Assemblyman Van Drew substituting for Assemblyman Johnson.
ASSEMBLYMAN VAN DREW: Here.

MS. LIPPER: Assemblyman Burzichelli.

ASSEMBLYMAN BURZICHELLI: Here.

MS. LIPPER: Assemblywoman Stender.

ASSEMBLYWOMAN STENDER: Here.



MS. LIPPER: Assemblyman Impreveduto is absent.

Vice-Chairman Gusciora, absent.

Chairman Wisniewski.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Here.

Does everybody have their microphones?

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. Thank you for all attending,
including my colleagues from the Legislature, some of whom have traveled
great distances, and others who have not traveled such great distances.

This is an important day for the Assembly Transportation
Committee, because it’s going to give the members of the Committee and
myself, as Chairman, an opportunity to hear from all of you about some issues
of importance to South Jersey, in particular, Route 55.

What | wanted to do at the outset is establish some ground rules
and inform you on how our Committee process works. If you wish to speak,
there are slips available at the table in the foyer or up here. We’d ask that you
fill out that slip so that, if you wish to speak, we will call on you. If your name
Is on any other list, don’t assume that you’ll be called on. We go by these slips
that have been filled out. And we will call those in some order, and my hope
Is to have everybody who has signed up -- an opportunity to speak.

In order to do that, I would ask that you try and contain your
remarks to within five minutes. | would, also, ask that if you have a long
written prepared statement, instead of reading it verbatim, submit that to the
Committee -- we will make sure that each member has an opportunity to read

that -- and paraphrase.



And, finally, if what you’re saying has been said one, or two, or
three times before, I’'m, certainly, not going to stop you from saying it again,
but if you could abbreviate it, recognizing that the point has been made. But
I do want to be fair to everyone and give everyone an opportunity to have their
say.

The Committee agenda mentions South Jersey transportation
issues. And the first item, the item of greatest concern, is Route 55. And once
we’ve had an opportunity to hear from all of those individuals who have signed
up to speak about that issue, if there are other issues affecting South Jersey
transportation needs, we, certainly, would love to hear from you, as well.

I wanted to make it clear that this is an opportunity for me, as
Chairman, to get an education from all of you about the pros and the cons and
the issues that affect Route 55. This is one of the first of several
Transportation Committee meetings that will be conducted throughout the
state to discuss issues of importance to our various regions, so that this
Committee, when we deliberate on legislation in Trenton, will have had an
opportunity to hear, first hand, from the policy makers, from the elected
officials, and, most importantly, the citizens. We recognize that it’s probably
not always easy to get to Trenton. So today we’re bringing Trenton to you.

And with that, | would like to offer my colleagues an opportunity
to make some opening statements. And | will first call on Assemblyman
Asselta.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And
thank you for hosting and bringing this Committee -- your Committee down

here to South Jersey.



Can you hear me?

Let me first begin -- and I’'m going to be brief, because this is all
about letting you come to us and gather the input that you have. But most
importantly, this issue -- and we know infrastructure brings economic viability.
And I think this Committee knows that. And | think coming down here today,
we will get a sense on how important building infrastructure in South Jersey
means to the entire state, not just South Jersey, not just the 1st Legislative
District.

And this particular highway has already proven to provide
infrastructure and economic viability to the southern region, namely
Gloucester County and Cumberland County. With the stoppage of that road
at the edge of Cumberland County, we have not seen the type of
improvements we need to see to make absolutely sure our area continues to
grow.

And | think, today, we will, obviously, hear from different sides of
that issue but, I think, most importantly, infrastructure improvements. And
the point of this particular hearing is to make sure this Committee clearly
understands -- and this community and region understands -- that we must
continue to grow, infrastructure-wise, if we’re going to provide the
opportunities for our citizens in South Jersey.

So thank you, Mr. Chairman, for hosting this meeting down here
-- very important meeting.

Thank you, again.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Assemblyman.

Next I'd like to call on Assemblywoman Linda Stender.



ASSEMBLYWOMAN STENDER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Good morning to all in attendance.

I am one of the members that traveled a little bit. I'm from Union
County. And I, specifically, made the trip because | felt it was important to
come down and see and hear about the issues that confront this part of the
state, because, certainly, as a member of the Transportation Committee, our
intention and our goal is to work for improvements throughout the state.
Because, indeed, they are key to our economic fortunes -- that investment in
transportation infrastructure is really about our future quality of life and well-
being.

So thank you very much.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Assemblywoman.

Assemblyman Burzichelli.

ASSEMBLYMAN BURZICHELLI: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Good morning to all, and thank you for coming out to be part of
this.

What has been said thus far -- where we stand in recognizing the
importance of good infrastructure-- | traveled from my home, which is in
Paulsboro, this morning, and was behind two trucks on Route 47, after Route
55. (applause)

Now, the only advantage to that was the words | was using did not
have to have more letters than four, so there was no strain on my vocabulary

or intellect at that moment. (laughter)



That being said, we also understand both sides of this discussion,
with regards to how we treat our land, how we treat our areas. And we’re going
to have that input today. We know we have to move forward.

But I'll say to all of you early -- because depending on how the
flow of the meeting goes, | may be called away -- there are issues of money in
the State that are a great problem. We, as taxpayers in New Jersey, recently
invested, not by choice -- it was before many of us got there -- to build a light
rail line from the city of Camden to the city of Trenton. We don’t think it’s
going to wear out from use. It will be there for a long time. But you, as
taxpayers, paid 100 percent of that bill with no Federal match. Probably when
it’s done -- maybe a billion dollars. Can you imagine if that billion dollars had
been applied to a project that could have Federal matching money, or moneys
where we only had to participate in maybe 20 percent with 80 percent Federal,
how far that billion dollars would have gone, maybe, to help this? Because at
this magnificent Convention Center we’re sitting in, which is taxpayer money--
For this to be viable, people have to be able to get to it. And they want to get
here and see something nice, and they want to travel and not be in bad places,
with regards to putting a road in that does great damage.

So with the balance of what we have to do, environmentally, so we
keep what we need to keep -- and how we have to move people -- that’s -- our
transportation plans have to be. So as we hear testimony today, we keep all
that in mind, but we must move forward.

So without a long speech, | look forward to the testimony,
although I think, maybe, we could predict the testimony. And as far as what

the problem is, I think if we brought Ray Charles in, he could tell us what the



problem is. We’ve got a lot of people trying to get to one place at the same
time, and it’s hard to move a lot of people.

