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Regional Transportation Alternatives Program 

TAP-R-2017 – Mercer County Great Western Bikeway 

Township of Hopewell • Borough of Pennington • Township of Lawrence• Township of Ewing 

NJDOT Local Aid District # 3 

Design Consultant:  NV5 

Preliminary Engineering Phase 

Public Information Center  

June 27, 2023 

COMMENT RESOLUTION SUMMARY 

Prepared By: NV5 and Mercer County 

Question Period: Tuesday, June 27, 2023 to Tuesday, July 11, 2023 

Date: August 10, 2023 

DOCUMENT FORMAT: 

• Question or comment received during Virtual Public Information Center (PIC) or question period 

Response: Response to question or comment provided by NV5 and/or Mercer County.  
 

PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTER FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS / COMMENTS: 

1. General Questions and Comments 

o Who has the final say on what actually gets constructed?  

Response Depending on the design issue and/or public feedback, the County coordinates with local agencies 

to determine the most feasible solution. The project is ultimately reviewed by NJDOT who 

authorizes federal aid funds for design and construction. To qualify for the federal funds, the 

project must remain close to the original scope of the grant that was awarded to the County. 

o Why can’t County just go out and stripe bike lanes? Why will it take so long to get completed?  

Response The project is federally funded and must adhere to the procedures of the NJDOT Local Aid 

Transportation Alternatives Program. 

o Don’t mind making it safer for bikes but don’t ruin the look of corridors with sign clutter. 

Response Proposed and removal of signage will be considered in the next design phase. 

o Can electric bikes and scooters use bike lanes? Electric bikes may go too fast and make it dangerous for 

others. 

Response Per N.J.S.A. 39:4-14.16, low-speed electric bikes and scooters may be operated in bike lanes. 

o Are there any proposed amenity areas for a place to stop, a bench, a kiosk? 

Response These have not been considered by Mercer County and are not included in the scope of this project. 

o Can you consider the use of “rumble” type strips like used on shoulders to separate the bike lanes?  This will 

alert motorists to stay in their space. 

Response The County will consider installation of rumble strips where deemed appropriate and in accordance 

with design standards. 

o  Bollards or something that physically separates bikes would be safer. 

Response Installation of flexible bollards or hard curb would be a maintenance issue for Mercer County (for 

instance, snow plowing, street cleaning, etc.). which would also require smaller equipment to 

access such areas. Per consultation with NJDOT, striped buffers are adequate. 

o If a bike lane is colored like in Hoboken, is more visible and safer.  

Response Due to the length of the project and subsequent maintenance costs and concerns, the County will 

not be using colored bike lanes. 
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o Citizens questioned if there is a voice activated bicycle detector that could work at signalized intersection 

crossing or at RRFB crossings. They would like to keep riding bike without stopping to push buttons or stop at 

intersections that won’t recognize a bicycle. 

Response The County will explore RRFB products in Final Design. There are pushbuttons that have a built-in 

sensor option for non-contact operation. 

o Is lighting proposed?  It gets dark early in the winter. 

Response Lighting is not proposed as part of this project. 

o Concerns regarding truck traffic expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ There are too many trucks on CR 546. What can be done to reroute them.  

▪ Find a way to reduce the number of trucks first – than cars and slow people down and this is a “win-win” 

for all of us. 

Response CR 546 is a designated truck route per N.J.A.C. 16:32-1.4.  

o Comments expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Appreciate the opportunity to review improvements and ask questions. Impressed that so many came to 

meeting. Thanks for having information on website. 

▪ Stakeholder mentioned that saw meeting advertised multiple ways and thanked County for getting the 

word out – Received a flyer, received an email and saw it posted on Hopewell website and heard it was in 

newspaper. 

▪ Stakeholder wanted to stress that this is “Awesome” as promotes cycling and community can benefit with 

safer corridors to travel for recreation or just to get from “Point A” to “Point B”.  Projects like this will 

encourage more physical activity and the younger generation to try cycling and promote awareness of 

routes in Mercer County.  

▪ Glad to hear that the County did not just decide to widen roads, cut down trees, impact private property 

and habitats but making roadways safer in a logical, cost-effective way that will not make our “country 

feel” corridors look like a freeway with a space for bikes. 

▪ There is a Facebook page that exists called Hopewell Pennington update – received 40+ comments since 

meeting was announced.  

▪ Bike riding is not just a hobby for people in this area. There are people that have no car and no choice 

because public transportation is not going to get them door to door and uber is expensive for them. 

▪ Projects like this will help inform locals of great parks in the area that they can reach on bikes– just do not 

attract too many people that will ruin experience! 

Response Acknowledged. The County appreciates and encourages input and support received by the public 

for this project. 

o Concerns regarding educational needs expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Stakeholder commented that sketches of proposed sections were great but actual pictures of where these 

types of treatment exist, especially in the area, will help people who do not ride understand. 

▪ Appreciate that there will be another public meeting in next phase because that will always hep awareness 

in general and educate people on what signs mean – who are not familiar. And, it means that this is finally 

about to happen and improve safety. 

▪ Fine to make space for bikers but they need to follow rules too. Most are very respective of vehicle space 

but wonder How many tickets are given to cyclists? 

▪ Before Construction, need to educate public on route and on different bicycle facilities proposed and how 

both bikes and vehicles are expected to behave. Some motorists do not follow NJ safe passing law and do 

not give cyclists 4 foot separation. 

▪ People should stop making so many short trips in their cars, even if electric, and ride a bike. We need to 

reduce carbon footprint. 

▪ Residents recommend that County should be doing more to address single occupancy trips. They 

recommend educating local residents or officials about benefits of riding bicycles. 
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▪ Residents recommended working with local GMTMA on more education programs. Their child is in a local 

school that the GMTMA did a bicycle rodeo for. They recommend educating kids from early age on bicycle 

safety and road safety in general. They weren’t sure if GMTMA is part of County. 

Response Acknowledged. There is information posted on the County’s website for the Typical Design 

Treatments with photos of the treatment types in the vicinity of the project. The Mercer County 

website hosts its Bicycle Master Plan with displays of local facility types.  The Greater Mercer 

Transportation Management Association (GMTMA.org) works closely with the County and other 

partners to reduce single occupancy vehicle travel and has educational resources and training 

events for most alternative modes.  The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 

(DVRPC.org) has maps and studies of regional bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, which the 

County periodically updates.  

o Parking concerns expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Overhearing concerns from some communities about parking but this will bring business to communities. 

Should consider dealing with parking in another way and make roads safe for bikes. 

▪ Loss of parking in some area may be worth it, but not if a person can’t park in front of their own house. 

With kids still living at home and people and some working remotely, seems like more parked cars around. 

Response The County is reevaluating on-street parking areas brought to their attention by the public and will 

explore alternatives. 

o Safety concerns regarding roadway speed expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Liked that vehicle lanes were being narrowed to help slow speeds but thinks more can be done.  

▪ Speeding Issue on GWB roadways. Enforcement needed now. Attracting bikes will make it more 

dangerous. Why can’t more separation be provided? Any proposal to reduce posted speeds associated 

with these improvements? 

