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1.0 PROJECT TIMELINE

COASTAL MONMOUTH PLAN - SUMMARY TIMELINE

= 2004/2005 — Monmouth County received Smart Futures Grant from NJOSG to perform Coastal Monmouth Plan.
= January 2006 — Notice for Request For Proposals published.
= May 2006 — Maser Consulting PA awarded contract.

Coastal Monmouth Plan Process - Task 1

= July 2006 — Project Start Up meeting.

= July 2006 and September 2006 — Letter sent to municipalities to designate representative for municipal action
committee (MAC).

= Qctober /November — Regional stakeholders were identified.

= November 20, 2006 — Regional Collaborative Meeting #1 was held at Brookdale Community College. Meeting
included a discussion of plan goals and objectives, issues facing region, questionnaire being distributed to all
municipalities and project schedule.

Coastal Monmouth Plan Process - Task 2

= December 7, 2006 — Coastal Monmouth webpage is launched.

= December 15, 2006 — Questionnaires are due at County.

= January —February 2007 — Regional Profile was prepared by Maser Consulting.

= March 15, 2007 — Regional Collaborative Meeting #2 was held at Brookdale Community College. Regional Profile
presented at workshop. Issues of greatest concern discussed on five main topical issue including Environment/Open
Space, Affordable Housing /Human Services, Economy/Tourism/Culture, Transportation and Regional/Intermunicipal
Coordination.

Coastal Monmouth Plan Process - Task 3
= April - October 2007 — MAC/Municipal and Regional Stakeholder Meetings were held with all municipalities, regional
stakeholders including housing, transportation, economy, environment, county and state agency representatives.
= November 19, 2007 — Regional Collaborative Meeting #3 was held at Brookdale Community College. Alternatives to
address issues were discussed at the workshop.
= November — December 2007 — Transportation problem statements were received from municipalities.

Coastal Monmouth Plan Process - Task 4
= January — March 2008 — Maser develops draft Planning Implementation Agenda reflecting input from workshop and
municipal and regional stakeholder meetings. Draft PIA was sent to  all stakeholders for comment.
= March 31, 2008 — Regional Collaborative Meeting #4 was held at Brookdale Community College. Implementation
strategies were discussed by the workshop attendees.
= April 2008 - Public meeting notices were sent out, webpage was updated and newsletter was distributed.
= April 30, 2008 - Public Meeting and Open House was held at the Monmouth County Eastern Branch Library.

Coastal Monmouth Plan Process - Task 5
= June - August 2008 — Outline of plan prepared by Maser and reviewed and approved by MCPB.
August 2008 — January 2009 — Draft chapters of the Coastal Monmouth Plan were submitted to MCPB.
April 2009 - Revised draft CMP - Version 2 were provided to MCPB to address comments.
June 2009 - Revised draft CMP — Version 3 were provided to MCPB to address comments.
July — September 2009 - Revised draft CMP Version 4 were provided to MCPB to address comments.
October 19, 2009 — Complete plan, Regional Profile Volume 1, The Plan Volume 2, and Appendix Volume 3 - was
distributed to all stakeholders and posted on webpage.
= November 10, 2009 — Regional Collaborative Meeting #5 was held at the Monmouth University Campus at McGill
Commons. Presentation was made on Plan and comments were requested.
= November 16, 2009 — Monmouth County Planning Board received presentation on the draft Coastal Monmouth Plan.
= November 16, 2009 — Public Information Meeting and Open House #2 was held at the Brookdale Community College.
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= December — March 2010 — Revised Draft Plan was prepared incorporating comments received from stakeholders and
MCPB.

May 25, 2010 — County Planning Board received Revised Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan for review.

June 2, 2010 - Final Draft Plan is distributed to stakeholders.

July 19, 2010 — County Planning Board hearing held to review Plan.

August 16, 2010 — County Planning Board continues public hearing and unanimously adopts Coastal Monmouth Plan.
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Allenhurst is located in the South Central CMR. The small residential resort community,
encompassing 0.3 square miles, is characterized by its many 19t Century homes. As of
the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 718 persons; its median family
income was $109,180. Of the 370 housing units 55.7% were owner-occupied, 21.4%
were renter-occupied and 23.0% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest limited
(2%) residential population and household growth. There is no anticipated job growth
for the given period. In keeping with the small-town resort character, the Borough
operates a municipal Beach Club.

Allenhurst

Vision

e  Preservation of unique character as a historic and tranquil suburban community.
Top Planning Issues

o Loss of JCP&L created need for Redevelopment Plan.

Land Use
o  Borough is fully-developed; predominately residential with commercial businesses along Main
Street (Route 71).

Redevelopment/Revitalization
¢ Main Street Redevelopment Plan: mixed-use residential/retail service, park improvements (June
15, 2006).
Housing
e  Predominately single-family with limited multi-family and apartment units over Main Street shops.
Conservation
e  Completes seasonal dune construction.
e Maintains littering and hazardous materials ordinances.
e Adopted a Historic Preservation ordinance
Transportation
e NJ Transit train station and bus station.
e Addresses seasonal congestion by adjusting traffic patterns.
Economy
e No comment.
Infrastructure
o |Infrastructure is at capacity.
Regional Planning
o Participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
Design Concepts
e No Comment
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.

REGIONAL PROFILE REPORT February 2007,
Coastal Monmouth Plan revised October 2007
Page A -2




Coastal

Monmouth

Plan
Asbury Park

Asbury Park is located in the South Central CMR. Asbury Park encompasses 1.5
square miles with 1.25 miles of boardwalk. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the City was
home to 16,930 persons; its median family income was $26,370. Of the 7,744 housing
units 17% were owner-occupied, 70.2% were renter-occupied and 12.8% were vacant
or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest relatively high population and total household growth of
approximately 17%. There is a job growth of 16% anticipated for the given period. The
City saw a severe decline beginning in the 1970s which continued until revitalization
and redevelopment efforts were begun in the 1990s. Most recently, Asbury Park has
undertaken major redevelopment projects along its beachfront and downtown areas
including the building of new housing complexes, commercial and retail properties, as
well as, the revitalization of historic landmarks like the Casino and Convention Hall.

Vision
* Implementation of planned redevelopment program.
Top Planning Issues
* Redevelopment of underutilized properties while maintaining housing for existing needs.
o Revitalizing the business district.
e  Providing recreation and open space.
e Parking
Land Use
e The City is fully-developed and characteristically urban.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Seven redevelopment areas of which four have adopted redevelopment plans. Plans in process for
other three areas.
Housing
o  Currently updating Master Plan, including Housing Element.
e Received $2.55 million (102 units) RCA transfer in October of 2004.
Conservation
¢  Environmental regulations which require review of adverse impacts on environmental elements.
e Maintains Environmental/Shade Tree Commission.
o Enhancement and reestablishment of dunes.
Transportation
e James J. Howard Transportation Center and rail station

o  Asbury Park Transportation Study complete in 2006.
o  Seeking to implement numerous roadway, signalization and intersection improvements.
¢ Planned linkages between CBD and waterfront.
e Consider expanded jitney services to activity areas.
e  Currently weekend parking problems.
Economy
e Established Urban Enterprise Zone.
Infrastructure

o  Waterfront Redevelopment Area will require almost complete replacement and rebuild of current
infrastructure including sewer, various utility services and roadway improvements.

o \Wastewater Treatment Plant will be able to meet needs of increased demand within the context of
planned development.

o \Wastewater Treatment Plant is set to receive upgrades to help address odor control issues.
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Regional Planning
e Participates in Sunset, Deal and Wesley Lake Commissions.
Design Concepts
e  Planned streetscape improvements in the Central Business District.
e  Provides grants for fagade improvements within the UEZ.
+ Redevelopment of historic sites, according to established guidelines.
e Pursue gateway streetscape along Asbury Avenue.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e Received urban center designation in State Plan and CAFRA.
e  SDRP Policy Map amendments requested:
o PAC_AP1 proposes redesignation of PA-5 to a PA-1 with CES overlay in order to be
consistent with other area beaches.
o RED_AP1 proposes the inclusion of the Waterfront Redevelopment Area.
o RED_AP2 proposes the inclusion of the Central Business District Redevelopment Area.
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Avon-by-the-Sea is located in the South Central CMR along Sylvan Lake to the north
and the Shark River Inlet to the south. The Borough is a predominately residential
resort community. Many of its Victorian homes have been converted into small bed and
breakfasts for seasonal and year-round use. The Borough is approximately 0.4 square
miles and supports a small commercial area along its Main Street corridor. As of the
2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 2,244 persons; its median family income
was $80,605. Of the 1,387 housing units 45.4% were owner-occupied, 29.8% were
renter-occupied and 24.8% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed
by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest no additional
residential population or commercial job growth. Avon-by-the-Sea’s residential
character makes its boardwalk and beaches a popular destination for day-trippers and
vacationers seeking a quiet getaway.

Avon-by-the-Sea

Vision
*  Tomaintain community stability with limited growth.
Top Planning Issues
e Limited growth opportunities; private redevelopment housing and mixed uses.
* Dredging and water quality
e  Parking on Route 71.
o  Meeting COAH obligation.
Land Use
e  Borough is nearly fully-developed (92%).
e Land value and home values out pricing current residents.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Private redevelopment/revitalization on Main Street.
Housing
e Under court jurisdiction to meet COAH obligation.
« Two affordable housing projects approved and underway.
¢ |Interested in affordable senior housing for current residents.
Conservation
e Participates in the US Army Corps of Engineers Beach Replenishment Program.
o  Dredging of Sylvan Lake and Shark River planned.
Economy
e No comment.
Transportation
e Speeding on CR 18.
Interested in regional jitney service.
Downtown circulation study needed.
Summer congestion issues.
Identified needed improvements:
o Signalize intersections with Main Street.
o Add yield sign at Route 418.
o Add Stop sign at CR 18 and 3 Avenue.
¢  Emergency Management.
Infrastructure
e Maintains aging infrastructure to adequately accommodate current needs.
e  School is under used.
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Regional Planning
¢  Would promote Regional Dredging Plan for Sylvan Pond and Shark River.
Shared services - mutual aid, public works equipment and recreation programs.
Participates in the Mid-Coast Region Environmental Planning Council.
Participates in the Shark River Environmental Roundtable.
Participates in Sylvan Lake Commission.
¢ |Interested in additional shared services such as road maintenance.
Design Concepts
e  Completion of Main Street streetscape improvements.
e |Implemented improvements along the Boardwalk.
e |Interested in conceiving involuntary inter-municipal reviews.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  Nocomment.
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Belmar is located in the Southern CMR along the Shark River Inlet and the Atlantic
Coast. Despite its relatively small size, 1 square mile, the Borough supports a lively and
varied community supporting both unique year-round and seasonal populations. The
downtown commercial district primarily serves the needs of the year-round community
with various shops and restaurants, while the Ocean Avenue and boardwalk
commercial area serves the summer population with various snack stands and other
small shops. In addition to Belmar's beaches, its marina and riverfront parks provide
valuable recreation and commercial resources. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the
Borough was home to 6,045 persons; its median family income was $61,250. Of the
3,996 housing units 35 percent were owner-occupied, 38.7% were renter-occupied and
26.3% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for
population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest no significant growth in residential
population or commercial jobs. Recent actions by the Borough have focused on increasing the year-round
character of the municipality by encouraging redevelopment efforts including the Seaport Redevelopment
Plan and encouraging residential development of older commercial sites along Ocean Avenue.

Belmar

Vision
» Continued redevelopment of Seaport and Transit Village.
Top Planning Issues
o  Seaport Village Redevelopment.
e Transit Village implementation.
o  Circulation improvements.
«  Ocean Avenue redevelopment.
Land Use
* No vacant open space available for new development.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e 2003 Seaport Village Redevelopment Plan.
e Designated Transit Village in 2003; implementation of Transit Village plan underway.
o  Completion of Ocean Avenue redevelopment from commercial to residential.
o Development of Playhouse Theater as a cultural resource and entertainment anchor.
e  Preparing Sustainable Development Plan.
Housing
o  Filed petition with COAH in October 2006 for 3rd Round.
Conservation
e  Various water-based pollution prevention efforts including dumping ordinances, specified non-
wastewater dumping areas, and fish cleaning regulations.
Maintains a recycling program.
Initiated a “no smoking” ban on the beach.
Utilizes natural vegetation for slope stabilization.
o  Utilizes geese control tactics.
Transportation
e NJ Transit train station.
e Designated Transit Village.
e  Belmar Marina may offer alternative downtown access - proposed water tram service.
* Additional traffic calming and pedestrian safety devices recommended.
Economy
e  No comment
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Infrastructure
o Wil address issues on a project basis.
¢  Recent completion of $3M improvement to reduce groundwater infiltration.
e  Planned infrastructure improvements to the Seaport area.
o Need to replace pump station, estimated at $1M.
o  Address issues relating to flood prone areas.
Design Concepts
e |Implemented traffic calming techniques.
e Additional need for pedestrian and bicycle connections around municipality.
e  Seaport Village Plan Design Guide.
e  Seeking to have telephone lines placed underground to improve streetscape.
»  Ocean Avenue transportation and streetscape improvements.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
¢  Commencing plan endorsement process to retain COAH certification.
e  SDRP Policy Map amendment requested:
o RED_BL1 proposes inclusion of the Seaport Village Redevelopment area.
Other
e |nitiate application for general area-wide CAFRA permit.
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Bradley Beach is located in the South Central CMR. Much like the neighboring
communities Bradley Beach was a popular late 19t century resort community. It has
continued to maintain its seasonal character while also becoming an established year-
round community in the latter half of the 20t century. The Borough measures 0.6
square miles and supports a Main Street area with shops, restaurants and a train
station. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 4,793 persons; its
median family income was $49,688. Of the 3,132 housing units 30.9 % were owner-
occupied, 42.5% were renter-occupied and 26.7% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest no significant growth in residential population or jobs. The year-round
population is estimated to increase six-fold during the summer months to nearly 30,000.

Bradley Beach

Vision
* Maintain present town character while revitalizing Main Street.
Top Planning Issues
e  Encourage private revitalization.
e  Maintain present property values.
o  Provide adequate parking.
o  Address beach replenishment coupled with beach recreation area access.
Land Use
o The Borough is fully-developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
¢ Revitalization of Main Street.
Housing
¢ Received RCA transfer from Wall Township.
Conservation
o Maintains recycling program.
o  Completes lakefront and beachfront cleanups.
Transportation
e  Encourage sustainable development through duel fuel vehicles, downsizing, solar panels on buildings,
organic pest control, etc.
NJ Transit train station.

L ]

e NJ Transit bus service along Route 71 corridor.

e  Places cones for pedestrian safety in summer months.

o  Consider expanding regional jitney service.

e Promote link between beach and train station.
Economy

o  Magnet of train station, economic growth with Main Street streetscape.
Infrastructure

e Adequate water and sewer capacity.
e  Continued completion of multi-stage road maintenance plan.
Regional Planning
e  Participates with adjoining towns on issues regarding Fletcher and Sylvan Lakes.
o  Work with coastal towns to address NJDEP beach replenishment.
* Need to develop general maintenance standards.
Design Concepts
e Installed boardwalk and streetscape improvements.
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State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  No comment.
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Brielle is located in the Southern CMR along the northern banks of the Manasquan
River. Brielle has approximately 4 miles of water frontage along the Manasquan and its
various tributaries; in total the Borough measures 1.65 square miles. Though
predominately residential, Brielle has a commercial district along Higgins and Union
Avenues. There are also several riverfront marinas and restaurants with boat slips. As
of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 4,893 persons; its median family
income was $82,867. Of the 2,123 housing units 76.2% were owner-occupied, 15.1%
were renter-occupied and 8.7% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest a 6%
growth in residential population and households. The forecast also suggested a low
anticipated job growth rate of less than 1%. The Borough also includes the 8-acre
Nienstedt Island often referred to as “Treasure Island”. Local lore holds that the island
was dubbed such by Robert Lewis Stevenson while he was vacationing in Brielle.

Brielle

Vision
e  Maintain stable and limited growth.
Top Planning Issues
e Loss of marina and associated uses along Manasquan River.
e  Utilizes infill development where possible.
» No open frontage along the Manasquan River.
Land Use
e The Borough is nearly fully-developed.
e  Focus on redevelopment and unification of commercial districts along Route 71 and Higgins
Avenue.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
* Trend of subdividing lots into non-conforming lots.
o Revitalizing the business district.
Housing
e No comment.
Conservation
¢ Maintains zoning ordinances addressing tree save, steep slope and on-site grading issues.
e  Two municipal public parks.
Transportation
e  Construction of new Route 35 Bridge.
« Higgins Avenue transportation improvements.
*  Congestion “hot spots” on Routes 35 and 71, Old Bridge Road and Riverview Drive.
Economy
o  No comment
Infrastructure
¢ |Infrastructure capacity is not an issue.
Regional Planning
o Participates in the Manasquan Watershed Planning Group.
Design Concepts
o  Planned streetscape improvements.
o Inclusion of “Seashore Colonial” design theme.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  Considering Municipal Plan Endorsement.
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Deal is located in the North Central CMR. Originally developed as a planned residential
seaside resort community; Deal has retained its character for over 100 years. The
Borough measures 1.2 square miles in total land area and maintains of mix of
traditional seaside estates and new upscale homes. There is a limited commercial area
along Norwood Avenue which hosts several specialty shops. As of the 2000 U.S.
Census, the Borough was home to 1,070 persons; its median family income was
$65,313. Of the 953 housing units 30.8% were owner-occupied, 14.7% were renter-
occupied and 54.5% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the
MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest a 5.5% growth in
residential population and households. The forecast also suggested no anticipated job
growth for the given period. The Borough is also home to a private beach club for its
residents and property owners. It is estimated that the population increases five-fold in
the summer months.

Deal

Vision
e Maintain present character.
Top Planning Issues
e Maintain present residential character.
e Accommodate dramatic seasonal changes in population.
Land Use
e The Borough is fully-developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Not needed.
Housing
e  No comment.
Conservation
o  Working with the US Army Corps of Engineers Beach Replenishment Program.
o  Works with FEMA regarding flooding issues.
o Maintains impervious coverage limits to reduce runoff.
e Maintains a recycling program.
Transportation
 Working to get a traffic signal at the Route 71 and Phillips Avenue intersection.
e  Bike only lane along Ocean Avenue.
Economy
e No comment.
Infrastructure
e  Adequate water and sewer capacity for current and future demand.
e Upgrading sanitary sewer lines to reduce infiltration.
e Completed upgrade on municipal pumping station.
Regional Planning
e Participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
e Participates in County Transportation Council.
Design Concepts
* Developing standards for building heights and setbacks.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

o  SDRP Policy Map amendment requested:
o CES_D1 proposes new CES designation to include all flood prone areas and wetlands along Poplar

Brook.
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Eatontown is located in the North Central CMR. Many of the Region’s major roadways
pass through Eatontown which has helped to create a fairly large commercial and retail
corridor within the Borough. The Borough encompasses 5.86 square miles. Iis
commercial and retail corridors, which are predominately situated along Highways 35
and 36, and include Monmouth Mall, have become a regional destination. As of the
2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 14,008 persons; its median family income
was $69,397. Of the 6,341 housing units 44.8% were owner-occupied, 46.3% were
renter-occupied and 8.8% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed
by the MCPB for population and households for 2025 suggest low population and total
household growth of approximately 3 percent. According to an employment forecast
completed by Eatontown, jobs are expected to grow nearly 13.5% in the same time
period. The Borough is also home to a portion of the Fort Monmouth Army Base, which
is scheduled to be completely decommissioned by 2011. In April 2006, the Fort Monmouth Revitalization
Planning Authority was established by the State to manage reuse after the base'’s closure.

Eatontown

Vision
e Fort Monmouth reuse plan; implementing Historic District Redevelopment Plan; implications of
potential MOM rail line will guide future development.
Top Planning Issues
e  Fort Monmouth reuse.
Eatontown Historic District.
* Expanded open space opportunities.
e Remediation of major traffic problems.
e  Addressing COAH obligation.
Land Use
o The Borough is nearly fully-developed; Fort Monmouth redevelopment creates new land use
planning program.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Received Smart Growth grant to redevelop downtown area.
e  Fort Monmouth Redevelopment.
Housing
e  Pursuing greenways plan to link open space.
e  Placed under court jurisdiction in December 2005.
e  Committed funds for housing unit rehabilitation.
Conservation
e  Applied for Green Acres funding.
*  Maintains several municipal parks.
*  Environmental Commission monitors water quality and addresses pollution issues.
e Maintains a recycling program.
o Adopted a tree clearing ordinance.

Transportation

o Received DOT funds to install traffic signal, ease flooding problems and synchronize traffic signals

along Highway 35.

e  Major circulation and congestion issues along main thoroughfares and corridors.

e  Address accident issues.

o Traffic calming needed: Route 18 dumps traffic into Eatontown; Traffic from Routes 35 and 36.

* No emergency traffic management plan.

o  Study direct connection from Route 18 onto GSP northbound.
REGIONAL PROFILE REPORT February 2007,
Coastal Monmouth Plan revised October 2007
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Economy

e Massive economic impact by loss of Fort Monmouth; need to retain and restructure economy.
Infrastructure
e Fort Monmouth needs new water and sewer infrastructure to accommodate redevelopment.
o  Consider Transportation Development District for industrial area.
Regional Planning
e  Participates in Fort Monmouth Economic Revitalization Planning Authority.
Design Concepts
e  Proposes light rail link to connect to existing transit.
e Installation of new sidewalks to help increase pedestrian access to parks.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
¢  No comment.
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Fair Haven is located in the Northern CMR along the southern shores of the Navesink
River. Fair Haven first became a popular stop along the New York-Red Bank steamboat
run during the mid-19t century and has been a steadily growing and well-developed
community ever since. The Borough encompasses 1.55 square miles and supports a
small commercial area along River Road. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough
was home to 5,937 persons; its median family income was $109,760. Of the 2,037
housing units 91.8% were owner-occupied, 6.3% were renter-occupied and 1.9% were
vacant or seasonal purposes. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for
population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest low population and total household
growth of approximately 2.6 percent. There is no anticipated job growth in the same
time period. The original settlement occurred along what is now Fair Haven Road in the
“Old Village”.

Fair Haven

Vision

* Revitalization of the River Road downtown area.
Top Planning Issues

o  Affordability for full lifecycle.

o Taxand cost of living increases reduce Borough's diversity.

o  Revitalization of Main Street downtown.
Land Use

o The Borough is nearly fully-developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization

e  Seeking to provide viable downtown district through Vision Plan.
Housing

e  Seeking to utilize County rehabilitation funds to meet obligation.
Conservation

» Natural Resources Inventory completed.

o Need for improved River access.

o  Fair Haven Fields is unique environmental area.

o “Old Village” Historic District.
Transportation

o |Implementation of Pedestrian Master Plan.
Bike corridor along 3 Street; Borough promoting bike facilities.
Implement traffic calming on River Road with County assistance.
Traffic speeding on River Road.
Expand bus service expansion along River Road.
Develop jitney system along peninsula.
Economy

e  Retain commercial uses.

e |Improve commercial tax base.
Infrastructure

o Adequate sewer capacity for current and future demand.