So we’re very grateful you’re here. This process works best when
everybody’s involved. And our mind’s are opened -- of how to move about and
do the best we can with what resources we have at the moment.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Assemblyman.

And to conclude our opening statements by members of the panel,
I want to introduce Assemblyman Jeff Van Drew, who is, perhaps, one of the
principle reasons why this Committee’s here today. It was through Jeff’s
tenacity and persistence that he convinced me to have a Transportation
Committee meeting down here on this issue. And | want to thank him for
that.

Assemblyman Van Drew.

ASSEMBLYMAN VAN DREW: Thank you, Chairman.

I would just like to express, on behalf of all the residents down
here, thanks to the Chairman. This is the second time in about a year that the
Chairman of the Transportation Committee has been down here in Cape May
County. And if that’s happened in recent history, | sure don’t remember it.
And I think that shows a real commitment to South Jersey and our area. And
we truly appreciate that.

This is a difficult issue. This is an issue that’s been going on for
many, many years. This is nothing new. It’s nothing different. But hopefully,
what is different today, is that we’re going to turn a new page. And part of

this, hopefully, will be that we can find some common ground. Maybe we can



find some common ground where the environmental community and those
that want to see enhanced transportation opportunities, in some ways, can
work together.

It is a difficult issue because of the regulatory issues, because of the
environmental issues, because of the cost issues. And make no mistake about
it, I've said it many times and | will continue to say it, it is a tell-the-truth
issue, which means that we have to tell the truth. And what we’re here today
to do is to listen to the truth and find out how we can accomplish the goal,
which is a safer route to Cape May County -- a safer route, a faster route, and
a better route, without destroying the environment. And | believe that we can
do that, and | believe that this is a very good forward step that begins that
process.

So | want to thank you all for being here. And | know, equally as
well, Chairman, that | think you indicated that this would probably be a
meeting of approximately two hours.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: That’s correct, Assemblyman.

ASSEMBLYMAN VAN DREW: So | know that--

And just to reiterate, through the Chairman, what the Chairman
said -- that there’s a lot of people that want to speak. And where you think
you’re, pretty much, saying what has been said before, it would be useful to
move on, because I’'ve almost never seen so many speakers at one particular
committee hearing in a long time.

Thank you, Chairman.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Assemblyman.



Moving right into the individuals who have signed up to speak,
Freeholder Director Daniel Beyel.

Mr. Director, and whomever else you have with you.

We are preparing a transcript, and the microphones in front of you
are the transcript microphones, and the small black ones are for amplification.
If you would just identify yourself for the record when you speak, I'd
appreciate it.

Thank you.

FREEHOLDER DANIEL BEYEL: Thank you.

I’m Freeholder Director of Cape May County, Daniel Beyel. I'm
here with County Engineer Dale Foster and Freeholder Ralph Bakley.

I want to welcome you to Cape May County, and Wildwood in
particular. We appreciate your willingness to come down and meet with the
people at a more convenient location. So we thank you for that. And I
encourage you, on your way out, that if you haven’t gotten your summer rental
or you want to buy your second home (laughter) that you will find people
willing, in the lobby, to assist you.

One of the other hats that | wear is, I’'m the Chairman of the
South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization. It’s the four southern
counties of Salem, Cumberland, Cape May, and Atlantic. And we plan the
Federal and State transportation moneys and matching funds for addressing
transportation needs in that region.

The Route 55 problem and the Route 47 corridor is the number
one issue since I've been a member of that group now, which goes back almost

eight years. Of anywhere in South Jersey, everybody recognizes that this



corridor needs to be addressed, as far as for safety, congestion, environmental
protection, and for economic opportunities for the shore region.

We have authorized what we call a Shore Connection Committee,
which was recommended by the Department of Transportation. They met for
three years between Cumberland County and Cape May County. We came
up with some short-term, intermediate-term, and long-term recommendations.
It’s been five years since that Committee has started it’s work. It’s still
relatively active, but there have been no improvements constructed, based
upon all the recommendations that were agreed to. So we’re not too optimistic
that normal planning means are the best to get a lot of things done.

But we did come up with one method. It was initiated through
Cape May County. It’s to make people take alternate routes off of county
roads to get to the eastern side of Cape May County. And that was
implemented by the county and, finally, supported by the New Jersey
Department of Transportation. And it does make an impact.

Assemblyman Doug Fisher has a summer home in Avalon. He
leaves from Cumberland County when he comes down. It takes him an extra
hour. And he was the Co-Chairman, along with myself, of the Shore
Connection Committee. And I’'m sure (indiscernible) this morning knows that
that’s -- if he was here, he’d be jumping up and down, | think, to be part of
the, hopefully, success of this project.

Also in the region, you have the South Jersey Transportation
Authority, which operates the Atlantic City Expressway. They’re very
supportive of having some improvements in this corridor, because people who

are traveling east from the Philadelphia region or Delaware region get on the
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Expressway. It impacts, adversely, Atlantic County, because so many people
are taking that route, to connect to the Parkway to come south, that it’s having
some impacts that they may have to address -- they wouldn’t have to address
If this -- other roadways had more capacity, and more people used them.

Second, I've been a Freeholder -- this is my 16th year -- and I've
been an elected official in Cape May County for over 25 years. There’s two
issues in Cape May County that rub everybody the wrong way, and this is
probably the number one issue. The second issue is the traffic lights on the
Garden State Parkway. So when it comes to transportation issues, we’ve done
a lot with what we have to work with, but | think we could do better at the
same time.

The South Jersey Transportation Authority -- planning
Organization, excuse me -- authorized some aerial photography of the summer
season about three years ago. They took pictures of the Route 47 corridor at
times of summer use. They sent the information to our planning organization,
and the people put a note on their report saying that, “In all the years that
we’ve been in business in Nlew Jersey, and all the aerial mapping and pictures
we have taken, this is the worst area of traffic congestion we have observed --
in this Route 47, Route 55 corridor.”

