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NEW JERSEY

INTRODUCTION

The Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of
1982 (Public Law 97-348) established the
Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS), a
system of undeveloped coastal barriers along
the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico coasts. This
atlas of coastal barriers in New Jersey has
been prepared in accordance with Section 10
of CBRA (16 U.S5.C., 3509), which states:

Sec. 10. Reports to Congress,

{a) In General.--Before the close of
the 3-year period beginning on the date
of the epactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall prepare and submit to
the Committees a report regarding the
System.

(b) Consultation in Preparing Report.--
The Secretary shall prepare the report
required under subsection (a) in con-
sultation with the Governors of the
States in which System units are located
and with the coastal zone management
agencies of the States 1in which System
units are located and after providing
opportunity for, and considering, public
comment,

(c) Report Content.--The report re-
quired under subsection (a) shall con-
tain--

(1) recommendations for the con-
servation of fish, wildlife, and
other natural resources of the
System based on an evaluation and
comparison of all management alter-
natives, and combinations thereof,
such as State and local actions
(including management plans ap-
proved under the Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451
et seq.)), Federal actions (includ~
ing acquisition for administration
as part of the National Wildlife
Refuge System), and initiatives by
private organizations and individ-
uals;

{2) recommendations for additions
to, or deletions from, the Coastal
Barrier Resources System, and for
modifications to the boundaries of
System units:

(3) a summary of the comments re-
ceived from the Governors of the
States, State coastal zone manage-
ment agencies, other government
officials, and the public regarding
the System; and

(4) an analysis of the effects, if
any, that general revenue sharing
grants made under section 102 of
the S5tate and Local Fiscal
Assistance Amendments of 1972 (31
U.5.C. 1221) have had on undevel-
oped coastal barriers.

Under the direction of the Assistant Secre-
tary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, this
report has been prepared by the Coastal
Barriers Study Group, a task force of pro-
fessionals representing the National Park
Service, U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S.

Geological Survey, and other Departmental
offices.

This volume of the report contains delinea-
tions of additions to the CBRS in New Jersey
that the BDepartment of the Interior recom-
mends to the Congress for its consideration.
No units were designated in New Jersey when
CBRA was enacted in 1982,

BACKGROUND

New Jersey 1is one of the smallest States in
the country with an area of only 7,836 square
miles. It is approximately 166 miles long
from north to south, and 70 miles wide at its
widest point. Yet, New Jersey is also the
Mation's most densely populated State and is
becoming the most urbanized State in the
country, second only te California. About 90
percent of the population lives 1in areas
¢lassified as cities, and some whole counties
are 95 to 100 percent urbanized. 1In the
1960's, the population of Ocean County, for
example, increased 90 percent, and other
rural areas withessed a population increase
of over 50 percent. Even most of the coastal
barrier beaches are now classified as urban,
and the only remaining natural areas are in
the parks.

New Jersey has some of the most heavily
industrialized coastal regions found anywhere
in the Northeast. The New Jersey shoreline,
one of the most heavily developed regions of
the Atlantic coast, and its associated lands
and waters have been severely abused in the
past. Yet there are still some parts of the
coast that are very wild, especially along
the southern mainland where extensive marshes
ard swamps thrive.

New Jersey can be divided into three
geographical sections: the western hills,
which stop abruptly just west of Princeton
and New Brunswick; the central plain, where




the land drops into Tow, rolling terrain; and
the Coastal Plain, a geographic region that
ties New Jersey to other States of the Mid-
and South Atlantic coast. New Jersey was not
glaciated south of New Brunswick. It was
affected by changes of sea Jevel during
previous times, but the land was not directly
affected by ice. The forests are composed
mostly of oak, hickory, and pine, much 1ike
elsewhere on the southern Coastal Plain, with
gum and white cedar thriving in the wetter
places.

The most outstanding natural features of New
Jersey are its coastal Towlands, marshes, and
beaches, most of which have been developed.
The white cedar swamps found along ponds and
the sluggish rivers of the south coast
are some of the most extensive along the
Atlantic coast. In fact, southern white
cedar seems to have reached its maximum
distribution in southern New Jersey. These
swamps and bogs harbor many rare and unusual
plant species, dncluding orchids, azaleas,
and insectivorous plants.

The tidal wetlands are still extensive on the
south coast, although many have been filled.
Those that remain are dominated by
cordgrasses and provide outstanding habitat
for marine and estuarine organisms. One of
the largest wetlands in the Northeast--the
Hackensack Meadows--once existed in north-
eastern New Jersey. These huge marshes,
which once covered over 19,000 acres, have
targely been filled; even so, those acres
that still exist support a surprising array
of wildlife. The New Jersey barrier islands
and beaches that front the Atlantic OQcean
were once some of the most extensive on the
Northeast coastline. Formed from eroded
Coastal Plain sediments and headlands, they
have a geological 1link to barriers further
south. However, they have nearly all been
converted to resorts, permanent towns with
seasonal and full-time residents, and major
cities. Only about 20 miles of barrier
coastline remain in a relatively natural
state in Sandy Hook National Park, Island
Beach State Park, and Brigantine National
Wildlife Refuge. Where the vegetation on the
barriers is natural, there are beachgrass,
bayberry, seaside goldepnrod, and beach pea,
as well as woodlands of cherry, pine, black
cak, and cedar. An outstanding forest of
American holly survives on Sandy Hook.

A1l of New Jersey's coastal parks are heavily
visited by thousands of people annually.
Some sections of the coast have been exten-
sively "stabilized" and are so severely
eroded that only seawalls and groins remain.
Much of the coast was badly damaged in the
1562 Ash Wednesday storm. In some areas
dunes have been leveled for dense concentra-
tions of cottages, while in other areas there
are no dunes left at all. A few communities,
like Mantoloking, have good dune systems and
relatively wide beaches. Mantoloking has
taken a very aggressive stand on protecting
its dunes Trom damage and has developed a
progressive ordinance to maintain and improve
the dunes.

Commercial fishing is no longer a significant
part of the State's economy. However, re-
creational fishing and boating and related
support industries make a significant con-
tribution to the coastal economy. A study

done in 1982 showed that nonbusiness visitors
Lo the New Jersey coast spent $4.87 billion,
$850 million of which was spent for motels,
hotels, and campgrounds; the report also
estimated that the visitors generated a total
economic output of $7 billion.

COASTAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

Early Interest in Tidal Waters

New Jersey's interest in its tidal waters
precedes the American Revolution. Under the
public trust doctrine of English common law,
tidal waters and the lands thereunder
belonged to the sovereign for the common use
of all the people. With the Revolution, the
royal rights to the State's tidelands became
vested in the people of New Jersey. In 1821,
the State Supreme Court in Arnold v. Mundy {6
N.J.L. 1) articulated the State's right to
convey, regulate, improve, and secure the
tidelands for the common benefit of every
individual citizen, but also determined that
neither the State nor the purchaser or
licensee of tidelands could impair the
public's common rights of fishing and
navigation in tidal waters.

General Riparian Act. In 1869, this Act set
forth the procedure by which an administra-
tive agency, then the Riparian Commissioners,
could transfer the rights to State-owned
tidelands. Subsequent State Supreme Court
decisions have declared that because tidal
lands are held in public trust, the State
must consider the broad public interest and
must receive adeguate compensation for these
lands.

Waterfront Development Law. Enacted in 1914,
this law requires prospective developers to
obtain State agency approval of plans for the
development of any waterfront wupon any
navigable water or stream of New Jersey or
bounding thereon {N.J.S.A. 12:5-3).

New Jersey Coastal Resource Management

New Jersey's coastal program had its begin-
nings with a series of Tlaws passed in the
tate 1960's and early 1970°'s when the State
became concerned about wetlands and associ-
ated coastal resources. Unfortunately, this
concern came too late fo protect extensive
areas of coastal wetlands that were filled or
developed in years past. The State created
the Department of Environmental Protection
(DEPY in 1970 to “formulate comprehensive
policies for the conservation of natural
resources of the State" (N.J.S.A. 13: 1ID-9).

Hackensack Meadowlands Reclamation and De-
velopment Act. Passed in 1969 to ensure the
orderly development of the Meadowlands
District, the Act created the Hackensack
Meadow]lands Development Commission, provided
it with authority to regulate all forms of
development within the district, and
instructed it to create a master plan for the
district.

Wetlands Act of 1970. This Act created the
Department of Environmental Protection to
delineate and regulate development in all
coastal wetlands of the State Tfrom the
Raritan River Basin southward.




Coastal Area Facility Review Act {(CAFRA).
This 1973 Act was the next major Tegislative
advance in coastal management and protection.
It gave DEP authority to regulate major de-
velopment in the bay and ocean shore segment
of the coastal zone in order to preserve
environmentally sensitive sites and ensure a
rational pattern of development. CAFRA also
required the Department to prepare a strategy
for the management area by September 1977.

Coastal Management Program. In 1972, when
the Federal Coastal Zone Management Act was
enacted, the Governor directed DEP to develop
a statewide coastal management program to
meet Federal approval. Because DEP, under
CAFRA, had already prepared a coastal manage-
ment strategy for the bay and ocean shore
area in 1977, DEP elected to seek Federal
approval of this segment first, and then to
complete a boundary, policy, and management
system suitable for the remainder of the
State's coastal zone. Between 1974 and 1978,
the Department collected data and met with
interested groups throughout the State. As a
result of these meetings, a comprehensive set
of Coastal Resource and Development Policies
designed to ensure consistent and predictable
permit decisionmaking in the coastal zone was
adopted, effective September 28, 1978; the
Coastal Management Program for the Bay and
Ocean Shore Segment received Federal approval
the next day.

The first step toward extending the coastal
management program into the more developed
portions of the State was publication of
"Options for New Jersey's Developed Coast" in
March 1979. This report was followed by two
additional publications, the "Proposed New
Jersey Coastal Management Program," and a
“Draft Environmental Impact Statement." The
remaining sections of New Jersey's Coastal
Management Program were approved 1in 1980,

The fundamental core of the Coastal Manage-
ment Program is carried out by DEP. DEP
adopted the Coastal Resource and Development
Policies as administrative rules for this
task. The basic coastal policies follow.

1. Protect and enhance the coastal
ecosystem.

2. Concentrate rather than disperse the
pattern of coastal residential,
commercial, industrial, and resort
development, and encourage the preser-
vation of open space.

3. Employ a method of decisionmaking that
allows each c¢oastal 1location to be
evaluated in terms of both its
advantages and disadvantages for
development.

4. Protect the health, safety, and welfare
of people who reside, work, and visit
in the coastal zone.

5. Promote public access to the waterfront
through linear walkways and at least
one waterfront park in each waterfront
municipality.

6. Maintain active port and indusirial
facilities, and provide for necessary
expansion in adjacent sites.

7. Maintain and upgrade existing energy
facilities, and site additional energy
facilities determined to be needed by
the New Jersey Department of Energy
(DOE) in a manner consistent with the

policies of this Coastal Management
Program.

8. Encourage residential, commercial, and
recreational mixed-use redevelopment of
the developed waterfront.

DEP Regulatory Authority. The DEP's regula-
tory authority in the coastal zone came from
three laws passed by the State legislature

that apply to nearly all types of development
within the coastal region.

Waterfront Development Law (N.J.S.A., 12:5-
33. This law authorizes the DEP to
regulate the construction or alteration
of coastal structures such as docks,
wharves, piers, bulkheads, bridges, pipe-
lines, cables or other "similar or dissim-
ilar developments" along or on navigahle
waters in the State, Persons planning
waterfront developments must apply for
permits from the DEP, which reviews permit
applications.

Coastal Area Facility Review Act (CAFRA)
(N.J,S.A. 13:19~1 et seq.). This Act gives
the DEP power to approve and regulate the
design, location, and construction of major
facilities within the New Jersey coastal
zone, an area of 1,376 square miles.
Permit  applications and Environmental
Impact Statements must be submitted to the
DEP for public hearings and review.

The Wetlands Act (N.J.S.A. 13:9A-1 et
seq. ) of 1970. This Act authorizes DEP to
regulate activities on coastal wetliands.
The Act, administered by the Division of
Coastal Resources, gives the State broad
powers to control every form of coastal
wetland disturbance or development with the
exception of mosquito control and continued
use for agricultural purposes, such as
harvesting salt marsh hay. Most coastal
wetlands were mapped in 1972, and only
those which are mapped fall within the
regulations of the Act. Wetland permit
decisions are made by the Division
Director, but can be appealed to the
Commissioner of DEP.

The DEP 4is authorized to undertake Shore
Protection programs to prevent and/or repair
damage caused by shoreline erosion. The
Federal Beaches and Harbor Act of 1977
(Public Law 77-208) provided a $30 million
bond issue to fund State matching grants for
beach maintenance, protection, and restora-
tion. The DEP is required to prepare a
master plan, underway since 1978, to develop
Shore Protection Rules. These rules include
policies on coastal engineering, dunes and
dune management, beach nourishment, and
high~risk beach erosion areas. The Shore
Protection Master Plan and Coastal Policies
will become the basis for planning joint
projects with the U.5. Army Corgs of
Engineers; coastal permits will be issued
only when in conformity with these coastal
policies.