¢ Need to address low water pressure in areas serviced by Red Bank water system.
Regional Planning

e Has shared services with Rumson and Red Bank; looking to more shared services with Little Silver

o  Shares Regional High School with Rumson.
o  Pursue regional approach to Pond Maintenance with County.
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Design Concepts
e  Undertaking visioning plan for Main Street.
e Received grant to install new sidewalks and bike path along the street connecting the Borough's
two schools.
o Need for smart highway signage.
e Interested in utilizing traffic calming techniques.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
o  SDRP Policy Map amendment requested:
o CES_FH1-FH3 propose contiguous wetlands along stream corridor.
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Interlaken is located in the South Central CMR. Partially situated on a small peninsula,
Interlaken is aptly named for its unique geographical location along the shores of Deal
Lake. The Borough encompasses a total land area of 0.38 square miles. As of the 2000
U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 900 persons; its median family income was
$104,618. Of the 397 housing units 92.9% were owner-occupied, 4.3% were renter-
occupied and 2.8% were vacant or seasonal purposes. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest no
significant population or job growth in the given period. There is no expected job growth
in the same time period. The Borough was initially designed and developed a
residential community in the 1920s; to this day it remains completely residential.

Interlaken

Vision
e  Seeking to retain current character of the Borough.
Top Planning Issues
*  Maintaining residential neighborhoods.
e Public access to the beachfront.
e  Renovation/relocation of Municipal Building.
Land Use
e The Borough is nearly fully-developed.
e The Borough is completely single-family residential, with the exception of publicly held lands.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Nocomment.
Housing
e  No comment.
Conservation
* Maintains conservation easements to preserve stream corridors.
o  Established arboretum along the lakefront.
o Maintains recycling program.
Transportation
e No comment.
Economy
e Nocomment.
Infrastructure
e  No comment.
Regional Planning
e Participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
e  Shares municipal services with Allenhurst and Loch Arbour.
Design Concepts
e No comment.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  No comment.
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Lake Como is located in the Southern CMR. Lake Como is relatively small, 0.2 square
miles, interior resort community characterized by its large stock of seasonal homes and
bungalows. The Borough is separated from the Ocean by only a small portion of
Belmar. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 1,806 persons; its
median family income was $56,538. Of the 1,107 housing units 44.9% were owner-
occupied, 29.5% were renter-occupied and 25.6% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest that the Borough will experience no significant growth over the given time
period. Lake Como was officially named South Belmar until the passage of successful
referendum to change its name in 2005.

Lake Como

Vision
e |Improving Main Street with mixed use development and improvement of quality of housing stock in
keeping with character of a shore community.
Top Planning Issues
e Main Street revitalization.
e Lake Como - environmental and recreation improvements.
Land Use
e The Borough is fully-developed; looking at upgrading existing housing stock and commercial area.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
o  Approved Main Street Redevelopment Plan — 2007.
Housing
* Looking to be a RCA recipient to use for housing unit rehabilitation.
e Needs to address COAH obligation.
Conservation
e  Considers establishing a Lake Como Commission.
e CES have been determined along stream corridors and lakefronts.
e  Received NJDEP grant to conduct a Natural Resource Inventory.
Transportation
o  Speeding issues in residential areas; traffic calming needed.
e Installing pedestrian path and residential improvements around Lake Como.
Economy
e  Encourage mixed use development; expand diversity of uses.
Infrastructure
* Adequate water and sewer capacity for current demand.
e  Five-year Capital Improvement Plan to address maintenance and rehabilitation of infrastructure.
Regional Planning
* Interlocal agreement with Spring Lake to address issues affecting Lake Como.
e  Shared services study underway.
Design Concepts
o Main Street streetscape planned.
o Traffic calming needed in residential areas.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Little Silver

Little Silver is located in the Northern CMR, along the southwestern extent of the
Shrewsbury River. Historically, Little Silver was a farming and fishing community;
however, recent decades have seen it grow into a predominately residential community.
The Borough measures roughly 2.8 squares miles in total land area. As of the 2000
U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 6,170 persons; its median family income was
$104,033. Of the 2,288 housing units 94.1% were owner-occupied, 3.5% were renter-
occupied and 2.4% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the
MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest relatively low population
and total household growth of about 3 percent. There is limited job growth of 2.1%
anticipated for the given period. Little Silver has a small commercial downtown area
along Prospect Avenue which supports a small-town feel with its various cafes,
restaurants, shops and town library. The Little Silver train station located on Sycamore
Avenue was designed by the famous 19" century American architect Henry Hobson Richardson.

Vision
o  Future development to follow current patterns, with limited growth and maintaining small town
character.
Top Planning Issues
e  Complying with COAH requirements
o  Traffic circulation through town.
* Increase recreational facilities
Land Use
e Borough is currently 98% built-out.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Opportunities for future redevelopment north of Little Silver train station.
Housing
o Borough rezoned areas to comply with COAH.
o  Age restricted community planned near train station — Carriage House.
Conservation
e River dredging regional issue for Two Rivers area.
Actively acquiring open space and recreational lands.
Stream Corridor Protection Plan to buffer wetlands and protect steep slopes.
Environmental Resource Inventory being updated.
Maintains a recycling program.
o  Conducts monthly water testing.
Transportation
¢ Train station has undergone rehabilitation and site improvements.
e  Cut through traffic problem on White Road and Branch Road.
* Need for signalization of existing unsignalized intersections.
Economy
e  Goal to provide highest level of services to residents of Borough.
Infrastructure
o  Full public sewer and water service is adequate to meet current and future demand.
Regional Planning
e  Concern over impact of regional development on Borough.
e  Feels need to retain and regionalize Fort Monmouth Emergency Services.
o Retain Fort Monmouth open space as regional amenity.
o Participates in the Two Rivers Mayors Council.
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e Interlocal cooperation between environmental commissions.

* Looking towards increasing regionalization of some municipal services with adjoining communities.
Design Concepts

¢ Downtown streetscapes project funded through NJDOT and the Borough.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

e Nocomment.
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Loch Arbour

Loch Arbour is located in the South Central CMR. The Village is roughly two blocks long
and five blocks wide and accounts for a total of 0.1 square miles. Loch Arbour was
initially designed as an adjacent resort to Asbury Park. The town has remained
residential in character with a small commercial area. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the
Village was home to 280 persons; its median family income was $74,250. Of the 156
housing units 57.1% were owner-occupied, 19.9% were renter-occupied and 23.1%
were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population,
households and jobs for 2025 suggest that there is no anticipated growth in the given
period of time. Loch Arbour is the only municipality in New Jersey that still utilizes the
Village form of government.

Vision
»  Seeking to maintain existing small-town character, but is impacted by regional development and
redevelopment in Asbury Park.
Top Planning Issues
* Regional traffic impacts.
e  Overdevelopment of residential lots
*  Replacement and maintenance of infrastructure.
e Replacement of Deal Lake retaining wall.
Land Use
o Village is nearly fully-developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
o  Completed by private property owners.
e  Applies to Monmouth County’s Community Development Program for various project grants.
Housing
o Village's housing stock is predominately single-family residential.
Conservation
o Participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
¢ Rezoned beachfront to protect open space and reduce residential development.
e Maintains a recycling program.
Transportation
¢ Increased pedestrian crossings signage in summer months.
o Affected by regional traffic congestion issues along Ocean/Norwood Avenues and Route 71.
Economy
e No comment.
Infrastructure
e  Fully served by public sewer and water.
* Adequate capacity for current and future needs.
Regional Planning
* Interlocal agreements to share services like police and fire.
Design Concepts
e Nocomment.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e Nocomment.
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Long Branch is located in the North Central CMR. Long Branch is a diverse City both
demographically and geographically. The City a predominately suburban in character
with some higher-density more urbanized areas; it encompasses a total of 5.10 square
miles. Several large estates remain in the southern portion of the City as a testament to
its history as a summer resort community. The City has been a vacation spot for seven
United States’ Presidents. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the City was home to 31,340
persons; its median family income was $42,825. Of the 13,983 housing units 38.2%
were owner-occupied, 51.8% were renter-occupied and 9.9% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest a moderate population and total household growth of 8.1 percent. The
anticipated job growth rate is 4.2% for the given period. Recent development and
redevelopment efforts have been centered along the oceanfront area including the
continued development and expansion of Pier Village.

Long Branch

Vision
e Limited growth and incorporation of revitalization and redevelopment projects.
Top Planning Issues
¢ Redevelopment of oceanfront area.
¢ Redevelopment of downtown commercial corridor.
e  Creation of additional public areas/recreation and open space.
Land Use
o Developed urban area undergoing redevelopment/revitalization.
e  Working with NJ Transit on “Transit Village”.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
o Broadway Redevelopment Plan -Planned redevelopment of the commercial center located about two blocks
from beachfront.
o Oceanfront-Broadway Redevelopment Plan — Sets out 5 sectors or 'Zones of Change" including the
Beachfront South (residential), Pier/Village Center (mixed commercial, entertainment, residential), Hotel
Campus ( office, hotel), Beachfront North (residential, entertainment), Broadway-Gateway mixed
commercial)
Housing
e Received approval for incoming RCA transfers in 2005 and 2006.
o  Currently 500 affordable housing units approved.
Conservation
e NJDEP granted Long Branch permit CAFRA rule limiting “green” standards.
* Maintains City environmental protection ordinances.
e  Maintains recycling program.
*  Prohibits smoking on beaches except within designated areas.
Transportation
* Proposed intermodal transit hub connections to pier, railroad and bus services.
Pier is being built near train station to provide ferry service.
Congestion problems — Route 36 needs to expand to 4 lanes, address flood areas.
Rail station needs major upgrade; rail station key component of City's plan — “Gateway to the
Shore”.
Seasonal parking problems.
Need for smart highway signs.
Need for overall Traffic Management Plan
City has Emergency Management Plan.
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Economy

e  Major influx of transient extended family units which are major users of city services and minor
contributors to City’s overall economy and quality of life.
Infrastructure
e Adequate sewer and water capacity to meet current and future needs.
o City coordinates with school board and its master plan.
Regional Planning
¢ Recommends coordinated regional approach with NJDEP for Beach Access and Maintenance.
o  City cooperates with adjacent communities.
Design Concepts
e Extensive Design Guidelines for Redevelopment of City.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
¢ Designated Regional Center.
¢  SDRP Policy Map amendment requested:
o RED_LB1 proposes inclusion of the Waterfront Redevelopment area.
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Manasquan is located in the Southern CMR and makes up the southernmost extent of
the County’s Atlantic coast. The Borough is also located along the northern banks of the
Manasquan River and Inlet. Manasquan is approximately 1.4 square miles and has one
mile of beachfront. Manasquan is a distinctly year-round residential community with a
high level of seasonal rental homes and bungalows. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the
Borough was home to 6,310 persons; its median family income was $73,670. Of the
3,531 housing units 52.3% were owner-occupied, 21.3% were renter-occupied and
26.4% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for
population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest moderate population and total
household growth of approximately 6.8 percent. There is only a limited job growth of
2.2% anticipated for the given period. In addition to its beach and riverside recreational
activities and marinas, Manasquan also has a downtown commercial area with several
restaurants, specialty shops and services to support seasonal and year-round communities. The Borough is
also home to the Algonquin Arts organization and theater which provides various arts programming within
the community.

Manasquan

Vision

o  Borough is fully-developed and expecting continued pattem of revitalization along the beach area

and business districts.

Top Planning Issues

e  Addressing parking and traffic congestion.

e  Office/residential properties along Route 71 cooridor.

e Addressing issue of large homes in undersized lots.
Land Use

¢ Increasing change from seasonal to year-round housing.
Redevelopment/Revitalization

¢ On-going revitalization efforts in downtown.
Housing

* Received final certification in December 2004 under COAH's 2n Round Obligation.
Conservation

o Has Natural Resources Inventory (1996).
Maintains recycling program.
Completes regular beach cleanups.
Maintains active Shade Tree Commission and has a tree-save ordinance.
Maintains an open space tax.

e Helped protect Fisherman’s Cove from development and aided in its conversion into park space.
Transportation

e NJ Transit train station has been rebuilt.

e  Bus service is available along Route 71.

e |ssues relating to congestion and cut-through traffic and accidents.

+ Need for smart highway signage.
Economy

e Long-term issue regarding ability of downtown shops to compete with regional highway shopping

centers.

Infrastructure

e  Aging infrastructure.

o  Water plant in need of modernization; plans to be developed in 2007.

e Adequate sewer and water capacity to meet current and future needs.
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o Elementary school is in process of being expanded to accommodate recent growth.
Regional Planning

e Interested in shared services feasibility study with Brielle and Belmar.

e Participates in Manasquan River Watershed Committee.

e Participates in Monmouth County Transportation Council.
Design Concepts

 Downtown Plaza redesign currently underway to provide additional parking and green space.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

o  Considering entering the Plan Endorsement Process.

e  Currently designated as a Town Center.

REGIONAL PROFILE REPORT February 2007,
Coastal Monmouth Plan revised October 2007
Page A - 25




Coastal
Monmouth
Plan

Monmouth Beach is located in the Northern CMR. The Borough supports a unique
coastal environment as it makes up the southernmost portion of the Sandy Hook
Peninsula and barrier beach; it encompasses approximately 1.1 square miles. In
addition to its beachfront area, Monmouth Beach also has an extensive riverfront along
the Shrewsbury with harbor facilities. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was
home to 3,595 persons; its median family income was $93,401. Of the 1,969 housing
units 68% were owner-occupied, 15% were renter-occupied and 17.1% were vacant or
seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest relatively low population and total household growth of
approximately 4 percent. There is no anticipated job growth for the given period. Initially
settled as a resort community, Monmouth Beach has developed into a well established
year-round residential community.

Monmouth Beach

Vision
* Preserve the small town feel; growth will remain fairly stable in the foreseeable future.
Top Planning Issues
e  Protection of coast through seawall repair and beech replenishment projects.
o  Review master plan and zoning to control overdevelopment.
o Meet COAH requirements.
Land Use
e Limited open space available for substantial new development.
e Portion of town is classified as a barrier island, would like pursue coastal town planning area
designation (2004 Cross Acceptance Report)
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Major renovation ($2.9M) of bathing pavilion; urgent need to repair of seawall.
Housing
o  Filed in May 2006 under the Council on Affordable Housing's 3¢ Round Obligation.
o  Placed under court jurisdiction.
Conservation
e Participates in the Clean Communities Program.
* Protects wetlands, stream corridors and flood plains as designated conservation lands in the
Master Plan.
e Mitigates beach erosion through dune grass plantation and replenishment.
e Restoring island in Shrewsbury River.
o  Maximum lot coverage reduced to protect environment and town character.
Transportation
e  Congestion /increase in summer traffic.
Need for traffic calming measures.
Need for smart highway signage.
Speeding on Route 36.
Pedestrian traffic and issue.
Mass transit is not available. Small scale feeder transit service to ferry, train and regional bus
services needed.
Economy
o  Beach replenishment important to maintain income from bathing pavilion.
e Goal is to create a diverse mix of businesses and community events.
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Infrastructure

e Focused on improving roadways, drainage and flood control.
Regional Planning

e Participates in the Two Rivers Mayors Commission.

o Participates in regionalized planning relating to environmental health, sanitary sewage and

transportation issues.

Design Concepts

e Town square type development should be studied.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

e No comment.
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Neptune is located in the South Central CMR. Neptune is one of the most diverse
municipalities in the Region as it the only one that extends from east to west across the
region and encompasses 8 square miles. The unique seaside resort section, Ocean
Grove, is famous for its Victorian homes and is listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 27,690
persons; its median family income was $57,735. Of the 12,217 housing units 58.5%
were owner-occupied, 30.8% were renter-occupied and 10.7% were vacant or
seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest relatively high population and total household growth of
approximately 17 percent. Jobs are expected to grow nearly 33 percent in the same
time period. In addition to its oceanfront area, the Township offers other recreational
activities as it is home to Shark River Park and Shark River Golf Course which are both
administered by the Monmouth County Park System.

Neptune

Vision
o  Seeking an “improved quality of life and economic opportunity for Neptune's residents and
businesses.”
Top Planning Issues
e  Revitalization.
e  Environmental protection with emphasis on water quality management.
e  Economic Development.
Land Use
e  Nocomment.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Established a Strategic Revitalization Plan.
o  Seeking to revitalize the Midtown area, the Route 33, and 35 highway corridors, West Lake Avenue
corridor and the Shark River waterfront.
Housing
Filed in December 2005 under the Council on Affordable Housing's 3¢ Round Obligation.

e  Constructing new affordable housing with various local groups.
o  Established “paint program” that provides paint to residents to improve exteriors of their houses.
¢  Received HOPE funding and approval for tax credit financing for recently approved senior housing
complex
Conservation

e Adopted ordinance requiring an Environmental Impact Statement for all development applications.

e Received funding for stormwater management purposes for Lake Alberta.

e  Seeking to improve water quality for Wesley Lake and Fletcher Lake.

o Adopted a Tree Removal Ordinance that requires monetary or in-kind payment.

e  Supports its active Environmental Commission.
Transportation

e  Seeking Transit Village designation near Bradley Beach frain station.
Economy

e  Seeks revitalization of various areas in order to increase economic opportunity.
Infrastructure

e  Emphasized investment in infrastructure rehabilitation.

o Completed project to reduce groundwater infiltration.
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Regional Planning

¢ Received a grant with Asbury Park to create a revitalization plan for the West Lake Avenue and
Springwood Avenue corridor.
Design Concepts
e Continued use of historical architectural design guidelines in Ocean Grove.
» Adopted fagade guidelines for commercial properties.
o Developed streetscape standards for future revitalization and development purposes.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Neptune City is located in the South Central CMR on the northern shores of the Shark
River. The Borough's main thoroughfares, Routes 33 and 35, have become an
important retail and commercial area for the Borough. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the
Borough was home to 5,218 persons; its median family income was $46,393. Of the
2,342 housing units 56% were owner-occupied, 38.8% were renter-occupied and 5.2%
were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population,
households and jobs for 2025 suggest low population and total household growth of
approximately 4 percent. Job growth is expected to be approximately 1.6% for the same
time period. Encompassing only 0.9 square miles, Neptune City’s close proximity to
local beaches, transit lines and major highways has made it a popular residential
community.

Neptune City

Vision
* |Implementation of a redevelopment plan to be accomplished by 2010.
Top Planning Issues
e  Steiner Avenue Redevelopment Area.
»  Dredging of Shark River.
o Expanding shared services.
o Redevelopment/rehabilitation of Shark River Plaza.
Land Use
e  Borough is nearly fully developed.
e  Seeking to maintain commercial zones along Routes 33 and 35 and W. Sylvania Avenue.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e |Implementation of Steiner Avenue Redevelopment Plan.
» Elimination of residential housing and car repair shops along Route 35 corridor.
Housing
e  Filed in December 2005 under the Council on Affordable Housing's 3¢ Round Obligation.
e  Seeking to fulfill housing obligation through redevelopment.
o Combination of rehabilitation, transfer credit and new units.
Conservation
o Maintain an active well-managed recycling program.
o  Planned Memorial Park improvements to expand Shark River recreation use.
Transportation
e No Comment
Economy
* Redevelopment zone includes several businesses.
Infrastructure
e  Recently upgraded sewer system; on-going road reconstruction program (95% completed).
Regional Planning
o  Pursue regional dredging plan with 5 towns.
o Shared services including senior bus service with Avon
o Interested in expanding shared services.
o Participates in Shark River Environmental Committee.
e  Pursue streetscape improvements on 3 Avenue, Sylvania Avenue and Steiner Avenue.
Would participate in Shark River water taxi plan.
Design Concepts
o  Due to level of development, opportunity for design incorporation is difficult.
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State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  Nocomment.
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Ocean is located in the South Central CMR. The Township is the largest municipality in
the Region with a land area of 11.2 square miles. Ocean is a predominately residential
community with commercial properties located along the Route 35 and 71 corridors. As
of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Township was home to 26,959 persons; its median family
income was $74,572. Of the 10,756 housing units 64% were owner-occupied, 31.3%
were renter-occupied and 4.7% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest low
population and total household growth of approximately 8 percent. Job growth is
anticipated to be relatively high at 15% for the same time period. The Township
maintains an extensive variety of recreational opportunities for its residents including
parks and community pool and tennis facilities.

Ocean

Vision
e Trying to change emphasis from development of vacant lots to redevelopment and expansion of
existing uses of developed land.
Top Planning Issues
o Traffic.
e  Open Space Preservation.
o Redevelopment.
Land Use
o Township is nearly fully-developed with several large tracts of vacant land remaining.
e Looking towards utilizing rezoning to encourage redevelopment over development of vacant lands.
o  Encourages use of overlay zones.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e s focused on revitalizing commercial areas like the Seaview Square Mall project.
Housing
e  Placed under court jurisdiction as per Council on Affordable Housing guidelines.
Conservation
o Participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
e Utilized Green Acres funds to purchase lands for open space and park expansion.
Transportation
e Incorporated traffic study findings into zoning regulations.
e Maintains bus shelters along Route 35 corridor.
Economy
e Revitalization has occurred predominately in commercial areas.
Infrastructure
» Requires extension of sanitary sewer lines to unsewered properties in proximity to new
development or redevelopment projects.
Regional Planning
e Nocomment.
Design Concepts
e No comment.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Oceanport is located in the North Central CMR at the headwaters of the Shrewsbury
River. Oceanport encompasses roughly 3.1 square miles and is predominately
residential in character. Its location offers many recreational opportunities and is in
proximity to several major commercial and retail shopping areas. As of the 2000 U.S.
Census, the Borough was home to 5,807 persons; its median family income was
$85,038. Of the 2,114 housing units 85.2% were owner-occupied, 11.4% were renter-
occupied and 3.4% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the
MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest low population and total
household growth of approximately 4.9 percent. There is no significant anticipated job
growth expected during the same time period. The Borough is home to a portion of Fort
Monmouth and Monmouth Park Racetrack. The Racetrack is owned and operated
seasonally by the New Jersey Sports and Exposition Authority. The Racetrack is
serviced by an adjacent NJ Transit train station during racing season; its marquee event, the Haskell, draws
thousands of spectators every summer.

Oceanport

Vision

o  To preserve quality of life and maintain current historic character of the Borough, while allowing

redevelopment of Fort Monmouth and supporting uses of the Monmouth Park Race Track.

Top Planning Issues

¢  Maintaining character of town.

e  Future reuse of Fort Monmouth.

e |mpacts of Monmouth Park.
Land Use

e  Borough is nearly fully developed.

e Created Village Center zone which allows mixed-use development.
Redevelopment/Revitalization

e  Fort Monmouth Redevelopment as a “transit village™.

o  Retention of Monmouth Park Race Track through promoting auxiliary uses.
Housing

e 3 Round Housing Plan.
Conservation

e  Pursue regional dredging plan.

o Desire conservation of Fort Monmouth parkland as additional recreation facilities as a joint effort between 3

towns and the County.

* Maintains a flood protection ordinance.

o  Conducts routine water quality testing.

¢  Maintains a recycling program.
Transportation

o  Pursuing new train station at Fort Monmouth as part of Transit Village plan.

»  Seasonal train service is provided at the Monmouth Park train station.
Economy

e  Limited retail/lcommercial use part of Fort Monmouth redevelopment.
Infrastructure

e Have water and sewer infrastructures needed to meet Fort Monmouth development.
Regional Planning

o Working with neighboring municipalities to plan for the future of Fort Monmouth.
Design Concepts

o Pursuing streetscape improvements.