One of the things that’s distressing to Cape May County is that
tourism is our number one industry here. And we’re looking around and
looking at other areas -- radius of about 300 miles -- is generally the market for
the people who come to vacation in Cape May County and have second
homes. But other states, such as Delaware-- They have constructed a new

superhighway, Route 1, to take people from the northern part of Delaware to
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the southern coastal areas of their state. Maryland -- Route 13 and 113 takes
people from populated areas of Maryland -- directs them towards Maryland
resorts in a more safer, quicker manner. Some of these people would normally
be people, hopefully, that would come and vacation in New Jersey. Virginia --
we see the Chesapeake Bay Bridge tunnel has added dual lanes to assist their
traffic capacities and to make it safer and quicker for people traveling in that
vicinity. And the Virginia Beach area -- they’ve increased the expressway and
the capacity in that area. And if you go down a little further south, you go to
Chesapeake, Virginia. And they have just constructed a Chesapeake
Expressway. It's a 16-mile long road that connects parts of Virginia, heading
towards North Carolina, where people go to the Outer Bank resorts. It was
opened in, | believe, the year 2001. It’s 16 miles long, cost $160 million, and
it took 10 years to plan, permit, and construct.

So there’s an awful lot of opportunity. And we’re concerned that
the other states are making improvements that are going to take those visitors,
that normally came here in the past, to other destinations and may not bring
them back. So I think New Jersey’s going to be losing people, potentially, to
other areas, because other states are viewing transportation needs as part of the
local tourism and coastal economy requirement.

In Virginia, some of the concerns they had to address when they
built that roadway, as far as wetlands or lakes, waters, ponds, and
environmental concerns are not as rigid as they are in New Jersey, but they
were able to get the permits necessary and do that. That’s something, | think,

that we have to do here in Cape May County and Cumberland County.
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We need the cooperation of our two communities that are
affected, one in Cumberland County in Maurice River Township and Dennis
Township. We want them on board, and we want them advocates to change
things.

In the summertime, people can’t get in and out of their homes,
because the traffic is just backed up so long that it’s fruitless. And if there’s an
accident or medical emergency, to get emergency services people there -- who,
in that area, are volunteers -- and then travel back down to this area, where the
only hospital is in Cape May County -- in the Cape May Court House area --
it’s very frustrating, and it’'s not what needs to be done.

I think in some of the design phases that have been proposed for
Route 55 extension, we look at areas of 300-, 400-, 500-foot right-of-ways.
We look at a lot of other types of construction that may not be suitable for this
location. | think we need to rethink, in general, that -- smaller right-of-ways
may be able to be constructed.

And | think, when you look to what can be done in Cape May
County and what may be done in other areas of the state, | think you have to
look at where you are today. You’'re sitting in a building that’s east of the
boardwalk, that’s constructed on, probably, New Jersey’s nicest and longest
beach. It’s in a Federal emergency management area, high velocity wind and
water action zone, and we had to give exceptions in all the permitting process
to construct such a facility here. And I think if you look at it’s location, and
iIf you look out towards the ocean, you see the Ocean City, Sea Isle, Avalon,
Stone Harbor beaches that have washed down here and helped extend this out.

You’'ll see that people in Cape May County are pleased to be part of the
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solution here. But this was a very difficult problem to -- where to site and
where to build. But I think this has really worked out well. And | think it
shows that using some balance of doing something right, protecting the
environment, and using some common sense, things can be done.

And I also would suggest, if you came in today on the Wildwood
Boulevard, that you exit today on the North Wildwood Boulevard. If you look
at how that road is constructed, that could be a good example on how to
extend Route 55. It goes through a very environmentally sensitive area, but
it’s a very necessary route, and it’s relatively compact in width. But I think it
addresses the concerns that we want to see. And it’s been done in the last 25
years. It took a long time to get the concept approved, the permits approved,
and then the funding approved. It was over, | think, $60-some million to do
that. But | think there are some solutions, and there are some things that we
can do using common sense.

So | think, today-- In the past, most of us thought that the
progress was -- if we were an automobile in park, hopefully today, by having
this hearing, we’ve moved to neutral, and now we want to go into drive gear
number one, and, at least, start some positive planning, rather than just talking
about a proposal, and get us to where we want to go. Because | think things
are doable, and there’s an awful lot of factors that, | think, are important. And
there may be pending bills in the Assembly and Senate that we want to work
with you to support.

But funding is a concern, timing of the funding. We recognize
that. But I think if we can agree on what needs to be constructed, where it

needs to be constructed at, what limitations we may have, and then look at
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how to fund it, I think, at least, it would get us to think that we are going to
be competitive for the future. Because with the budget dilemma that the State
of New Jersey has, if we had more people working here, more people paying to
acquire and invest in properties here, it will generate more income to the State
of New Jersey and, at the same time, it’s not necessarily expanding services to
the people that, on a year-round basis, live here. We go from about a hundred
thousand population to over a half-million population in the summertime.

So we appreciate your being here today.

And I'd like to ask our County Engineer if he could give you a
brief synopsis of his concerns.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Sure. Thank you, Freeholder.

FREEHOLDER BEYEL: Thank you.
DALE M. FOSTER: Route 55 was conceived in the '60s to connect
Philadelphia and its suburbs to Cape May’s shore communities. Today, the
four-lane divided highway of Route 55 begins at the Route 42 Freeway, in
Gloucester County, and terminates in Port Elizabeth, in Cumberland County.
At Port Elizabeth, all highway traffic is dumped onto the two-lane Route 47.
Route 47 was built in the 1920s, and is best described as a meandering two-
lane land-service roadway, having poor horizontal alignment incapable of
handling freeway traffic.

The geography of Cape May County is unique in that it’s a
peninsula with salt-water boundaries for almost three-quarters of its perimeter.
This poses a large evacuation challenge should a hurricane strike the

community. Route 47 and the Garden State Parkway are not safe places in a
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hurricane. They cross existing salt water marshes where flooding could strand
motorists in their cars.

An Army Corps of Engineers’ study predicts that the backup for
evacuating Cape May County would be in excess of 30 hours. Even with the
successful implementation of a reverse lane strategy on Route 47, we would
only reduce the backup to about 20 hours. Unfortunately, this is not
acceptable. As Cape May County, we have to ensure the safety of our visitors
and our residents. Evacuation could also be required in the event of homeland
security.

Cape May County’s economy is almost exclusively dependent
upon the tourism. The inordinate amount of tax dollars which Cape May
County economy sends to Trenton and Washington, D.C., is not the primary
justification for advocating the completion of Route 55. However, it is a major
factor,due to our need to compete with coastal areas in the states to the south.

Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina are investing
heavily in upgrading the roadways leading to their coastal areas,so as to provide
a smooth, safe, and efficient means that has the capability to handle their
tourism traffic.

If the trip to Cape May County remains long and difficult, an
increasing number of visitors will opt for the other tourist areas. We must
reduce our travel times, as well as increase safety and convenience for
motorists, in order to maintain our status of a desirable tourist destination.

The completion of Route 55 is necessary, simply from the
standpoint of the senseless deaths and maiming injuries from motor vehicle

crashes that have occurred along Route 47. Many lives could have been, and
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can be, saved if Route 55 is completed. It is a well-known fact that divided
highways have a much lower rate of vehicle crashes than two-lane roadways.

Homeowners along the existing 47 deserve a better quality of life
than the one that exists today. These homeowners are prisoners in their own
homes on weekends and suffer from vehicle exhaust fumes, large amounts of
litter, and harassment from long-delayed motorists. Because of the traffic
congestion, these motorists -- these homeowners are unable to exit their
driveways.

With the advances in today’s design and standards, we can
construct a roadway that will adapt to the environment, as well as address the
safety, economic, and quality-of-life issues that have been neglected for far too
long.

In summary, Cape May County needs and supports the
completion of Route 55. Public safety demands it, motorists need it, and our
tourism economy cries for it.

Thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you.

And does Mr. Bakley have anything? (no response)

Thank you, gentlemen.

FREEHOLDER BEYEL: Thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Our next individual to testify
will be Jody Carrara.

JODY CARRARA: Good morning.
ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Good morning.

Jody, I’'m looking on your sheet here -- organization -- ANJEC?
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MS. CARRARA: Yes, the Association of New Jersey
Environmental Commissions.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you.

MS. CARRARA: You’re welcome.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Just speak louder, please.

MS. CARRARA: ANJEC is in direct competition -- opposition to
the extending of Route 55. There will be no economic benefits or social
benefits.

The resort economies of Cape May County would not be assisted
by these roadways. The municipalities in Cumberland, and those in Cape May
-- a few of them -- would be negatively impacted, economically.

The highway would impact the master plans and rural characters
of municipalities, and sprawl development might follow if any development
were allowed.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER FROM AUDIENCE: Can she get a
microphone or something?

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: There is a microphone.

MS. LIPPER: Move the small, flat one closer to you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: The flat one to your left.

MS. CARRARA: All right.

The highway would impact the master plans and rural characters
of municipalities, and sprawl development would follow if development were
allowed on the exits. The land we’re talking about is very fragile. Economic

development would not follow this road.
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The New Jersey Department of Transportation, in 1995, predicted
that 62 houses would be moved in order to make room for the Route 55
extension. With the development in Cape May as it is now, the number will
be higher. The extension of Route 55 will not alleviate congestion. What it
will do is it will move that congestion. When you have congestion right now
at Route 55 where it meets Route 47, that will be moved to the Garden State
Parkway, the Barrier Island causeways, and Route 9. You will not reduce your
traveling time.

The environmental impacts from the extension of Route 55 are
incalculable. You would have 20 miles of a 300-foot roadway going through
wetlands, forest. It would have to be a raised roadway in many areas.

Cape May County is very blessed with natural resource beauty and
a very, very healthy economy. The road should not be extended at the expense
of other economies. Cape May County -- what they should do is think of their
future by recognizing the natural capacity limitations of their land, which is a
peninsula.

Thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Jody.

Do you have a copy of your--

MS. CARRARA: Yes, | do.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: --prepared remarks so that we
can have them for the record?

Thank you.

Next I’d like to call Lew Ostrander, Cape May County Fireman’s

Association.
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Lew, the flat microphone is for amplification.
LEWIS OSTRANDER: Yes.

Good morning, everyone.

I'm here representing the Cape May County Fireman’s
Association. My name is Lew Ostrander. I’'m Deputy Fire Marshall of Cape
May County. I'm also the Fire Official of the city of North Wildwood, so | do
have a couple hats that | wear that this road will impact.

The main reason I’'m here to speak to you today is to talk about
the safety. One of the biggest problems that we have is in the event of an
evacuation from this island. As you all know, during a storm we have to go off
this island. And Route 47 is -- the way it’s designed now, they’re going to
direct traffic one way out. Our biggest concern is we have to rely on outside
forces to support us in the event of an emergency. If we have all the traffic
impacted leaving -- if you put 200,000 people, in the summertime, on the road
going out, it’s going to be very -- it’s going to impact our services to get people
here to help us in a time of emergency.

Also, now, with the Homeland Security Act, and the planning that
we’re doing, we are, literally -- if you look at any map -- cut off from the world
in the event of a major emergency. If the roadways are impacted by tourists
leaving, we are going to be impacted by not allowing -- we’ll be shut off from
the National Guard coming to us with support, the State Police coming to us
with support. All our outside agencies are coming from the Vineland-Trenton
area to our destination. Without this valuable construction of Route 55, we

are left with Route 47, Route 9, and of course, the Garden State Parkway.
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But you can’t use the Garden State Parkway as your main
roadway, because it’s impacted by the water that surrounds it on the east side.
So if we were going to use the Garden State Parkway, we always have to plan
for the worst case scenario, especially during a hurricane evacuation, of
flooding. Contrary to what a lot of people know of the Garden State Parkway,
there are areas that the wetlands come right up to the roadway. So that’s a
concern.

But overall, from the public safety end, our biggest concern during
an emergency -- and especially now in the troubled times that we have -- is
getting help to us from the outside. And without this needed highway, we’re
going to be impacted greatly, when we need that support, because of two
things. If the Salem nuclear plant were to be destroyed, or something happened
there, we have to get our people out of here. We all know that. And in the
same breath, the emergency people that we have in Cape May County, Atlantic
County, and Cumberland County -- they’ll be impacted because we’re their
lifeline.

The mutual aid agreements that we have with all the counties in
New Jersey-- All the fire services and all the emergency services -- we work
together. So it works in reverse. If you’re up in Cumberland County, and you
have an emergency, you’re going to rely on our forces in Cape May County to
get to you to help. And that’s going to be hampered.

And that’s one of the biggest problems that we have right now,
when we’re dealing with planning, especially with the new homeland security

planning that’s going on, on a daily basis. We are, literally, cut off from the
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rest of the state in some kind of an emergency, and that’s where we’re
concerned.