Other State and Local Actions

Tidelands Resource Council. In addition to
the DEP, the State manages tidelands through
its proprietary role as owner of the lands.
The ownership role of the State is exercised
through the Tidelands Resource Council,
which is composed of 12 citizens appointed by
the Governor, with advice and consent from
the State Senate. The State's ownership of
tidelands extends to the mean high water
mark, determined on the basis of a theoreti-
cal 18.6-year tide. The council has broad
discretionary powers concerning applications
for tideland use. Many of the State's tide-
tands were sold in the past, but today title
remains with the State and the council can
only license use on a case-by-case basis
following permit review. The council can
issue grants and leases or license use of the
tidelands provided such activities are within
the public interest.

Hackensack Meadowlands Development Commis-
sion. The Hackensack Meadowlands District is
now a joint venture between the DEP and the
Hackensack Meadowlands Development Commission
(HMD), which s composed of the Commissioner
of the Department of Community Affairs and
three residents each from Bergen and Hudson
Counties and appointed by the Governor. The
commission is required to develop and
implement a program for development of the
Meadowlands Disirict. The DEP's Division of
Coastal Resources makes Federal consistency
determinations for any action affecting the
district. The requirements of the Wetlands
Act do not apply to this area.

New Jersey Department of Energy. This de-
partment is a significant part of the Coastal
Management Program since most energy sitings
are on the coast. The Department has broad
planning authority and decisionmaking powers
with other State agencies over energy-related
matters. It is the lead agency for the
Coastal Energy Impact Program {CEIP). Amend-
ments to the Federal Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1976 created the CEIP, which provides
funds to assist coastal States with energy
resgurce management.

Green Acres Administration. This body deter-
mines how and where State funds will be spent
for parks and open-space purchases along with
development and capital improvements. The
BEP can obtain land by condemnation, if nec-
essary, through this program. The Division
of Coastal Resources reviews proposals for
consistency* with the Coastal Resource and
Development policies of the State. One of
the program's top priorities is to create
waterfront parks in urban areas and to
provide public access and recreational
opportunities in the coastal zone.

EXISTING CBRS UNITS

No units were designated in New Jersey when
CBRA was enacted in 1982,

RECOMMENDED ADDITIONS

The Department of the Interior recommends
that all undeveloped, unprotected coastal
barriers and associated aquatic habitat
identified in Raritan Bay, Delaware Bay, and
along the Atlantic Ocean in New Jersey be
added to the CBRS. The DOI also recommends
that otherwise protected, undeveloped coastal
barriers be excluded from the CBRS. However,
if any otherwise protected, undeveloped
coastal barrier is ever made available for
development that is inconsistent with the
purposes of the CBRA, the DOI recommends that
it then be automatically included in the
CBRS. A complete discussion of DOI's recom-
mendations concerning otherwise protected,
undeveloped coastal barriers appears in
Volume 1. Maps of all otherwise protected,
undeveloped coastal barriers in New Jersey
appear in the following section. A table
presenting the Department's position on each
proposed unit identified 1in New Jersey
follows this discussion.

The Department of the Interior's recommenda-
tions were developed after full consideration
of the many pubiic, State and Federal agency,
and Congressional comments on the delinea-
tions in the Draft Report released in March
1987. The State of New Jersey reviewed the
1887 Draft Report and supports the recom-
mended additions to the CBRS. The State also
supports DOI's recommendation to exclude
otherwise protected barriers from the CBRS,
The State's positions on individual proposed
CBRS wunits are discussed in the following
section, interspersed with the appropriate
maps. The State's positions on the DOI's
general recommendations are discussed in
Volume 1.

The Department received 10 other comment
lTetters concerning New Jersey. The majority
of these favored the CBRS expansion. One
commenter requested that the Magnolia Lake
area {Cape May County) also be recommended
for addition to the CBRS. The Magnolia lLake
area does not qualify as a coastal barrier
under DOI criteria; therefore, DOI does not
recommend 1is addition to the CBRS. Substan-
tive comments concerning individual proposed
CBRS units are discussed and reprinted in the
following section, interspersed with the
appropriate maps.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COASTAL BARRIERS IN NEW JERSEY

Shore- Fast~-
Unit Tine Total Tand
1D Congregs. Length Area Area e
Code® Unit Nameb County Dist. {miles) {acres) {acres) Recommendation
NJ-02 Seidler Beach Middlesex 3 0.4 80 16 Add to CBRS
NJ-04 Conaskonk Point  Monmouth 3 1.6 262 30 Add to CBRS

{continued)




SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COASTAL BARRIERS IN NEW JERSEY (CONCLUDED)

Shore- Fast-
Unit 1ine Total land
1D b Congress. lLength Area Area d e
Code Unit Name County Dist. (miles) {acres) (acres) Recommendation
NJ-06 Brigantine Atlantic 13 0.4 367 33 Add to CBRS
NJ-07 Ccean City Beach Atlantic 2 1.7 388 27 Add to CBRS
Cape May
NJ-09 Stone Harbor fape May 2 1.6 1,456 119 Add to CBRS
NJ-12 Del Haven Cape May 2 1.8 451 48 Add to CBRS
NJ-13 Kimbles Creek Cape May 2 1.9 660 39 Add to CBRS
NJ-14 Moores Beach Cape May 2 4.1 1,882 84 Add to CBRS
Cumberland
Total ~ CBRS as Recommended 13.5 5,486 396

aGNIT ID CODE - State initials (NJ) plus a number identify each proposed unit.
bUNIT NAME - A provisional name based on a prominent local feature.
“CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT - U.S. Congressional District in which unit is located.

dFASTLANﬁ AREA - This acreage is a rough estimate of the portion of the total area that is

above the mean high tide 1ine (i.e., the non-wetland area). It is a very general
representation of the potentially developable land.

®RECOMMENDATION - A brief explanation of the Department's recommendations to Congress. For
more detailed explianations, see the following section. Abbreviations: FWS = Fish and
Wildlife Service, NPS = National Park Service, CBRS = Coastal Barrier Resources System.