REGIONAL PROFILE REPORT February 2007,
Coastal Monmouth Plan revised October 2007
Page A-33




Coastal
Monmouth
Plan

State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Red Bank

Red Bank is located in the Northern CMR along the southern shores of the Navesink
River. Red Bank which has become an important regional commercial and cultural
center is only 1.75 square miles. After a slight decline in the late 1980's the Red Bank
RiverCenter was founded to oversee redevelopment efforts in the downtown area. The
RiverCenter redevelopment has successfully saved the character of Red Bank from
potential decline. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 11,844
persons; its median family income was $63,333. Of the 5,450 housing units 45.5% were
owner-occupied, 50% were renter-occupied and 4.6% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest fairly low population and total household growth of approximately 4
percent. There is no significant anticipated job growth expected during the same time
period. The Borough offers a lively downtown with restaurants, shops, galleries and
nightspots. Additionally, Red Bank’s various civic and local organizations offer events and activities like First
Night Red Bank, the Shakespeare in the Park series, and the annual KaBoom 34 of July fireworks display.

Vision
e Retaining current character in residential areas revitalize uptown area, while supporting growth and
encouraging unified mixed-use in the downtown district.
Top Planning Issues
e  Addressing parking and traffic circulation issues.
» Retaining existing character while also supporting sustainable balanced growth.
+ Maintaining existing residential neighborhoods and providing sufficient mix of housing types to
support diverse community.
Land Use
¢ Maintains a predominately mixed-use character.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  River Center is Business Improvement District (“BID™) recently expanded BID area.
¢ No specified redevelopment area.
Housing
e  Filed petition in December 2005 under the Council on Affordable Housing’s 31 Round Obligation.
Conservation
e Maintains an Environmental Commission.
o Participates in the Clean Shores Program.
e Participates in the Shade Tree Commission.
Transportation
e  Completed major improvements in conjunction with NJ Transit at the frain station affecting parking,
pedestrian access, and lighting issues
e Participated in Walkability Community Workshop facilitated by NJTPA in October 2006.
o Red Bank Circulation Study prepared by NJDOT.
Economy
* River Center area has established a commercial core.
Infrastructure
e Borough is rehabilitating pump stations and new water mains to upgrade system areas with low water
pressure.
Regional Planning
o Participates in the Two Rivers Council of Mayors.
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Design Concepts

¢ Implemented traffic calming measures on Leighton Avenue.

¢ Requested pedestrian access to the Cooper Bridge.

e  Completion of design standards for the RiverCenter area for new and existing sites.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

e  No comment.
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Rumson is located in the Northern CMR. The entire Borough is located on a peninsula
between the Navesink and Shrewsbury Rivers and is roughly 5.2 square miles in total.
Its unique geographic location makes portions of Rumson environmentally sensitive. As
of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 7,137 persons; its median family
income was $140,668. Of the 2,610 housing units 84.6% were owner-occupied, 9.3%
were renter-occupied and 6.1% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest fairly low
population and total household growth of approximately 2 percent. There is no
anticipated job growth for the given period. The Borough is predominately residential
and is known for its large estate homes and shady tree-lined streets. Rumson is home
to the 130 year old historic Sea Bright Lawn Tennis and Cricket Club, which is one of
the oldest continuously active tennis clubs in the United States.

Rumson

Vision
» Tomaintain current character through continuation of existing development patterns and tree
preservation, as well as, minimizing overdevelopment.
Top Planning Issues
o Development mass consistent with lot size and character.
e  High cost of living and limited housing availability for various age groups including seniors.
»  Environmental constraints, stormwater management, tree preservation and flooding.
Land Use
o  Borough is fully-developed.
e  Seeking to maintain existing residential character.
* Maintains low density zoning along the Navesink and Shrewsbury Rivers.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Seeking infill and redevelopment in commercial zones.
Housing
e  Filed petition in December 2006 under the Council on Affordable Housing’s 31 Round Obligation.
o Created accessory unit ordinance and mixed-use overlay zone.
Conservation
e Maintains an “award-winning” recycling program.
e Adopted a Tree Protection Ordinance.
e  Operates six municipal parks.
Transportation
e Issues regarding traffic congestion.
» Parking regulations need to be changed to help provide access to emergency service vehicles.
o Need traffic management plan to address bridge closures.
Economy
e Issues of rising costs of housing and tax stability.
Infrastructure
e Adequate sewer and water capacity to meet current and future needs.
e Plans to upgrade existing sewer system and pump station.
e Reducing infiltration and inflow into the sanitary sewer system.
Regional Planning
e Participates in various shared services agreements.
o  Shares High School with Fair Haven.
o Participates in Two River Council of Mayors.
o Participates in the Jersey Shore Partnership.
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e Various shared services agreements.

Design Concepts
e Address need to preserve character of existing neighborhoods.
e  County bridge replacement needs to consider traffic and aesthetic impacts.
e Need for traffic calming measures.
e Utilizes area-wide planning in lieu of site-specific when necessary.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
o  SDRP Policy Map amendments requested:
o PAC_RM1 proposes creates PA-5 classification along entire banks of Shrewsbury and
Navesink Rivers.
o PAC_RM2 proposes that Sedge Islands be identified as PA-5 on map.
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Sea Bright

Sea Bright is located in the northernmost section of the CMR. Sea Bright's character is
due in large part to its unique geographical location between the Shrewsbury River and
the Atlantic Ocean and its proximity to the Sandy Hook Bay. The Borough makes up the
central portion of the Sandy Hook Peninsula and barrier beach. Extending roughly 4
miles north to south, the Borough encompasses approximately 0.6 square miles. As of
the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 1,818 persons; its median family
income was $72,031. Of the 1,202 housing units 45.2% were owner-occupied, 38.3%
were renter-occupied and 16.6% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts
completed by the MCPB Board for population, households and jobs for 2025 suggest
relatively high population and total household growth of approximately 13 percent.
There is an estimated 3.8% anticipated job growth in the given period. Though initially
settled as a fishing village, Sea Bright's economy has seen a shift towards a tourism-
based economy due to the growth of various oceanfront beach clubs and its limited commercial district. The
Borough'’s riverfront is home to several commercial and private marinas.

Vision
* Revitalization of business district area and municipal facilities.
Top Planning Issues
e  Public access to beach.
Storm and flood mitigation.
Preservation of oceanfront beaches.
Business district revitalization
Waterfront and environmental protection.
Land Use
e  Borough is nearly fully developed.
e Completed Downtown Municipal Facilities Study.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Address issues relating to future of infill and utilization of undersized lots.
e  Study underway regarding revitalization of the downtown area and commercial district.
e Plans to increase pedestrian access to commercial district and beaches.

Housing

o  Currently completing an updated Housing Element and Fair Share Plan.
Conservation

o Address public access to ocean (currently under litigation with NJDEP).

o Mitigates beach erosion through dune grass plantation and replenishment.

e Participates in Beach Sand Replenishment programs.

*  Prohibits dumping in the river and ocean. Strict enforcement of litter control rules.

o Expressed need for increased open space and parks.

o Established coastal protection area along waterfront.
Transportation

e Route 36/Ocean Avenue is the main traffic thoroughfare and commercial corridor.

e  Operates a free municipal parking lot adjacent to downtown area; need to expand parking in
downtown.

¢ Route 36 traffic congestion impacted by Long Branch redevelopment; need to reroute Long Branch
traffic ;
Replacement of Highlands Bridge and Rumson Bridge will impact Borough.
Pursuing pedestrian/bike path behind Seawall along Route 36.
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Economy

e Keyissue is survival of small downtown businesses and attracting new businesses.
e Revitalization of all commercial and light industrial uses.
Infrastructure
o  Working with County on flood mitigation plan.
e  Replenishment of bulkhead line in downtown to reduce flooding; financial assistance needed.
e  All Borough facilities are being studied for possible replacement or renovation.
Improving sewer infrastructure with aid of recently received grant.
Addressing issues of stormwater and sewer infiltration.
Regional Planning
Seeking County support to pursue “Coastal Town” designation.
School T & E funding formula is unfairly costly to Sea Bright ($75K/student).
Has shared 911 services/ fire official.
Borough is undertaking a public shared services study with Monmouth Beach.
Borough shares fire vehicle with Ocean Township; Emergency Radio interlocal with Rumson; 911
Emergency Services and Tax Assessment Mod IV with Monmouth County.
Design Concepts
¢  Completed study with Rutgers Landscape Design department of downtown area.
e Updating Zoning Ordinance to incorporate design concepts.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  No comment.
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Sea Girt

Sea Girt is located in the Southern CMR. Like many other neighboring towns, Sea Girt
was a popular summer resort for the wealthy during the late1800s. The Borough has
continued to maintain its residential character while also becoming a year-round
community. Roughly 1.05 square miles, Sea Girt supports small commercial district with
several shops and restaurants. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to
2,148 persons; its median family income was $102,680. Of the 1,285 housing units
65.7% were owner-occupied, 7.6% were renter-occupied and 26.7% were vacant or
seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest that there is no anticipated growth in the given period of time.
The southern section of Sea Girt, along Stockton Lake, is currently utilized as a New
Jersey State Police and National Guard training center.

Vision
*  Seeking to maintain existing residential character and enhance commercial area streetscape.
Top Planning Issues
e  Address dune and beach maintenance issues.
o  Wreck Pond - dredging and flooding.
o Residential tear-downs.
Land Use
e The Borough is fully developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
¢ None planned.
Conservation
o Participates in the US Army Corps of Engineers Beach Replenishment Program.
e Participates in the Manasquan Reservoir Supply project.
o Participates in the Manasquan Valley and South Coast Regional Environmental Planning Councils.
e Seeking to establish a tree preservation ordinance.
Transportation
o  Seeking County approval to reduce current speed limit and eliminate passing zone on Washington
Blvd.
Economy
e  Limited downtown/commercial section along Washington Avenue.
e Taxassessment base has increased as a result of reconstruction and redevelopment of housing
units.
Infrastructure
e No comment.
Regional Planning
* Wreck Pond - coordinated planning with Spring Lake.
e Retain National Guard recreation facilities to serve region.
Design Concepts
* Provides handicapped access to beach and improved boardwalk facilities.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Shrewsbury Borough is located in the Northern CMR. Founded in 1665 the Borough is
one of the first established municipalities in Monmouth County. Shrewsbury Borough
measures 2.3 square miles in total. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was
home to 3,590 persons; its median family income was $92,716. Of the 1,223 housing
units 94% were owner-occupied, 4.7% were renter-occupied and 1.3% were vacant or
seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest fairly low population and total household growth of
approximately 5 percent. There is moderate anticipated job growth of 5.8% for the given
period. The “Four Corners,” located at the intersection of Sycamore Avenue (County
Route 13A) and Broad Street (Route 35) is home to the Christ Church and Allen House
which are designated as National and State Historic Places.

Shrewsbury Borough

Vision
» To protect the historic small town character of the Borough and provide maintenance of
recreational and conservation lands.
Top Planning Issues
e  Preservation of Open Space.
e NJDOT road improvement project study for Route 35/Broad Street.
e NJ Transit proposal (MOM line) to convert existing freight line to a new commuter rail line between
Red Bank and Howell.
Land Use
o The Borough is nearly fully-developed.
e  Seeks to maintain the small town and historic character of the Borough in the Village Zone.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
* Proposed Newman Springs Road Revitalization Study.
Housing
e  Placed under court jurisdiction in December 2005 as per Council on Affordable Housing guidelines.
e  Planned Senior Citizen District to address housing needs of aging population.
Conservation
* Provides over 41 acres of active and passive recreation.
e Maintains the Shrewsbury Shade Tree Commission. Designated as a “Tree City USA” nine years in

arow.
e Maintains various ordinances to protect environmentally sensitive areas
Transportation

o |Implement Route 35 improvements to Broad Street for 2 lane boulevard.
e  Promotes use of freight rail line for buffer and trail.
e  Address congestion along Routes 13A, 520 and Highway 35 corridors is problematic.
o  Conflicts with trail line crossings through Borough.
Economy
o Various employment opportunities are available within the Borough.
e  The Borough is 37% commercial.
Infrastructure
o \Water and sewer capacity adequate.
Regional Planning
o  Borough participates in shared services with multiple towns: Building subcode official, fire marshal,
zoning officer, tax assessor, animal control, etc.
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Design Concepts
e Historical Protection Commission to be established.
e Residential development ordinance requires street trees, sidewalks, and side-facing garages.
+ Non-residential development ordinance requires professional landscape plans.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  SDRP Policy Map amendments requested:
o CES_SH1-14 proposes the removal of Critical Environmental Site status as the area is
already developed.
o HCS_SH1 proposes that the area be included as the Shrewsbury Borough Historical

District.
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Shrewsbury Township is located in the western portion of Northern CMR. Measuring
only 0.9 square miles Shrewsbury Township is the smallest municipality in all of
Monmouth County. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Township was home to 1,098
persons; its median family income was $42,500. Of the 546 housing units 47.4% were
owner-occupied, 48% were renter-occupied and 4.6% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest low population and total household growth of approximately 4 percent.
There is no anticipated job growth for the given period. The Township's housing stock is
particularly unique because all the housing units in the Township are located in the
same development.

Shrewsbury Township

Vision
¢ To maintain and improve existing facilities.
Top Planning Issues
* Enlarging the Municipal Building/Community Center.
e Maintaining infrastructure.
* Insufficient parking
Land Use
e The Township is fully developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e  Nocomment.
Housing
e  No comment.
Conservation
¢  On-going soil remediation because of oil tank leaks.
Infrastructure
e  Seeking aid from NJ Department of Transportation to improve roadways.
¢ Underground infrastructure is aging and in need of replacement; grants are needed to cover costs.
Transportation
o Install bike path to connect to ball fields.
Economy
e  No comment.
Regional Planning
e  Shares services with neighboring municipalities.
o Resident school children attend Tinton Falls’ elementary schools and Monmouth Regional
High School.
o Utilizes Eatontown fire and first aid.
o State Police services.
Design Concepts
e Nocomment.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e  No comment.
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Spring Lake is located in the Southern CMR. Originally settled as a Victorian resort
community, Spring Lake continues to be known for its extensive boardwalk and
bathhouses, picturesque homes and quaint small-town feel. The Borough encompasses
1.3 square miles and its main lake is stocked with trout for recreational fishing
purposes. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 3,567 persons; its
median family income was $103,405. Of the 1,930 housing units 60.2% were owner-
occupied, 15.6% were renter-occupied and 24.2% were vacant or seasonal.
Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for
2025 suggest low population and total household growth of approximately 3 percent.
There is no anticipated job growth for the given period. Spring Lake and the
surrounding communities are often referred to by locals as the “Irish Riviera” because of
the large Irish-American population in the area.

Spring Lake

Vision
«  Minimum residential growth due to land availability and revitalization of downtown area via
redevelopment plan.
Top Planning Issues
e Preserve current historic elements.
e Update Master Plan
¢ Revitalize the business district.
* Retain pristine beachfront and boardwalk.
Land Use
e Borough is fully developed.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
e Prepare 3 Avenue Redevelopment Plan underway.
Housing
o  Filed petition in November 2005 under the Council on Affordable Housing’s 3" Round Obligation.
Conservation
o Participates in the US Army Corps of Engineers Beach Replenishment Program.
e Maintains a recycling program.
o  Completes regular beach clean ups.
* Negotiations to dredge Black Creek section of Wreck Pond.
Transportation
e Completed pedestrian paths to NJ Transit train station in downtown area.
» Need for additional parking regulations and signage.
» Promote bike facilities along Route 71.
* Promote connection between oceanfront, business district and lake.
Economy
o  Pursuing downtown revitalization and marketing to retain businesses.
Infrastructure
e Addressing issues of in-flow and infiltration of sewer lines; significantly more work to do to replace
aged sewer lines.
e Completes regular maintenance of water and sewer; regular street cleaning, maintenance of new
storm interceptors.
e  Replacing aging public beach pavilions.
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Regional Planning
e Participates in the Wreck Pond advisory group.
e  Considering establishment of Lake Como study group.
e  Shares court services with Spring Lake Heights hosted by Spring Lake.
e  Construction official shared with Spring Lake Heights, Brielle and Manasquan.
Design Concepts
e  Promoting mixed use downtown.
e  Promoting scale appropriate residential and infill development.
e Respect historic character of Borough.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.
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Spring Lake Heights is located in the Southern CMR. The Borough'’s proximity to local
beaches, transit corridors and services, and commercial areas has made it a popular
year-round residential community. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home
to 5,227 persons; its median family income was $64,345. Of the 2,950 housing units
53.6% were owner-occupied, 31.6% were renter-occupied and 14.9% were vacant or
seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households
and jobs for 2025 suggest fairly low population and total household growth of just under
3 percent. There is no anticipated job growth for the given period. Spring Lake Heights
is approximately 1.3 square miles.

Spring Lake Heights

Vision

e  Seeking minimal change in order to retain current character of the Borough.
Top Planning Issues

e  Conforming with CAFRA regulations
Preserving open space.
Limiting redevelopment.
Addressing impacts of development in adjoining municipalities.
Addressing COAH obligation.
Land Use

e  Borough is fully-developed.

* Retail and commercial uses along Route 71 corridor.
Redevelopment/Revitalization

o Consider creating a Village Center zone to improve services and create a downtown identity.
Housing

e  Seeking to address housing obligation.
Conservation

o  Completed Wreck Pond Environmental Study.

o  Seeking to create a new park around Wreck Pond.
Transportation

e Addressing issues of traffic congestion and signage.

o  Shares train station with neighboring Spring Lake.
Economy

»  Seeking development of a village center zone.
Infrastructure

e  Seeking improvements to intersections of Allaire/Ludlow and Ocean/Route 71.
Regional Planning

e  Shared services with Spring Lake including, police dispatcher, municipal court, and building

inspector.

e Participates in the Wreck Pond and Black Creek Advisory Group.
Design Concepts

o Established and installed streetscapes along Route 71.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan

e No comment.
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Wall

Wall is located in the Southern CMR, along its western bounds. As a whole, Wall is
approximately 31.01 square miles. However, the portion of Wall contained within the
area of study is significantly smaller and limited to any lands lying east of or directly
along the Route 35 corridor. Wall Township has seen significant development in recent
years; however, the area contained in the study has been relatively built-out since
before the housing boom. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Township was home to
25,261 persons; its median family income was $83,795. Of the 9,957 housing units
81.5% were owner-occupied, 13.3% were renter-occupied and 5.2% were vacant or
seasonal. By comparison, 2000 U.S. Census data, tabulating block-level data for the
area contained in the CMR, has an estimated total population of 12,157. There are
5,465 housing units of which, 69.2% were owner-occupied, 23.7% were renter-
occupied, and 7.1% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally, forecasts completed by the
Township for population and jobs for 2025 suggest population growth of just over 8 percent. There is a very
high anticipated growth in employment of 50% for the same period. Historically, when the Township was
founded, it included all lands lying between the Shark and Manasquan Rivers from the eastern border of
Howell Township to the Atlantic Ocean. The Township has made continuous efforts to preserve open space
as a means of retaining its rural character.

Vision
»  Redevelopment of the West Belmar Gateway area.
Top Planning Issues
o Balancing ratables and providing affordable municipal services to residents.
e Implementation of West Belmar Gateway Redevelopment Plan
Land Use
e Township is predominately residential in character with retail and commercial properties along its
main thoroughfares.
Redevelopment/Revitalization
o |Implementation of the West Belmar Gateway Redevelopment Plan.
Housing
o  Under court jurisdiction to meet COAH obligation as of December 2005.
Conservation
e Maintains recycling program.
e  Completion of CES study for Wreck Pond.
o Requires environmental buffers along stream and river ways.
Transportation
e No comment.
Economy
e Redevelopment of Route 71 corridor within the West Belmar Gateway zone.
e Various commercial uses along Route 35 corridor.
Infrastructure
» Road and sewer networks are already existing and sufficient.
e Congestion is an issue along the Route 71 and 35 corridors.
Regional Planning
e Participates in the Area 12 Watershed Management Group.
e Participates in the Barnegat Bay Watershed Group.
Design Concepts
¢  West Belmar Gateway Redevelopment Plan requires colonial design theme and improved
pedestrian ways, lighting and road improvements.
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State Development and Redevelopment Plan

¢ SDRP Policy Map amendment requested:

o RED_W1 proposes the inclusion of the West Belmar Gateway Redevelopment Area.
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West Long Branch is located in the North Central CMR. Originally home to many large
summer estates, the Borough was initially a section of Eatontown, but seceded through
referendum in 1908. Primarily residential in character, West Long Branch is 2.83 square
miles. As of the 2000 U.S. Census, the Borough was home to 8,258 persons; its
median family income was $80,127. Of the 2,535 housing units 82% were owner-
occupied, 14.6% were renter-occupied and 3.4% were vacant or seasonal. Additionally,
forecasts completed by the MCPB for population, households and jobs for 2025
suggest low population and total household growth of approximately 3 percent. There is
only an anticipated 2% job growth for the given period. West Long Branch is home to
Monmouth University which was built on the Shadow Lawn and Guggenheim estates,
both of which are listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

West Long Branch

Vision
e  Seeking to maintain current character and pattern of existing development through long-range planning.
Top Planning Issues
e  Monmouth University expansion
¢ Traffic congestion and regional impacts of growth
Land Use
e  Borough is fully-developed.
Housing
e  Court settlement.
Conservation
o  Efforts made to dredge and preserve Franklin Lake.
e Loans received to preserve former farmland and create Township park.
o Utilizing techniques to prevent lake contamination; water testing program.
Transportation
e Impacts of regional traffic.
Economy
e  No major issues.
Infrastructure
o Sidewalk Plan prepared and is being implemented.
Regional Planning
o Participates in the Regional Lake Commission.
e  Member of the Two Rivers Council of Mayors.
o  Environmental partnership with 4 towns
Design Concepts
o Traffic calming techniques have been implemented — Monmouth University.
o  Pedestrian improvements promoted.
State Development and Redevelopment Plan
e No comment.

REGIONAL PROFILE REPORT February 2007,
Coastal Monmouth Plan revised October 2007
Page A- 50




Coastal
Monmouth
Plan

Municipal Fact Sheet Sources:

Population/Jobs and Projections
Monmouth County Fact Book (2004).
Monmouth County Cross Acceptance (2004, updated October 2005).

Housing Data
U.S. Census DP-1 Selected General Demographic Characteristics (2000).
U.S. Census DP-4 Selected Housing Characteristics (2000).