The big thing that | wanted to end by saying is, | want to thank
you for coming here, but we have to all put this in perspective. If we don’t put
this plan together, and we don’t see the drawings of where this roadway is
going to be, and we don’t spend this needed money to do that funding, then
we’re all going to be here arguing about what’s going to be destroyed or what’s
not going to be destroyed.

And the most important thing is that we get this planning done.
Let’s see a big map up on the wall of the actual drawings of where the road’s
going to go. Let’s get all that finality done. And part of what you’re here for
today is to spend that needed money that we need to get this plan in place.

And that’s why, from a public safety standpoint-- Planning is what
we’re at, right now. We’re in the planning stages, in the 21st century, in a
time when things can happen. Even though Cape May County is at the
southern end of the state, our forces here impact the forces all throughout the
state.

When we had to go up to New York-- We sent a lot of people
from here to New York. We were thinking if that, New York, had impacted
the Garden State Parkway, we would have been cut off. We wouldn’t have
been able to go and support the people in New York, and vice versa. Those
people in New York -- if we’re cut off here -- they won’t be able to come to us
to support us.

And | think we have to take into consideration the environment.

We have to take into consideration the impact of lives that use the roadway.
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But our big concern is the public safety forces using that roadway, and getting
people out of here in an emergency.

And, again, | want to thank you for allowing us to speak here
today. But, please, get the planning done, get the drawings done. Let us see,
on paper, what we’re actually looking at, so that we can, actually, tell the public
out there if they are going to be impacted.

And, again, | thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Lew.

And we’ll follow up with another Lou, Freeholder Lou Magazzu.

Freeholder.

FREEHOLDER LOUIS N. MAGAZZU: Mr. Chairman,
good afternoon.

If I may, | have copies.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Freeholder, | appreciate the
remarks, and if you could paraphrase and summarize--

FREEHOLDER MAGAZZU: Mr. Chairman, I’'ll be happy to do
that.

Let me first welcome all of you for -- welcome all of you to
Cumberland County -- Cape May County | should say -- in South Jersey.

I know every one of you, so | hope my comments will still be
viewed as reasonable and appropriate. (laughter) | appreciate the fact that
you’re all here.

ASSEMBLYMAN VAN DREW: It’s going to be hard to do.

FREEHOLDER MAGAZZU:. Thank you very much,

Assemblyman.
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Assemblyman Asselta, that’s why I’'m glad you’re from Vineland.

Anyway, let me just paraphrase, if | may, because | know you have
many people here. The thrust of my comments, really, are in a couple of areas.

First of all, the economic development concept-- Route 55 began,
literally, when | was a little boy. And for a long time, it was known as a road
to nowhere. It went from Malaga to Port Elizabeth, two wonderful
communities worth visiting at any time, but it did not reach it’s purpose -- or
meet it’s purpose, which was to provide an opportunity for, in effect, a straight,
direct shot to the shore.

It had enormous economic, positive benefits for our county. | will
tell you -- and both Assemblyman Asselta and Assemblyman Van Drew, and
Assemblyman Burzichelli from the third district-- The three of them are aware
of what’s happened in Vineland and Millville. And a lot of it is as a result of
the Route 55 expansion and extension there.

Literally, an unemployment rate that used to be double the State
national average -- that is now, pretty much, about the State national average --
literally having thousands of people on welfare, now in the hundreds of people.
So we’ve seen positive impact, but it has not met it’s original purpose and goal,
and that is to be a connector to, certainly, the shore.

We, certainly, in Cumberland County, respect the environment.
We love it. We don’t want to have the types of sprawl that some parts of the
state have. But we are also desperate to have an economic quality of life that
parallels our environmental quality of life.

Assemblyman Asselta and | grew up in Cumberland County, in

Vineland, and remember the bad days. We remember the unemployment rate
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that former Congressman Hughes estimated to be, probably, at 20 percent, and
the worst of it.

Your prior speaker spoke about safety, and | want to amplify that,
if | may. For three years, | served as liaison for the public safety area in
Cumberland County, as a Freeholder. And, literally, God forbid if there was
a true, global type of emergency -- when | say global, | don’t necessarily mean
terrorism, I mean a hurricane or something like that. The ability to take
people from the shore back to the mainland would be enhanced dramatically
if you had Route 55. Said a different way, | think our ability to do that is
reduced dramatically.

I guess the only other point, since I'm paraphrasing, is the-- Oh,
traffic counts. There have been constant studies -- many studies. All you need
to do is look at the traffic counts. And one of the things that | found almost
paradoxical, with respect to the environmental impact-- We are hurting the
environment in a real way with the backup of vehicles every weekend at Port
Elizabeth. | mean, there is gasoline, there’s fumes, there’s backup. And I'm
not a scientist, but as a layman, | said to myself, “I wonder how much damage
we’re doing to the environment, how much waste, literally, in that backup--"
And it may sound funny, unless you look at the vehicles and you see the tie-
up, not to mention the loss of hours. And when we talk about the quality of
life, and enjoyment of quality of life, we’re recognizing that when people are
trapped in cars, they’re losing that opportunity.

I’'ve made the following recommendations, at the end of my
statement, if | may.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Sure.
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FREEHOLDER MAGAZZU.: Number one, adopt the
recommendation of the Shore Connection Study and build overpasses on the
Garden State Parkway at the end, just north of Cape May, to relieve
congestion at that pressure point. | would say, this came as a result of meeting
with our planning department. This is not just coming out of my mind.

Two, follow through with intersection and road widenings
throughout the Route 47 corridor, which have been proposed by the study.

Number three, construct a two-lane limited access highway from
Weatherby Road in Maurice River Township to Tuckahoe, using the
abandoned railroad right-of-way. Portions are already under State control, and
the parts of Belleplain State Park which would be touched are not critical areas.

Most importantly, we need to act now and begin construction,
rather than complete study after study and hold meeting after meeting with no
concrete result. I’'m not suggesting that’s the case here. We appreciate that
you’re here. This type of attention, frankly, of the Legislature shows the
importance that you attached to it. But from a point of view of those of us
who have been life-long residents, there’s a great degree of frustration, because
there’s been lots of talk, lots of study, and very, very little action.

The residents of Cape May and Cumberland County deserve more
than an unfinished highway from the last half of the 20th century. We
appreciate and respect legitimate environmental issues and concern raised by
people who have those legitimate issues.

| believe, with all due respect, that they’re not mutually exclusive

issues. We are a smart enough State, smart enough people. And if we plan it,
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I think, with the resources, we can, in the least intrusive way, finish the
promise of Route 55, and | think that will help all of us.