STATE COMMENT LETTER

SyaTE OF NEaw JERSEY
OFFICE OF THE GOVIRNOR
CTH-0GL
Taerron
oBaRs

THOMAS #. KEan
GOVERNOR

June 22, 13587

Mr. Frank McGilvrey

Coastal Barriers Study Group
Natienal Park Service

U.5. Department of the Interior
Post Office Box 37127
Washington, D.C, 20013-7127

Dear My, MeGilvrey:

1 am writing to offer my support for the expansion of the
Coastal Barrier Resources System (UBRS} into New Jarsey, After
reviewing the proposed recommendation for New Jersey, 1 support
inclusion of the seven units proposed, with a recommendation that
four of these be modified and one additional unit from the 1985 Drafti
Report to Congress be added to the Becretary's recommendation. I am
recommending these changes to accurstely reflect the protection now
offered to thewe proposed barrier units, Detaiis of the changes 1
propese are found in the technical comments attached.

In addition toc the specific New Jersey inclusions in the
system, the Executive Summary of the Report to Congress discusses
other possible federal actions to protact smensitive coastal areas
from deveiopment and associated public costs and potential demages,
1 strongly support the Secretary's yecommendation for a joint study
by the Departments of Interior and Defense, the Federsl Emergency
Management Agency and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration to deveiop guideiines for decisions on post  storm
redevelopment of coastal barriers. In a state such as New Jersavy,
whera coastal ersas sre heavily developed, this is &n important
consideration. I recommend that the Coastsl States Organization of
the National Governore Association alsc be involved in  these
discussions,

Lastly, the Executive Summary notes that potentis: changes
to the federal tax policy related tp donations of land incentives and
cagulty loss deduttions were all dismigsed. I beileve that further
consideration of such messures 1s werranted to eliminste subsidies
for inappropriate development of Cosstal Barrier Units.

If you need any elaboration on the technical
recommendatione or find that they cannct be sccemmodsated ar would
result in elimination of a proposed unlt, piease notify John
Welngart, Director, Division of Coastal Resources, CN 401, Trenton,
New Jergey QB625.

Sinceraly,

LWt

Thomas H. Kean
Governor

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
TECHNICAL COMMENTS REGARDING
PROPRSED RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

ADDITIONS TO OR DELETIGNS FROM
THE COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM

RECOMMENDED STATE CHANGE

UNIT NUMBER UNIT NAME To PROPOSAL
NI-02 Gateway None
NI-02 Seidler Beach None
RI-03 Cliffwood Beach None
RI-04 Conaskonk Point Hone
NI-05 Island Beach None
NI-08 Brigantine Delete State protected

ares {Figures 1 & 21
add balante to CBRS

Hi-ot Ocean City Beach Local protection in-
sufficlent or not
present; add to CBRS as
previously proposed
{Pigure 3).

RECOMMENDED STATE CHANGE
UNIT NUMBER UNIT NAME To PROPOSAL

NI~-08 Lorson Inlet None

NI-09 Stone Harbor Madify to accurately
reflect existing
development which
extends 1/2 block
satth of 122nd Sireet
{approximately 550 ft.
further south}.

Delete State protected
area {Flgures 4 and 5).
Add balance to CBRS.

Ni-10 Capa May Hone

NJ-11 Highee Beach None

NI-12 Del Haven Revise to accurately
reflect State
protecred area
{Figure € & 7}. Add
palance to CBRS

HJ-13 Kimbles Creel None

NI~14 Moores Beach Revise to accurately
reflect State-
protected area
{Figure 8). Ada
balance tc C3RS

the spproximate revised boundaries of each unit are shown in
red on the reduced scale USGS Quad Sheet. Accurate
delinmation of State-owned lands is shown on the full scale
USES Quad Sheets,

-G



OTHER GENERAL COMMENT LETTERS CONCERNING NEW JERSEY

CITY OF BRIGANTINE-
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AMERICAN LITTORAL SOCIETY
Fou The Stady and Coueneion o Atc Lf
SANDY HOOK + KIGHLANDS, NEW JERSEY 07732+ 204.291-0055

June 22, 1987

V. 5. Department of the Interior
Coastal Barriers Study Group
Kational Park Service - 438

PO Box 37127

Washington, BC 20013-7127

Dear Sirs:

Protacting coastal barrier islands from tareless development is a ey
concern of the American Littoral Socisty., Barrier islands and their fragile
environs protect the mainland from destructive storm waves and spea level Tise
while filtering out polivtants and providing crucial habitat for hundreds of
species of plants, fishes, and wildliife,

The American Littoral Socisty strongly supports the proposed expansion
of the Coastal Barriers Resourcs System (CHRS) to include additional units
containing 1,011,044 acres along 500 miles of ecoast. Inclusion of the
Florida Keys, Puerte Rize, U.$. Virgin Isiands, Maryland, and New Jersey
is & positive and much needed step.

New Jarsey, in particular, has experisnced unprecedented development
pressure resulting in severe degradation of its coastal barriers. The
addition of 10,666 acres along 13.43 miles of shoreline in New Jersey to
the CBRS is of paramoont interest ot the ALS and its members.

He are in favor of the Interior’s recomuendations to: {1) include
sacondary barriers in embayments in areas suth as Long Island Sound and
Dalaware, Harragansett snéd Chesapeake Bays, (2} include inholdings in
already protected areas, (3) ciarify and strengthen federa: funding guide-
lines and restrictions, (4) restrict disposal of dredged materials in CBRS
units, {5) and include all acquatic habitats {wetlands, marshes, estuaries),
associated with eximting and proposed CBRS univs.

The Littoral Socie¢y is alec in favor of inciuding 88 units from the
Great Lakes mnd 381 units from the Pacific Cosst that were dropped from
the Secretary of the Interior’s Final Report. The Great Lakes and Pacific
Coast are plagusd by storms, jaks and pea level rise and the associsted
destruction snd flooding that inevitably occursz. Although damaging weather
comes in different forms ail four coasts are aimilarly velnerable and should
b# gimilarly protectasd.

The Littoral Society is oppesed to any Jdeletion from the CBRS. Coastal
Barriers owned by the military and Qoast Guard nead protection from umneces-
gary development as much ap barriers on private lands. Omission of the
Mobile Point wnit {Q01) alseo seems to be unsound becsuse there is atrongy
avidence that development of thisz unit began after the 1982 designations.

Page 2.