Issues
Monmouth County Cross Acceptance 2004 (January 2005).
Coastal Monmouth Plan Questionnaire (2007).
o Completed by: Avon-by-the-Sea; Brielle; Eatontown; Fair Haven; Little Silver; Long Branch; Monmouth
Beach; Manasquan; Rumson; Sea Bright; Spring Lake; Spring Lake Heights; and Wall.
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REGIONAL COLLABORATIVE MEETING #1

Monday November 20, 2006
Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

7:00 P.M.-9:30 PM

AGENDA

1. Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant Director
of Planning, Monmouth County Planning Board

2. Introduction Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director,
Monmouth County Planning Board

3. NJ Plan Endorsement Process Russell Like, Area Planner, New Jersey Office of
Smart Growth

4. Overview of Study Process Marcia R. Shiffman, AICP/PP/CLA, Project
Manager, Maser Consulting, PA

5. Draft CMP Goals and Objectives Marcia R. Shiffman, AICP/PP/CLA

6. Workshop Breakout Session Regional Collaborative Members

--Review of Draft CMP Goals & Objectives

-- Identify Coast Monmouth Regional Issues
7. Reconvene to Present Findings Regional Collaborative Members
8. Next Steps

9. Adjournment

\Njncad\Projects\2006106000099\Meeting_Minutes\RegionalCollaborative Meeting#1Agenda.doc
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REGIONAL COLLABORATIVE MEETING #2

Thursday March 15, 2007
Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
Twin Lights Rooms 1 & 2
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

7:00 P.M. -9:30 PM

AGENDA

Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant Director
of Planning, Monmouth County Planning Board

Project Update Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director,
Monmouth County Planning Board

Regional Profile Presentation Marcia Shiffman, PP/AICP/CLA, Project Director
Maurice Rached, PE,
Maser Consulting, PA

Workshop Breakout Session - Ideas Regional Collaborative Members
Identify Coastal Monmouth Issues Facilitators
Environment/Open Space Rose Reichman
Housing/Social Services Joseph J. Layton
Economy/Tourism Marcia Shiffman
Transportation Maurice Rached/Nick Schaefer
Regional / Intermunicipal Coordination Bonnie Goldschlag

Historic/Cultural Area and Scenic Resources Joseph Bartis

Reconvene to Present Findings Regional Collaborative Members

Next Steps
Municipal/Stakeholder Meetings to be scheduled
April -May 2007

Adjournment
Wjncad\Projects\2006\06000099\Meeting_Minutes\RegionalCollaborative Meeting#2Agenda.doc
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REGIONAL COLLABORATIVE MEETING #3

Monday November 19, 2007
Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
Twin Lights Rooms 1 & 2
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

6:45 PM -7:00 PM Registration

7:00 P.M. -9:30 PM Workshop

AGENDA

Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant Director
of Planning, Monmouth County Planning Board

Project Status Update Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director,
Monmouth County Planning Board

Plan Altemnatives Presentation Maser Consulting Project Team
- Marcia Shiffman
- Wayne Ferren Jr.
-Maurice Rached

Workshop Breakout Session: Regional Collaborative Members
Discuss Coastal Monmouth Plan Alternatives
= Transportation
»  Environment
*  Housing
= Economy

Reconvene to Present Findings Regional Collaborative Members

Next Steps
* Refine Alternatives
= Develop Plan Implementation Agenda- Regional PIA and Local PIA
= Regional Collaborative Meeting #4 — Schedule Feb/March 2008 Meeting

Adjournment

\\Wincad\projects\2006106000099\Meeting_Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #31102407_mrs RegionalCollaborative Meeting#3Agenda.doc
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REGIONAL COLLABORATIVE MEETING #4

Monday March 31, 2008
Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
Twin Lights Rooms 1 & 2
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

6:45 PM - 7:00 PM Registration

7:00 P.M. -9:30 PM Workshop

AGENDA

Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant Director
of Planning, Monmouth County Planning Board

Project Status Update Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director
Monmouth County Planning Board

Plan Implementation Agenda Presentation Maser Consulting Project Team
- Marcia Shiffman
- Wayne Ferren Jr.
-Maurice Rached

Workshop Breakout Session: Regional Collaborative Members

Discuss DRAFT Coastal Monmouth Plan Implementation Agenda
Transportation

Environment

Housing

Economy

Reconvene to Present Findings Regional Collaborative Members

Next Steps
»  Public Meeting to be announced
*  Prepare Draft Coastal Monmouth Region Plan
» Regional Collaborative Meeting #5 — Schedule Summer/Fall Meeting

Adjournment

Wjncad\projects'\2006106000099\Meeting_Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #41032008_mrs RegionalCollaborative Meeting#4Agenda.doc
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REGIONAL COLLABORATIVE MEETING #5

Tuesday November 10, 2009
Monmouth University
Magill Commons
400 Cedar Avenue
West Long Branch, NJ 07764

6:45 PM - 7:00 PM Registration

7:00 P.M. - 9:00 PM Workshop

AGENDA
Welcome & Project Update Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director
Monmouth County Planning Board
Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan Presentation Maser Consulting Project Team
- Marcia Shiffman, P.P., AICP
- Nicholas Schaefer, P.E.
- Wayne Ferren Jr.
Workshop Breakout Session to discuss DRAFT Regional Collaborative Members
Coastal Monmouth Plan
» Transportation
= Environment
= Housing
= Economy
Reconvene to Present Findings Regional Collaborative Members
Next Steps

Present Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan to Monmouth County Planning Board — Monday

November 16, 2009, 2:00 p.m.

»  Public Information Meeting & Open House — Monday November 16, 2009, 6:45 p.m.,
Brookdale Community College

»  Prepare Draft Final Coastal Monmouth Plan

»  Public Hearing — Draft Final Coastal Monmouth Plan - February 2010, Monmouth County
Planning Board

» Prepare Final Coastal Monmouth Plan

Adjournment

\\Njncad\Projects\2006'06000099\Meeting Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #5\1 11009 mrs RegionalCollaborative
Meeting#5 Agenda.doc
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PUBLIC MEETING #1

Wednesday April 30, 2008
Monmouth County Library
Eastern Branch
Route 35
Shrewsbury, NJ

6:30 PM - 8:45 PM

AGENDA
6:30 PM - 7:00 PM Displays
7:00 PM-7:30 PM Presentation
Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant
Director of Planning, Monmouth County
Planning Board
Coastal Monmouth Plan Overview Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director
Monmouth County Planning Board
Study Findings To - Date Maser Consulting Project Team
- Marcia Shiffman
- Wayne Ferren Jr.
-Maurice Rached
7:30 PM - 8:45 PM Open House and Comments

Next Steps .........

» Prepare Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan
» Regional Collaborative Meeting #5 — Schedule Summer/Fall Meeting 2008

= Public Meeting #1 - Fall 2008

Adjournment

\\Njncad'projects' 2006106000099\ Meeting Minutes\Public Meeting #1'Agenda'043008 mrs PublicMeeting#1 Agenda.doc
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PUBLIC MEETING #2

Monday November 16, 2009
Brookdale Community College
Warner Student Life Center
Navesink Room 1
Lincroft, NJ

6:30 PM - 8:45 PM

AGENDA
6:30 PM - 7:00 PM Displays
7:00PM-7:45 PM Presentation
Welcome Bonnie Goldschlag, PP/AICP Assistant
Director of Planning, Monmouth County
Planning Board
Coastal Monmouth Plan Overview Joseph Barris, PP/AICP, Project Director
Monmouth County Planning Board
Coastal Monmouth Plan Maser Consulting Project Team
Marcia Shiffman, PP, AICP
Nicholas Schaefer, PE
Wayne Ferren Jr.
7:45 PM - 8:45 PM Open House and Comments

Next Steps .........
» Prepare Final Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan
= County Planning Board Public Hearing on Plan — February 2010
»  Final Coastal Monmouth Plan - April 2010.

Adjournment

\\Njncad'projects' 2006106000099 \Meeting Minutes'\Public Meeting #21111609mrs PublicMeeting#2Agenda.doc
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MEETING REPORT

COASTAL MONMOUTH REGIONAL PLAN

Meeting Title: Regional Collaborative — Meeting #1
Meeting Date: November 20, 2006
Meeting Time: 7:00 pm — 10:00 pm

Meeting Location: Brookdale Community College

Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the regional plan

process and discuss the preliminary goals and objectives. The
meeting was also an introduction to the individuals and agencies
involved in the coordination and preparation of the project.

Attendees: Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting

Stephen Owens, Maser Consulting

Sue Brasefield, Maser Consulting

Maurice Rached, Maser Consulting

Joe Barris, Monmouth County Planning Board

Bonnie Goldschlag, Monmouth County Planning Board
Russell Like, New Jersey Office of Smart Growth
Participants (See attached sign-in sheet)

1. Introduction / Project Discussion

Bonnie Goldschlag welcomed the attendees and discussed the partnership between the
County Planning Board and participating municipalities and stakeholders. Ms.
Goldschlag emphasized that this is an ambitious study and participation in the process is
the key to its success.

Joe Barris provided an overview of the County’s role in the report process. The County
will be the liaison between the participants and Maser Consulting who will be preparing
the study. The County will coordinate with stakeholders to relay information and address
planning issues as part of the study process. It is the County’s objective to seek regional
plan endorsement from the State Planning Commission (SPC). Mr. Barris reaffirmed Ms.
Goldschlag’s statement regarding municipal participation as a key component for the
success of the study.

Russell Like discussed plan endorsement and the cross acceptance process as it relates to
the State Development and Redevelopment Plan (SDRP). He discussed the benefits of
plan endorsement, consistency with the SDRP. Mr. Like described how regional plan



endorsement will make it easier for individual municipalities to seek plan endorsement;
since certain information will have already been established. (Mr. Like gave the example
of a County Natural Resource Inventory which will provide required information.)

e Marcia Shiffman provided a power point presentation of the proposed study process. The
presentation outlined the following issues:

o]

Ms. Shiffman introduced the other project associates including Rose Reichman
and Vaughn Vekony from the public relations firm of RFI along with the other
team members from Maser Consulting. Not present at the meeting was Mr. Tim
George from George Henry George Partners, who is the economic consultant for
the project and the VIC Group who will provide visual graphics to address design
issues.

The limits of the study area as well as the boundaries of the four subsections
within the coastal region were outlined.

The study’s purpose as a regional collaborative between the municipalities,
County, and other affected stakeholders to establish planning alternatives to
manage growth was discussed. The intent of the plan is to create a vision of the
region as well as a policy framework.

Ms. Shiffman discussed a preliminary schedule along with milestones and the
anticipated dates for completion of outlined tasks.

Ms. Shiffman explained a Coastal Monmouth website should be up and running
by the first week of December with access provided from the Monmouth County
Planning Board Website. In addition a FTP site (ftp//ftp.maserconsulting.com)
has been created to also access information for the regional collaborative
members.

Ms. Shiffman explained the importance of providing information throughout the
study process. A questionnairc was provided to cach participant. It is imperative
that this questionnaire is filled out and returned by December 15", (One
questionnaire per municipality is sufficient). A digital version of the same will be
provided on the FTP site.

Draft goals and objectives statements were reviewed. Ms. Shiffman noted that it
reflected many municipal planning goals.

Ms. Shiffman provided the participants with the draft goals and objectives of the
study and asked that they break out into sub- regions to review and discuss the
same in a workshop format. She also requested that they identify key issues
facing the region.

2. Workshop

The participants were broken into four separate groups based on their geographic
location. These groups discussed the study’s draft goals and objectives and other issues



facing the region. The following are the prioritized issues resulting from the workshop
discussions.

Northern Sub-region — Fair Haven, Little Silver, Monmouth Beach, Red Bank, Rumson,
Sea Bright, Shrewsbury Borough & Shrewsbury Township

1.

Al ol

The goals should not only emphasize coastal issues, but issues associated
with the river communities.

Improve shared municipal services such as EMS, fire, etc.

Improve regional stormwater management.

Plan should emphasize “community” design as opposed to “urban” design.
Improve transportation issues and the effect on the regional local
character, impacts and issues associated with bridges.

Incorporate communication systems as part of infrastructure.

North Central Sub-region — Eatontown, Long Branch, Oceanport & West Long Branch

1

ANl e

The status of Fort Monmouth is an important issue for the municipalities

of the region.

Affordable Housing Issues

Coastal Area issues.

Transportation Improvements

Infrastructure Improvements

Institutional development including Monmouth Park, Brookdale
Community College, Monmouth County Park System.

The issue of municipal commitment to the plan recommendations.

Southern Sub-region — Belmar, Brielle, lake Come, Manasquan, Sea Girt, Spring Lake,
Spring Lake heights & Wall

i

2.

A

Control development and re-development in the western municipalities
which have a direct impact on the sub-region.

Flooding, dredging and watershed management with emphasis on the
effects on Wreck Pond

Improve regional marketing and coordination of economic development
to promote tourism and small businesses.

Historic preservation and reuse of older structures.

Improve highway traffic and address impact on local roads.

Coordinate design along corridors.

Improve the limited amount of recreation spaces in the area.

South Central Sub-region — Allenhurst, Asbury Park, Avon-By-The-Sea, Bradley
Beach, Deal, Interlaken, Loch Arbour, Neptune City, Neptune Township & Ocean



P —

Shared services / information networking, including fiber optic networking.
Creative transportation solutions including funding solutions for regional

transportation infrastructure.

3. Upgrade infrastructure to improve environment.

4. Open Space and Historic Preservation. This is an issue in many of the
smaller municipalities since the availability and prospects for additional
open space is limited.

5. Beach and recreation preservation.

Other Concerns

O
O
O
O

O

Economic development and job creation.

Property tax and ratables.

Improve education and cultural opportunities.

Promote smart growth principles with an emphasis on mixed use
development.

Use of corridors as elements fro design.

3. Conclusion

The meeting concluded with each sub-region presenting their five most
important issues facing the Coastal Region. The participants left the meeting
with the task of filling out and returning the provided questionnaire by
December 15", which should provide additional information for the study tem
to prepare “Regional Profile” report. Also Ms. Shiffman emphasized the last
questionnaire item was to identify potential areas needing improvements that
can be used as “models” for the region. Next meeting is expected to be
scheduled for February or March 2007.

\WAdmin1\Projects\2006\06000099G\Meeting_Minutes\2006\1121 RC Meeting 1.doc



MEETING REPORT

COASTAL MONMOUTH REGIONAL PLAN

Meeting Title: Regional Collaborative — Meeting #2
Meeting Date: March 20, 2007
Meeting Time: 7:00 pm — 10:00 pm

Meeting Location: Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting was to review the regional profile
report and to conduct a workshop to gather comments on issues
affecting the region.

Attendees: Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting
Maurice Rached, Maser Consulting
Nicholas Schaefer, Maser Consulting
Joseph. Layton, Maser Consulting
Rose Rickle RFI, Inc.
Vaughn Vekony, RFI, Inc.
Joe Barris, Monmouth County Planning Board
Bonnie Goldschlag, Monmouth County Planning Board
Participants (See attached sign-in sheet)

1. Bonnie Goldschlag welcomed the attendees. She indicated that she had spoken to Frecholder
Lillian Burry, who indicated that coordination will be made with Fort Monmouth Committee
to ensure that both studies will coordinate their efforts.

2. Joe Barris, County Project Manager, gave an update on the study work since the last meeting,
He also discussed the next step which would include individual meetings with municipal
representatives and with local interest groups. He requested that a municipal leader be
appointed from each municipality to coordinate each municipalities meeting. The meetings
will be held either at Maser Consul ting’s Red Bank office or a venue in the Southern part of
the Coastal Monmouth Region. Interest groups should also appoint a representative to
contact persons and schedule meeting.

3. A summary presentation of the highlights of the Regional Profile Report was presented by M.
Shiffman, Maser Project Manger. She indicated that the report is in Draft and we are seeking
comments from the Regional Collaborative before finalizing the document. A copy of the
PowerPoint presentation was provided to each attendee. he Regional Profile Report was sent
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to all members of the Regional Collaborator and also was available for downloading on the
project website.

4. M. Rached, Maser Consulting Director of Transportation Services presented finding on the
transportation section of the Regional Profile Report.

5. The Regional Collaborative then divided up into interest areas to discuss issues that should be
focused on the CMP. The following groups were organized; transportation, Housing,
Economy and Tourism, Intermunicipal Cooperation, Environment and Open Space, After
about 1 hour of discussion, the Committee reconvened to present their findings. The
following are the key points raised by the representatives of each group.

TRANSPORTATION

Improve access to mass transit.

Reduce cut — thru traffic.

Promote other means of transportation.
Implement traffic calming.

Promote diverse mix of business.
Inter-Municipal coordination.

Support of NJHA (Park and Ride Project).
Implement local mass transit.

Implement bike path projects.

VYVVVVVYVYY

HOUSING

» Needs housing that is affordable and needs infegrated into other housing.
e Seamless/invisible.
No isolation.
No development that is designated as “affordable housing.”
Approach “high density” with an open mind — (balanced development).
Rental properties
Discuss tax abatement with Developer so he doesn’t have a loss? (Maybe
illegal).
RCAS
Concept of “Living over the Store.” — Tie job and housing.
Example: Neptune City and Eatontown
» Senior housing “Age in Place.”
e (ase by case for seniors.
e Need to change perception of affordable housing.
e Make use of coordination for affordable housing (provides valuable
service).
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ECONOMY. TOURISM AND CULTURAL ARTS

» Decided to combine the Historic, Culture and Arts group with Tourism.

» Activities Corridor, including the Monmouth County Arts Coucil’s Arts plan that
envisions Cultural Arts Corridors.

» Regional marketing approach to link the Arts, Culture and Entertainment

Districts.

Diverse communities within the CMR

Historic resources can be used to promote region

Link transportation networks with environment and tourism activities — bike,

pedestrian, train, water, and road.

Regional signage/way-finding signs needed.

Explore scenic byway along the “Jersey Shore”.

Expand marketing efforts beyond tourism — year round services and facilities.

Quality of life important to Region.

Promote mixed use to foster economic development.

Y VYV

VYVVYY

INTERMUNICIPAL COOPERATION

» Fort Monmouth
» Share resources.
e Police mergers
* Emergency services.
- Fire
- First Aid
- County based or regional
e Sanitation
e DPW
e Technology
- Regional purchases
- Equipment/Software
- Staff Services
» Share Ordinances
- Develop Regional Transportation Committee
» Courts
» Schools
» Environmental (Electric/Heat/Vehicles/Buildings)
- Demand reduction

ENVIRONMENTAL/OPEN SPACE

» State Plan — Municipal Plan timing problems
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e Natural Resource Identification early in progress.
Natural Resource Inventory — include in State Plan.
Municipalities should follow CAFRA Rules when creating NRI.
Build outs developed with natural resources/sensitive areas. Start with sensitive
areas and build economic engine based on natural resources.
General more support for adoption of watershed management plans.
Put Appendix in front of Report.
Beneficial re-use of wastewater should be included in plan.
Base planning on drinking water capacity, not wastewater treatment capability.
More info needed on hydrologic conditions — saltwater intrusion, etc.
More focus on ocean and access.
Open space ratio to population.
e Open space quality — life beyond parks
e (Greenways and blueways
Tie NRI’s to municipal zoning.
Impervious cover rates and links to recharge areas.
Impervious reduction thru redevelopment.
Green development certification and LEEDS certification.
Include coastal hazards re: flooding.
Public education about the Regional Plan and other planning activities.
Improve transit capabilities to improve air quality
Enhance Riparian Area Protection (Stream Corridors).
Promote clean marina program.
Promote dock and roll (boat to train).
Include list of C1 water and impaired sites.

VYV

VVVVYVVYY

YVVVVVVVVVVYVY

i

The next meetings will be scheduled with each individual municipality and
interest group over the next few months. Further information will be emailed and
mailed to all RC members to schedule these meetings.

Meeting adjourned about 10:00 PM.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA, Maser Consulting.

\\Njncad\projects\2006'06000099\Meeting_ Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #2'132007regional
collaborative mtgreport#2 rev2.doc
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MEETING REPORT

COASTAL MONMOUTH REGIONAL PLAN
Meeting Title: Regional Collaborative — Meeting #3
Meeting Date: November 19, 2007
Meeting Time: 6:45 pm — 10:00 pm

Meeting Location: Brookdale Community College
Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting was to provide an update on the current study efforts
and to conduct a workshop to gather comments on the regional vision and
alternatives to address identified needs of the region.

Attendees:
See attached sign-in sheet

1. Bonnie Goldschlag welcomed the attendees.

2. Joe Barris, County Project Manager, gave an update on the study work since the last meeting. He
indicated that since the last meeting, individual meetings were held with the 30 Coastal Monmouth
Region (“CMR”) municipalities, State and County representatives and four stakeholder groups. The
Regional Profile Report is being updated and revised minutes of the meetings and updated municipal
Fact Sheets have been transmitted to the attendees for comments. He noted that the project website
in being updated to reflect the schedule change since the meetings schedule was completed in October
2007 thereby requiring a later completion date of the study.

3. M. Shiffman, Maser Project Manger presented overview of the study goals and discussed ideas raised
dealing with the economy, housing and regional cooperation areas. She noted that the Draft Matrix
tables provide a preliminary list of Alternatives to address the identified Needs. Also a Draft Vision
Statement was prepared for review on the focus arecas of the Economy, Environment, Housing,
Transportation and Regional Cooperation. The Vision reflects what the final outcome that this study
is trying to accomplish in the CMR.

4. W. Ferren, Maser Consulting Senior Environmental Specialist, provide a comprehensive overview of
the issues related to the environment. These dealt with natural systems and ecology and also included
alternatives related to parks and open space and sustainable green development.

5. M. Rached, Maser Consulting Director of Transportation Services presented findings on the
transportation alternatives. These have been compiled by different jurisdictions — County, State, and
NJTransit - for ease in evaluation; although there is jurisdictional overlay and need for coordination
between multiple municipalities in many areas identified.
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6. The Regional Collaborative attendees then divided up into interest areas to discuss Alternatives that
should be focused on the CMP. The following groups were organized; Transportation, Housing and
Regional Cooperation, Economy and the Environment. The groups were asked to review the Vision,
and alternatives presented. They were also asked to prioritize the top ranked issues. After about 11/2
hour of discussion, the Committee reconvened to present their findings. The following are the key
points raised by the representatives of each group.

e Transportation
o Traffic Congestion

o Corridor Studies
o Bike Plans
o Alternative Transportation Modes
o Innovative Transportation Ideas
e Housing

o Meet COAH Third Round affordable housing obligations

o Provide affordable housing in a variety of options

o Identify funding tools and mechanisms to provide affordable housing

o Establish cost effective quality design guidelines to provide affordable housing that is
well constructed, sustainable, durable, and compatible with the character of the
neighborhood

o Create design guidelines that identify and preserve scale and character of housing
resources deemed important to the community

o Identify funding sources to facilitate expansion of shared services

e Environmental
o Coordinate better with federal agencies to improve management implementation
o Identify and promote implementation of model ordinances and guidelines for sustainable
development
o Identify and prioritize critical natural resource arcas
o Preserve and protect native plant and animals

Environmental Group will be reconvening on December 17" to further discuss and prioritize the issues.

e Economy
o Infrastructure — age, capacity
ACE’s:
Non-downtown economic development i.e. industrial parks
Marketing the region
Establish a Regional Chamber of Commerce
Alternative revenue sources for Monmouth Race Track
Identify stakeholders and multi-layered resources

oo0oo0 ¢ ¢ o0

M. Shiffman noted that the Alternatives Matrix would be updated based upon the results of this meeting.
We also welcome additional comments via fax or email. The updated Alternatives Matrix will be put on
the CMP website for stakeholder review.
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The Alternatives will then be refined and the Project Team will identify draft Implementation Strategies.
The next Regional Collaborative meeting will be scheduled in early Spring with the to review and discuss
the refined Alternatives and Draft Implementation Strategies.

Meeting adjourned about 10:00 PM.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA, Maser Consulting.

\\Njncad\projects'\2006106000099\Meeting_Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #3\111907Regional Collaborative Meeting
#3 minutes FINAL.doc
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MEETING REPORT

COASTAL MONMOUTH REGIONAL PLAN

Meeting Title: Regional Collaborative — Meecting #4

Meeting Date: March 31, 2008

Meeting Time: 7:00 pm — 10:00 pm

Meeting Location: Brookdale Community College

Donald D. Warner Student Life Center
765 Newman Springs Road
Lincroft, New Jersey

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting was to provide an update on the current study efforts

and to conduct a workshop to review and prioritize implementation strategies on
the draft Planning and Implementation Agenda (“PIA™).

