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I. NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 

 
 
 
John Powers, New Jersey Department of Transportation 
 
Responses: 
 
 
Page I-7 
 
The Portway Extensions model is a state-of-the-art tool, purpose-built for evaluating 
container movements within the primary study area.  One of the inputs was the Portway 
Phase I model, which was integrated with the NJRTM and with new data (network 
enhancements and trip tables).  This process of model development and refinement can 
certainly be used as a standard approach for future truck analyses elsewhere in the state.  
The Portway Extensions model itself could potentially be applied to other regions and/or 
projects, provided that suitable enhancements -- expanded geography, network detail, trip 
generation and O/D data, and growth forecasting – are performed.  With the appropriate 
level of enhancements, it could easily serve as the platform and basis for an expanded 
regional model, or even a statewide truck model. 
 
Page II-7 
 
The reference was extracted from studies conducted for the Kapkowski Road / North 
Avenue improvement program.  The North Avenue improvements are intended in part to 
provide enhanced connectivity between the industrial areas at the southern end of Newark 
Liberty International Airport and the emerging industrial development along the waterfront.  
The physical configuration of the North Avenue improvements were developed in a manner 
that would not conflict with other localized roadway improvement programs. 
 
Page III-3 
 
Comment noted.   
 
Page IV-11 
 
The Bayonne Park screenline was incorporated to calibrate the regional flows between the 
City of Bayonne and points west. 
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Page V-3 
 
Through installation of multiple tubes with exact spacing, an extensive array of Automatic 
Traffic recorders are capable of classifying vehicles in the manner described, GK’s IDC, 
etc. 
 
Page VI-11, 12 
 
The figures are intended to show that trucks serve as the “last leg” of the landbridge move:  
containers are imported at west coast ports, moved across the country by rail to North 
Jersey railyards, and then delivered by truck to local and regional destinations (and vice-
versa).  Landbridge containers do not, as a rule, move to/from PANYNJ terminals, except 
to exchange or manage equipment, as shown on Figure VI.6.   
 
 
Page VI-19 
 
Clearly, North Jersey can be – and is -- served by landbridge rail terminals outside the 
immediate study area, particularly in eastern/southeastern Pennsylvania.  These terminals 
generate container truck moves into and out of the study area, which are captured in the 
Portway Extensions model.  We did not collect throughput data for the rail terminals 
themselves.  A key goal of the Portway Extensions improvements is to improve the 
functionality and attractiveness of the intermodal rail terminals within the North Jersey 
service area, so that these terminals can continue to serve as the primary “front door” for 
the region’s landbridge traffic.  Should these terminals suffer diminished functionality, 
alternative yards outside the region become more attractive, resulting in longer truck drays 
into/out of the region, and more highway VMT.  
 
 
 
Page VI-25 
 
This is correct. 
 
 
Page VI-20 
 
The study used several sources to estimate landbridge TEUs.  One source was the draft 
CPIP, which provided an estimate of 681,000 import landbridge TEUs.  CPIP did not 
develop a corresponding estimate of export landbridge TEUs.  In discussions between the 
Portway Extensions team and the CPIP team, it was agreed that doubling this figure yields 
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a reasonable estimate of maximum total (import plus export) landbridge TEUs.  This is 
within the range of estimates from other sources (PIDN and NYMTC).  
 
 
 
Page VII-9 
 
Comments noted.  Revision has been made in the text. 
 
Page IX-3 
 
Comment noted.  Revision has been made in the text.  
 
Page X-7 
 
Comment Noted. Revision has been made in the text.  
 
Page X-12 
 
Comment Noted. 
 
Page X-14 
 
Comment Noted. 
 
Page X-15 
 
Comment Noted. Revision has been made in the text. 
 
Page X-16 
 
It is recognized that the continuous rail line through Hightstown does not exist at this time.  
Recreation of this line segment, or development of alternative routes will be fully 
investigated in the feasibility assessment stage of the Portway program. 
 
Figure X.3 Comment noted. 
 
Figure X.4 Specific tie-down points of the “wishbone” to the railyards or the adjacent 
roadways serving the railyards will be identified and detailed in the feasibility assessment 
stage. 
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Page X-21 
 
Comment Noted. Revision has been made in the text. 
 
Page X-26 
 
Comment Noted. Revision has been made in the text. 
 
Bayonne Bridge elevation is not strictly required to accommodate overland movement of 
containers.  However, the height restriction presented by the bridge is felt to be a potential 
constraint to marine access to Port Newark/Port Elizabeth, and would be an impediment to 
realization of the over the wharf container volume projections upon which the inland 
infrastructure improvement concepts were developed. 
 
Figure X.11 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X.12 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X.13 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X.14 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X.15 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X.16 Comment noted.  Figures have been revised and enhanced. 
 
Figure X-16, 17 
 
Specific locations of land use development and the potential inclusion of local railyards will 
be determined by local planners.  Until such definitions are available, specific local 
connector improvements between the NJ Turnpike Interchanges 8A and 7A can not be 
formally identified.  Additional discussion has been added to the text detailing on-going 
improvements being advanced by the NJ Turnpike Authority at these locations. 
 
Page XII-1 
 
Extensive coordination with all applicable agencies will be undertaken in the feasibility 
assessment stage of the Portway Extensions program. 
 
Page XII-6 
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The roadway bridge alternative at this location was advanced for recommendation as an 
extension of the system being implemented under the auspices of Portway Phase I, most 
notably the crossing of the Passaic River from Doremus Avenue to Central Avenue.  
Development of a roadway option along this right-of-way does not preclude the 
development of a shared truck/rail right-of-way.  This will be more fully investigated in the 
feasibility assessment stage of the Portway program.  
 
Page XIII-4 
 
Comment noted. 
















































































































































































































































































