Response Speed limit reductions are outside the scope of this project. To provide more separation between 

bicycle and vehicular traffic will require significant roadway widening and property acquisitions. 

These additional costs are not covered by the current federal grant for the project. 

o Bike routes should be expanded to access schools in areas and consideration for separate bike area away 

from cars and trucks (Shared Use Path). 

Response The Great Western Bikeway is intended to serve as a "spine" for which other bikeways or trails can 

link into and foster greater connectivity. Several schools along the bikeway will be directly 

connected and the County welcomes all coordination efforts with the municipalities to link other 

schools along municipal roadways. 

 Shared Use Paths are proposed only where necessary as they have greater impacts and are more 

costly to the project. They require property acquisitions, additional construction impacts and costs, 

and increase environmental disturbance. 

o Like project but more needs to be proposed at busy and signalized intersections to protect cyclists from turning 

vehicles.  

Response The County is proposing bicycle accommodations and safety enhancements to the maximum 

extent feasible through signalized intersections. Changing intersection configurations, including 

removal of dedicated turn lanes, is beyond the scope of the grant and may have an adverse traffic 

impact to the operation of the intersection. 

o Will vegetation along corridors be cleared for safer bike travel and better sight distance? 

Response The County will assess areas with limited sight distance and clear vegetation where practicable. 

o Where are we supposed to store brush for cleanup if I currently put it in shoulder? 

Response Mercer County posts yard waste pickup schedule for County routes each 

fall. See https://www.mercercounty.org/departments/transportation-and-

infrastructure/highways/shade-tree.  No more than one week prior to scheduled pickup, residents 

should leave yard waste immediately adjacent to the highway, off the pavement or impacting the 

bicycle lane as little as possible.  

https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/LjksCM8EGvIoGVz2HwMbB8?domain=mercercounty.org
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/LjksCM8EGvIoGVz2HwMbB8?domain=mercercounty.org


 

Page 4 of 18 

o If roads were better maintained in general, safer for bikes.  If you are introducing bike lanes should have 

routine street sweeping? 

Response Street sweeping is done on a revolving basis in the County and the County has begun to sweep 

County roadways more often, as per NJDEP regulations. Moving forward, NJDEP rules may be 

changing again to make sweeping more frequent.  

o Will snow be cleared from bike lanes?  

Response Yes, as they are part of the County roadway. 

o There is a runoff problem near 304 CR 546 where runoff is not getting to an inlet and entering privately owned 

property down a steep slope.   

Response The County Engineer’s office will review this location. 

o Will routes be added to digital maps? 

Response When construction is complete, the County will update map resources of the Delaware Valley 

Regional Planning Commission and suggest changes to Google and Bing Maps.  

o Can plans/intent start to be made now to acquire ROW needed in locations where you are still “sharing the 

road” because that is what is done now. 

Response Widening all areas for bike lanes is beyond the scope of the project and is only limited to isolated 

locations. 

2. Route 31 & Ingleside Ave (CR 631) intersection 

o Safety concerns expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Move bike crossing of Rt 31 from Ingleside Avenue to Delaware Avenue via Dublin Rd – Crossing of Rt 31 

is too dangerous for bikes.  

▪ There are problems for bikes crossing Rt 31 at Ingleside – echoed previous comment about using Dublin 

to Delaware Ave instead.  

▪ Concerns with Ingleside Ave/ Rt 31 intersection is not only difficult to cross on a bicycle, but also to cross 

in a vehicle (most popular comment). 

Response The intersection will be signalized per recent resolution from Hopewell Township. 

3. Ingleside Avenue (CR 631) 

o Safety suggestions by Stakeholders: 

▪ To help slow down traffic along Ingleside Ave, could passing be prevented by changing the dashed yellow 

lines to solid double yellow lines? 

▪ Maybe striped shoulders added to the roadway could help slow down the traffic to make the lanes narrow? 

▪ Maybe speed indicator signs along Ingleside Ave (suggested to resident Hopewell Township Engineer 

should be notified) 

Response The County has recently striped shoulders and eliminated the passing zone on Ingleside Avenue 

between Washington Crossing-Pennington Road and Route NJ 31. 

4. Washington Crossing-Pennington Rd (CR 546) & Ingleside Avenue (CR 631) & Reed Road intersection/ RRFB 

location 

o Along Washington Crossing-Pennington Road, an eastbound advance flashing beacon should be installed to 

warn drivers of bicycles crossing in advance of the RRFB. Due to the vertical crest curve from the railroad 

bridge crossing, the sight distance is poor and makes a blind spot. 

Response The County will consider additional safety measures such as a flashing beacon or warning signage, 

at this location. 

o It is currently difficult to cross the intersection from the parking lot at Reed Road. Could a dotted line (i.e., 

chicken tracks) continuing from the parking lot across Reed Road with bike symbols to the RRFB crossing be 

installed to guide bikers to the proposed crosswalk? 

Response The County will consider additional striping, such as dotted lines, to guide bicyclists to the crossing. 
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5. Route US 206 & NJDOT intersections 

o More needs to be done at large signalized intersections like Route US 1 and Route US 206. 

o Residents were concerned about crossing Route US 206. They were not aware NJDOT has jurisdiction of signal 

and that NJDOT had plans to eliminate the ramp and install a dedicated left turn lane. They hope the new 

changes improve the crossing as they would like to get to Lawrenceville downtown from their condo in 

Woodmont complex. 

Response Due to limited funding, improvements at signalized intersections under NJDOT jurisdiction have 

been minimized. Changing intersection configurations is beyond the scope of the grant. However, 

the County is proposing bicycle accommodations and safety enhancements to the maximum 

extent feasible through these intersections. 

6. Princeton Pike (CR 583) & Franklin Corner Road (CR 546) intersection 

o Cyclists have trouble turning left from Princeton Pike northbound to Franklin Corner Road westbound – since 

the signal is being upgraded, is there any way to accommodate turning movement for cyclists? (Princeton Pike 

is a major artery for cyclists) 

Response Bicyclists are encouraged to dismount at this intersection to be able to access the proposed shared 

use path along the westbound side of Franklin Corner Road. All pedestrian facilities are proposed 

to be upgraded at this intersection.  

o Why are protected only left turns provided at Princeton Pike & Franklin Corner Road?  Can permitted lefts be 

provided instead to reduce congestion? 

Response Signal operations will be finalized in Final Design.  

7. Washington Crossing State Park (western project terminus) 

o Understand section by Route 29 is narrow, congested and are historic properties but more should be done 

than starting at Washington Crossing State Park to propose a better connection to Rt 29. 

Response The intent of terminating at Washington Crossing State Park was to encourage bicyclists to use the 

existing bicycle paths and pedestrian overpass to cross Route 29 to the canal. Route 29 is in 

NJDOT’s jurisdiction, and the intersection improvements would require a significant increase in 

funding.  

o Resident was concerned about parking on CR 546 for Washington’s Crossing of Delaware reenactment. 

Response See above.  Bicycle facilities and changes to parking restrictions are not planned for CR 546 west 

of the State Park entrance.  