Attendees: See attached sign-in sheet

1.

Joe Barris, County Project Manager, welcomed the attendees and gave an update on the study work
completed since the last meeting. He also discussed the purpose of this meeting and the “Next
Steps...”, which include:

CMR HORIZON Newsletter - to be distributed in advance of the public meeting

Public Meeting #1 - Tentative for April 30, 2008

Finalize PIA

Draft Coastal Monmouth Plan

Regional Collaborative Meeting #5 - Tentative for End of Summer

oao o

Marcia Shiffman, Maser Project Manger presented overview of the study vision and format of the
PIA. Continued to provide overview of Economy, Housing and Regional Cooperation issue areas as
related to the Needs, Alternatives, Implementation Strategies and Targets of the Draft PIA.
Emphasized the importance of Shared Services (given current State Budget proposed by the
Governor) and Marketing Strategies.

Maurice Rached, Maser Consulting Director of Transportation Services, discussed the various
Implementation Strategies for each of the Areas of Need for the Transportation section of the PIA.
Focused on Alternative Transportation, Transit Improvements & other Innovative Transportation
Solutions.

Wayne Ferren, Maser Consulting Senior Environmental Specialist, provided a comprehensive
overview of the issues related to the Environment and Implementation Strategies identified in the
draft PIA. These dealt with the inter-relationship and inter-dependency of the Natural &
Infrastructure Resources, Resource Access and Environmental Education with the other focus areas
(i.e. Emergency Management to coordinate with Transportation & Eco-Tourism to coordinate with
Marketing/Economy)
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5. The Regional Collaborative attendees then divided up into four interest areas to review and prioritize
the draft Alternatives and Implementation Strategies for their respective focus arca. The following
groups were organized: Housing, Economy, Transportation and Environment. The priorities were
determined for each group by voting for 1- High Priority, 2 - Medium Priority and 3 - Low Priority.
After about 1-1/2 hours of discussion, the Committee reconvened to present their findings. Some
groups noted that there was a discrepancy between the ideology behind the Priority ranking system
among individuals that may present an issue. The following summarizes the key points presented by
the representatives of each group:

Housing - Presented by Zunilda Rodriguez, MCPB

General Comments

e Maintaining the character of the community is an important issue which is often difficult to
reconcile when it comes to affordable housing issues. Perhaps more focus should be on design
regulations as a key strategy to overcome this issue.

e What is affordable housing? How do you define it given the variety of definition ranges? What
is workforce vs. artist housing?

e Communities need to look at how to individually address affordable housing in areas with single,
smaller lots, which are traditional of coastal communities.

Recommended Revisions to PIA

¢ Single-room occupancy issues should be explored as a viable affordable housing alternative that
traditionally served many of the populations that use to and still require affordable housing. It
should be regulated appropriately however.

e Bringing incentives and developers into the discussion and implementation mix is very important.

e Deed restriction for affordable housing accessory units may be a viable option that many coastal
communities could explore.

Priorities for Implementation Strategies

e See attached Draft PIA which includes updated Priorities.

e Highest Priorities included:
o Wide range of housing choices (#1 a, b, c)

e Lowest Priorities included:
o Artist housing (#3) (group noted that primary advocate for artist housing was not present)
o Preservation of community character (#6)

Transportation - Presented by Maurice Rached, Maser Consulting

General Comments

e Monmouth County is currently updating roadway inventory (last update: 1996) to investigate
jurisdictional ownership. The Monmouth County Road Plan has been created and should/will be
distributed via e-mail.

e Investigate the effectiveness of State Route 71 (Ocean Avenue, Shrewsbury Avenue) striping
plan in various townships. Chairman of Little Silver Planning Board believes that the plan has
increased traffic on the residential roadways, but no definitive study has been completed.

e Congested Intersections to be added to the PIA within Little Silver Township include:

o River Road & Hance Road
o Ridge Road & Hance Road
e Congested Roadways to be added to the PIA within Little Silver Township include:
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o White Road (Municipality Jurisdiction)
o Branch Road (County Jurisdiction)
Monmouth County does not have a department titled “Division of Bridges”.
The Tinton Avenue Bridge Project is funded.
Roadway Congestion and R.R. Delays. Possible mitigation includes:
o Replace and update Train Circuitry
o Install Constant Warning Time Circuitry
o Utilize Signal Preemption
The 7 Bridges Road Project in Little Silver, NJ is scheduled.
Eatontown has created a pedestrian/bicycle maser plan (new developments must be connected to
park and other recreational facilities).
Asbury Park utilizes bicycle facilities at the Transportation Center
There is a difference between how government agencies view roadways (structure, hierarchy) and
citizens (usability) that needs to be addressed (#22)

Recommended Revisions to PTA

Remove MCDOB from Agencies because it does not exist. MCDOE has jurisdiction.

#22 Remove because it is included within other NJDOT & NJTPA projects

#24  Implementation of Bike Plan to State Bike Map

#25 Implementation of trolley service to include Sea Bright to Red Bank
Implementation of ZipCar (car sharing) Service

#30 Remove because it is included within other NJDOT & NJTPA projects

#32a  Implementation to include ARC (Access to the Regions Core) Tunnel in 2017
Implementation to include DMU (Diesel Motorized Unit)

#32¢c  Remove because NJDOT & NJTransit do not feel ADA Standards should be prioritized.
NJ Transit has a rolling program which continuously updates ADA Facilities at Transit
Stations.

#35  Agency Involvement to include MCTC

Priorities for Implementation Strategies

See attached Draft PIA which includes updated Priorities.
Highest Priorities included:
o Flexibility in Roadway Design (#20a,b,c,d)
o Alternative/Multimodal Transportation Options (#24a,b,c / #25a.b,c / #32d / #33)
o Emergency Management / Evacuation (#27a.,b,c)
o Congested Intersections / Safety Problem Areas not being addressed by County or State
#31)
o CMR Implementation Committee (#35)
Lowest Priorities included:
o Congested Corridors (#21) - Group thought they were important but often too large to
take on
o Gateway (#29a,b)
o Quiet Zones (#36)



Regional Collaborative Meeting Report #4 5 C()asta_l

April 10, 2008
Page 4 of 6 Monmouth

Plan

Economy - Presented by Joe Rizzo, Spring Lake Council

General Comments

The group came to a consensus about the importance of the winter/off season to the area, noting
that, for most of the towns involved in the CMP, the summer/high season of tourism “took care”
of itself fiscally, but seasonal flux in population and recreational events/activities through out the
other seasons needed to be addressed.

Monmouth Park - Connectivity to other activities and areas; Events in the off season; Other forms
of revenue generation.

Cross Marketing - Join municipalities in a marketing scheme to draw visitors in for area events
over multiple days/trips in multiple towns. Additionally forming a system which disseminates
event, entertainment, recreational activity information, etc. that can be easily developed and
maintain by the communities involved and accessed easily by the public.

Circuit of Events - Using a cross marketing scheme and an information broadcasting system,
coordinate a “circuit of events” in which the hosting municipalities plan with the communities
surrounding to create a calendar of events which results in a constant flow of activity for residents
and visitors alike.

Infrastructure funding for capital improvements - Many of the towns are accessed by a
north/south (though some are east/west) linear roadways. Funding for infrastructure projects in a
municipality near neighboring borders benefit both communities by shaping a visually appealing
travel corridor. Infrastructure improvements tied into the environment and/or other green
improvements should also be considered.

Chambers of Commerce - Many of the coastal towns do have a Chamber of Commerce and there
are larger regional assemblies of these Chambers, though there are some gaps. To fill in the
pockets, the creation of a county-wide Chambers [of Commerce] association with additional
working relationships with BIDs/SIDs, tourism commissions, and other professional groups (i.e.
Monmouth Ocean Development Council) should be considered.

Environmental Awareness - Incorporated environmental education and beach-going/tourism
activities. This includes informational signage or literature relating to important ecological
features of the area, including but not limited to beach dunes, shore birds. Access to this
information could be made available via beach staff (i.c. beach badge sellers/checkers, lifeguards)
and other related employees.

Recommended Revisions to PIA

#12b  Reword Implementation

Priorities for Implementation Strategies

See attached Draft PIA which includes updated Priorities.
Highest Priorities included:
o Inter-Coordination
Regional Connectivity
Strategic Marketing Plan
ACEs
Scenic Byways & Wayfinding
o Green Eco-Tourism
Lowest Priorities included:
o Fort Monmouth Redevelopment (#11c)

O o 0o 0
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Environment - Presented by Wavne Ferren, Maser Consulting
General Comments
e Matrix needs to be simplified
o Combine Implementations where possible
Too many Plans (Combine Targets)
Identify funding opportunities for Implementation strategies
Identify more direction actions rather than prepare more plans
Combine Targets so results are focused
Group will provide written comments on matrix after revised draft is returned with
Priorities added

O o 0O 00

Recommended Revisions to PIA
e  Other Areas to be considered:

o Salvage & reuse approach (i.e. oyster beds with recycled porcelain fixtures)
Brownfields Conversion (controversy between converting to greenfield v. development)
Dredge Spoil uses - exploit
Fish & Shellfish funding through NOAA
Air Quality - expand examples of impacts (i.e. car idling)

Energy Audit / Carbon Footprint
Frechold Soil Conservation District & Stormwater / Erosion Control

O 0 0 00O

Priorities for Implementation Strategies
e Sece attached Draft PIA which includes updated Priorities.
e  Group noted that there is a discrepancy within the Priority ranking system within each individual
o Regional v. Site Specific Issues
o Funding Opportunities/Limitations
o Issues already being addressed may therefore be considered a low priority
e Highest Priorities included:
o Coastal Pond/lake Habitat Conservation Plans
Establish a CMP Implementation Committee
T&E / Rare Plant & Animal Species
NJDEP Funding for Regional Green / Blue Infrastructure
Recreational Lands at Fort Monmouth & National Guard Training Center
o Adult & Youth Environmental Education Opportunities
e Lowest Priorities included:
o Dune protection and beach grooming plans; they are already in place
Maintenance Plan for gray/hard infrastructure
Public access coordination with transportation planning
Open space docent programs
Promote ecotourism

O 0 0O

o 0 0 O

6. Marcia Shiffman noted that the PIA Matrix would be updated based upon the results of this meeting
and distributed to the RC for review and additional comments.

7. Joe Barris added that the updated PIA Matrix and other information will be put on the CMP website
for stakeholder review
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8. Marcia Shiffman reminded the RC about the tentative Public Meeting #1 and asked that everyone
encourage their local Council and Board Members to attend as this is the most critical stage of the
process.

Meeting adjourned about 10:00 PM.

Meeting report prepared by Dan Bloch, Maser Consulting.

WWNjncad\projects\2006\06000099 \Meeting Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #4104 1008dnbRegional Collaborative
Meeting #4 Minutes.doc
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MEETING REPORT

COASTAL MONMOUTH REGIONAL PLAN

Meeting Title: Regional Collaborative — Meeting #5

Meeting Date: Tuesday November 10, 2009

Meeting Time: 6:45 PM —9:00 PM

Meeting Location:  Brookdale Community College

Magill Commons
400 Cedar Avenue
West Long Branch, NJ 07764

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting was to review and gather comments on the Draft

Coastal Monmouth Plan

Attendees: See attached sign-in sheet

1.

Joe Barris, County Project Manager, welcomed the attendees and gave an update on the study work
completed since the last meeting. He also discussed the purpose of this meeting and next steps to
complete the plan process, which include:

a. County Planning Board presentation scheduled for Monday November 16, 2009

b. Public Meeting #2 — Scheduled for Monday November 16, 2009 at Brookdale University.
c. Prepare Draft Final Coastal Monmouth Plan

d. Planning Board hearing on CMP tentatively in February/March 2010.

Marcia Shiffman, Maser Project Manager presented an overview of the Plan with a PowerPoint and
discussed the PIA, and Regional Cooperation, Housing, and Economy strategies provided in the Plan.

Nicholas Schaefer, Maser Consulting Engineer, discussed the various strategies to address
transportation needs in the region. This included congested roads and intersections, bicycle and
pedestrian improvements, transit and alternative transportation modes.

Wayne Ferren, Maser Consulting Senior Environmental Specialist, provided a comprehensive
overview of the issues related to the environment and strategies identified in the draft PIA. These
dealt with natural and infrastructure resources, resource access and environmental education.

The Regional Collaborative attendees then divided up into four interest areas (Environment, Housing,
Transportation and the Economy) to review and discuss their comments on each of these areas.

After about one hour of discussion, the Collaborative reconvened to present their findings. The
following summarizes the key points presented by the representatives of each group.
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7. Housing group attendees expressed agreement with the strategies discussed in the plan. There were
only two concerns raised by the attendees. One that the preservation of community which was noted
as an important goal for many towns could be in conflict with providing affordable housing.
Secondly that accessory apartments be considered as an option to better fit within established
residential areas.

8. Economy group was also satisfied with the strategies discussed in the plan. They felt that the
structure focuses on the Arts Culture and Entertainment (ACE) nodes was a good beginning to
coordinate activities for the region. They thought the area should be expanded to identify historic
areas such as Ocean Grove which can provide link to other ACE activities.

9. Transportation group comments were as follows:

e Trip Analysis Model should be reviewed. There was concern with Neptune being shown
as having 180,000 daily trips projected. There is a need to determine if there was an
error; if not, need to discuss the probability of this ever happening in Plan.

e Flexible Design Standards sections should note that the County is willing to listen, on a
case-by-case basis, in modifying the design standards to fit in better with each unique
situation.

e A discussion on signal coordination techniques including intelligent transportation
techniques should be included in the Plan.

e The plan should include a mention of ferry or water taxi to go from beach to beach along
the coast although this may be hard to sustain due to seasonal demand.

e Two intersections were identified as being problematic:

*  White Road and Route 35, which needs turn lanes for left turns
* Branch Road and Route 35, which also needs turn lanes for left turns

e Bike Routes were discussed and the consensus was that these routes were too dangerous
to be installed in the roadway and ‘shared’ with motor vehicles. Bike routes should be

better kept off the road on designated paths.

10. Environment group provided many comments on the plan. They are summarized as
follows:

e The Plan, at least the Environment section, is poorly edited and needs work.

e The document should flow better and include fewer acronyms and professional jargon.
For example, the Coastal Monmouth Plan and Costal Monmouth Region could be
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referenced as “the Plan” or “the Region” as an alternative to using repeatedly CMP and
CMR, respectively. Also, the readability of the Plan would be improved for the general
public if a straightforward style was used with fewer terms that need to be defined.

e There should be an opportunity to provide links between the various regional plans
because impacts are often on a regional scale. For example, the Bayshore Plan and
Western Monmouth Plan could be linked in such a way to provide a region approach to
solving water and air pollution. Perhaps a supplemental study or document could identify
opportunities for linkage.

e Highlight open space preservation and acquisition as a key element of the Plan. There
should be a region-wide list of priority sites so when funds or opportunities for
acquisition arise (e.g., recent voter approval of the statewide open space
preservation/acquisition fund), the important sites will already have been identified.

e Emphasize the protection of open space and riparian buffers. Too often buffers are not
clearly identified onsite and end up being used for other purposes such as extensions of
residential backyards.

e Monmouth County has poor air quality in a general sense, often among the worst
counties in the state. Vehicular idling was identified in earlier versions of the plan as one
cause that needed to be addressed. There should be municipal ordinances regulating
idling and leveling fines for offenders, and the ordinance should be enforced. One
suggestion is to post permanent municipal signs identifying idling as a illegal activity.
One example of an appropriate sign reads: “No Idling, Children are Breathing!”

e Blue (open water) and green types of open space should be treated separately. In some
situations, open water is lumped into the inventory of open space and this would seem to
overestimate the amount of actual open space available in a community.

e The Invasive Species section should include additional species such as Asian Sand
Sedge, which threatens the habitat provided by local dunes including nesting areas for
endangered birds. Additional problematic organisms, including excessive densities of
some native species, include deer, geese, and swans.

e Sea Grant is an important organization within the region that has not been represented in
the Environment Subgroup until now. Sea Grant can provide useful links to universities
and colleges, including research, education, and extension programs. They can provide
individuals for the previously mentioned speakers bureau or regional field trip
collaborations.
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e The proposed Environment Subcommittee of the anticipated Coastal Monmouth Regional
Committee is an important Element of the planning process, which will coordinate the
various environmental initiatives. The Plan should include a list of important, even
urgent representative ideas for the subcommittee to undertake immediately upon its
formation.

M. Shiffman and J. Barris thanked the Regional Collaborative members for their comments and
participation in the planning process.

Meeting was adjourned approximately 9:00 pm.

Meeting minutes prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting, PA.

\\Njncad'projects\2006'06000099'Meeting Minutes\Regional Collaborative Meeting #5\111009 mrsRegional CollaborativeMeeting
Report #5.docx
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Public Meeting #1
April 30, 2008
6:45 — 8:45 pm
Monmouth County Library, Eastern Branch
Shrewsbury, NJ

Purpose

To present information compiled on the Coastal Monmouth Plan and gather comments from the
public on draft implementation strategies.

Attendees:

See attached sign-in sheet

Meeting Summary

1.

2.

Bonnie Goldschlag welcomed attendees to the meeting.

Joe Barris and the Maser Project Team provided an overview of the study through a
PowerPoint presentation. This presentation is on the Monmouth County Planning Board
website. There is also Coastal Monmouth web page with further information.

Joe Barris, County Project Manager, presented an overview of the study work to date. It is a
collaborative planning effort to create a vision for the region, to establish a project policy
frame work, and to become an element of the Monmouth County Growth Management Plan.
He discussed this is the third regional planning effort underway through Monmouth County
Planning Board to evaluate the Coastal Region. The Western Monmouth Plan and the
Bayshore Region Strategic Growth Plans have been completed. The Plan is focusing on the
30 Coastal Monmouth municipalities. There have been individual meetings with each
municipality, 4 regional collaborative meetings since November 2006 and meetings with
County, State and local stakeholder groups to develop a series of alternatives and strategies
for the study. This the first public meeting.

Marcia Shiffman, Maser Project Manager provided an overview of the study vision of the
plan dealing with 5 areas: economy, housing, regional cooperation, environment and
transportation. A planning implementation agenda in draft has been prepared, which
identifies the needs for problem areas, preferred or refined alternative, various
implementation strategies, the agencies involved, projected timeframe and targets. This is
the key focus of the plan. M. Shiffman then provided an overview of economy, housing and
regional cooperation sections.

Wayne Ferrin, Sr. Environmental Specialist of Maser discussed the environment which
included an evaluation of natural resources, infrastructure resources, expanding public
access to resources, and education and outreach. These are the main categories identified
and focused on in the draft planning implementation agenda for environmental issues.

Maurice Rached then discussed transportation strategies. The key issues included road
design standards, congested corridors and intersections, bicycle facilities and alternative
transportation modes, emergency management, gateways, transit improvements, and other
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innovative transportation ideas.

7. At the conclusion of the presentation, the meeting was open to the public for questions. A
public questionnaire was distributed to all participants and a number were returned to the
Project Team for review.

8. Contact can be made on the study with Marcia Shiffman at Maser Consulting or Joe Barris
at Monmouth County or email directly to the Coastal Monmouth website at
(coastalmonmouth@maserconsulting.com)

The meeting was closed at 8:45 pm.

Meeting minutes prepared by Marcia Shiffman, PP, AICP, CLA — Maser Consulting P.A.

\\Njncad\Projects\2006106000099\Meeting_Minutes\Public Meeting #11043008_Public Mtg #1.doc
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MEETING MINUTES
ASBURY PARK
MONDAY JUNE 18, 2007
2:15 p.m.
Attendees:

Joseph Barris/MCPB
Barbara VanWagner - Planner - Asbury Park
Marcia Shiffman-Maser Consulting, P.A.

Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

= Asbury Park Draft Fact Sheet

= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Discussion of redevelopment areas. Springwood Avenue area has been
revised and is up for City approval. Looking at 3 separate areas. One is to
the west neighborhood commercial near Neptune Township, mid area is
mixed use cultural education facilities and then the train station area.

2. Asbury Avenue is a poor visual gateway into the City, being the major east-
west access route. Market Street Mission facility located within
gateway. Consider Asbury Avenue - Route 66 corridor study that would
look at gateway for Asbury Park. Improvements along Route 66 and Neptune
as well.

3. Shared services - Barbara will provide list of shared services with other
communities. Police services and fire are paid personnel. Allenhurst has
shared services with Asbury Park including court, street cleaning, emergency
services, sewer hook-up to Asbury Park; Bradley Beach shared construction
official. Asbury Park has implemented a "“sustainable Asbury” program.
Barbara will send information to show Barris on this program.

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ * MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ * NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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4. Discussion of arts cultural entertainment corridor. Asbury Park is one of
the four "ACES". Some discussion of Savoy Theater, which is a potential
opportunity. Consider expanded jithey services to activity centers.

5. Parking is a major issue for future development. Currently parking problems
on weekends in downtown.

6. Regional impact of Asbury Park traffic on the surrounding region was
discussed. Problems with cut-thru fraffic on adjoining towns such as

Interlaken was mentioned.

7. Fact sheet will be updated to reflect results of this meeting.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.

Vmjncad\Projects\2006\06000099\Meeting Minutes'20071061807 AsburyParkMtg.doc
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MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of AVON BY THE SEA
THURSDAY MAY 26, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

= Avon By the Sea Draft Fact Sheet

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. There is limited growth opportunity available within the Borough. It is
approximately at 99% build ouft.

a. Development that is occurring consists of smaller housing
opportunities (i.e. condos, apartments).

b. There is concern for the older population that resides within the
Borough to make available housing that is smaller and age restricted
as well as affordable so that a person may retain residency in the
municipality. Concern for increased land and home values out-pricing
current residents.

2. Main Street area has been focus of many improvements.

a. Mixed use of buildings

b. Redevelopment of and improvements upon buildings, many exhibiting an
"old main street” feel. Work being done is from private markets with
no BID/SID or town funding.

3. Borough has a large municipal parking lot which can hold about 130-140
cars and is located about a % a block from the downtown area.

4. Currently there are no parking contribution requirements for any
development done in the town.

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ = MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ * NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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5.

10.

Neptune City has some redevelopment plans which may affect Avon as

the towns share a municipal boundary at the railroad line.

CAFRA permitting on Riverside Drive. Town interested in abandoning

paper street and give land to the owners immediately bound to the

property. Paper street varies in width depending upon tide levels.

Town received CAFRA funding from an applicant. The money is to be

used towards improvement to the beaches and bulkheading for public

access. One issue pertains to the end of the roadways where the monies
are to be used are public access but also are in the middle of residential
areas.

Dredging of Sylvan Lake (ownership shared with Bradley Beach)

a. Sylvan Lake Commission exists to deal with maintenance and problems
involving this waterway.

b. When the lake overflows, causes beach closures due to polluted
runoff. There is also a geese problem.

c. Some portions of the lake are only 6 inches in depth, western part of
lake filling. DEP funding received ($270K) plus municipality funding
($30K) for dredging purposes.

d. Original plan sought was fo take dredged material and add to a
current island in the lake and make it 1 ft larger in circumference and
slightly taller in height. Proposal turned down by DEP. Only
alternative is to ship spoils which will consume most of the funding
therefore only a much smaller portion of the lake may be dredged.

e. 2004 grant money has been extended a number of fimes, but the
extensions ran out 12/06.

f. Proposal: Create a larger Monmouth County Lakes Commission to work
on issues as a whole with other towns experiencing similar problems
with coastal lakes in their municipalities.