U.5. Pepartment of the Interior 6/22/87

FPinasliy the ALS sgrees that OMB certification is s farce hecause it lacks
auditing powers. However, this certification process should not be dropped
altogether, rather Congress should aek the Gsneral Accounting Office to
assume this task,

Protection of the pation’s coastal barriers is essential {f we are to
enijoy a healthy and stable ecosystem along the coast, AMdditions to the CBRS
oniy serve tc strengthen the System and provide needed protection for this
vaivable natural resource. Deletions to the CBRS are an unscund ides. ALl
coastal barriers and associated smreas must be trested as & whole and not as
separste and unrelated segments of land and water., To delete any units or
areas within units from the CBRS anly serves to upset the delicate ecosystem
that allows a coastal barrier to thrive.

Sincarely,

B Wl

D. W. Bennet:
Exscutive Director

¢:  Beth Milliman, Coast Alliance
Sharon Newsome, National Wildlife Fed.




NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION

12 Sixteanth Street, MW, Washington, 01.C. 20036-2266  (207) 7976800

Coagtal Barriere Study Group
Department of the Interior
Mational Park $Setrvice

P.O. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

HE: Comments on the Coastal Barrier Hesouzcas Act--Saction 10 Draft
Eeport to Congress, %2 Pederal Begigter 9618-9619

Pear Sir oz Madam:

The Mational Wildlife Federation, the Natural Resources Defange
Council, the Coast Alliancs, and the Oceanic Bociety are writing in
teésponse to the Department of the Interior's Pederal Kegister Notice
of March 23, 1587 molicithg comments on Praft Report to
of:]] B8 i H peutive Sy

the
BLten

Cur organizations have a longtime interest in the conservation
of coastal bargiers. The Natural Resources Defense Council was the
founding organization of the Barrier Iclands Coalitiom in 1878.
Likewise, the National Wildlife Federation, the Coast Alliance, and
the Oceanic Bociety became members of thar coalition im 1979 to help
Beek protection of coastal barrisrs.

Our organizations have led efforts to pass legislation which
would consarve the natural cesources Of coastal barriers--first, the
flood insurance prohibition inm the Omnibus Heconciiiation Act in
1981 and then, the Federal financial prohibition in the Coastal
Barrier Resources Act {CBRA) in 1982. We continue to gupport the
goals of CBRA 4nd expansion of the Coastal Barrisr Resources System
{CBA8) throwghout the United State and ite territvries. The federal
government should not be subsidizing development in hazardous areas
Which destroys produstive cesstsl ecoaysteme, endangars the lives
#nd properties of shoreilne raesidents, and costs federal Taxpavers
nii}ignn of dollars each year in flood insurance claims and disaster
relief.

The nead for an expanded Coastal Barries Resourcee System in
which federsl development subsidies ars prohibited is beconing
inersasingly eritical in 1ight vf the projected rise in sea levels
due to global warming., KB water ievels rise, so will the costs of
protecting existing structures, the damages from erosion and
flooding, and the risk to human life and property. Unfortunately,
however, development in these unstabie coaetal atess continues to
grow at a frightening pace. He feel strongly, therafore, that it is
esgential that the Department tacommend maximum expacsicn of the
System to inciude the eligible areas on all of America's coasts
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before these sitss are irrevocably committed to development. 2An
appendix of specific comments on additions o and daletions from the
System follow our general comwents.

We support the Department's fecommendation to expand the
definition of a “cosstal bacrisr™ to include landforme which
function as coastal barriers in protecting the mainland and adjacent
aguatic habitats, even if they are not composed of upconsolidated
sediments as are barriers in the traditional definition. Use of
this expanded definition in delineating CHRS units is consistent
with the conservation goals of CBEA and would aliow for the
incinsion of such new geologicsl formations s undeveloped bsach
£ock, cemented dunes, f£ringlag mangroves and assoviated coral reefs,
cheniers, discontinuous outcrops of badrock, and coarse glacial
deposits. Since theso arees serve the same fusstion as coastal
barriers and are as vulnerable to developRent pressure, kea lavel
tise, and storm damage as traditionally-defined coastal barrisre. it
is appropriate that they aisc be protected within the Syetem.

APPENDIX

COMMENTS ON SPECIFIC COASTAL BARRIER AREAS

The Rational Wildlife Federation, the Natural Resources bDefensge
Council, the {oast Alliance, and the Oceanic Society endorse the
inclusion of all undeveloped coastal barriers identified by the
Department of Interior in the March 1985 inventory, as well as scme
addivigral areas mentioned below. Following age our comments on
some of the specific areas.

Hew Jersey

We applaud the Department's decision to recommend the inclus:o:
of New Jersey's undeveloped coastal barriers. As the most densely
populsted state in the nation, much of New Jersey's coastal
resources have been seriously degraded, As a result, protection of
the remaining undeveloped areas is of paramount importance.

¥3-62 seidler Beach
Seidier Beach should be protected within the System because of
its value as coastal bird habitab.

NJ«03 Cliffwood Beach
This unit should also receive CBRS designation due to its
importance as coastal bird habitat,

NJ-04 Conaskonk Point

Protection of this area is especially important due to its
important Spartina marsh vegetation, year-round diversity of
wildlife, and valuable location as & resting place for migrating
birds, including short-eared owls. Moreover, this area is under
intense development pressure.

RJ-07 Qcean City Beach

The boundary of this unit should extend further back into the
marsh and should also include the land between Logport Boulevard ani
Scuil Bay as well,

HJ-09 Btone Harbor

it is important to include this area within the System hecasuse
its valuakle barrier spit contains remnants of a dune system and :s
valuable shorebizd and colonial pird nesting habitat.

Depariment of the Interior
IB th € 5tes., N.¥,
Washington, D.C, 20240

Desr Mr. Smith, :

I am writing a letter on behalfl of the United
States Coastal Plan, in an effort to pretect our
shorelinses,

buring my youth I was fortunate enough to enjoy
the Jersey shore, However, with the increase in
houging developments snd dumping of pellutants,
this pleasure will soon be extinct,

Plesse help protect the shorelines by supporting
the U.5. Coastal Plan,
Thank You,
Sincerely,

AT T
Kristine Pellitto

159 Malwvern St.

Newark, N.d.

07105

Felician College
Environmental Seience Student
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Coastal Barriers Study Group

National Park Service Jung 23, 1987
U.5. Deapartwent of the Interior

P.O. Box 37127

Washington, D.C, 20013~7127

DPear Sira:

f would 1lke to bring to your attention an area in Cape May
County, New Jersey that 1 belisve ahould be conaidered for
inclusion in the Comsatal Barriers Resources Act.

The ares in queation is in the town of Ocesn View, Cape May
county, New Jersey, and [ balieve either in, or next to Dennis
Township, Rew Jerssy. The apescific srea is Hagnolia Lake, and the
tidal sstuary that its waters feed into below its danwed portion
on U.5, Route 9. The iske is owned by Hrs. Richard Anderson, whe
1ives scross {rom the lake.