8. Trail connections: Lawrence Hopewell Trail (LHT) & Johnson Trolley Trail 

o Comments expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Several residents were excited about planned connections and potential connections to the LHT and 

regional trails. Several questions regarding timing on improvements and if County was working with towns 

on additional connections to LHT and others. 

▪ Projects should coordinate, such as wayfinding, as GWB will promote biking. 

▪ Connection to Johnson Trolley Trail appreciated – could use better signage to parking at Meadows 

Maidenhead before this is built. 

▪ Residents would like the option to bike to Bristol Myers Squibb (BMS) from Franklin Corner Road. 

Mentioned a possible connection adjacent to the I-295 overpass as a good location to connect into.  

Response Proposed signage will be considered in the next design phase. 

 There is a potential future connection to BMS/ LHT along Franklin Corner Road near the I-295 

overpass. A crossing with RRFBs of Franklin Corner Road is proposed at this location. The 

coordination of this location will continue in the next design phase. 

o Why isn’t snow cleared on LHT?   

Response Most of the maintenance for LHT is dependent on the help of volunteers. 
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9. Franklin Corner Road (CR 546), between BMS connection & Route US 1 

o Comments and concerns expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Resident concerned about Franklin Corner Road bike lanes. They’ve lived in house for over 50 years and 

remember when CR 546 was still rural. Said they are concerned about I-295 ramp and high-speed merge 

and were happy the County is proposing a side path along their property instead of widening out the 

roadway for an on-road bicycle lane. They were not in favor of on road facility here due to ramp and speeds.  

▪ One resident mentioned they like the idea of side path on Franklin Corner Road. Their dentist is on Franklin 

Corner Road, and they live around the corner and have to drive to get to the dentist. They would like the 

option to bike to their dentist.  

Response The bike lanes proposed east of Princeton Pike will be buffered (2’ separation from vehicular 

traffic) and will end in the vicinity of the Franklin Arms apartments. It should be noted the 2 lane 

section adjacent to the eastbound bicycle lane will be removed and the roadway would need to be 

restriped in order to allocate the proper widths. Along Franklin Corner Road, between the future 

BMS connection of the LHT, in the vicinity of the I-295 exit ramp, and Princeton Pike, a shared use 

path along the westbound side is proposed. 

o Residents asked if County had any plans to connect the office complex behind Franklin Corner Road/ Princeton 

Pike to the Great Western Bikeway. They mentioned Lawrence Township just designated it a Rehabilitation or 

Redevelopment area and that the complex may be redeveloped. They would like to see additional sidewalk or 

side path connections to the office complex.  

Response The Great Western Bikeway is intended to serve as a "spine" for which other bikeways or trails can 

link into and foster greater connectivity. The County welcomes all coordination efforts with the 

municipalities to link other areas of interest. The driveway, Executive Park Plaza, will directly 

connect to the shared use path (side path) proposed along Franklin Corner Rd (CR 546), but further 

connections to the properties are out of the project’s scope. 

10. Pennington-Lawrence Rd (CR 546), between Blackwell Road and Federal City Road 

o Looks like bike lanes were recently installed on Pennington-Lawrence Rd (CR 546) by Wellington Drive. Does 

that mean you already started this project? 

Response The section of CR 546 recently paved that included buffered bike lane improvements were part of 

a separate paving program between Blackwell Road and Federal City.   

o Resident of Hopewell Township who lives in recently striped buffered bike lanes in Hopewell Township (along 

Pennington-Lawrenceville Rd, between Blackwell Rd & Federal City Rd/ Stevenson Rd) is concerned with 

speed limit/ fast drivers. Suggests signage as there is currently no signage associated with the new bike lanes 

installed yet. 

Response Proposed signage will be evaluated in the next design phase. 

o Blackwell Rd NB @ CR 546 intersection – Can the existing right turn island be removed, and vehicles forced 

to make a traditional stop controlled right turn. 

Response In a separate study soon underway, Mercer County will explore a range of safety improvements to 

this intersection.  

11. Route of Bikeway 

o Comments regarding extended route of bikeway expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Residents questioned why the bike route doesn’t continue down Bakers Basin and Youngs Road towards 

Mercer County Park. They were not aware Mercer County doesn’t own Bakers Basin Road. They 

recommend that Lawrence Township and Hamilton continue a connection down those roads and over the 

NEC bridge to get folks to Mercer County Park. 

▪ Residents questioned why the bike lanes were not passing through the Pennington Circle at the new 

metering signal. They recommend that County or Hopewell or NJDOT put in a crossing at Shoprite and the 

metering signal. Also recommend that a trail connects from here to the new Lennar housing complex off 

CR 546. 

Response These areas are outside the project limits. The Great Western Bikeway is intended to serve as a 



 

Page 7 of 18 

"spine" for which other bikeways or trails can link into and foster greater connectivity. The County 

welcomes all coordination efforts with the municipalities to link other areas of interest.  

o Comments expressed by Stakeholders regarding altering the route of bikeway in the vicinity of Route US 1 & 

Franklin Corner Road (CR 546) & Bakers Basin Road: 

▪ Franklin Corner Road to Princess Road to the D&R Canal is a better option than crossing at US 1 to get to 

the D&R Canal. 

▪ Several residents requested a Princess Road connection to D&R Canal bridge over Route US 1. 

▪ Franklin Corner Road to Lewisville Road, across Princeton Pike at the Lenox Drive signal to the Lawrence 

Hopewell Trail to the D&R Canal is a better option than Franklin Corner Road crossing at US 1.  

Response Princess Road is outside the County's jurisdiction, however, future connections to municipal roads 

could be considered on a local level. 

12. Main Street (CR 640), Downtown Pennington 

o Resident concerned about double white line used in Pennington. He does not like the way the double line 

looks and would prefer a single line if necessary. 

Response The double line delineates the buffer space and separates the bicycle lane from adjacent motor 

vehicle travel lane. It provides a greater shy distance between motor vehicles and bicyclists and 

provides a greater space for bicycling without making the bike lane appear so wide that it might 

be mistaken for a travel lane or a parking lane. It is not necessary, however, if not used, the bike 

lane would no longer be considered a buffered bike lane. 

o Concerns regarding on-street parking expressed by Stakeholders: 

▪ Resident had a preference for sharrows in town to prevent impacts to parking. Council president 

mentioned that she doesn’t think there would be a large impact having bicycle lanes run to Ingleside but 

both Mayor and Council President asked if lanes can be eliminated closer to Vannoy Avenue. 

▪ Residents that live on southbound side of South Main Street between Welling Ave and Curlis Ave (across 

from Toll Gate Grammar School) are concerned with removal of parking within Pennington Borough for the 

following reasons: 

▪ Some residents are required to park vehicles on street because driveway space is limited. 

▪ Parking is already an issue in this area. 

▪ There are a significant number of drivers who park within this area and walk their children to Toll Gate 

Grammar School. 

▪ Church at corner of Curlis Ave & S Main St uses this block for parking; note the parking lot across from 

the church is for the plaza, not the church. 

Response Due to public comments regarding the proposed marked bike lanes along Main Street between 

Curlis Avenue and Vannoy Avenue, the County has extended the shared lane facility to eliminate 

the parking impacts. 

o Resident suggests ending bike lane on northern end of segment 3 at the RR bridge for the following reasons: 

▪ The horizontal curve going across the RR tracks along Main St is dangerous, as the sight distance is 

restricted. Maybe some of the vegetation could be cleared? It may be on private property though. 