Dredging of the Shark River

a. Similar to lake dredging is the need for dredging in the bays of the
Shark River. Avon, Neptune Township, Neptune City, Belmar and Wall
all own land on the River's banks. Were able to get 1 permit sponsored
by all of the towns (except Wall) to dredge bay. Time and cost
effective - would like to see something similar for lakes (see 8:f).

Downstream Impacts Challenges
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11.

12.

13.

a.

Being all the way downstream in the watershed, Avon like other
coastal towns, has incurred the burden of negative downstream
impacts on water quality.

The Borough has built a sediment holding tank as a strategy to deal
with these impacts but this has not solved the overall regional
problem.

Proposal: A need for regional strategies to address ownership of
downstream impacts, overall maintenance and obtaining dredging
permits.

Ocean and Beach Access

a.

Avon By the Sea has been voted Best Beach and Best Boardwalk in
Monmouth County by the Asbury Park Press for the LAST 8 YEARS!
All properties are residential along the boardwalk with the exception
of The Columns.

There is no charge for parking. On busier summer days cars are
parked in the municipal lot near Main St. and patrons walk up toward
the beach. Also the Borough changes its street parking from parallel
to diagonal from May 15" to Sept 15™.

There is no longer a train stop in Avon - which is OK, many riders go to
Bradley Beach or Belmar. Interest in a jithey service to the beach-
maybe can collaborate with other nearby small towns. Idea is
completely weather related.

Commercial Businesses

a.
b.

Most of the commercial businesses are along Rt 71.

There are only 2 year-round liquor licenses in the Borough. All others
are seasonal. The number of liquor licenses is based on census
population data and there is no difference between seasonal or year-
round licenses when it comes to the method they are distributed.
There is interest in obtaining more year-round licenses.

Traffic and Related Issues

a.

Why is every road treated the same throughout the county and not
looked into dependent on location (i.e. Intersection of Rt. 18 and
Sylvania Ave has fraffic calming issues with county road having right-
of-way).

Snowplowing is done by local, county and state agencies for an area
that is .5 sq miles.
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14.
15.

16.

17.

c. Yield fo Pedestrian signs are contentious due to their placement by
the municipality on a county road. Issues of insurance.

d. Municipality would like a circulation study for the downtown.

e. Municipality has received state funding for streetscaping.

Plan endorsement, what it is and how it is achieved, was discussed.

Emergency Management Plan

a. Reverse 911 system

b. Evacuation meeting place is Wall High School. Borough would like to
find a new place - concern for township residents and sharing the
meeting place with many other municipalities.

Shared Services

a. The Borough was asked to provide a list of shared services

Scenic Byway initiative, what it is and how it is funded, was discussed.

May be of interest.

Avon by the Sea Fact Sheet will be updated to reflect the comments of this

meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 4:00 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.

C:\Documents and Settings\leaveym'My Documents'\Project Files ml\Monmouth Coastal Plan\Meeting Schedules\Meeting Minutes\062607Avon by
the Sea BoroughMtg.doc
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MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of BELMAR
TUESDAY, JULY 31, 2007
Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
* Belmar Draft Fact Sheet
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. The de-commercialization of Ocean Avenue.  There is voluntary
redevelopment in the area. Ocean Avenue has been rezoned residential
with a few pockets of commercial typically related to beach users
a. Interest in using underdeveloped & municipal parking lots for mixed

use development.
b. Trying not fo incorporate eminent domain. Eminent domain is difficult
in non-distressed cities depending on the definition of blight.

2. Quality of Life is important to the Borough's residents
a. The creation of more stable owner occupied neighborhoods, fougher

enforcement of codes/ordinances, fines (i.e. Landlords and renters
involved in an Animal House ordinance circumstance will result in fines
as well as paying for a Sheriff's officer to be posted outside the
property in violation if required).

3. Traffic
a. Traffic calming measures have been put in place on 10™ Avenue, as

well as 8™ Ave and D St. (a 5 road intersection).
b. The intersection of 6™ Ave and C St. has a considerable number of
signs in place (26 total).

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ = MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ * NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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C.

d.

Within 500 ft of a park, 4-way stops have been put in place on all local
streets. This was a local government decision.

Snowplowing issues - multiple agencies involved in plowing snow.
Negotiations with County dealing with the swapping of plowing
responsibilities have proven difficult.

A study is being performed regarding the placement of parking spaces
on Ocean Avenue. To change from diagonal parking to parallel parking
and the installation of a bike lane. Also part of the study is the idea
of a parking structure to accommodate tourists.

4, Pedestrian Issues

a.

Borough would like to see some funding from their transit village grant
to be applied to pedestrian safety

b. Bump outs are not permitted on County roads.

1*" Ave has pedestrian problems with road width and crossings. A
refuge island may relieve this problem.

Speeding cars are also a concern of the Borough's residents.

An opportunity for a bike route near the Shark River, in the areas of
Marconi Rd, Belmar Blvd and the Shark River Bridge has potential.

5. Transportation

a.

b.

Borough owns 5 low speed vehicles (LSV). These LSVs are permitted
on 25 mph roads (as that is their top speed).
Interest in the LSV initiative came about from tfrying to find a
solution for senior citizens with restrictive driving capabilities as well
as a courtesy for marina customers.
A petty cab ordinance is also in affect. Seasonal petty cab/trolley
service available to and from marina and beach.
Train Transportation
i. Duel mode engines on the coastline may help north to south
train line movement. A late night Belmar fo Manasquan service
has been pitched in the past.
ii. Another idea for improved service includes the change from
standard to light rail trains from Bay Head to Long Branch.
Rapid bus service maybe another alternative for mass transit along
the coastline. Would be similar to a train including the use of crossing
gates, express services and increased schedule frequency.
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6.
7.

10.

11.

12.

The 2003 Seaport Plan has been revised in relation o TOD amendments.

An active Belmar Arts Council has a summer playhouse program. Where

Belmar Elementary School opens up for the summer as a setting for a

theater program. There is potential in this area to foster this program

further. Especially with the new municipal building potentially being

erected behind the school.

Stormwater Management/Flood Mitigation measures

a. Retrofitting area to take flow away from Silver Lake and send it out in
another direction using the ridge line and moving to the east to the
river using gravity.

Dredging of the Shark River

a. Similar to lake dredging is the need for dredging in the bays of the
Shark River. Avon, Neptune Township, Neptune City, Belmar and Wall
all own land on the River's banks. Working with nearby towns on
dredging and dewatering ideas.

b. Swale located along Rt. 35.

To increase the use of alternative forms of energy, Borough offers

developers PILOT incentives to reduce costs. Mostly LEED Silver

(alternative energy, insulation).

a. Also interested in calculating the Borough carbon footprint.

Affordable Housing/COAH

a. Borough is working on an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) ordinance (i.e.
rear lot bungalows, over garage units). These units would be COAH
and age-restricted and rented through the Belmar Housing Authority
or the property owner may also control who the [year-round] renter
will be (i.e. grandparent, parent, aunt, uncle, self, etc.) Those units do
not have to meet COAH criteria but cannot be rented in any other
fashion. Non-conforming multifamily residences and the conversion of
3-season structures also addressed in this ordinance.

Marinas and Related businesses

a. Have a "no discharge zone"

b. Already prohibit fish disposal into water

c. Not currently part of the State's Clean Marinas program but may want
to pursue certification.

d. Marina area program for docking $3/ft
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e. The area around the marina has been focused on as an entertainment
and active recreation area.
i. Includes the uses of:
1. awater taxi transportation service
2. Belmar Yacht Club, the Friends of Belmar Harbor and a
community sailing center.
Commercial fishing party boats
4. A Boating Infrastructure Grant (BIG) for 57 transient
boat slips, comfort stations, a floating fueling station and
2 pump out stations on floating docks.

ii. This area is the focus of an RFP for activities related to the
water front including the construction of a seasonal dock leased
on public land for kayaking, ecotourism, restaurants, etc.

ili. There is also proposal for redeveloping the area under the new
Shark River/ Rt. 35 Bridge for an active recreation use area
specifically related to miniature golf (no other courses exist in
the Borough currently).

13.  Commercial Businesses

a. Most of the commercial businesses are along Rt 71.

b. The inclusion of a supermarket in the town for the purpose of
economic development in advancing affordable housing and sustainable
development is of interest.

14.  Scenic Byway initiative, what it is and how it is funded, was discussed.

May be of interest.

w

Belmar Fact Sheet will be updated to reflect the comments of this meeting.
Meeting adjourned approximately 5:00 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.

\'\Njncad'projects\2006'06000099 Meeting Minutes'2007'"MAC Meeting Minutes Draft Final\Belmar Borough MtgDF 073107.doc
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MEETING MINUTES
BRADLEY BEACH
MONDAY JUNE 18, 2007
12:45 p.m.
Attendees:

See Attached List
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
* Bradley Beach Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Fletcher Lake new outflow. Fletcher Lake issues include dredging program
and need for dredge spoil site.

2 Water and Sewer facilities - Ongoing upgrade. IPE infiltration study done on
system.

3. Beach replenishment and maintenance. Beach replenishment regulations are
problematic and should be addressed in the plan. The State currently has
changed regulation of maintenance and not allowed for sand blowing across
the dunes. This is an issue that affects many of the coastal municipalities
such as Spring Lake, Bradley Beach, Avon Beach. The inability to retain
beach frontage will affect tourism economy both region and the state. Lack
of ability to replenish beach to retain beaches and fo remove sand from
boardwalk will also affect emergency access and public access to the beach.
General permit is required for dune and beach maintenance. Need to develop
maintenance standards. Suggestion that general maintenance standards be
specifically developed with DEP as part of an overall plan.

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ = MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ * NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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4.

10.

11.

12.

Bradley Beach has private redevelopment activity along Main Street. Looking
at higher density mixed use residential retail. The magnet is the train
station.

Bradley Beach has an ongoing program of dune maintenance and conservation
activities. Can be used as an example in the plan. Contact is Phyllis Tuxley.
Ideas include dune maintenance, garden milkweed production for butterflies,
greenhouse free grow, free nurseries, greenhouses, ongoing educational
program.

Transportation - Parking problems paramount. City has a combined beach rail
pass with NJ Transit. Ideas raised included bike rental and possibly trolley
or jitney to provide linkage between beach and transit. This could be a
regionalized trolley link. Borough indicated that every certificate of
occupancy provides funds to support tourism commission. These funds could
be directed toward a trolley transit link. Regional jitney service idea put in
plan.

Discuss Center Arts and Entertainment Corridor and Scenic Byway idea.
Borough seemed interested.

Borough interested in including public art in their downtown Main Street.

Sylvan Lake - Borough has a five-year plan in place for bulk heading
improvements. Looking at grant to dredge Fletcher Lake.

Open Space - Borough has significant open space, either in parks or beaches.
No major fransportation problems identified.

Questionnaire given to Borough officials to update. Also fact sheet provided
for update.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.

\\Njncad\projects\2006\06000099\Meeting_Minutes\2007\MAC Meeting Minutes Draft Final\BradleyBeachMtgDF_061807.doc



'

Perrwille |l Corporate Park

53 Frontage Road, Suite 120

PO. Box 4017 Clinton, N.J. 08809
CONSOLTING P A Tel: 908.238.0900 = Fax: 908.238.0901
Consulting, Municipal & Environmental Engineers www.maserconsulting.com

Planners = Surveyors = Landscape Architects

MEETING MINUTES
BRIELLE
TUESDAY APRIL 30, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
= Brielle Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. On Route 71 in the Business District, streetscapes improvements were
proposed, including bikeways.

2. Green Avenue and Union Lane have traffic volume problems.
3. Water taxi and jitneys on the Shark River are being considered.
4. Top Planning Issues
a. Loss of marina is a top planning issue. These are vulnerable to other

uses such as the Brielle House which was the old Brielle Yacht Club.
Brielle Marine Basin Shipwreck property vulnerable. Original plan
proposed ten (10) to twelve (12) slips, but did not have parking and was
withdrawn.

5. Borough needs to address parking requirements for marinas, currently, one
parking space per boat slip.

6. The Borough is losing charter fishing boats since there is no available
parking near the sites.
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7.

10.

11.

of 2

River-view area had pedestrian safety problems; Pedestrian bikeway
proposed, but problems to retain or accommodate Sycamore trees along
road.

Linkage needed between Hill and northern area of Borough.

Looking at Manasquan River frontage for pedestrian access, tied to NJDEP
approvals. Environmental Commission promoting project fo gain access along
road. Aven near Osprey Point Pump Station area being considered for
access.

Shared services:

- Courts shared with Manasquan.

- Salt Shed - shared with Manasquan and Sea Girt.

- Construction officials shared with Spring Lake, Spring Lake Heights,
and Sea Girt.

- Subcode as of February 2007.

- Discussion of ACE and Scenic Byway.

Fact sheet will be revised and submitted to Borough.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
COMBINED MEETING WITH
DEAL, LOCH ARBOUR & ALLENHURST BOROUGHS
TUESDAY JUNE 19, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached list

Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

= Draft Fact Sheet

= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Poplar Brook flooding major issue. Flooding activity primarily caused by
development in Ocean Township. Need for regional solution to address
flooding problem.

2. Deal Lake regional problem due to upstream development impacts.

Watershed management plan is being developed for Deal Lake through the
Deal Lake Commission, which includes Deal, Allenhurst, Loch Arbour,
Neptune, Asbury Park, Ocean Township, Interlaken. When plan is approved
by State, then it will be the regulatory framework for all municipalities
draining into pond.

3. Allenhurst has a combined historic preservation planning board/zoning board.
Strong historic preservation regulations. Generally, lot coverage and

mcmansion teardowns are not a problem for Allenhurst.

4. Deal - Has considered but not adopted regulations tfo manage mcmansions.
Draft ordinance addressing this was not adopted due to public concerns.
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0.

10.

11.

Deal Beach Replenishment Issues - The Deal Region, which includes Elberon,
Deal, Allenhurst and Loch Arbour, were not part of the prior Army Corp
Engineer Beach Replenishment problem. Asbury Beach has undergone sand
replenishment, which has affected the Deal Reach, as drifting sand has
covered jetties and flumes in the Deal Reach. Officials indicated NJDEP
has now undertaken strict enforcement of the regulations and maintenance
and do not allow for clearing of the jettys and flumes from the beach. This
has caused financial difficulty of the towns and the fines are considered
highly punitive. This issue should be included in the plan to encourage state
action, revise regulations to practically address the issue of beach
maintenance.

Transportation - Bikeway has been planned along Ocean Avenue from Lake
Takanassee to Allenhurst. This is under NJDOT review. Bikeway should be
added to the plan. It was noted that some difficulty continuing bikeway
south of Allenhurst as road curves.

Deal-Ocean Township share commercial strip along Ocean Avenue. Area
can use revitalization upgrades in terms of streetscape and more aesthetic
continuity. Funding for this area would be important. It is a regional multi-
municipal commercial area.

Look at how mcmansions are addressed in other towns as a potential case
study effort.

Infrastructure in towns are being upgraded and replaced. An infiltration
study has been done which focuses funding efforts. Deal requests CDBG
grants for infrastructure improvements.

Shared Services - Town representatives will provide a list of shared
services to Joe Barris for inclusion in the plan.

Questionnaires were handed out to all three municipal representatives.
These will be returned to Joe Barris.
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12.  Fact sheets were also handed out. It was requested that they be marked up

and returned to Joe Barris for inclusion in the updated report.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
EATONTOWN BOROUGH
TUESDAY MAY 30, 2007

Attendees:

See

Attached list

Handouts:

Meeting Agenda

Eatontown Borough Draft Fact Sheet

Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form

Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

Review of Fact Sheet indicates the following changes:
a. Top planning issues should include expansion of open space.

b. Regarding housing, Howard Commons is included as part of the third
round COAH Plan.

c. Borough proposing Greenways Plan linking open space area including Fort
Monmouth.

d. Economy should indicate impact of loss of Fort Monmouth which would
involve 5,500 high tech jobs, 21,000 job ancillary impact. Need to retain
and re-structure jobs and economy served by Fort Monmouth.

e. Infrastructure. Re-development of Fort Monmouth will require new
infrastructure.

f. Transportation Development District for industrial area may be
considered.
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2.

Two Rivers Conference of Mayors holding meeting in September 2007 which
involves the twelve fowns.

June 19, 2007, Eatontown will undergo a municipal charrette with the Fort
Monmouth Planning Firm, EDAW.

Gale O'Reilly is the Borough Planner for Plan Endorsement. Maser Plan and
Housing Plan are being updated.

Borough is deficient in park land. Coastal Monmouth is forty percent of the
population, but only twelve percent of the park acreage.

a. Old Orchard Golf Course 120 acres of which thirty acres are
environmentally sensitive. Property was sold to development group.
Important to save this golf course.

b. Fort Monmouth - Notice of interest includes golf course with hotel.
Greenway proposal and open space linkage tying Fort Monmouth to other
properties.

¢. Wampum Memorial Park should be included.

d. Other open space at Fort Monmouth includes pool and gym facilities.

Fort Monmouth discussion of three towns (Eatontown, Oceanport and Tinton
Falls) includes sharing services and benefits.

Emergency Services Advisory Committee addressing Fort Monmouth
facilities. Current facilities are state of the art. Decommission of Fort
Monmouth affects mutual aid and emergency services for the twenty-eight
(28) towns currently served by Fort Monmouth. Fort Monmouth currently
has forty (40) permanent on-call fireman (5 million dollar annual cost).
Emergency medical services twenty-nine (29) permanent EMS personnel (8
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

million dollar annual cost). Eatontown suggests County take over EMS to over
see plan and facility and to take the lead in gaining grants.

Howard Commons officially vacated in 2003. Eatontown developed the
Howard Commons plan. Currently looking at re-development for age-
restricted affordable market. 259 dwelling units.

Fort Monmouth - 220 acres in Eatontown. 430 acres in Oceanport. Golf
Course 180 acres. Howard Commons 70 acres.

Wampum Lake heavy metal issue pollution may be due to Fort Monmouth.
Federal Government should clean up lake (uncertain of future action).

Transportation Issues

Route 35/Route 36 Circle Interchange.

Industrial Way

Hope Road

South Street/Wyckoff Intersection

Route 36/Widening Interchange (starts September 2007)
Wyckoff Road/Broad Street synchronized signals

he Qo0 TS

Light rail line through Fort Monmouth being considered. Possible stop at
Fort Monmouth.

Additional traffic problems: 1-Garden State Parkway needs direct
connection north of Route 18/Garden State Parkway. 2-Truck traffic must
exit at Route 36 (exit 105) through town, through borough area.

Fact Sheet will be updated and returned to Eatontown for review.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
FAIR HAVEN
TUESDAY JUNE 19, 2007
5:30 p.m.
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
= Fair Haven Draft Fact Sheet
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. A problem noted by Borough representatives is the increase in house sizes
which effect the character of the Borough.

2. River Road - this developed area in the Borough is located in PA-5 planning
area along the Navasink River. This has been discussed through the County
Cross-Acceptance process and agreed that it would be placed in PA-1. No
need to include this in the CMP.

3. Borough will be undertaking a visioning exercise funded through the
Municipal Land Use Center. The goal is to develop consensus on a vision for
the Borough, focused on Main Street. The Borough is looking at affordable

housing, open space, improved transportation, and improved streetscape.

4. Borough enacted a Pedestrian Master Plan in the 1980's and is trying to
implement this plan, which may require closure of some streets.

5. Natural Resource Inventory has been prepared for the Borough.

6. Borough has emphasized bike transportation including ride to schools and
other facilities.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

Concern about safety along River Road. Borough is interested in traffic
calming and improved pedestrian access. River Road is a County road.

Borough stressed importance of having a “point person” to coordinate local
concerns on County roads with the County personnel and officials -"a ligison"
with the County.

Major County roads that need to be looked at include River Road and Ridge
Road. Suggest showing these roads on the plan as a Study Corridors along
the peninsula. Both roads are County roads and the Borough has little say in
improvements.

Mass transit - Bus shelters should be encouraged and put in CMP. Develop
jitney system between Fair Haven and Red Bank or potentially along the
peninsula serving Fair Haven to Red Bank.

Suggestion that ponds be maintained by County and added to the County
Park System. This could be managed through the Monmouth County Mosquito
Control Commission. Options discussed include a potential pond impact fee
to help with the maintenance. Regional approach would have more impact on
maintenance.

Fourth Creek Watershed Study developed by Army Corp of Engineers was
discussed. Army Corp recommended that the ponds fill in naturally as a
meadow. However, the Borough did not agree. Costs for filling and dredging
Fourth Creek Watershed is approximately $100,000.

Discussion of access to the water. A regional or combined with Red Bank,
Fair Haven or Rumson Fair Haven marina was brought up; however, local
acquisition of open space and use of local open space tax may be a more
feasible option for Green Acres funding.



|

Meeting Minutes
Fair Haven

June 19, 2007
Page 3 of 3

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The Scenic Byway idea was discussed. The link through the peninsula would
connect up through Middletown, the Henry Hudson Trail and the Monmouth
Battlefield area with linkage to the suggested Jersey Shore Byway along the
oceanfront.

River Road Corridor Revitalization Plan has been prepared. A copy will be
provided fo Joe Barris.

Fair Haven Fields should be included as a County unique environmental area
on the CMP. Joe Barris will coordinate with the County and the Borough.
Fair Haven Fields has 5 miles of trails and unique plant species.

Open space map should be revised to identify the Harding Bird Sanctuary.
Future transportation plan should add the River Road corridor.

Infrastructure was discussed. Red Bank Water Company partially supplies
water for the Borough. Low water pressure is a major problem.

Borough will provide updated fact sheet and reports as noted above to the
Joe Barris.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
INTERLAKEN BOROUGH
TUESDAY MAY 31, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
= Interlaken Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Questionnaire distributed and request for Boro to complete and return
questionnaire to J. Barris.
2.
3. Interlaken Borough is entirely a residential community.
a. Interlaken has shared services with Allenhurst.
b Considering studying EMS, First Aid, Police for shared services.
c. Interlaken has own Police and Fire Departments.
d EMS shared with Allenhurst. Status of the study is not known. Some

sharing of equipment.

2. Interlaken is part of the Asbury Park School District, Elementary and
Secondary schools.

3. Top planning issues should be amended. Looking at regional traffic impacts.
Remove public access to beach as an item.

4. Land Use - Borough is addressing "McMansion” issues.

5. Conservation - Borough is considering tree preservation/tree canopy
ordinance to protect unique trees within the Borough.
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6. Grossmere Avenue is maintained by the County. The cherry trees are well
maintained.

7. Transportation issues - Borough is concerned with cut through regional
traffic through borough utilizing Grossmere Avenue, Route 35, Main Street
connection.

8. Infrastructure adequacy should be checked with Peter Avakian.

9. Scenic Byway proposal was discussed; representatives suggested highlighting

Grossmere Avenue and Arboretum in future plan.
10.  Borough participates in the Deal Lake Commission.
11.  Fact Sheet will be revised based on meeting discussion.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
LAKE COMO
TUESDAY JUNE 26, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List

Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
» Lake Como Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:
1. The Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form was distributed and Borough
representatives were requested to fill it out and return the form.