The lake is located in Ocean View, just off the Ocean View
gxit of the Garden State Parkway. It abuts U.5. Route %, that
forms & dam for its eastern perimeter, The waters of the iake
siuice through undar the romd to rus off into & tidal sstueary on
the other gide of the road.

I would appreciate it if your representatives in the region
eould lock into the possibiilty of inciuding this lake and its

other tidal stress Into the Coastal Barriers system.
JQWM l/‘*"

ichard K. Blake Jr.
1545 18¢h 5t. N W,
Apt. Ti4
Washington, D.C. 20036
tel. 202-483-6609




INDEX TO PROPOSED CBRS UNITS IN NEW JERSEY
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USER NOTE: To locate the map(s) of each existing and
proposed CERS unit in this volume, consult the table on
the following page.



MAPS DEPICTING PROPOSED CBRS UNITS

Unit
iD USGS Topographic Map

Code Unit Name or Map Composite Page
NJ-02 Seidler Beach Keyport 13
NJ~04* Conaskonk Point Keyport 13
NJ-06* Brigantine Brigantine Inlet 20
NJ~07* Ocean City Beach Ocean City 23
NJ-09* Stone Harbor Stone Harbor 26
NJ-12* Del Haven Rio Grande 30
NJ-13% Kimbles Creek Rio Grande 30
NJ-14* Moores Beach Heislerville 34

*Public comment summaries and DOI responses follow unit maps.

MAPS DEPICTING OTHERWISE PROTECTED, MILITARY, AND
COAST GUARD LANDS ON UNDEVELOPED COASTAL BARRIERS*

USGS Topographic Map Coastal Barrier

or Map Composite Status Page
Keyport Loeal 13
Sandy Hook Federal 15
Barnegat Light State 16
Tuckerion Federal 17
New Greina Federal 18
Oceanviilie Federal 19
Brigantine Inlet Federal, State 20
Sea Isle City State 25
Stone Harbor State 26
Wildwood Coast Guard 28
Cape May State, Military, Private 29
Rio Grande State 30
Woodbine State 33
Heislerville State 34

*These maps are provided for information purposes only. DOI is not recom-
mending the addition of these areas to the CBRS unless they are made avail-
able for development that is inconsistent with the CBRA purposes.
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EXCLUDED

FEDERAL

STATE

LOCAL

PRIVATE

MILITARY

COAST GUARD

MAP KEY
Recommendead additions to the CBRS

Mititary, Coast Guard, or otherwise
protected, undeveloped coastal
barrier

Area excluded from a propesed CBRS
unit becauss it is developed

Federsally protected, undeveloped
voastal  barrier; for information
oty

State protecied, undevelopad
coastat barrier: for information
only

Locally protected, undaveloped
coastal barrier; for information
only

Privately protected, undeveloped
coastal parrier; for information
only

Undevetoped coastal barrier owned
by the mititary: for information
onty

Undeveloped coastal barrier owned
by the Coast Guard; for information
only

Maps are arranged in geographic order from north

to south.
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NJ-04 - CONASKONK POINT

State Position: The State of New Jersey DOI Recommendation: The DCI  recommends
supports the addition of NJ-04 to the CBRS. adding NJ-04 to the CBRS.

Other Comments: One other letter supporting
the addition of NJ-04 was received. It is
reprinted below.

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS

OF MONMOUTH COUNTY, N J,

Hay 25, 1987

Comstal Berriers Study Group

U. S, Department of the Intarior
National Park Serviee - 498

FO Box 37127

Washington, DO 20013-7127

The ILszague of Women Votera of Mormouth Coumty heartlly supporis
‘the Department’s proposals to expsnd the Coastel Barriers system, Our
gge:test doubte sbout the originanl propomal was its limited applica-
Tlen,

I thia atate, as & exauwple, so little reuping of the original
varrier cheins that it ip vitally importsant that secondary barriers
at spits and in smbeyments be inciuded or a major part of the producti-
vity of our egtguaries and waters will be lost, These mreas although
not sexposed to the forces of the ocean are vital to protsct the main-
lands, Portunately, enough of then remaln in sufficlent expunses in a
few areas to make their preservation highly aignificant 1f action is
taken in time, This protection should esriainlly be extended to pri-
vate holdings in protected areas.

In our own vicinily, we are pariticularly plessed to see ConasconX
Point in the recommended protection arem, This wetland is of great
walue for bird migrations and houses s varisd sssoriment of wildlife
in all wessons, It is alses uwnder continual threat of development. With
epot devalopment of the coast rapidly expanding in all areas, protection
becomes increasingly importent for remsining wetlands antd tidal flats.

We pee no justification for omitting the Pacific coast and the
treat Lakes, It is obvious that the Study Group fully appreciates the
wnigque values of the barrier islsnda and relsted witsr énvironments,
If the goal is, indesd, to protect thewe wmreas for the benefit of pre-
sent and future generationm, it seems apparent thai large segments of
the nation‘s coasts should not be cmibted.

Similarly we do not favor the deletion of military and const
gusrd lgnds for their possible smale for private use, snd we beiiave
that penaltiee must Be exacted when barrier lands ave illegally de-
veloped. Builders, generally, are sxceedinmly quick %o take advantage
of much loopholes, Strenghening and clsrifying the fsderal funding
guidelines and restrictions should halp with this problem.

Sinpergly, !
/?a&w#/
thieen H. Rippdrs,
Katural Resources Chaitman
G} Maweaink River Rd.
Iocust, NI 07760
ce Governor Kean
John Weingart
Msabers of Congrosd
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NJ-06 - BRIGANTINE

State Position: The State of New .Jersey
requested that the 1987 draft delineations

of NJ-06 be modified to exclude the State
Park.

Qther Comments: The City of Brigantine also
wrote requesting that D0OI exclude the State
Park from the proposed unit. The City
also requested that DOI adjust the southern
boundary of the proposed unit to exclude an
area where future development is planned.
The City's letter is reprinted below.

Response: The DOI has a revised the delinea-
tion of NJ-08 to exclude the State Park. The
recommended southern boundary, however,
remains unchanged from that proposed in 1987
and is drawn at the interface of the devel-
oped and undeveloped portions of the barrier.
Under DOI criteria, planning does not cop-
stitute development.

DOI Recommendation: The DOI recommends add-

ing NJ-06 to the (BRS, as delineated here to
exclude the State Park.