And that’'s my final point. Someone might say, “Well, wait a
minute. If Cumberland County’s had all the benefit of Route 55 ending there,
why do you want to connect it?” We have a regional economy in South Jersey,
probably all over the state -- probably mid-Atlantic region -- but | can speak
with some comfort about the regional impact.

How goes Cape May County and Atlantic County, so goes
Cumberland, so goes Salem, so goes Gloucester, so goes Camden. We are all
interrelated. What’s good for part of the region is good for the entire region.

I want to thank you again for coming down here. It’s great to see
all of you, and | am particularly impressed that you came in April rather than
June or July or August, where you could have taken the afternoon to go to the
beach. So it shows tremendous commitment, and | thank you for that. |
appreciate you being here.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Freeholder. Thank
you for your comments.

Next, I’d like to call Dennis Keck, Assistant Commissioner, New
Jersey Department of Transportation.

Commissioner.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER W. DENNIS KECK:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It’s good to be here. And thank you for inviting me here today to

speak on issues in South Jersey. Thank you, also, for the wonderful weather.

It’s just a pleasure to come down.
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ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: 1 wish | could take credit for

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: | wish you could, too.

I’m just going to paraphrase, quickly. A number of the remarks
that | was going to speak on have been, already, touched upon. But | wanted
to just mention, quickly, some of the things that we are now involved in, in
South Jersey. And | want to touch on the Route 55 issue.

As an Assistant Commissioner for Planning Development, | will
tell you I've been with the Department of Transportation for 31 years, and |
have seen a number of studies on the issue of the Route 55 freeway in my
career. Clearly, this is an issue that has a number of pros and cons associated
with it, and it’s, obviously, a difficult issue to try and address for the
Department of Transportation.

Let’s just talk about some of the things that we’re doing right now
in Cape May County. Many of you know, 10 years ago we spent over $80
million improving the major access into North Wildwood, the Route 147
bridge -- key piece of infrastructure -- key because it provided good access into
a barrier island. And we continued to do those types of projects today. We
just recently completed, last year, the Ocean City Long Port Bridge, at a cost
of over $52 million.

Another major piece of infrastructure the Department of
Transportation is starting the final design on, down in Cape May County, of
course -- it’s a structure which leads to Ocean City, just to the very north of
this region here -- at the very northern tip of Cape May County. And, again,

the cost of improving that structure -- which has been in existence for over 80
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years, which is severely deteriorated -- at a cost of over $220 million -- just one
structure.

So the task and the importance of these are obvious. These are
key access points to our barrier islands, and we need to address them. And we
are doing that.

At the same time, we are looking at a number of other projects.
Here in Middle Township, construction is underway, at a cost of over $10
million, to widen a piece of Route 47, creating center turning lanes to improve
traffic flow.

And, also, the Department is working on a number of design
improvements throughout the State highway system. In Cape May County,
almost $20 million in improvements on Routes 9, 49, 56, and 47 are moving
through our design pipeline, including bridge replacements, dam repairs, and
operational and safety improvements.

Let’s talk about the Route 55 issue for a second. Here we are in
this era of resources that are scarce. Obviously, you listen to the Governor,
and you’re looking at $6 billion deficits in our budget. Resources are scarce.
And, clearly, the infrastructure is old. This is an old state. We have an aging
infrastructure. We have a fragile environment. We have tremendous
congestion. And all of those factors go into our decision-making and how we
try to address transportation in our State.

I think we need to focus, really, on long-term rehabilitation,
repairing, and repairing our transportation systems, and trying to, really

effectively, make sure that our infrastructure is in a state of good repair.
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With that, clearly, our policy today is to fix it first. Our primary
focus of the Department’s work, right now, in both South Jersey and across
most of our state, is to maintain, rehabilitate, reconstruct our aging
transportation systems.

At the same time, we can’t forget about the other important issues
that we face, in terms of smart growth, trying to address congestion, and
improving mobility, as well as improving the quality of life for all of New
Jersey’s citizens. And when we look at South Jersey, and we look at this area --
and Dale Foster said it well -- and Chairman Beyel said it well -- that down
here in South Jersey, we have a unique blend of rural, farmland, shore
communities, open space, urban, suburban, and business centers. All of that
makes it difficult, in terms of how we move forward on major, brand new
initiatives.

Let’s face it, much of the transportation system today is
completed. And we are focusing much, much more today on trying to do what
we can to repair what we have. At the same time, improvements are necessary.
Congestion exists. We can’t bury our heads in the sand and pretend it doesn’t
exist.

The last study on Route 55-- | can remember, when | started in
1971, our 1968 master plan, which was the first master plan the Department
of Transportation ever put out, had Route 55 freeway completion in it. It was
studied in the 1970s, it was studied in the 1980s, and it was studied in the
1990s. The last study that came out in 1994 -- the Department conducted a
study of the proposed extension of the Route 55 freeway through this corridor

from Port Elizabeth over to the Garden State Parkway. The study concluded
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that the cost of such an extension would exceed one-half billion dollars -- this
was in the early 1990s -- and that the environmental impacts would be severe.

This is one of the most ecologically sensitive and important areas
in the East Coast, that you’re going through. It is of interest to
environmentalists throughout the nation. Among its many environmental
attributes, it serves as one of the most important locations for bird migrations
along the Atlantic Flyway in North America. And completion of the 55
freeway would require filling of up to 100 acres of wetlands. If you look at the
region in the area that we were proposing this, depending on the alternative,
almost 40 percent of the area is wetlands. So much of the high cost is because
the type design you would have to do is to build a lot of this unstructured,
more costly design, more costly construction. Yet, even with that, you would
still be filling in over a hundred acres.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Commissioner, let me, if |
may, just ask a question.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Yes, sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: The history of the designs and
the studies for Route 55 goes on for several decades.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Yes, sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Is the issue, ultimately, one of
money, or is it ultimately one of environment?