2. Vision of the Borough is improving Main Street and improvement quality of
housing stock in keeping with character of the community.

3. Top planning issues include Main Street revitalization and Lake Como
improvements o address flooding and water quality issues.

4. Lake Como interested in forming Lake Como Commission.  Future
improvements discussed include underground pipes from eastern end of lake
going under Ocean Boulevard. Lake flooded. Heavy duty pumps were used 2-
3 years ago which required that Ocean Boulevard be closed off. Borough
interested in mitigating problems with Lake Como flooding.

5. Pedestrian path around lake. Borough would consider improvements to
pedestrian path around lake and improve recreational amenities.

6. Lake Como dredging needed. Discussion of process and coordination between
surrounding municipalities.
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7. Rutger's Main Street Development Plan was just approved by the Borough.

8. Regarding the economy, the Borough is interested in encouraging mixed use
development and expanding diversity of uses.

9. A shared services study is currently underway with the Borough and
adjoining municipalities. Borough will provide information on current shared
service agreements.

10.  Regarding transportation, speeding in residential areas is an issue which will
require traffic calming measures.

11.  Lake Como fact sheet will be updated and provided to the Borough for
review.

Meeting minutes prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, CLA - Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
LITTLE SILVER
THURSDAY MAY 24, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List

Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
» Little Silver Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

1. Mayor indicated that they are very active with the Two River Council of
Mayors, which includes representatives from the communities between the
Navasink and Shrewsbury Rivers.

2. Extensive discussion on Fort Monmouth reuse, which is felt to have a
significant impact on the Borough. Fort Monmouth study should include
planning for the impact on surrounding communities.

3. Fort Monmouth EMS Facilities should be retained including the hazmat
facilities, EMS services. The Borough suggests the County take the lead to
organize and provide these services and share expenses to the communities
in the two rivers area. Consider looking at possible use of homeland
security dollars to retain and get facility up and running.

4. Open space:
Fort Monmouth open space should be retained, including golf course,
bowling alley and other facilities.
* Many municipalities have limited recreational facilities so retaining
and proving public use of active recreation facilities in Fort Monmouth
would be important.
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D

10.

The train station has recently been renovated.

* The New Jersey Transit owned parking area on the south side of the
train station needs significant improvements, which have not been
made. Additional parking could potentially be provided in other areas
near the train station. Borough has its own municipal parking lot at
station.

* Future train station for immediate area was discussed, including
future station at Fort Monmouth or expansion of Oceanport seasonal
station. Feeling that this would be a long-range effort given the
limited funding.

Housing:

Providing affordable housing was a concern of the Borough. Housing plan
does address this. Suggestion that use of the Fort funding to retain and
augment housing in Fort Monmouth site should be considered. Reuse of
existing housing at the Fort may not be an option due to problems with not
meeting building code.

Properties on the north side of the train station provide opportunities for
redevelopment, including a Dweck property in this area and other vacant or
under utilized properties.

Traffic cut-throughs are a problem on White Road and Branch Road.

Borough does not want Rumson Road as a four-lane highway. Feels it would
be detrimental to the area.

Navasink and Shrewsbury River dredging. Borough has grant to do soundings
to begin the process. Federal channels expected to be dredged in 2009.
Dredging of State channels date is unknown. Local channels should be
piggybacked on State dredging project to reduce cost. Dredge spoil sites
still have not been identified yet. Dredging of the river is important for the
Two Rivers area.
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11.  Economy - Downtown:
Representatives felt most of the stores are stable with limited vacancies.

12. Open Space in Borough not accurately defined by the County Open Space
Plan. 50 acres of the Borough open space is wetlands and not active parkland.
The Coastal Monmouth Plan should indicate that active and passive open
space is not broken in terms of evaluating open space deficiencies.

13.  Little Silver is working to update their Environmental Resource Inventory.

14.  Representatives felt that the process of Plan Endorsement is cumbersome
and maybe too costly an effort and should be simplified to allow for more
communities to take advantage of this process.

Little Silver fact sheet will be updated based on the results of the meeting.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.

\\Njncad'projects\2006'06000099 Meeting Minutes'2007\MAC Meeting Minutes Draft Final\Little Silver MtgDF 052407 .doc



| =

Perryville 11l Corporate Park

53 Frontage Road, Suite 120

PO. Box 4017 Clinton, N.J. 08809
CONSULTING P A. Tel: 908.238.0900 » Fax: 908.238.0901
Consulting, Municipal & Environmental Engineers Wwww.maserconsuiting.com

Planners = Surveyors = Landscape Architects

MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF LONG BRANCH
TUESDAY JUNE 26, 2007

Attendees:
Eddie Thomas
Carl Turner
Peter Agresti
Marcia Blackwell
Burt Morahuiebi
Joe Barris
Marcia Shiffman

Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
= Long Branch Draft Fact Sheet
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. City officials provided updated copies of recent reports including Master
Reexamination Report, Master Plan Summary dated 6/1/07, Oceanfront
Master Plan dated 1995. (Officials subsequently provide copies of the
Oceanfront Master Plan Sector books.)

2. A discussion of various projects currently in pipeline or under construction.
3. Current status of condemnation efforts was discussed.
4. Transportation issues:

. Route 36 improvements needs. Congested corridor should be included

in the plan. Need to expand Rt. 36 to 4 lanes; flooding areas on Rt. 36
close road and effect evacuation routes and ability fo access
Monmouth Medical Center; need to address these transportation
issues.
5. Shrewsbury River - Long Branch has proposed higher water quality
standards along banks to improve water quality in river.
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6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Army Corp of Engineers Beach Replenishment project; sand has drifted to
Monmouth Beach; beachfront 4 miles long. The NJDEP New Beach Access
Rules has caused problems; discussion of pro-active coordination with NJDEP
on beach access and beach maintenance. Officials suggested County take
the lead to coordinate with municipalities and meet with Governor and
Commissioner.

City indicated they are currently pro-actively working to implement “green
standards” for the City for green building. Looking at incentive zoning to
provide green buildings.

Discussion of Scenic By-way and ACE with the representatives. Officials
felt ACE was an outstanding idea. City is promoting live-work affordable
units for artists. Contacts include Todd Katz and Patience O'Connor.

Discussion of New Jersey repertory company which has a 200 seat theater
on Broadway, planned for 500 seats. Old Paramount Theater is being given to
City, which would support theater and theater education.

500 units of affordable housing are being planned and were been approved
for the City.

Discussion of transit rail station. Long Branch rail station needs substantial
upgrades; station is planned as a major component of the City's plans as the
"gateway to the shore”. Long Branch is working with N J to become a
Transit Village.

Fact sheet will be updated and submitted to the City for review.

Possible meeting will be held with Long Branch representatives to review on-
going efforts, especially in the arts sector.

Meeting minutes prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, CLA - Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
MANASQUAN BOROUGH
APRIL 29, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached list

Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
= Manasquan Draft Fact Sheet
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
» List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting.

Summary of Meeting

1. Vision focused on redevelopment/rehabilitation in selected areas.
- Route 71 North Corridor, upgrade gateway from the North.
- Route 71 West in possible need of rehabilitation, need to investigate
alternative uses to office zone which has limited market.

2. Manasquan downtown is retail service center for region.
Primarily one story buildings

Focus as mixed use area, retail/apts./offices

Needs additional parking, including Plaza area
Interstate Plaza with Main Street

3. Would be interested in model design guidelines (broad based) in keeping with
Boro character.

4. Traffic

- Traffic congestion areas:
* Old Mill Road, Sea Girt and Broad Street
* Sea Girt and Route 35

- Concerned about traffic impact of planned developments in Belmar and
Wall and traffic growth on Route 35 and Route 71.

- Route 71 should be designated bike route because of the number of
cyclists using it to travel north/south, especially on weekends, through
the region.
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Need to accommodate bikes on trains.

5. Recent recreation improvements:
- Elks Beach
- Sea Watch Beach - Green Acres funded 7-year improvements at
$400K/yr.

Schaefer Property - Passive park; largest remaining vacant property:
received Green Acres funding.

Waterway trails at 4™ Avenue - access for kayaks

Marinas - Borough has small marina; 3 private marinas

6. Beach replenishment activities through Army Corps of Engineers through 6
year cycle.

7. Need upgraded identification and wayfaring signage for Route 71/Sea Girt

Avenue.
8. Discussed "ACE" and Scenic Byway concepts. Borough was amenable.
9. Shared services with Brielle:

- Courts

Equipment- Sewer and salt

Applied for grant to undertake shared public services feasibility study
with Belmar and Brielle.

Has potential interest in other shared services.

Regional high school with Avon.

Found that consolidating construction services did not work.

10.  Fact sheet will be revised by M. Shiffman and returned to Manasquan for
review.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of MONMOUTH BEACH
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 27, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

*  Monmouth Beach Draft Fact Sheet

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. Dredging initiatives discussed.
2. Discussion of plan endorsement both county-wise and locally with the
state.

3. Master Plan needs to be updated. MP written in 1978, only 1
reexamination since then.
4. CAFRA center
a. Borough does not necessarily want the density standards placed upon
them by this designation.
b. Current zoning includes regulations of lot coverage as 27% building
and 40% total impervious.
5. Environmental issues include shellfish stocks, C-1 River and Wetlands
a. Currently the Borough has taken action to restore a salt marsh island
in the river with the help of Ducks Unlimited and other funding
sources.
b. This is one of a number of small islands in the area that the town
would like to see restored.
c. Borough does have a park protected by Green Acres.
d. Wetlands preservation is an important issue on a whole (i.e. fostering
the growth of Bettina grass). Interested in seeing islands in the
Shrewsbury River restored and preserved to natural habitat.

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ = MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ = NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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6.

10.

Ownership issues with islands in the Shrewsbury River. Monmouth Beach
owns 1 (being restored) with clear title. Ocean Township owns 2 w/o
clear titles.

Commercial Business/Downtown area

a. Not interested in necessarily expanding the size of the district, but
diversifying the businesses to maintain a *hometown feeling” and the
"right mix of businesses”. What will keep people in the Borough and
intermingling with each other?

b. A market analysis to study business failures as well as what keeps
people shopping in town may be helpful.

c. Absentee landlords

d. Business Association more community-oriented than business
promoting.

e. Create a survey for residents in the Boro newsletter: "What do they
want to see in town?”

Streetscaping

a. Would like to have underground electricity, but it is costly.

b. Pavers have been installed on Beach Rd and Riverdale Ave to Boro Hall.

Housing Stock

a. Half of the housing is condos/apartments (mostly in 3 high rises). The
other half is single family residential. Approximately 1,000 of each.

b. There is concern for the older population that resides within the
Borough. These residents do not want to leave, but fixed incomes
make it difficult to afford residency in the municipality.

Traffic and Related Issues

a. Traffic crowds onto Ocean Avenue up to Highlands ferry during peak
rush hours.

b. Interested in regional initiatives in mass transit (i.e. light rail, buses,
Jitneys). No NJ Transit bus service to Monmouth Beach only to Sea
Bright to Red Bank. Academy runs a bus service with drop off in Red
Bank.

c. Those who use NJ Transit train service tend to go to Little Silver
over Long Branch due to security and speed issues.

d. Parking

i. Cultural Center has parking but becomes a problem in the
summer.
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ii. Monmouth Race Track has plenty of parking but has ADA
issues.
11.  Beach Replenishments & Sea Wall

12.

13.

14.

15.

a. Applying for grant to replace splash pad on Sea Wall.

b. Sea Wall experienced some damage during Hurricane (tropical storm)
Ernesto.

c. Wall erosion: A cement outflow pipe has broken off from its
connected metal pipe. All sand/boulders are washing away. Need
support to fix this issue.

d. Sand loss.

Beach Access

a. All sea wall stairs built are deeded to the town and provide public
access, creating a controlled approach to beach access.

b. Old life saving station is the fown's cultural center. It is leased for
$1/yr from the state and provides a large parking lot for beach goers.
The purchase of a parking pass provides free beach access.

Dredging

a. 300,000 cubic yards fo be dredged from the Shrewsbury and
Navesink Rivers. Should be clean enough to be put on beaches.

b. Barley Point has spoil site.

c. Need coordination between Federal, State, County and Local
government agencies.

d. Mosquito Commission has done dredging studies

e. Would like to see the Rivers restored fo aid in habitat restoration and
become a tourism draw.

Sea level rise addressed due to location between Shrewsbury River and

the Atlantic Ocean.

Shared Services

a. Long Branch rakes beaches.

b. Public works facilities construction, salt dome, stormwater
management plan - in conjunction with Sea Bright.

c. Contract out housing inspections.

d. At one time shared Boro Administrator with Long Branch (no longer).

e. Not opposed to sharing other services, but municipality is fortunate in
the number of part-time workers available.

f. Part of Regional Health Department (Commission #1).
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g. Public garbage pick up.
h. Own municipal police force.
i. School
i. Have own K-8,

ii. High School reports to Shore Regional,

iii. Have concerns with school budget formula based upon property
taxes. Acknowledge the need for education funding being
provided by 'everyone' but not necessarily through property
values (maybe sales or income taxes, until then current system
is equitable).

16.  Emergency Management Plan
a. Reverse 911 system.
b. Evacuation plan through Long Branch, Oceanport (Patton Ave Bridge)
and Little Silver.
c. There is an acknowledgement of a 'not leaving' mindset. As well as
inadequate forecasting specifically related to Nor'easters.

Monmouth Beach Fact Sheet will be updated by the Borough to reflect the
comments of this meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 8:45 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.
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MEETING MINUTES
NEPTUNE CITY
WEDNESDAY MAY 23, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
* Neptune City Draft Fact Sheet
* Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Highlights of Meeting:

1. Questionnaire was distributed to City officials and will be completed and
returned to J. Barris.

2. Neptune City is undertaking a grayfield study of Route 33, which should be
completed in 2-3 months.

Neptune City engages in shared services primarily with Avon and Neptune

Township.

. Receive $20,000 grant to feasibility study for police services with
Avon.

. Shares County Administrator with Avon.

- Mutual Aid agreements with adjoining municipalities; Neptune

Township is regional office of emergency management.
3. Shark River Management issues. Dredging needed to open up  channel. The

five (5) towns around the Shark River (Wall, Neptune City, Neptune
Township, Avon and Belmar) are working with the State. 2-3 year
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10.

11.

12.

13.

timeframe. Dewatering site still being discussed. Disposal site lkety
considered to be in Wall Township.

Neptune City is no longer considering transit village for the Steiner Avenue
area. Location considered too far from the train station, with limited
development options between this area and the train station.

Jersey Shore University Medical Center is a major factor in development in
this area. Future medical development expected.

Township participates in County shared purchasing services.

Economy - The City feels their economy is fairly strong. They have 150
mercantile licenses and a number of major industrial industries plus future
growth due to the hospital.

Open space - Memorial Park renovations needed; would be tied to Shark
River dredging. Park has good access. Currently park does not permit
swimming.

Town is interested in sustainable development ideas.

Redevelopment along the Route 33 Corliss Avenue near the hospital is
anticipated, including the shopping center site and the Dwek property. The

City sees increased emphasis on medical related uses tied to the hospital.

Third Avenue is the City's main street. Future streetscape and
revitalization improvements would be encouraged.

City felt that having model design guidelines as part of the plan would be
helpful as would be ideas for sustainable development.

Discussion of Emergency Management Plan. The City has a plan in place.
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14.  Discussion of coastal flooding due to global warming. Town was uncertain
how this could be effectually on their local level.

15.  The fact sheet will be updated based on the comments at the meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 9:00 p.m.

Minutes prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP
TUESDAY MAY 30, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
* Neptune Township Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Vision to be updated - state continue with re-development efforts. Looking
at revitalizing midtown and promoting economic development.

2. Transit Village. Township is beginning study of Transit Village and looking at
mixed use and multi-family housing.

3. Route 33 corridor transportation project pedestrian safety and access
gateway for Township.

4. Redevelopment Revitalization Studies
a. Seeking to revitalize the midtown area, Route 33 redevelopment and
Route 35 highway corridors.
b. West Lake Avenue proposal for 160,000 s.f of retail, 165 units market
rate and “street affordable housing.”
C. Shark River Waterfront Plan adopted in December 2006.

5. Township in process of identifying vision plan for waterfront area. Five
towns along Shark River waterfront. Looking at;
a. Flood protection

HAMILTON, NJ = LOGAN, NJ = MT ARLINGTON, NJ = RED BANK, NJ * NEWBURGH, NY = WEST NYACK, NY = BETHLEHEM, PA
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10.

11.

b. Dredging plan which has been submitted to NJDEP. Neptune
Township is taking the lead in this plan.

Water taxis are being considered as a regional effort with five towns on
Shark River. Jitney service to link to train station, a potential opportunity.

Redevelopment Plan adopted for Ridge Avenue. Thirty (30) single family
units. Forty(40) three to four story condos live/work units. Should be
added to the Redevelopment Map.

Discussion of future transportation development district on Route 66
corridor which could be a regional project (Ocean Township, Neptune
Township, Tinton Falls).

NJDOT Route 35 improvements which involve the North Channel realignment
are underway.

Township participates in the Wellsley Lake Commission . Also shared road
salt shed facility with Bradley Beach. Future efforts with street sweeping

and beach clearing possible.

Update Neptune Township Fact Sheet to include these items.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
OCEANPORT BOROUGH
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 13, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
= (Oceanport Borough Draft Fact Sheet
= List of draft Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire

» Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

1. Review of fact sheet, which was updated as part of the discussion.
2. Questionnaire had been completed and will be provided to J. Barris.
3. Fort Monmouth base decommission changed vision of the Borough. Study to

be released includes Borough's vision for Fort Monmouth. Borough will
provide copy of study. Study includes new transit village at North Jersey
Coast Line; residential and commercial/office development; retaining
historic buildings; marina.

4. Climate change and/or rising sea levels not viewed as an impediment to
redevelopment efforts of the Fort Monmouth.

5. Monmouth Race Track is major planning consideration. Borough wants to
encourage viability of track. Borough is interested in expanding uses at
track including gaming and other commercial uses. Track is owned by the N
J Sports and Exposition Authority. It is opened mid May through
September. Annual event is the Haskell Cup. This year, the Breeder's Cup
will be held at Monmouth Park.
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Monmouth Park is a significant revenue source for the Borough. Also is a
major component of the NJ economy through synergy with other agricultural
industries (Central and Western Monmouth). Official mentioned recent
Rutgers Study of Agriculture benefits of racing industry.

6. Fort Monmouth Plan discussed including the importance of retaining
intellectual capital in area.

7. The traffic impacts of Forth Monmouth Plan were reviewed including need to
look at wider regional impacts.

Meeting adjourned approximately 10:00 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA, Maser Consulting P.A.
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MEETING MINUTES
OCEAN TOWNSHIP
TUESDAY MAY 30, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
* QOcean Township Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Vision Plan was reviewed.
a. Vision Plan Statement should be revised.  Future growth through
retrofit or private redevelopment.
b. Transportation issues. Consider regional transportation impacts.
2. Weltz Park jug handle needed fo improve turning movements at park and
Route 35. Land swap with County is holding up project and should be
expedited.

3. Route 36/Asbury Avenue Intersection

a. New signal installed. Extensive traffic congestion should be reviewed.

b. Asbury Park Circle re-configuration prepared by Bob Nelson for
Township which should be re-visited.

C. Conservation - Township has acquired property for new park and
expanded facilities.

d. Colonia/Terrace Golf Course acquired by the Township in the 1920's.
Township owns about half of the property. Golf Course should be
retained for future open space.
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4. Discussion of water quality management issues.
a. Poplar Brook - Army Corps of Engineers has proposed use of Joe

Palaia Park for flooding overflow.
b. Deal Lake dredging.

5. Transportation considered the major issue for the Township including
regional impacts.

6. Shared services includes Animal Control Officer with Long Branch. Loch
Arbor shares Police Department. Township is interested in looking at future

shared services.

6. Ocean Township Fact Sheet will be updated.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
RED BANK BOROUGH
MAY 31, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached list
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
» Red Bank Borough Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Coastal Monmouth Plan Questionnaire was distributed and Borough
requested to complete and return to Joe Barris.

2. Borough provided list of major projects under review by Planning and Zoning
Department dated May 31, 2007. Also copy of Walkability Community
Workshop, summary of October 11, 2006 was provided to consultant team.

3. Public transportation
. Public fransportation is important to Borough. Discussion of expanding
jitney service to serve other municipalities or link to other
municipalities on the peninsula. Possibly River Center would be
interested in working together on an expanded jitney transportation
project.

4. Reinvigorating the westside business district (uptown area) was discussed.
Borough is looking at zoning changes to strengthen commercial area; have
more residential uses and protect historic buildings. The Borough wants to
retain and reinforce the neighborhood scale and feel of this area.
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10.

11.

12.

Transportation issues:

. Trains back up traffic info the center of the downtown, which causes
heavy congestion.

. Consider elevating trains within the downtown to reduce traffic
congestion.

Discussion of river dredging; Red Bank is part of the Two Rivers Council of
Mayors.

Red Bank is no longer considering transit village designation.

River Center is a successful business improvement district ("BID"); it was
recently expanded.

Borough is rehabilitating some bump stations and installing new water mains
to upgrade their system; there are areas of low water pressure to be
addressed. Availability of sewer capacity was not discussed.

The Scenic Byway Plan idea and "ACE" was discussed.  Borough
representatives seem interested this concept. The concept of requiring a
1% public arts fee was introduced to the group for future consideration.

Regional bike lane along River Road was discussed.

Fact sheet will be updated and returned to Borough for review.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA - Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of RUMSON
TUESDAY, JULY 31, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

* Rumson Draft Fact Sheet

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. Additional information to be added to the Borough's Fact Sheet including
the approval for funding of a new Borough Hall with funding provided by
CDBG for an access elevator (if eligible). Future thought for the new
Borough Hall may include incorporating a police department headquarters
(dependent upon a study being performed addressing the combining of
coastal town police departments).

2. Discussion of plan endorsement both county-wise and locally with the
state.
3. Discussion of the impacts of the current sewer ban put in place on

6/19/2007 by the Two Rivers Water Reclamation Authority. There was
no prior notice given to customer towns. If a property/development has
all appropriate building permits they may continue as planned, if not the
affected party must apply for an exemption.

4. The Borough's sewer lines are in decent shape, the sewer ban is
addressing issues related to the treatment plant/pump station and its
ability to function for the current capacity.

5. The pump station needs to be refurbished to handle current capacity as
well as possible expansion. This may have a high cost impact to each of
the customer towns affected and may cost several million dollars to fix
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the pump and then more funding will be necessary for expansion. Rates
and connection fees are bound to increase.

6. In relation to stormwater infiltration, the Borough hired an inspection
service, To scope its sewer lines to determine the least productive sewer
lines running on 11 pump stations, especially focusing on the places where
the pumps ran the longest. Some leaks were found in the system, but
overall the system infrastructure/lines are in relatively good shape.
Some of the older pumps have been recently replaced.

7. Traffic/Transportation

a.

Maintaining aesthetics or residential character on road- and bridge-
ways is important

There are some bridge replacement projects to be addressed over
the coming years including the Highlands, Oceanic, and Rumson/Sea
Bright bridges. The Borough is concerned with consideration and
coordination of replacement timing (i.e. no overlap when phasing the
replacement structures)

Concerns for the Oceanic Bridge include maintaining a lower height
for aesthetics as well as safety regarding the approach to the bridge.
A higher bridge may impact safety concerns.