MEMBER OF M.
ANE CALLF. BhAK FLE o

1AW OFFICTE
WILLIAM E. GASBARRO
HURrE a4 - Baspruoah Bol i
P 0. Box sen
ABSECON. NEW JERSEY 08203

TRLEPHONY, it 8411880
PLEASE BEFER TO

June 22, 1987 B-0C1

United States Department of
the Interior

Naticnal Park Service

Coastal Barriers Study Group

*.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7:27

Re: Reguest for Publie Comment, Draft Report to {ongress
Coastal Barrier Resources System, Executive Summary
& Proposed Additions to CBRS System in the State
of New Jersey

fadies & Gentlemen:

¥ am the City Attorney of the City of Brigantine, Hew Jersey
and have been asked to respond to your request for public comment
on the proposed recommendstions contained in your executive
summary and proposed additions to the Coastal Barxier Resource
System (CBRS), as outlined in your draft report and Executive
Summary, dated March 1987. This response is made on behalf of the
Hon. J. Edwar# Kline, Mayor and Comuissioner of Brigantine, the
Bon. Robert J. Shipley, Commiesionsr ang the Hon. Christepher .J.
Fiumara, Commissioner. 7These individuals comprise the Governing
Body, the City Commissioner of the City of Brigantine, and this
response is made at their request and with thair authority.

The City of Brigantine has noe specific objection to the
stated purposes of the Cosstal Barrier Resource System, In fact,
in conformity with the general policies stated therein, and in
conformity with policies of the State of New Jereey, the City has
adopted 3 dune protection system, enforced through its Code of
ordinances, and Zoning Ordinance and administration. This dune
protection pian prohibits development of new structures aleng &
five mile beach in the presently developed areas of the City,
mlong with other protections insuring the integrity of the beach
and dune aress and also insuring public access to the recreational
facilities whiech exist naturally, and which exist as the result of
maintenance of a public scoess bathing beach, For your
information, I enclose copies of the City's ordinance, enacted in
1981. Prior to the adoptipn of that erdinance and through the
present time, the City purthased numerous propertiss which were
Iocated beyond the dune restriction line in order to establish
this beach area. This wae tone at considerable expense to the

CBRS Reeponse, June 22, 1987, Page 2:

City, both in the outlay of funds, and in the loss of tax
ratabjes.

In addition, large tracts of property were transferred at
nominal consideration to the State of New Jersey, to establish the
pubiie beach and undeveloped areas on the north end of the
Istand. Lying to the immediate south of this beach ares is a 10-
block undeveloped area, designated as the area between 15th Btreet
Rorth and 26th Street North. This area is proposed for inclusion
in the CBRS system, and the City cbjects to its inclusion at this
time.

The specific objection that the City wishes to state is that
the inciusion of this area wouid work a hardship on the City, both
economically and sociaily, in that the area which has been
maintained and acquired as a area of future development in the
City would be lost as a source of revenue, Or as a BOUFCe of land
for the provision of necessary City services. The potential
services inciude the development of needed recrasticnal and
edupational facilities. The area is alao used as a staging area
for the storage of storm debris after major storms. fThe City has
maintained a police training facility in the guestioned area, and
the area has beer considered for development cf needed
communications relay towers. There is high, dry partially
improved road access. Most of the property invelved is not beach,
marsh oy wetland areas. Although such areas do exist, access to
them ie over high, dry barrier island ground, consisting of
gravel, sand and graseland areas. In addition to the actual
potential use of the area, the restrictions which the CBRS would
ipose on the type of prophylactic beach and ercsionh measurss.
couid endanger the fully developed areas of the City of Brigantine
which lie immediately adijacent to the asrea in guestion. The areas
shown &8 14th and 15th street north are demsely populated and
developed with numerous housing and commercial units. The
restrictions contained in the CBRS would prevent the maintenance
of adequate buffers of protection for the populated and developed
streets. Further, there is nothing which would indicate that the
development of actual struptures in the area in guestion woulid be
“dmhyerous or detrimental to the environment, particutarly since
the area shouid be subject to the existing local and atate dune
protection plans, which do restyict development on dune, marsh or
wetland areas,

Morecver, under CBRS, federal sxpenditures for erection of
necessary roads, boat landings, beach access, pridges, csuseways,
or other needed and desirable public fecilities would De
prohibited, or at the very least, be prohibited protects for
public aid. This would severely 1imit recreational, educational
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and other public access 6 the present beach areas, even if no
commercial or public facility structure development ig ever
permitted.

Even more important, federal expenditures for the maintenance
of or erection of stabilization or anti-erosion facilities are
prohibited. While natural forces are perhaps the best method
beach protection, there are significant benefits to some
prophylactic measures, which must be taken, tH protect public
safety, tives and property. The broad sweep of regulationa under
CBRS, would hinder, delay, or prevent these needed measures from
being taken.

The City of Brigantine, therefore, respectfully reguests that
the area designated as NJ-06, on the CBRS, Sheet 10, proposed map,
be medified to eliminate that area known as 15th streets, through
26¢h strests north, in the City of Brigantine. "o the extent that
CBRS would hinder necessary actiong to protect inhabited areas and
areas necessary for access to the existing recreaticnal beaches at
the Xorth end of the Brigantine Island, we object, as well to the
inclusion of the entirety of the Brigantine Island,

Ehould you wish to inepect the area, representatives of the
City of Brigantine would be available to assist you,

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

itted,

Respectfully &
OF I ¥E, NEW JERSEY

By:
Wiliiam E. Gasbarro
City Attorney

WEG:jq

@e: Hen, Wiliiam J. Hughes, Dist. 2, N.J.
et Hon. J. Pdward Kline, Mayor

cc: Heon. Robert J. Shipley

cc:  Bon. Christopher J. Flumara
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NJ-07 - OCEAN CITY BEACH

State Position: The State of New Jersey
informed DOI that NJ-07 is not Tocally
protected and supports its addition to the
CBRS.

Other Comments: One other letter was re-
ceived requesting that the aquatic habitat
between Longport Boulevard and Scull Bay be
added to the proposed unit. This letter
(number 1282) 1is reprinted in the General
Comment Letters section.

Response: In 1987, the DOI was of the mis-
taken impression that NJ-07 was locally pro-

tected and did not include it in the proposed
recommendations. Because this 1is not the
case and the barrier meets all other criteria
for addition to the CBRS, it is recommended
for inclusion. The aquatic habitat between
Longport Boulevard and Scull Bay fis behind a
developed coastal barrier; therefore, it is
ineligible for addition to CBRS.