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: 1 think it’s both. Quite
frankly, it’s an issue here. When I’'m talking about the direct impacts of the
construction of a road, I'm simply talking about directly what would happen

iIf we constructed this. | think you get into the other issues of what happens
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to the neighborhoods, to the communities, to the counties along this corridor,
as well. The indirect impacts, then, are caused by what happens to the induced
growth that is caused by the construction of a route. So it gets into growth
issues and other issues, as well.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Well, just-- | mean, the
Department of Transportation does not get involved in growth issues. Simply,
your agency, your department looks at projects, in terms of costs,
environmental complexity. And my understanding is, the more complex it
gets, environmentally, the more expensive it gets. So | mean, is it fair to say
that because of the environmental complexity, this has become a very
expensive project.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Yes, sir. | think that’s
a very fair statement. Yes, sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: And has this ever been put
into the capital plan, other than the studies that have been done?

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: It’s been put into the
capital plan in the past for studies -- for study money, but that’s it. It is-- We
have never moved forward with any type of final design or right-of-way
acquisition or construction dollars for this project, per se.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Okay, thank you.

Any other members have questions?

Assemblyman Asselta.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Yes, just one question, Mr.

Chairman.
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Have you been aware of alternative plans in the last three or four
or five years that have been presented to, | guess, the past three
commissioners?

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: | am aware that there
have been a number of discussions and alternatives that have been suggested,
yes, Sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Do you have an opinion of those
alternative plans?

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: We had looked at,
initially, in evaluating these-- There have been some -- almost a dozen
different alternatives that were looked at at one time or another, everything
from building a new freeway, four-lane freeway, to trying to improve and
upgrade existing roads that could handle the traffic.

And your dilemma is, a lot of the improvements, even to improve
existing roads, which could handle that traffic, has a lot of impacts because of
the people that live in close proximity to those roads. And even those
alternatives were very high cost and not always supported. But | am aware of
a number of them.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: So, through the Chairman, as the
Chairman mentioned, your job as professionals in the transportation area
would be to find the solution to the problem.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Yes, sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: And even though there has been
numerous alternatives presented, your department -- and you’ve been there 31

years, | believe--
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ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Yes, sir.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: --31 years, and this issue has been,
I guess, around half that time. You still haven’t looked at any of those
alternatives, to try to begin to solve the problem, so that maybe today we
wouldn’t be sitting here. (applause)

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: | appreciate that members of
the audience may like what somebody says a lot, or dislike what somebody says
a lot, but if we could try to keep audience participation to speaking at the
microphone, | think we’ll be more productive today.

Commissioner.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: And just to answer-- |
mean, these are difficult decisions. We have done work that indicated that
these were difficult decisions, and that any alternative would be extremely
expensive, and that it would have a lot of environmental impact. And when
that was concluded, the decisions to move forward were not forthcoming. And,
I mean, that’s where we are today, quite frankly. They have not been
forthcoming. What we have been doing is looking at how can we try to
improve the existing system to make it operate better. And that we are trying
to do, and are working towards. (applause)

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: So through the Chair, just to end
this, it’s, in your opinion and the Department’s opinion, through the past three
administrations -- and this is not a political or partisan issue here -- it’s an
unsolvable problem, as far as the Department of Transportation is concerned,

because of it’s lack of initiative to attempt to solve in any such way.



ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Through the Chairman,
nothing is unsolvable. There are answers and solutions to this. It gets to the
issue of your costs, your benefits, and the tremendous challenge that we face,
statewide, to improve our infrastructure. It gets to your decision making on
how we make decisions about where we spend our very limited resources,
Assemblyman.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Okay, so--

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Those are really the
issues. Nothing is unsolvable.

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Okay. So to finish this, then -- then
priority-wise, you’'ve just established to me that South Jersey, Cape May
County and Cumberland County is very low on the Department of
Transportation’s list of priority. And I’'m not--

He’s been there 31 years, Mr. Chairman, and I’'m not criticizing
any one administration, because we’ve dealt with this with a Republican
administration for the last eight years, also.

So if that’s going to be the position of DOT, to say it’s not high on
our priority list, because there are many difficulties associated with solving this
problem, that’s what we need to know.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Well, Assemblyman--

And, certainly, Commissioner, you can respond.

I think one of the problems -- and this is not a Democrat or
Republican issue--

ASSEMBLYMAN ASSELTA: Absolutely.
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ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: --because you’re right, for the
last 30 years, regardless of administration, there have been transportation
issues like Route 55 here, or Route 92 in Middlesex County, or Route 206 in
Sussex County, all of which, at some point, develop large environmental
concerns, which translate into large dollar concerns. And it always has been a
problem. We have a lot more need than we have will to execute, because the
dollars aren’t always there.

Commissioner.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: Mr. Chairman, | think
you have summarized it in a nutshell. And, again, these are difficult decision.
Obviously, this is one of the reasons why this project has been so difficult to
make final decisions on moving forward on.

I will say, there is a lot of work, though, that is going on, as |
mentioned, in South Jersey, as well. Clearly, there are some key infrastructure
demands. When you spend $225 million on one structure, and you have
6,000 structures in this state that you need to pay attention to, | would say
that is saying something that, “Hey, we also need to pay attention--" And |
can’t think of a piece of infrastructure that is more critical than the access to
our barrier islands, in particular. So those are some of the things -- when we
look at what we need to fix -- that we need to really pay attention to.

As an engineer, I'd like nothing -- | mean, | like to build stuff. |
do. But yet, these are difficult decisions. And, clearly, when you look at the
environment-- | mean, this whole area is either within a CAFRA or within the
Pinelands regulatory area. Again, if you look at the state map, and you look

at all the green and orange and little squiggly lines that show wetlands on the
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map, this whole area is just covered by those sensitivities. And I think that’s
what’s made the decision so difficult here.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, Commissioner.
I would just ask that you remain with us for the remainder of the testimony,
In case an issue comes up that you might be useful in either answering a
guestion or providing additional insight on.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER KECK: It would be my pleasure,
Mr. Chairman.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you.

I’d like to next call, from the New Jersey Audubon Society, David
Mizrahi. Did | get that right?

David, | hope I got your name right.
DAVID MIZRAHI, Ph.D.: I'll repeat it for the benefit of the panel
and the audience today.

I’m Dr. David Mizrahi, Vice President for Research, New Jersey
Audubon Society.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak today.

I’'m here representing the New Jersey Audubon Society and our
20,000 members to assert our strong opposition to the proposal to extend
Route 55 through Cape May County.

As you’ve heard from the Assistant Commissioner of DOT, this
will have a tremendous impact on a large area of very sensitive habitat that’s
used by threatened and endangered species. It will destroy world-class natural

areas, it will promote sprawl development, and impede the repair of many
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roadways and bridges in need of immediate attention by diverting
transportation funds.