▪ There is a trail (Pennington Nature Loop Trail) in the vicinity of the bridge that may be an ideal terminus. 

Response It may be possible to clear vegetation to improve the sight distance at the horizontal curve across 

the RR bridge as some of the vegetation appears to be within the County’s ROW. The intent of 

ending further along Main Street is to connect as many residents as possible to the bikeway. 

Ending at Woolsey Court extends access to residents of Pennington Point. 

o Speed limit sign locations at Vannoy Ave are unusual – the speed limits change at different locations. It may 

help slow down traffic if it was closer to Pennington Circle. 

Response Speed limits can vary in opposite directions of roadway. The County Engineer’s office will review 

signage at this location. 

13. Scotch Road (CR 611) 
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o Scotch Road & Nursery Road intersection – Can the signal detection cameras be modified to detect bicycles? 

Response Vehicular and/or bicycle traffic traveling through on Scotch Road does not require detection as 

this is the main movement at the intersection.  

o Resident also concerned about new parking lot at Trenton-Mercer airport. They are concerned about road 

widening and the dedicated turn lane. They don’t think volumes into parking lot are that high to require 

dedicated turn lane. Also mentioned that there is no “peak hour” to require dedicated turn lane. Said that 

County could save money on project by eliminating road widening and right turn lane. Could gore out excess 

space and make for bigger bike lane adjacent to driveway.  

Response Mercer County will study traffic operations accessing the parking lot during high demand.  

o Resident recommended making intersection of Scotch Road smaller and “right-sizing” it. Resident is a local 

transportation engineer and said they think the volumes are too low to require dedicated right turn lanes and 

think that those could be eliminated in favor or gore areas and larger bicycle lanes.  

Response The dedicated right turn lanes of the Washington Crossing-Pennington Road & Scotch Road 

intersection are an existing condition. Restricting turning movements may have an adverse impact 

on the traffic. 

o Residents questioned if Scotch Road needs to be 2-4 lanes and if a diet could take place that could give more 

space to bike lanes. Would prefer a 5’ buffer and 7’ bike lane instead of 12’ lane. 

Response Changing intersection configurations, including removal of travel lanes, is beyond the scope of the 

grant as it requires a traffic analysis since it may have an adverse traffic impact, especially due to 

developments currently under construction. It should also be noted that there are several stretches 

along Scotch Road that already require reducing the adjacent lane to 11’. There are also many 

stretches where the existing lane widths are less than 12’.  
 

PRE AND POST PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTER QUESTIONS/COMMENTS: 

• Sunday, June 25, 2023 9:39 PM: Received via Email 

Unfortunately, I will be away on Tuesday when you will be holding an info session at Hopewell Twp Municipal Bldg. 

Is there another way that I can learn about what’s happening? 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – Monday, June 26, 2023 

 I am sorry to hear you will not be able to attend. We are currently updating our website and 

including several links with more information. Please take a look and if you have any other 

questions, feel free to reach out.  

 https://www.mercercounty.org/departments/planning/transportation-projects/great-western-

bikeway 

• Monday, June 26, 2023 10:58 AM: Received via Email 

As per our discussion earlier today, my name is [redacted]. I live at [redacted] South Main Street in Pennington. I 

have lived in this home for 19 years. During that entire time, we have been permitted to park on Main Street in 

front of our house. Our guests have also been permitted to park on the street in front of our home. You stated to 

me earlier that parking will not be allowed on Main Street from Curlis Avenue and south after the bike path is 

constructed. We have a single lane driveway that can only accommodate two cars. We have four cars in our family, 

which includes the cars owned by my two college age children. We would have no place to park our other cars. 

Nor could guests park on the street in front of our house if this plan takes effect. The majority of the proposed 

bike route travels through areas with low density housing. However, Pennington is a high density residential area. 

This plan fails to consider the people that have lived in Pennington for many years and need to park on the street 

in front of their homes. I have no issue with a bike path, so long as it allows people to park in front of our house 

as we have for the last 19 years.  

When we spoke earlier, you seemed to be under the misimpression that the speed limit changes on Main Street 

after our house. That is incorrect. The speed limit through Pennington is 25 mph the entire length of Main Street. 

I do not see why there isn't a plan for "shared" bike and car access with parking along all of residential Main Street-

not just north of Curlis. Please note my objection to the proposed  plan.  

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 26, 2023 

https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/Q3fiCYEQ8Lto74x9H0j-N6?domain=mercercounty.org
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/Q3fiCYEQ8Lto74x9H0j-N6?domain=mercercounty.org
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 Thank you for your valuable comments, I will forward to your concerns to our larger team for 

discussion. As we discussed earlier, the current proposal would propose sharrows along S Main 

Street from West/ East Curlis Avenue heading north. The sharrows would end at Woolsey Court 

just before Route 31 and would also connect that neighborhood. Parking would not be affected 

through the downtown section of Pennington. Heading south on Main Street from that intersection, 

buffered as well as regular bicycle lanes are proposed which would restrict parking to driveways 

and side streets in those segments. I believe this segment is of concern to you.  

 The proposed plan is just a proposal at this time and nothing is set in stone as we are in a public 

comment period. We will take your concerns regarding parking at these properties and adjacent 

the church into consideration. There have been other concerns about extending bike lanes past 

Ingleside Ave into town so the current proposal warrants further discussion. 

 To clarify my concern about speed, I mentioned I have concerns about drivers coming out of the 

Pennington Circle towards Pennington at high speeds. Speed limit on Pennington Road is 35 mph 

and the 25 mph limit is not posted until around the Vannoy Ave/ Ingleside Ave area. Drivers 

oftentimes will still be driving at excessive speeds up to the Ingleside intersection. Following 

Ingleside Avenue there may be a possibility of evaluating sharrows instead of marked lanes as the 

proposed facility. 

• Monday, June 26, 2023 1:20 PM: Received via Email 

We own property at [redacted] Brunswick Pike, and I am attempting to understand how or if the Great Western 

Bikeway would impact our property.  I believe we are not impacted.  It looks like we are at the end of the proposed 

bikeway.  Our General Council would like clarification in order to determine whether or not to comment since it 

does not look like there will be a virtual meeting. 

Thank you in advance for your timely response seeing that the meeting is tomorrow, and we just received the 

notice today. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 26, 2023 

 I believe based on a Google Search that this is the AAA property located at the corner of the 

intersection. At this time there are no improvements planned on that side of the street so there 

would be no impact to your property.  

 Thank you for reaching out. 

• Monday, June 26, 2023 10:39 AM: Received via Email 

I received the flyer related to the GWB and I live on South Main ST.  Can you explain how this project impacts street 

parking on Main Street? 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 26, 2023 

 Thank you for your inquiry about our bikeway project. The current proposal would propose sharrows 

along S Main Street from West/ East Curlis Avenue heading north. The sharrows would end at 

Woolsey Court just before Route 31 and would also connect that neighborhood. Parking would not 

be affected through the downtown section of Pennington. Heading south on Main Street from that 

intersection, buffered as well as regular bicycle lanes are proposed which would restrict parking to 

driveways and side streets in those segments. 

