
 
MINUTES 

PRINCETON TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
March 21, 2016 

Conference Room A  
Witherspoon Municipal Building 

Present: Robert Altman, Nat Bottigheimer. Sam Bunting, Jenny Crumiller (Council 
liaison), Amner Deleon, Pam Hersh, Sgt. Tom Murray (Police Department liaison), 
Surinder Sharma, Deanna Stockton (Princeton Engineering), Jack West (Princeton 
Engineering), Ralph Widner. Absent:  Kristin Appelget (Princeton University 
liaison), Robert Kiser (Engineering liaison), Guests: Marty Lyons, Marion Sommer, 
Kenneth Leighton. 
 
The meeting convened at 5:15 p.m. 
 

1. Review and Approval of February 8, 2016 Minutes. 
Amner DeLeon moved approval of the minutes for the February 8, 2016 
meeting. The motion was seconded and unanimously approved. 
 

2. Comments from the Public 
Mr. Marty Lyons raised four questions: 
(a) Has the committee examined whether a standard or 25 mph. Speed limit 

is workable or reasonable on Valley Road and Mountain Avenue? His 
view is that it will be difficult to move traffic through and out of town if a 
standard speed limit of 25 m.p.h. is established. Sgt. Tom Murray 
responded that while the matter of a standardized, lower speed limit on 
town streets has been raised by a number of residents, his own view, 
after considerable study, is that it is not practical or wise to adopt such a 
limit on every street. 

(b) Has the committee looked into the lighting of crosswalks? Mr. Lyons feels, 
in particular, that the old yellow/orange sodium lights yield more 
visibility than the new LED lights now coming into use. He was informed 
that crosswalk lighting has received major attention from the committee, 
but that there is considerable professional doubt that the old sodium 
vapor lights yield better visibility. He was assured that the committee will 
give continuing attention to the crosswalk lighting issue. 

(c) He complained that cyclists are often difficult to see at night because they 
do not have proper lighting and are wearing dark clothing and thus come 
close to being hit. He was assured that the committee is fully aware of this 
problem and is attempting to address it. 

(d) He said that he often sees pedestrians step out into the street without 
being sure they have been seen and that poses great challenges for 
motorists. He asked whether people are being ticketed for jaywalking. 
Sgt. Murray responded that whenever manpower permits, jaywalkers are 
stopped and warned, but that officers are going slow in issuing summons 
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though they may eventually do so. He said that the police do not want to 
be perceived as heavy handed, but rather as protectors of public safety. 
 
Ms. Marion Sommers echoed some of Mr. Marty Lyons concerns and drew 
attention, in particular, to bicyclists speeding, not stopping for 
pedestrians, and as problems for motorists. She said she prefers to see 
cyclists use the sidewalks rather than the streets because motorists have 
great difficulty seeing or avoiding them. Chairman Altman pointed out 
that the committee hears more complaints about cyclists on sidewalks 
and that the general policy is to establish complete streets that provide 
for safer passage for both cyclists and motorists. 
 
Mr. Kenneth Leighton asked about progress on prohibiting heavy trucks 
from using the Mercer Road bridge. Deanna Stockton explained that 
Lawrence Township joined with Princeton to convince the county and 
state to prohibit trucks on the bridge. She said there has been a hold up in 
putting the prohibition completely into effect because of the structural 
problems of the U.S. 206 bridge, which required diverting truck traffic 
from that route. He was assured, however, that once this situation is 
cleared up, heavy truck traffic will be prohibited all the way from Quaker 
Road to Lovers Lane. 
 

3. TCDI Suggestions 
Deanna Stockton circulated a list of grant possibilities available through the 
Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission and asked committee 
members to send her any suggestions about projects worthy of support. The 
list is attached to and made a part of these minutes. 
 

4. Progress on Bicycle Plan 
Deanna Stockton reported that she and Lee Solow, Princeton’s Planning 
Director, have reviewed some of the preliminary routes that will be proposed 
by the consultant and that they will be reviewed by the Planning Board in 
April. 
 