DOI Recommendation: The DOI recommends add-

ing NJ-07 to the CBRS. The proposed unit is
not locally protected.
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NJ-09 - STONE HARBOR

State Position: The State of New Jersey re-
quested that the 1987 draft delineations of
NJ-09 be modified to exclude State-protected
areas and a developed area south of 122nd
Street.

Other Comments: Three other letters con-
cerning NJ-09 were received. One expressed
support for the addition of the proposed
unit. The other two expressed concerns
that otherwise protected and developed areas
were included in the proposed delineations.
Two letters are reprinted below. The third
appears in the General Comment Letters sec-
tion {(letter number 1282).

Response: The DOI has used the information
provided by the State and the other com-
menters to revise the recommended boundaries
of NJ-09 to exclude the State lands and the

developed
tected portions

areas. The undeveloped, unpro-
of the barrier are recom-

mended for addition to the CBRS.

DOI Recommendation:

exclude
areas.

The DOI recommends add-
ing NJ-09 to the CBRS, as delineated here to
the State-protected and developed

Borouss oF SToNE HARBOR
81one HABBOR, NEW JERSEY 08247

TELEPHONE {809 3585102

May 13, 1887

The Coastal Barriers Study Sroup
Depurisent of the Interior
Nstionsl Park Servige

P.0. Box 3Ti27

Mashington, DC 20013-7127

Re: Proposed
Recomsendations-CBRS

Gentlemen:

As a2 repuit of cur May ilth telephone conversation with Mr. Jack
Brown we are requesting clarificatior of the locatior of & portion of
the nportherly boundary of Unit NJ-08.

Enciosed ia & marked up copy of your NJ-08 Map as weil as 2
wimilarly marked copy of this Munlcipality’'e zoning map. Much of the
ares which would be excluded by our suggested delinestion is already
subjected to a desd restriction, A copy of that deed i3 also
enciosed. Plecing further restrictions on that ares [s uncecessary.

Your comments regarding the above wWill be most welcome

Yours truly
+

R /- W
E.F, (Ted)Pain

Adminiatrative Assistant
EFP: g3

co: AW HEand
Haon. W Hughes

“The Seashore at its Best”
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June 22,1987

Coastal Barrier Study @roup
Department of Interior
National Park

P.O. Box 37127

Washington, B.(. 20013-7127

To Whom it May Concern:
Re: Coastal Barrier Resource # NJ-09 KJ-12 NJ-13

In regards to the above referenced map numbers, I have
reviewed the maps and agree with your findings that
these areas are basically undeveloped due to their
marshes and wetlands make up.

T would, however, draw your attention to NJ-08 and
mention that the New Jersey Department of Transpor-
tation currently has plans to expand Route #147.which
runs very close fo your mapped ared.

1f you have any questions, please contact me at 609~
522-2494.

Yery truly yours,
:4 /..4/ I ‘.Lf‘;.- e
Eugebd 7. Laffey
President -/
ETL omf

¢ Rieh Corbett
Gov't Affairs

mark which | it i Ein

[
e8! as1ate who bubteiles to & strict Cods of Erhics & & mentber of
the RATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS, REALTORe
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NJ-12 - DEL HAVEN

State Position: The State of WNew Jersey
supports the addition of NJ-12 to the CBRS
but requested that 0D0I redelineate the
proposed boundaries of NJ-12 to accurately
follow the boundaries of the State-protected
area.

Other Comments: One 1letter supporting the
addition of NJ-12 was received. It 1s
reprinted under NJ-09 (letter number 1090).

Response: The boundary proposed in the 1987
Draft Report did not accurately reflect the

boundarijes of the State-protected area.
Several unprotected, undeveloped parcels were
excluded from the proposed unit because DOI
thought they were protected. The DOI used
the information provided by the State to
correct these errors.

DOI Recommendation: The DOI recommends add-

ing NJ-12 to the CBRS, as delineated here.
The recommended boundary has been modified
from that in the 1987 Draft Report to include
additional undeveloped, unprotected coastal
barrier areas.



NJ-13 - KIMBLES CREEK

State Position: The State of New Jersey reprinted below; the other appears under
supports the addition of NJ-13 to the CBRS. NJ-09 (letter number 1090).

Other Comments: Two other letters supporting D01 Recommendation: The DOl recommends add-
the addition of NJ-13 were received. One is ing NJ-13 to the CBRS.

June 18, 1987

The Coastal Barrier Study Group
Department of the Interler
Mational Park Service

P. 0, Box 37127

Washingeon, D. €. 20013-7127

Re: REPORT TO CONGRESS - COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM
Velume 7 - New JersEy. [ Februsry 1947 }

I have just completed reviewing the lubiect Teport
and 1 hesrtedly endorse the Trupo;ul; recommended in the
arsas with which I have familiarity. | wish I were bstter
informed and could comment more intelligently.

There is one section of the New Jersey shoreline
which I have “stomped § waded" for ntlrl{ 40 years. This
is the west shore on New Jersey along Delsware Bay from
Dennis Creek south to the Yillas. On this sres I would
like to cosment.

The Rio Grande Quadrangle No. 12 shows N. J,

I, D. #12 covering the area between Pirces Point and Reeds
Beach. 1 have covered this area on foot and by skiff for
over 40 years and can understand why this area is included
in the coastal barrier. I am cgcorned about the ares
between Bidwells Creek north to Dennis Creek. This
pristine area is only avajlable over water and l¥e never
never met sny people in this ares but know it is abundant
with wéldlife, in fact I belleve one of the eagle nesting
spots was in this area. Page 9 of your report suggests

at "otherwise protected coastal barriers" are not to be
included in the CRBS Act. T also realize the Dennis Creek
Bird Sanctuary covers this sres, too. I just want to be
sure that the restrictions of the bird sanctuary includes
the squatic habitst as well.

¥ary truly yours,

‘asihnq&l@:erZ¢uEir
« Prank Ogden’ 77 Dolbow Ave., Pennsville, N. J. 08070

cc William J. Hughes
U. 5. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515
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NJ-14 - MOORES BEACH

State Position: The State of New Jersey
requested that the 1987 draft delineations
of NJ-14 be medified to exciude the State-
protected areas.

Other Comments: No other comments concerning
NJ~14 were received.

Response: The DOI has used the information
provided by the State to revise the recom-
mended boundaries of NJ-14 to exclude the
protected areas.

D01 Recommendation: The  BOI recommends
adding NJ-14 to the CBRS, as delineated here
to exclude the State-protected areas.
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