 This is just a proposal at this time and nothing is set in stone as we are in a public comment period. 

There have been concerns about extending bike lanes past Ingleside Ave into town so plans may 

or may not be modified based on further discussions. 

• Monday, June 26, 2023 8:54 PM: Received via Email 

I wanted to give you a point of view from an avid cyclist who lives in Pennington. 

I ride the local roads and trails 4-5 days a week. I’m a huge supporter of bike lanes in general. But I think they are 

unnecessary in areas with a 25mph speed limit that is strictly enforced. Motorists (and the general public) seem 

to already hate cyclists. Putting a bike lane through town will create additional disdain for cyclists with little to no 

safety advantages. An alternative would be to route the bike lane down Aby. 

Thanks for listening. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 27, 2023 
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 Thank you for your comment. We appreciate the support for bicycle lanes but will take your concern 

into consideration. We've received several emails and phone calls over the past few days over 

concerns with dedicated bicycle lanes past Ingleside Ave. We agree that Pennington does have 

strong speed enforcement and a sharrowed facility may be considered in the downtown area upon 

further discussions. 

• Tuesday, June 27, 2023 9:17 AM: Received via Email 

I won't be able to attend the public information session this evening but did want to express my thanks for your 

and the County's work on this project. The more that can be done to make Mercer County walkable, bikeable and 

generally pedestrian friendly the better. I live just outside of Pennington near where the Pennington Lawrenceville 

Rd has recently been resurfaced and bike lanes established. This makes it safer for my 7-year-old to cycle with us 

to Mercer Meadows and other local parks, a nice improvement!  

I'll also mention that it would be great to get more of the farmland protected and added to Mercer Meadows behind 

where I live. More connected trails throughout the region are great for all of us and will help with property values 

in the long run.  

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 27, 2023 

 Thank you for your support of our project and for making Mercer County a more walkable, bikeable 

and more pedestrian friendly County. Our primary concern here in the County is of safety and that 

includes cyclists and pedestrians as well as drivers. As part of our Complete Streets policy, we are 

dedicated to creating and expanding facilities that can make this possible. It's a long road but 

project by project, we intend to improve multi-modal infrastructure. I'm glad to hear that our recent 

repaving project has made it safer for you and your 7-year old to cycle to our local parks! 

 Our Department has an active farmland preservation program which is protecting farmland on a 

continuous basis. As funding and farm properties become available, we will continue to preserve 

farmland across the County, including next to Mercer Meadows. 

• Monday, June 26, 2023 3:24 PM: Received via Email 

I vote No bike lane on Main Street Pennington.  

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 27, 2023 

 Thank you for your comment [redacted]. 

• Tuesday, June 27, 2023 11:19 AM: Received via Email 

I am writing to share my concerns regarding the portion of the Bikeway project plans that pass by Tollgate 

Grammar School, 275 S. Main Street, Pennington, 08534.  

I believe some of the residents near the school have already brought to your attention the limited parking available 

to our parents/caregivers, school leadership, and teachers who frequent the Tollgate campus. Tollgate is primarily 

a walking campus and many of our parents drop off and pick up children throughout the school day. Eliminating 

what parking does exist will exacerbate an already challenging situation for the members of our school 

community.  

I am also hearing that you may be able to make an adjustment by adding arrows to indicate share lanes instead 

of creating bike lanes around Tollgate. This would be preferential if this adjustment could be made. I am available 

to speak to you should you have questions or would like to discuss this matter further. Thank you for your 

consideration and have a great day.  

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 27, 2023 

 Thank you for reaching out with your concern. Yes, we've had several calls and emails in regards 

to the proposed marked bike lanes past Ingleside Avenue and our staff is evaluating options, 

including that of shared lanes with sharrows. We may be able to adjust the proposal so that parking 

is preserved for a longer stretch of S Main Street with sharrows. That would eliminate the parking 

impacts to the Tollgate Grammar School and your neighbors. The project is still in Preliminary 

Engineering so there is flexibility in making modifications that work for all. 

 Thank you again for reaching out. 

• Thursday, June 29, 2023 9:42 AM: Received via Email 

Thank you so much for your consideration and for hearing us. We greatly appreciate it. Have a great weekend! 
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Response Acknowledged. 

• Tuesday, June 27, 2023 10:18 AM: Received via Email 

I attended this evening's mtg; thank you for the opportunity to learn more & provide input. I want to put into writing 

what I said this evening. I am a 30+ yr Lawrenceville resident & avid cyclist: a 25 year veteran of the Anchor House 

Ride for Runaways, a regular user of the LH Trail, one who has ridden the entire length of the D&R Canal (70 miles, 

both sides). I applaud the county's effort to build this "Great Western" connector trail; it is a great design except 

for one place on the eastern end, for which I am proposing a potentially cheaper - & MUCH safer! - workaround. I 

understand the desire to work only on county roads to the extent possible (546 is a great route!); however, crossing 

US1 at Franklin Corners scares the living bejeebees out of me. It is one of the most dangerous intersections in 

Mercer County, for cars let alone walkers or cyclists. I understand the design is to funnel folks to the south side of 

Franklin Corner Road to then walk across Route 1 with the traffic light. Many pedestrians living in the nearby 

apartments & motels jump & dodge to do it regularly. BUT ... There are 2 left turn lanes on westbound Bakers 

Basin Road at Rt 1, always full and backed up at any time of the day. There is NO WAY for a pedestrian or cyclist 

to cross on that side; but it is barely better on the other side. May I suggest, as I tried to do this evening, a MUCH 

safer, potentially cheaper alternative? Going eastbound on 546, just past 206, turn (angle) left onto Lewisville 

Road. Although they're a lot of speed bumps on that road, they might be worked around for bike lanes. On that 

road there are 2 options for the proposed bikeway: either (1) turn right onto the LHT at BMS where it crosses onto 

the Lawrenceville Prep property & follow the LHT down to Princeton Pike or (2) stay on Lewisville Rd all the way to 

Princeton Pike, making a right at Princeton Pike. You then have an already functioning traffic light that is the way 

the LHT crosses that highway (no need for intricate paths at Franklin Corner Road & Princeton Pike, as currently 

envisioned). Once across Princeton Pike, merely follow the signs for the LHT & then the already existing connector 

path to the "Princeton side" D&R canal path, which at that point is on the west side of Rt 1. It accomplishes the 

goal of linking the sides of the D&R in, I believe, a MUCH safer way. (Just was an aside, I do enjoy cycling the 

"lower"portion of the D&R, riding from my home to the trail at Washington Crossing, heading south through Trenton 

& back up along RT1 to the Brealey House Connector I just described.) My apologies for a very long comment; I 

hope it makes sense & is helpful. Thank you for the opportunity to try to help. In addition to my email, you may 

contact me at my cell, [redacted]. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – July 10, 2023 

 Thank you for your recommendation and support of our project, I will forward your recommendation 

to our consultant team and staff for further discussion. Part of the reason that we have chosen the 

Route 1 crossing is that by ending the bike facilities prior to Princeton Pike or at Lewisville Road, 

we will not connect the businesses and residents who live between Route 1 and Lewisville Road. 