5. Board of Health Concerns About Pedestrian Safety 
Sam Bunting said that he attended a Health Commission meeting at which 
concerns about pedestrian safety were being considered as public health 
issues and that the matters were almost identical to those being addressed 
by the Traffic and Transportation Committee. He suggested to the Health 
Commission that they get together with Traffic and Transportation and 
proceed in tandem rather than duplicate efforts. 
 

6. Police Report 
Sgt. Tom Murray submitted the police report for February 2016, which is 
made a part of and appended to these minutes. There were 79 accidents, five 
involving injuries, two of them with pedestrians. One bicycle accident 
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involved no injuries. No accidents with deer were reported. 
 
Sgt. Murray said that he has been conducting an analysis of accidents in 
connection with the police department’s strategic plan, now in preparation. 
So far he has found that in 60 percent of motorist/pedestrian accidents, the 
motorist is at fault; in the other 40 percent, the pedestrian is at fault.   
 
He has pared down the number of ranked “top accident” streets to ten. 
 

7. How the CSC Could Function 
Chairman Altman explained that the new Complete Streets Committee that 
will replace the present Traffic and Transportation Committee sprang from 
Council member Jenny Crumiller concerns about the need for a committee to 
oversee implementation of the Complete Streets policy adopted by Council 
and the Planning Board, plus Anton Lahnston’s concerns about the 
organization of committees that oversee planning and operation of our local 
transit systems, and Ralph Widner’s concerns that no mechanism existed to 
develop and implement transportation strategies in the community’s Master 
Plan. 
 
He invited Ralph Widner to review the structure of the new committee, how 
it might operate, and the kinds of issues that might be addressed through 
temporarily assembled ad hoc task groups. 
 
Ralph Widner used a PowerPoint presentation to outline responses to these 
questions, which as appended to and made a part of these minutes. 
 
To help ensure improved integration of transportation operations and 
planning, two members of the new CSC committee will serve on the Bicycle 
Committee and two members will serve on the Public Transit Advisory 
Committee. The Chairman will sit with municipally staffed Traffic Safety 
Committee, as at present. The vice chair and three members will serve “at 
large” to deal with near, mid, and long term transportation planning and 
strategic issues, often with the assistance of temporary ad hoc task groups 
assembled for a specific purpose. 
 
He said that the first such ad hoc task group is likely to be the existing ad hoc 
Transit Coordination Advisory Committee comprised of community and 
university representatives, which coordinates the planning and operation of 
the municipal FreeB and Tiger Transit as an integrated local transit system. 
He then reviewed with slides the kinds of integration questions this group 
will address. 
 
Using another set of slides, he outlined some of the issues the Public Transit 
Advisory Committee is addressing in connection with the Neighborhood 
FreeB. In particular, there is a need for a concerted transit public information 
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and education campaign. 
 
He indicated that the consultants for the Alexander Road/University Place 
Task Force had recommended  improved bicycle access for Princeton station 
and that this recommendations should be taken up by municipal staff in its 
work on the Bicycle Plan. 
 
He described the work of a research team funded by the Mass Transit Trust 
Fund and said that this team might be an appropriate candidate to be a 
second ad hoc task group. Its primary mission is to identify categories of 
drivers who might be willing to shift to other mobility alternatives. 
 
He described some the team’s findings so far, including the potentials for a 
municipally sponsored carpooling/ridesharing initiative. 
 
The ordinance provides that issues to be addressed will either be referred to 
CSC by Council, or suggested by the CSC based upon community needs. 
 
Chairman Altman said that in order to convene any meeting of the new CSC 
once the ordinance passes he needs to know who is going to serve, and in 
what capacities, and what issues will be addressed at the outset. 
 
Jenny Crumiller and Ralph Widner said that information should be 
forthcoming shortly. 
 
Chairman Altman said that the next meeting will be on April 18th. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Ralph R. Widner, Secretary 

 

























 
 





Complete Streets goal: “Design & operate 
a comprehensive, integrated, connected 
multi-modal network of transportation 
options.” 
 