As early as 1994, the Southern Jersey Transportation Planning
Organization concluded, after a two-year study, that the need for a major
highway project with year-round impacts, to address problems that occurred
during a limited summer season, is questionable.

The wildlife, forests, and wetlands of Cape May County and
southeastern Cumberland County, as many of you know, are among the best
New Jersey has to offer. These wild areas are home to many threatened and
endangered species, and provide critical habitat for migrant land birds. And
these areas are not only important to the animals, but they’re important to the
region’s striving ecotourism industry. Many people come to this area not only
to enjoy the beaches, but enjoy the wildlife that we’ve done such a tremendous
job in protecting.

The extension of Route 55 will directly fragment and destroy
nature preserves, including the Nature Conservancy’s Manumuskin Preserve,
Dennis Creek Wildlife Management Area, and Belleplain State Forest, to name
a few. It will destroy over one square mile of habitat and pollute nine different
waterways, including the Morris River, which is nationally recognized as a wild
and scenic river. Indirectly, this project will promote sprawl, which is counter
to the State’s current Smart Growth initiative.

Each time we introduce the idea or introduce a major roadway
project, it’s done under the guise of easing traffic congestion. But in every

case, or in most cases, major roadways, including the Garden State and
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Interstate 287, have become arteries that foster urban sprawl and destroy
quality of life and natural heritage.

These roadways have become clogged with traffic, so these are only
temporary solutions, if they’re solutions at all. They feature idling cars that
spew harmful emissions. And although we have this same situation on Route
47, building an extension to Route 45 (sic), we believe, will amount to the same
thing in just a few short years.

The Route 45 extension comes with a tremendous price tag. By
all accounts, we’re talking about somewhere between $1.5 and $2 billion for
what we might realize in the short-term seasonal benefit.

We believe that the proposal is antithetical to the administration’s
bold commitment to Smart Growth, Transportation’s Fix-it-First policy. And
we support the Fix-it-First policy before we start to embark on new projects.

Clearly, we believe that this project should be removed in favor of
sound planning that includes improving the existing roads and mass transit.

Thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: Thank you, doctor. |
appreciate your testimony.

Just to keep our audience up to date, we have, in the space of an
hour, been able to hear seven people testify. I’'m going to try to speed the
process by asking you to come up in groups that are similarly situated. I'm
going to call three local elected officials to come up: Mayor Diane Sloan, city
of Wildwood.

ASSEMBLYMAN VAN DREW: Duane. (laughter)

You better not vacation in Wildwood, Chairman.
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MAYOR DUANE SLOAN: What adifference a vowel makes.

ASSEMBLYMAN WISNIEWSKI: He did not go to the same
grammar school that | did. That’s all I can say.

Is Mayor Palombo, of North Wildwood -- Mayor Palombo -- and
Committeeman of Maurice Township -- Franckle. And he is so much in favor
of it, he’s put four check marks next to it, in favor of it. (laughter)

Gentlemen, if you could all, please, make you points as well as you
can and as briefly as you can, so that we can move through our agenda.

MAYOR SLOAN: | will be very brief, because | think most of
what needs to be said, pro and con, has, really, already been said. But | do
want to go on record. If any of you have tried to travel Route 55 and/or Route
47 on either a Friday night or Saturday morning heading southbound, or a
Sunday afternoon heading northbound, you would realize that this is more
than just an inconvenience. This is a situation that really is something that
may spur people not to come back to this area. When you’re stuck in traffic
for four or five hours at a time, it leaves such a taste in people’s mouths that
they may not return to our town. It is not a matter only of convenience, it is
a matter of economic viability. And I think we need to look at it that way.

And, secondly -- and this, again, is not a political statement. This
Is not a Republican or Democrat issue. But if this were occurring in any other
district that was more populated and had more political clout than Cape May
County does, it would not be allowed to continue. But here it has continued
for 30 years. It needs to be done, needs to be finished, and it’s unacceptable.
And it would be unacceptable in any of your districts. It’'s unacceptable in

ours, as well.
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MAYOR ALDO A. PALOMBO: I’mMayor Al Palombo, city
of North Wildwood.

Ten years as Mayor, 40 years as a pharmacist in North Wildwood,
I’ve never had the occasion to leave the island, except on a Memorial Day
weekend on the way to Philadelphia to pick up a cruise ship.

I got to 47 and Dias Creek Road -- could not move for 30 minutes.
I could not go right. The traffic was stacked up. There was no movement
whatsoever. We had a time frame. Consequently, | had to make a left-hand
turn back into Wildwood, back on the Garden State Parkway, traveling about
25 miles an hour.

The fear | have is, we’ve had hurricanes, we have numerous
holidays where there’s an enormous amount of traffic, and we just can’t handle
it. Route 55 must be improved. It’s so important in every aspect. Certainly,
economy is important, but safety is tandem. So, please, help us, at least form
a plan of some sort. And let’s get moving with this.

Thank you very much.

NORMAN FRANCKLE JR.: Norman Franckle, Committeeman,
Maurice River Township.

I’ve been a resident in Maurice River Township for 50 years. I’'ve
played, I’'ve grown up on the Maurice River, the Muskogee (phonetic spelling),
the Manumuskin, and the Menantico. | am an endangered species right now,
because 55 is not completed. (applause)

| see carnage from Route 47, where 55 meets, all the way into
Cape May County. You see memorials for dead people. It’s like driving

through a cemetery.
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We have to get 55 completed. It’s an easy and a simple matter.
I know other people won’t say that. But if you went down to old Railroad Bed
(phonetic spelling) and you went right through into Belleplain and Woodbine
and to Route 9, it’s unpopulated area, it’s area that’s owned primarily by the
State of New Jersey, and it will not have that big of an environmental impact,
In our opinion.

We have people that are in our community that cannot get out of
their driveways. | know this has been stated before. It’s a real quality-of-life
issue for us, and it’s a safety issue. If 55 was completed -- and it’s only about
20 miles -- they could use the existing 347 and 47 in different places for a
secondary area of egress during an emergency, but the primary would be Route
55.

The studies have been conducted for 30 years. | think the
bureaucrats have made their money on the studies. | think it’s time to move
forward, and it’s time to do it for our people that live and breath this every
day.

Thank you very much for your time. A