Our intention is to create a long distance East-West trunk line for cyclists including those who live 

closer to Route 1.  

 From a connectivity perspective, a Lewisville connection is a great idea and working with Lawrence, 

we may be able to mark out a connection in the future. Perhaps this could be done via sharrows 

on the Township Road, since it is a low speed-low volume roadway. With the Township's 

Maidenhead Meadows new proposed trail, that would make a great connection.  

 We have also heard about the potential to connect our bikeway to the BMS site via the back part 

of their property on Franklin Corner Road. That would serve the same purpose and make a direct 

connection at the proposed RRFB crossing. 

Response Matthew Lawson email – July 13, 2023 

 Thanks for the comment.  I herewith copy our consultants so this can make it into the record for 

the Public Information Center. 

 I agree that Lewisville and the LHT may be a safer route, if somewhat longer, and it may be 

worthwhile to work with Lawrence on bike safety conditions on that road.  The problem from the 

County's perspective is that Lewisville is a municipal street while CR 546 is under County 

jurisdiction.  Regardless of the GWB, we have a complete streets policy that encourages bike and 

ped facilities on our highways.  Truly US 1 at Bakers Basin is a nightmare but it is under State 

jurisdiction.  Adequate safety, congestion & multimodal improvements there might cost us more 

than improvements to the rest of the bikeway.   

 As an alternative to Lewisville, where the GWB alignment is proposed to cross under I-295, there 
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is an access to a stub of the LHT within the new BMS complex.  The Lawrenceville School is also 

considering changes to how the LHT traverses its campus.  Planning amid change is hard. 

• Tuesday, June 27, 2023 10:18 AM: Received via Email 

I support this project however have a suggestion. Utilize Lewisville Rd off Franklin Corner to link up with the 

Lawrence Hopewell trail and D&R Canal path and avoid intersection of Bakers Basin and Rt 1. 

Response Matthew Lawson email – July 13, 2023 

 Thanks for the comment.  I herewith copy our consultants so this can make it into the record for 

the Public Information Center. 

 I agree that Lewisville and the LHT may be a safer route, if somewhat longer, and it may be 

worthwhile to work with Lawrence on bike safety conditions on that road.  The problem from the 

County's perspective is that Lewisville is a municipal street while CR 546 is under County 

jurisdiction.  Regardless of the GWB, we have a complete streets policy that encourages bike and 

ped facilities on our highways.  Truly US 1 at Bakers Basin is a nightmare but it is under State 

jurisdiction.  Adequate safety, congestion & multimodal improvements there might cost us more 

than improvements to the rest of the bikeway.   

 As an alternative to Lewisville, where the GWB alignment is proposed to cross under I-295, there 

is an access to a stub of the LHT within the new BMS complex.  The Lawrenceville School is also 

considering changes to how the LHT traverses its campus.  Planning amid change is hard. 

• Wednesday, June 28, 2023 1:44 PM: Received via Email 

Thanks for talking with me and [redacted] last night. Just a question -- What is the plan for North Main from to Rt. 

31? Are you restricting parking along this stretch of roadway? Just a point -- many residents along N. Main from 

Delaware to Railroad Place park their cars on the street. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 29, 2023 

 It was a pleasure to meet you and [redacted] in person on Tuesday. As of now, the plan is to install 

"sharrow" pavement markings for the entire segment of North Main Street up to the last side street 

before Route 31. No parking restrictions are proposed for that segment.  

 I've also passed along your concerns with the double white line markings within Pennington proper, 

as well as ending the bicycle lanes closer to the municipal border near Vannoy or Baldwin Street. 

Tuesday's meeting was very productive and we've received helpful recommendations from the 

public over the past few days. Our staff and consultant team will discuss how to best accommodate 

all these concerns once the public comment period is over and revise plans accordingly. 

• Wednesday, June 28, 2023 10:50 AM: Received via Email 

Great!  I could not make it to the meeting last night:( 

I am an avid biker and use lots of roads in addition to trails, so I am hoping these ideas help to keep folks safe. (I 

have had two women killed while biking on the road I live on) 

First, I am hoping that the county considers painting the bike lanes green similar to how they do in urban areas 

like Jersey City.  This makes the lane stand out and gives notice to the car drivers who tend to recognize the lane 

more than the painted bike icon and other signage like what was recently done on 654. 

Second, I am hoping there is some way to engineer a way for the flashing signal to be initiated while riding instead 

of having to stop and get off the bike to push the button.  Is there a way to either have this motion detected or 

voice activated to initiate the flashing lights? Like a command, "Start lights flashing". Some sort of technology to 

make this process easier for a biker. 

Lastly, is there a way for the county to schedule the street cleaning machine to clear these bike lanes more 

often?  Sometimes, especially after a storm, there is a ton of debris on the shoulder or bike lane and a biker needs 

to go into the traffic lane to avoid an accident. 

Hopefully some of these ideas can be considered.  Thank you so much for all the work you do to make cycling 

safer and easier for us! 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 29, 2023 

 Thank you for your concerns and recommendations. I will forward your recommendation of painting 

green bicycle lanes to our staff and consultant team. As for a voice activated flashing beacon, I 
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have not personally come across such a device but this is a helpful recommendation. We'll have 

to discuss between our staff and consultant team to see what options exist on the market. 

 Street sweeping is done on a revolving basis in the County and with the recent MS4 changes, the 

County has begun to sweep our roadways more often, as per NJDEP regulations. Moving forward, 

NJDEP rules may be changing again to make sweeping more frequent. Our Highway Department 

staff is on the smaller side and has the responsibility of maintaining over 180 lane miles of County 

highways. While we try to clean up storm damage as timely as possible, there may be delays. I 

highly encourage your and fellow cyclists to call and report any obstacles and debris along County 

routes. Our staff is great at responding once they are made aware of an issue. 

• Thursday, June 29, 2023 4:40 PM: Received via Email 

Thank you for the public discussion night at Hopewell Twp Municipal Bldg on Tuesday.   

Riding a good bit of that route to work on Wednesday morning, I had a couple of follow up thoughts I'd like to 

share. 

1) During conversations with the planners at the meeting, it became apparent they are not familiar with the roads. 

I would encourage a field trip for them to ride along the route and to experience first hand what they have on 

paper. (Mercer County Parks has a bike share. I'm sure they could help out anyone that doesn't own their own 

bicycle.)  

2) The "Focus Area" starts at Washington Crossing State Park. Coincidentally, the state park has a pedestrian 

bridge over Route 29 that links the D&R Canal. To the best of my knowledge, there is no real convenient way to 

cycle from that footbridge to the park entrance. I know it is a state park and you have no jurisdiction over them, 

BUT it would be really nice if you could encourage them to cooperate and provide a decent bikeway from their 

bridge to their entrance.  

3) At the other end of your project is the mess of Rt 1. As an alternative to connecting to the D&R Canal at Bakers 

Basin Rd, I would encourage looking into using an abandoned driveway that pretty much runs from the Amazon 

warehouse along Princess Rd to the D&R Canal bridge over Rt 1. This would mean using Princess Rd instead of 

Franklin Corner Rd - and I realize that's township jurisdiction instead of County, it is residential and a lot easier to 

navigate by bike. [I've provided satellite images from Google Earth to try and better illustrate the path.]  