Circulation Goal: “Entice people out of 
their cars...by providing viable alternatives 
for people to get to work, shop, or 
recreate.” 
 
 



“[In cooperation with other 
municipalities, the counties, and the 
state] identify and build consensus for 
projects to create more efficient and 
effective transportation and reduced 
demand for automobile travel in the 
Route 1 corridor.” 



A plan is “a detailed proposal to achieve 
something,” and should include strategies to 
achieve its goals. 
 
The primary purpose of the CSC is to help 
Council and the Planning Board develop and 
implement near, mid, and long-term actions 
and strategies to operationalize Complete 
Streets/transportation aspirations expressed 
in the Master Plan and other policies 
adopted by Council. 



• Some strategies and actions will be near-term and 
implementable by the municipality alone;  

•  Some mid-term actions may require cooperation with 
adjacent towns and area employers;  

• Some long-term actions require state & local cooperation 
and political leadership. 



Princeton’s Commuting drivers:  
39% work in town; 37% work in adjacent towns. 

Residents:2,742 
In-Commuters: 

21,302 

Out-commutes to: 
1,616 (37%) 

In-commutes from: 
5,990 (28%) 



76% of Princeton’s In-commuting drivers come from 
our “primary” commute area [Trenton, Hamilton, 

Bucks & Burlington] or from a 5-state region. 

In-commuters: 
8,305 (40%) 

Out-commuters: 
814 (18.7%) 

In-commuters: 
865 (4.1%) 

Out-commuters: 
535 (12.3%)  

In-commuters: 
7,778 (36.5%) 

Out-commuters: 
395 (9.1%) 



CSC is a “tent”  
under which we can orchestrate  

specific strategies or actions    
to pursue the town’s transportation objectives. 



AD HOC TASK GROUPS 
• The CSC can assemble ad hoc task 

groups to assist it in its work. 
 

• An already existing 
community/university ad hoc Transit 
Advisory Committee is set up to 
coordinate and integrate the municipal 
FreeB and Tiger Transit as a local 
transit service. 
 

 



  
 



• Yet only the Commuter FreeB serves the areas where they live. It doesn’t 
go to the campus, so these employees drive to campus jobs instead. 

• Extending Tiger Transit routes to where they live may entice some out of 
their cars. 



• Many rail commuters can not use Commuter FreeB or Tiger Transit 
to get to Princeton Station, so they drive to Princeton Junction. 

• Integrated route changes may lure more to use the Dinky instead. 



• The ad hoc community/university ad hoc Transit 
Task Group can be asked to continue to pursue 
coordination and integration of FreeB and Tiger 
Transit routes and passenger information 
systems. 



THE NEIGHBORHOOD FREEB 
•The Neighborhood FreeB appears to serve its primary “market” well—
those without cars and no way to get around; seniors who cannot drive; 
those with disabilities; and those with low incomes. 
•Complaints are about lack of integration with other transit and lack of 
information about how to use it. 



• The Transit Advisory Committee is attempting to integrate 
stops, schedules, and passenger information between the 
Neighborhood FreeB and other transit systems. 

• The committee could initiate an intensive transit public 
information and education campaign on its own, or we 
could assemble an ad hoc task group of residents skilled in 
public relations and advertising. 



• About 1,120 residents who drive to in-town jobs live in residential 
areas too dispersed for service by local transit, yet residents 
carpool at only half the rate for the state & nation. 

• A smartphone app “Carpooling: Princeton Rideshare” facilitates 
voluntary carpooling. 



“Carpooling: Princeton Rideshare” can also be used by 
14,700 drivers who commute into a job from elsewhere 
each day. 

• The app’s availability 
is posted on the 
municipal website. 
 

• However, this may be 
insufficient to 
promote widespread 
use. 
 

• CSC could advocate 
sponsorship of the 
app by the 
municipality and 
school district, then 
other employers. 

This another 
instance where we 
need resident 
experts in public 
relations and 
advertising to help 
us mount an 
intensive 
promotional 
program for the 
app. 
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