     

To repeat 2 thoughts I expressed at the open forum:  

1) Since the intersection of Franklin Corner Rd and Princeton Pike is part of the project scope, I would really 

appreciate it if the county reevaluated the need for dedicated turn arrows when turning from Princeton Pike onto 

Franklin Corner Rd. As a cyclist, the challenge for me is traveling north on Princeton Pike and turning west bound 

onto Franklin Corner Rd. That traffic signal does not detect my presence on a bicycle. I've mentioned this to Matt 

Lawson in the past. He was surprised there was a dedicated turn signal. There is only a single lane of through 
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traffic in each direction and he wasn't aware of any visual obstacles that would necessitate a dedicated turn 

arrow.    

2) I heard there's the possibility Pennington won't allow the traffic light at Ingleside Av. To be a little more polite 

about my reaction to that, there's no bloody way I would attempt to cross Rt 31 at Ingleside Av without a full traffic 

signal. (And even then I would wait some time to make sure motorists adhere to it.) Personally, I'd rather go through 

the circle. That's what I've been doing for a couple of years now. (Although it's hard to pinpoint how long that's 

been because a good bit of that was spent working from home because of the pandemic.)  

I'd be happy to discuss any of the above points - or any part of the project - in more detail with you. Also, if your 

team does the suggested sojourn, I'd appreciate the opportunity to join them. 

Thanks for working on this project, it will be great!  

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 30, 2023 

 Thank you for your detailed recommendations and support for our project. I will forward to our 

consultant team and staff for consideration. Our staff all live within the County or on the border of 

the County so they are very familiar with the road network but perhaps you spoke with one of our 

consultants who resides outside of the County and may be a bit less familiar with some of the side 

roads? Either way a bicycle field trip is a great recommendation. 

 As for a connection to Washington Crossing State Park, we have spoken to park staff about their 

plans to make improvements within the park to get ready for the 250th Semiquincentennial 

anniversary. The Governor recently announced a $25 million investment in 10 New Jersey 

Revolutionary War historic sites to prepare them for an expected surge in visitors and Washington 

Crossing State Park will be targeted for improvements. We met with park staff and they are aware 

of our bikeway project beginning/ ending at their park. 

 As part of the eastern D&R connection adjacent to Route 1, one of our goals is to connect the local 

businesses and residential developments along CR 546. Cutting the bike lane early to detour up 

Princess Road would exclude those residents and businesses. We do however encourage our 

municipalities to make additional connections to our project such as the one you are suggesting. 

The Great Western Bikeway is intended to serve as a "spine" for which other bikeway or trails can 

link into and foster greater connectivity. We welcome all coordination efforts with our 

municipalities including those on a possible alternatives from Princess Road and the abandoned 

driveway. 

 I will forward your concerns regarding the dedicated turn arrows at Princeton Pike and Franklin 

Corner Road as well as Route 31 crossing for further disucssion. 

• Thursday, June 29, 2023 10:11 PM: Received via Email 

In regards to the current proposed GWB route, with all the traffic (including semis) and the high speed limit 

(45mph) on Rt 31, the intersection at Ingleside Avenue (Rt 631) in Pennington is too dangerous to unless a traffic 

light is installed (the current blinking light is not much of a help, even for cars and not sure a cross walk light would 

be effective given that the south bound traffic comes over a hill onto a curve at high speed). If a new traffic light 

is not possible, the bike route should be rerouted to Pennington-Titusville Rd (traffic goes at a much slower speed 

because of the schools) via Scotch Rd or Dublin Rd so the crossing of Rt 31 can be made where there is a traffic 

signal. Otherwise, the Ingleside/Rt 31 crossing is an accident waiting to happen. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – June 30, 2023 

 Thank you for your comment, I will forward to our consultant team and staff for consideration. The 

County is currently in discussions with NJDOT on a possible signal or alternative improvements. 

Discussions are ongoing so at this time no improvement has been finalized for advancement. If an 

improvement is not possible at the Ingleside intersection, the County may be forced to drop the 

bicycle route at CR 546 and start it back up at S Main Street as we do not have jurisdiction over 

Pennington-Titusville Rd, Scotch Road or Dublin Road. Those are all municipal roadways under 

Hopewell Township's jurisdiction. 

 Regardless if improvements at Ingleside are possible, we encourage out municipalities to make 

additional connections to our project. The Great Western Bikeway is intended to serve as a "spine" 

for which other bikeway or trails can link into and foster greater connectivity. We welcome all 

coordination efforts with our municipalities including those on possible alternatives 
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from Pennington-Titusville Rd, Scotch Road or Dublin Road. 

• Tuesday, June 27, 2023 5:22 PM: Received via Email 

My name is [redacted] and I’ve been a Pennington resident for a little over twenty years. I write to ask you to please 

refrain from creating a bike lane down Main Street in Pennington. 

I’ve spent time is countless other towns, but none approach the charm, tranquility and sweetness of Pennington. 

A bike lane here will ruin the small town aesthetic that we love and the gratuitous use of spray paint to delineate 

the lanes will do irreparable harm. There’s absolutely no need for these lanes particularly since the town has easy 

access to the Hopewell/Lawrence bike and walking trails. 

Please reconsider and let the existing trails serve the biking population. 

Response Matthew Zochowski email – July 10, 2023 

 Thank you for your comment, we will forward your concern to our staff and team of consultants for 

further discussion. 

• Monday, July 3, 2023 2:27 PM: Received via Email 

I was sorry to have to miss the June 27 public information center about the Mercer County Great Western Bikeway 

but was happy that my husband was able to attend and to speak with you, and to learn of this opportunity to share 

further comments.  

I should first say that I am very pleased that the GWB is being built and appreciate the County undertaking this 

worthy project. 

As you know, crossing Route 295 by bike (or on foot) on Route 206 or on Princeton Pike is scary and dangerous. 

While the pedestrian crosswalks installed a few years ago on Route 206 help somewhat, they still fall short of a 

solution. When/if the Johnson Trolley line is connected over the highway, that will be wonderful, but that may be 

some time off. 

For that reason I looked at plans for the GWB with an eye toward how accessible the bikeway will be to those of 

us living in Lawrence Township south of Route 295, and how it might help to connect the northern and southern 

parts of Lawrence Township currently bifurcated by the highway if one is not in a motor vehicle. That led me to two 

questions and to several suggestions that could perhaps be worked into the plans for the GWB at relatively little 

cost: 

• It appears that the GWB will go from the intersection of Princeton Pike and Franklin Corner Road (Route 

546) under the highway to the intersection of Route 206 and Route 546. Is that the case and will the bike 

lane there be “shared” with cars or will it be separate? That stretch of Franklin Corner Road is currently 

quite dangerous for pedestrians and bicyclists, so a safe and preferably off-road or protected bike path 

there would be very welcome. 

• If the bike lane on Franklin Corner Road will in fact run from Princeton Pike south of the highway to Route 

206 north of the highway, how will residents who live off of route 206 south of the highway get to the 

Princeton Pike & Franklin Corner Road intersection? From the township municipal building and the 

neighborhoods south of it on both sides of Route 206, for example, to Princeton Pike requires either riding 

a bike on the sidewalk or in the road on Route 206 – somewhat possible in some places but very 

dangerous in others. From the Rider University light, one can cross Route 206 to Vandermeer Road, then 

travel through Turtle Back Park to Ravona Place and Merritt Drive to Darrah Lane and from there to 

Princeton Pike. Going through Turtle Back Park is a scenic route but one not easily navigated by bike; there 

is grass in some places and a rocky trail in another. An alternative is staying on Route 206 to the light at 

Darrah lane, but 206 is dangerous there and Darrah Lane also lacks a bike path. So any improvements 

with regard to mobility between Route 206 and Princeton Pike to increase accessibility to the GWB would 

be helpful.  

• I would also ask that the county look into working with Amazon and/or Lawrence Township to put in a bike 

path from Princess Road to the D&R Canal towpath, south of Route 295, where Princess Road is closest 

to the towpath (at about the Amazon warehouse property, I think). That would allow bikes to cross between 

south and north of Route 295 under the highway on the towpath, without having to cross Route 1 at 

Whitehead Road or at Franklin Corner/Bakers Basin Road to then reach the daunting overpass which has 

them re-cross Route 1 on the other side of 295.  
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• Finally, perhaps the county, Lawrence Township and PSE&G could work together to pave or put a hard 

packed surface on the high-tension-tower right of way between Rider University and Bunker Hill Road, and 

also on the Johnson Trolley line trail south of 295. Those two trails intersect at a right angle, and making 

them accessible to bikes and pedestrians would also help to increase mobility in south Lawrence for bikes 

and pedestrians. The right of way is pretty much impassable to bikes even though Google maps lists it as 

a bike route. And the Johnson Trolley Line between Eggerts Crossing Road and the highway has a pretty 

rough surface too. If one could get from areas of south Lawrence to the Bunker Hill area, one could cross 

over Route 295 on Federal City Road. That’s not perfect either – Federal City Road has fewer on/off ramps 

than Route 206 and Princeton Pike, which is good, but it also has a very narrow or no shoulder – but it 

would be another option. And once across 295 that route could link up to the GWB on Lawrenceville -

Pennington Road.  

I would be pleased to discuss any of these questions or ideas with you further. Thank you very much for the 

opportunity to comment. 

Response Between Route US 206 and the vicinity of the I-295 overpass, the bike route actually leaves 

Franklin Corner Road (CR 546) and follows Mill Road, which is proposed to be paved. Due to the 

narrow roadway width and posted speed limit of 45 mph for that section of CR 546, it was safer 

to follow Mill Road.  

 Many of the areas noted are outside the project limits and the County's jurisdiction, however, future 

connections to municipal roads could be considered on a local level. 

• Friday, July 14, 2023 10:45 AM: Received via Email 

I have a short list of comments for the Great Western Bikeway. Let me know if I can provide through any other 

avenue… I do not see a location for comments on the project website… 

Regional Transportation Alternatives Program 

TAP-R-2017-Mcer County Great Western Bikeway 

PE Phase – Public Information Center 

Tuesday, June 27, 2023 

[redacted] – Lawrence Township Resident – Public Comments 

1.  Lane Assignments on Intersection Approach 

a. Many locations have three-lane intersection approaches, e.g. CR 546 and Scotch Road 

i. Volumes likely do not justify 3-lane approaches, even considering future area development. 

ii. The 3-lane approach requires thru-bicyclists to queue between the vehicle thru lane and right-

turn lane, and it requires a weave zone between the thru-bike maneuver and the vehicle right-

turn, which increases bike exposure, level-of-traffic-stress, and crash risk on intersection 

approach. 

iii. Consider changes to intersection approaches at Scotch Road and numerous other 

intersections throughout the project. Examine each individually. 

2. Wright Brothers Parking Lot 

a. Consider intersection crossbike here at typically throughout the project limits as jurisdiction allows 

i. Anecdotally, Hudson County in some cases requires municipalities to maintain crossbikes. 

b. Why is a dedicated right turn lane provided on approach to this small intersection? Eliminate the 

dedicated right-turn lane to simplify ped/bike crossing. 

3. Why does North Road have a dedicated right turn lane?  

a. Treat instead like Pennington-Lawrenceville Rd intersection with GWB 

4. At Ingleside – There is no infrastructure to assist bicycle crossing shown on plans. 

a. Examine the northeast and northwest curb radius to be reduced. 

5. CR 546 and Blackwell Road 

a. Examine elimination of the right-turn lane from Blackwell Rd to CR 546 West/South. 

b. Also consider slip-lane elimination from CR 546 to Blackwell Road 

c. Consider curb-radius reduction at this intersection on all corners to reduce VRU crossing exposure, 

future pavement maintenance costs 

6. CR 546 and Federal City Road 

a. The intersection slip-right lanes degrade the proposed bicycle infrastructure, increases bike exposure, 

level-of-traffic-stress, and crash risk on intersection approach. 
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b. Examine elimination of the slip right-lane(s) at CR 546 and Federal City Road, especially in the EB/SB 

direction of travel 

7. The plan is not entirely clear on what happens to the bike lane on Scotch Road adjacent to the Trenton-Mercer 

Airport at the large horizontal curve. Provide clarification. 

8. Driveways west of Route 1 should be raised to sidewalk/bikeway level, not vice-versa (lowering the path to 

driveway-level). Provide notes/detail as such on project documents. 

Response Several of your points were raised by others; see responses above.  In regard to intersection 

geometry, the proposed intent of the project was to provide safe bicycle accommodations with 

minimal or modest geometric changes, which often impact right of way, utilities, and drainage, in 

addition to traffic operations.  All of these require study, permitting, expense, and interagency 

cooperation that is largely beyond the scope of this project.  

 The existing dedicated right turn lane at the Wright Brothers Parking Lot was recently installed. 

 At Ingleside Avenue and Washington Crossing-Pennington Road intersection, the crossing 

proposed is just east of Reed Road. Bicyclists are encouraged to use the RRFBs proposed for this 

crossing.  

 Conventional bicycle lanes (4’ – 5’ wide) are proposed adjacent to Trenton–Mercer Airport. 

Proposed signage will be evaluated in the next design phase. 

 Agreed that the driveways should be raised to shared use path level. Details will be developed in 

the next design phase.  

• Wednesday, July 12, 2023: Received via Mail July 14, 2023  

Enclosed please find a certified copy of Resolution 2023-7.10, Resolution Requesting Mercer County that it 

Redesign the Great Western Bike Path Traversing Pennington Borough to Preserve On-street Parking for Residents 

From Curlis Avenue to Vannoy Avenue. The Resolution was approved by Borough Council at a meeting held July 

10, 2023. 
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Response In addition to the Borough of Pennington’s resolution, public comments regarding the proposed 

marked bike lanes along Main Street between Curlis Avenue and Vannoy Avenue were received by 

the County. The County has extended the shared lane facility to eliminate the parking impacts. 