Rumson Road and the Oceanic Bridge are owned by Monmouth County
The Borough would like not to see a 4-lane highway in this area. There
is already mounting concern for the intersection at Bingham Road and
Rumson Road. The intersection is poorly marked and not well lit.
There was expressed interested in making this area less dangerous as
it is a major intersection around the Oceanic Bridge, the Borough's
area restaurants and ftraffic flow to Sea Bright.

Traffic volumes intensify throughout the summer months. Sea Bright
installed a NO TURN ON RED sign at the end of the bridge. This
along with a small commercial building housing a Dunkin Donuts backs
up traffic flow over the bridge. Also resulting in more visitors parking
on the Rumson side of the bridge and walking over fo the beachfront.
Parking issues have risen with parking in prohibited areas.

The Borough expressed interest in a regional jitney service.

Traffic flow issues also exist in commercial districts where
intersections that allow RIGHT ON RED do not allow for breaks in
traffic where the opposing side is able make a left hand turn.
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8. Commercial Business/Downtown area

a. The commercial districts of Rumson are comparatively small to other

towns mostly consisting of 5-10 thousand square foot lots.
9. Streetscaping

a. In the area of Borough Hall improvements have been made including

lighting, sidewalks and signs.
10.  Housing Stock

a. The character of infill homes is an important topic. This includes the
size as well as aesthetics. The Borough has tried to implement new
ordinances regarding this fopic.

b. No substantial zoning changes have happened recently. Some minor
adjustments may be made.

c. Affordable Housing/COAH projects are in the works including 2 Mt.
Laurel fownhouse developments which include retail on the bottom and
affordable housing on top.

d. Other programs/tools in effect for affordable housing includes the
collection of COAH fees, a mixed use overlay, & a garage apartment
ordinance.

e. There is a height restriction in place for new construction - 35 feet
from existing grade. The Borough does not give variances for height.

f. There are currently no green building/development ordinances in
place. The Borough is trying to make the design of the new Borough
Hall as green as possible

g. The Borough also passed a restriction to limit windmills on private
property due to safety and noise concerns.

11.  Dredging

a. Most ponds are privately maintained.

b. Borough's Stormwater Management Plan is being studied.

c. Mosquito Commission works with permitting public permits. These
permits only allow for certain activities and can be costly.

d. Need coordination between Federal, State, County and Local
government agencies.

12.  Open Spaces/Recreation

a.

New pocket parks are going in along Old Rumson Road. The County is
funding and building but will be giving the lands over to the Borough.
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13.

14.

b.

There are not a lot of greenways in the Borough, most of the lots are
built, but there are a number of municipal parks with waterfront area
access.

There are concerns of public access to water in and near private
residences. A solution fo public waterfront access areas include
projects like an outdoor classroom at a boat ramp which was funded
by a payment of funds from a private property owner who paid
$20,000 (per owned lot) to move a public access easement from the
non-accessible backyards of the properties to an area of public
access.

Many Rumson parks have water access. The Borough is in the process
of expanding Victory Park to the east of Barnacle Bill's. There is a
growing use of the riverfronts for the sport of rowing/crew.

Emergency Management Plan

a.

There are evacuation signs in the Borough, but many appear to be
"signs to nowhere"”. There are not details on these routes from the
County. It is likely that most residents in the area do/will not know
what to expect, where to go or what to do if an emergency situation
arises.

It will be important for the County's Office of Emergency
Management (OEM) to talk to the County's coastal towns for details
related to emergency situations.

Flooding

a.

West Park, Black Point Horseshoe and areas south of Rumson Road are
susceptible to flooding.

b. West Park roads have been raised o meet the rising of regular tides.

The Borough is looking at other streets to address high tide flooding
and stormwater issues.

When building a substantial structure or rebuilding a structure in a
flood zone area the new development is required to conform to the
new flood elevation standards.

Flood insurance payments peak at $285, 000. This is not a substantial
amount of money when rebuilding in the Borough.

Although flooding is an issue and the water level is rising, waterfront
property is still desirable.
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Rumson Borough Fact Sheet will be updated by the Borough to reflect the
comments of this meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 3:25 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.
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MEETING MINUTES
SEA BRIGHT
APRIL 30, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
= Sea Bright Draft Fact Sheet
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. The Clerk provided a handout entitled "Future of Sea Bright, Monmouth
County"”, which listed major concerns of the Borough that should be included
in the plan. This document will be incorporated into the revised fact sheet
and plan.

2. Borough is focusing on revitalization. Smart Growth Plan addressed
municipal owned property. Looking at options for municipal facility, including
either rehab, expansion, or new construction. (Borough subsequently
provided copies of the adopted Municipal Facilities Plan and Downtown Plan
to the Count).

3. Route 36 improvements - NJDOT is looking at “"Context Sensitive Design”.
Contact is Gary Leach at the NJDOT. Bridge improvements being looked at
for Highlands Bridge and Rumson Bridge.

4. Borough is looking at conducting pedestrian/bike path behind the seawall.

5. Current issue regarding NJDEP regulations on public access to the shore.
Borough is currently in litigation with NJDEP and the Attorney General's
office were not satisfied with the Borough's public access. The current

regulations could effect the existing beach clubs and property values.
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6. Discussion of coordinated effort of coastal fowns to work with NJDEP to
plan for public access.

7. Flooding and beachfront replenishment.

Borough currently has a 50-year contract with the Army Corp of
Engineers. Need to continue to keep this program maintained to
replenish beachfront and protect Sea Bright's property.

Borough is working on flood mitigation action efforts with County and
Army Corp of Engineers. Senator Palone and Lautenberg were
involved. Study is now in the feasibility stage. Borough is looking at
bulkheading and heavy duty pump solution.

Borough is looking at replacing bulkhead in the break of the seawall to
address public safety issues.

Sea Bright is working with the County on a flood mitigation plan.

8. Shared services:

Subsequent to the meeting, Borough provided information on
interlocal agreements including 911 emergency services with
Monmouth County, fire marshal, vehicle with Ocean Township,
emergency radio interlocal with Rumson and Tax Assessor Mod IV
interlocal with Monmouth County.

Sea Bright and Monmouth Beach will be undertaking a shared service
study of police services.

9. The fact sheet will be updated and returned to Sea Bright officials for
review.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of SEA GIRT
THURSDAY MAY 26, 2007
Attendees:

See Attached List
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
» Coastal Monmouth Plan Questionnaire Form
* Sea Girt Draft Fact Sheet
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. Located in Wreck Pond sub-watershed
2 Seeking to maintain existing residential character. Not expecting much
expansion of the commercial districts, mostly maintain and upgrade with
enhancements and streetscape improvements.
3. DEP withdrew funds for handicap access to the beach not accepting the
Borough's proposal as being a "public” project. Funding went elsewhere.
4. Borough is experiencing erosion problems but is having difficulty with the
NJDEP permitting processes regarding it.
a. Part of the boardwalk has collapsed
b. Pilings need to be repaired/replaced
5. Ocean and Beach Access
a. Dune and beach maintenance have issues of public access, incidental
beach closings, flooding, & environmental degradation related to
stormwater runoff.
6. Downstream Impact Challenges - Wreck Pond
a. Studies are and have been conducted concerning the water pollution
situation in Wreck Pond as well as flooding.
b. A 2 phase plan was created to mitigate issues in Wreck Pond - this
included the construction of an outfall pipe and the removal of
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polluted sediment from the pond, (public comment wanted the
sediment removal first) the outfall pipe has been installed.
7. Commercial Businesses
a. No new commercial business expansion is expected.
8. Residential Character

a. The municipality is experiencing a “tear-down” situation of its older
housing stock.

b. This is changing the character of the town. Issues of keeping
character.

c. It is acknowledged though, that for the money spent on bringing an
older house 'up to code’, it is almost equivalent to building new
construction.

d. Town has its own modification of a Cape Cod style house name the
"Sea Girter".

e. Setback issues

f. Max lot coverage is 20% (building)

9. Green Standards

a. Interested in the idea of possibly incorporating some green ideas (i.e.
grain gardens, tree preservation, roof gardens). Emerald Eyes, a local
eye care business, has installed solar panels.

10.  Recreation

a. Would like to see more open/active recreation areas.

b. Currently Fisherman's Cove (Manasquan) is for passive recreation.

c. Sea Girt, as well as surrounding towns and regional 'activity groups’,
has a long-standing significant relationship with the National Guard
Training Center Base which is located in Sea Girt and Manasquan. The
Guard Training Center provides many recreational opportunities for
local groups.

11.  Scenic Byway initiative, what it is and how it is funded, was discussed.

May be of interest.

12.  Top 3 topics: *Wreck Pond*Beach Access*National Guard Base*

Sea Girt Fact Sheet will be updated to reflect the comments of this meeting.
Meeting adjourned approximately 6:45 pm.
Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.
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MEETING MINUTES
SHREWSBURY BOROUGH
MAY 31, 2007
7:30 P.M.
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
» Shrewsbury Borough Draft Fact Sheet
= Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Coastal Monmouth Questionnaire was distributed and Borough requested to
complete and return to Joe Barris.

2 Discussion of fransportation improvements. Route 35 plans to reconstruct
as boulevard, 3 lanes with left turn lane. Information on plans will be
provided by the Borough on Route 35 planning efforts be provided to the
Borough. Mayor indicated that funding has been reinstituted by State for
improvements. This could require the County and State to swap Route 35
and Shrewsbury Avenue.

3. Village Center located on Broad Street. 4 corners area Library to Wright
Road. Borough is considering future plan endorsement including Village
Center area. Village Center incorporates County Library, Senior Building,
Town Hall and School. Plan will emphasize pedestrian crossing at Paterson
Avenue.

4. Discussion of freight line being used as part of the long line. Borough does
not support long proposal. Existing freight line has trains approximately 2-3

times per week.
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9.

Rail station discussed at Fort Monmouth or Ocean Court station; Little
Silver train station is a local stop without a raised platform to accommodate
handicapped access.

Other transportation improvements:

e Route 35 and Newman Springs Rd. congested area. Improvement plan
should be initiated in July.

e Sycamore Avenue back up at frain station.

e Include Newman Springs Road as part of a County Corridor for
streetscape improvements.

e Newman Springs Road is being looked at as an overlay zone as well.

¢ Newman Springs Road is being proposed as part of a revitalization study.

Discussion of Fort Monmouth redevelopment. Borough is in favor of county
stepping into emergency management services and fire department. Fort
currently has a mutual aid agreement with 28 towns.

Discussion of Scenic Byway and ACE plan. Borough would be especially
interested in marketing village center area. Borough has ? foundation which
is funded but has not been able to get “"off the ground”. Presbyterian
church has a dinner theater; Christ Church gives a tour of the graveyards.
Borough will provide information on services currently in effect. Borough
indicated that water and sewer capacity is adequate for Borough's current
needs.

Fact sheet will be updated and returned to Borough for review.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, AICP, PP, CLA - Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
SHREWSBURY TOWNSHIP
TUESDAY JUNE 19, 2007
3:45 p.m.
Attendees:
See Attached list

Handouts:
* Meeting Agenda
» Shrewsbury Township Draft Fact Sheet
* Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form
» Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Discussion of composition of Shrewsbury Township, which includes 3
separate apartment complexes. The Mutual is the older area of the
Township. The Mutual has bulk purchase of gas, electric, water. Their gas
facilities were upgraded and then sold to New Jersey National Gas.

2. Township has an ongoing program of upgrading the utilities in the Township
primarily through grants.

3. The Mutual had 254 oil tanks which have now been closed and gas fuel is
used. There are known contamination of leaking oil tanks which is being
addressed through the Mutual and funded by insurance company.

4. Bikeway - Township wants to create a bikeway linking the recreational
facilities in the area. Discussion of map provided by Township Engineer to
include in the plan. Discussion of linkages beyond Shrewsbury Borough along
Shrewsbury Avenue and Main Street. Also, emergency access link to Tinton
Falls is provided through Shrewsbury Township and the adjacent K.
Hovnanian development in Tinton Falls. This may provide an opportunity for a
connection to the west in Tinton Falls, which is outside the study area.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
\\Njncad'projects'2006'06000099 \Meeting Minutes'2007'\MAC Meeting Minutes Draft Final\ShrewburyTwspMtgDF 061907.doc
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MEETING MINUTES
SPRING LAKE BOROUGH
THURSDAY MAY 24, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached List
Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

= Spring Lake Draft Fact Sheet

* Coastal Monmouth Plan questionnaire form

= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

1. Spring Lake Borough has just begun a Master Plan review process which is
focusing on the downtown area.

2. Joe Rizzo provided a copy of their Request for Proposals for their Master
Plan which includes a detailed memo indicating the issues identified by the
Borough. The RFP can be used to outline Spring Lake's planning priorities.

3. Borough concerned about maintaining commercial business and marketing
their downtown.

4. Borough is interested in a regional marketing approach to assist in their
downtown redevelopment effort.

5. Emergency Management Plan has been completed for the Borough. They have
a reverse 911 plan to inform residents of hazards and need for evacuation.

6. Discussion of Lake Como and Wreck Pond environmental issues.

. Wreck Pond received $1 million from State for water quality
improvements which will be installed by the Borough.
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7

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Borough recommendation to provide deluge pumps (approximately $1 million
each) to pump water out of pond during time of emergency where there are
high tides and soaking rains. Storm surge off the ocean and stormwater from
uplands traps water and creates flooding around Wreck Pond.

Need for other stormwater management tools to reduce flooding of Wreck
Pond and Lake Como. Considerations include use of undeveloped land to
create flood plains during emergency flooding situations. Use of open vacant
public lands as recharge areas. Need for public education on water
conservation, use of other tools to improve water infiltration.

Borough felt global warming and effect on development along the coastal
region should be an important part of the plan. Need to address rising sea
levels and options for proactively approach options to this issue. Spring Lake
does have properties directly on the waterfront.

Borough is concerned about effect on the Borough's economy by changes in
population with increase with seasonal units. These effect the business
district and commercial businesses retention.

Borough looking at hotel and B&B units making these conditional uses to
retain the facilities to bring in additional visitors on a year-round basis.

Discussion regarding comprehensive improvements to Spring Lake. Linkages
between the boardwalk, lake area and downtown to revitalize their downtown
area was identified.

Borough is considering mixed-use development in the downtown.

Housing size, i.e. McMansions, is a big issue in the Borough and since there is
a desire fo protect community character. The Borough is having difficulty
managing the size of new infills especially when two lots are being combined

into one.

Historic preservation is also an important issue.
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16.

17.

18.

19.

Recreational facilities are challenged in the Borough. Need to look at ways to
better utilize existing facilities since limited lands are available for new
recreational use.

Considering sharing school facilities with the community as an important way
of providing better utilization of recreational facilities.

Urban forestry was discussed and the need to create tree plantings, to
increase green for sustainable development.

The discussion of reusing the existing transit line south of Long Branch for
light rail was brought up. This would run from Long Branch to Bay Head and
could be an important way to reduce congestion in the summer months
especially. This concept needs to be reviewed with the New Jersey Transit
representative.

Spring Lake Fact Sheet will be updated to reflect the comments of this meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 9:00 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
SPRING LAKE HEIGHTS
TUESDAY APRIL 30, 2007

Attendees:
See Attached list
Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

= Spring Lake Heights Draft Fact Sheet

= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Discussion of Wreck Pond conditions including dredging at pond and water
quality improvements.
a. Bacterial study of Wreck Pond has been done and should be available.
Kat Crippen will provide link.
b. "Tllegal dam" at Wreck Pond problematic; Borough would like fo see
dam removed; dredging required of Wreck Pond.

2. Village Center: Planned redevelopment area for new village center including
residential and business uses. Maser suggested looking at an area in need of
Revitalization.

3. Streetscape improvements along Route 71 are being considered.

4. Tear downs are not an issue in the Borough; it is controlled through lot
coverage requirements.

5. General design guidelines would be wuseful according to Borough
representatives.

6. Green Building Design was discussed. Native landscaping would be desirable.
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i Identification signage was not issue.

8. Traffic congestion: The following problem areas were identified:
a. Allaire Road
b. Old Mill Road
c. Route 35

9. Fact sheet will be revised.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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MEETING MINUTES
WALL TOWNSHIP
TUESDAY JUNE 19, 2007
12:45 p.m.
Attendees:

See Attached list
Handouts:
= Meeting Agenda
»  Wall Township Draft Fact Sheet
= Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List

= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting

1. Discussion of arts and entertainment “ACE" corridor and Scenic Byway
program being discussed as part of the plan.

2. West Belmar Area redevelopment activities underway  through  private
development; streetscape and pedestrian friendly improvements plan
proposed.

3. Route 71 bike lane considered desirable to pursue.

4. Considered discussion of pedestrian and bike connections through the

Township. A copy of this bikeway plan will be provided to Joe Barris to
include in the study as a link from the remainder of Wall Township into the
study area. This would link through to the Manasquan Trail, Allaire State
Park and look at other linkages to the municipal building. Discussion of
possible linkage along Wreck Pond, some public lands, existing roadways
and the SMRSA ownership open space to the west of Wreck Pond.

9. Robert Swamp Brook area was discussed.
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6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Along Route 34, outside of the Coastal Monmouth Study Area, about 1.2
million of square feet of new development is within the Wreck Pond
watershed. Township has purchased land near the headwaters for
stormwater control and wetland enhancement at Ridgewood Road gravel pit.

Township is over its SMRSA wastewater allotment; Township is discussing
potential reallocation of gallonage from communities with unused overage.

The Wall Township Engineer is a hydrographic model of the Wreck Pond
watershed to ensure mitigation activities for future development.

COAH - Affordable Housing - Township addressed rounds 1 and 2 obligation.
Has filed third round plan with COAH. Has petitioned to remain under court
jurisdiction. Wall Township has ongoing approved RCA with Long Branch,
Bradley Beach, Neptune Township and Lake Como. Neptune Township, Lake
Como RCA Plan for this third round

Route 35 corridor should be included as a study corridor in the plan. There
is additional right-of-way about 50 feet width on the east side of the road.

Shared services - A list of shared service activities will be sent to Joe
Barris.

Dredging along Shark River was briefly discussed. Township does not have a
marina site along the river due to grades and ownership.

Fact sheet will be updated and returned to Joe Barris.

Meeting report prepared by Marcia Shiffman, Maser Consulting.
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Attendees:

MEETING MINUTES
BOROUGH of WEST LONG BRANCH
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2007

See Attached List

Handouts:

= Meeting Agenda

» West Long Branch Draft Fact Sheet

* Wastewater Management Plan Area 12 Regional Issues List
= List of issues raised at the Regional Collaborative Meeting

Summary of Meeting:

1. West Long Branch was provided with the draft municipal questionnaire
for updating and edits.

2. Traffic Concerns

a.

HAMILTON, NJ

Transportation problems stem not necessarily from too many roads
but being utilized as a “pass-through” town on Routes 71 and 36. The
Route 36 Corridor Study suggested narrowing the entrance to the
municipality.

Residential streets tend to become backed up with fraffic.
Municipality is near to Oceanport and Monmouth Park as well as the
home of Monmouth University.

The areas of Throckmorton and Parker also tend to get congested
typically due to Shore Regional High School plus an elementary and a
middle school.

Traffic calming around the University uses rumble strips but has not
been all that successful. The streets tend to be wide and straight in
the area. The University does work with Long Branch and West Long
Branch Police Departments for public safety.
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Pedestrian Safety Concerns

3.

a.

Peter Cooper Village, (HUD) senior housing, received grant funds for
sidewalks.

The municipality is also looking at the Safe Routes to School grant
program for sidewalks along Rt. 71 and the surrounding area.

The municipality would like to connect the sidewalks on Wall St. to
Parker St. via Rt. 71.

NIJDOT has been in contact with the municipality about
bicycle/pedestrian safety especially around the time of the large
Breeder's Cup events at Monmouth Park.

The municipality is affected by many regional industries including
Monmouth University, Monmouth Medical Center, Monmouth Park, Fort
Monmouth and Monmouth Mall.

Development

a.

New apartments will be built in the old "Frank's garden shop” lot.
There will be 180 units of which 15% will be affordable.
Redevelopment and knocking down of homes is becoming more
prevalent.

Some interest in green building techniques.

Historic Commission is becoming more active especially with the planning
of the municipality's centennial celebration

a.

No specific historic preservation ordinances have been pursued.

West Long Branch Fact Sheet will be updated to reflect the comments of this

meeting.

Meeting adjourned approximately 2:00 pm.

Meeting report prepared by Meghan Leavey, Monmouth County Planning Board.
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Coastal Monmouth Planners Encourage Public Input

or the past two years, Monmouth County
municipalities, representing 40% of the

county’s population, have been working

collaboratively to identify ways to strengthen
the 27-mile coastal community based on a broad
spectrum  of economic and quality of life
indicators. Called the Coastal Monmouth Plan,
the study is examining the region’s current land
use and development patterns and identifying
present and future opportunities for growth,
economic stimulation, natural resource protection
and quality of life.

A Regional Collaborative was established to help
prepare the Plan that includes representatives from
each of 30 municipalities, as well as county and
state officials and community stakeholders (see
sidebar). The study is funded through a Smart
Futures Grant from the New Jersey Office
of Smart Growth (Department of Community
Affairs), with oversight by the Monmouth County
Planning Board, and in collaboration with Maser
Consulting, PA.

Freeholder Director Lillian Burry, a member of
the Monmouth County Planning Board, believes

the undertaking is empowering the coastal towns
by giving them the opportunity to work with
their neighbors and build consensus in pursuit of
“The final Coastal
Monmouth Plan will provide everyone with a

common regional goals.

clear vision for the future of this region that we all
have some stake in helping to create,” she states.
“It will provide a roadmap that the communities
can follow for economic and sustainable growth,
while protecting the environment and maintain-
ing the area’s unique coastal character.”

Joe Barris, Supervising Planner with the Mon-
mouth County Planning Board and the County
Project Director for the study elaborates further.
“It will be a strategic plan that looks not only at
the strengths and weaknesses of the area, but also
identifies opportunities and potential constraints.
We want the Plan to provide towns with options
on dealing with regional issues, options that show
them how they can work with one another as
well as with other agencies and organizations to
maintain and enhance the shores cherished
quality of life.”

(continued on page 4)

Municipal stakeholders include the following towns:

Allenhurst Fair Haven Neptune City Borough  Sea Girt

Asbury Park Interlaken Neptune Township Shrewsbury Borough
Avon-By-The-Sea Lake Como Ocean Shrewsbury Township
Belmar Little Silver Oceanport Spring Lake

Bradley Beach Loch Arbour Red Bank Spring Lake Heights
Brielle Long Branch Rumson Wall

Deal Manasquan Sea Bright West Long Branch
Eatontown Monmouth Beach

Spring 2008

Getting Involved ...........c.ccccevveneenene...Page 2
Study Area Map ...cooeeviiiece e, Page 3
How You Can Parficipate ....................Page 4

The Coastal Monmouth Plan is being undertaken
by the Monmouth County Planning Board in
collaboration with Maser Consulting, P.A.
(Red Bank).

Project Goal

Create a vision and planning strategy for the
Coastal Monmouth area to address development
issues on a regional scale in a manner that is
sensitive to the region’s unique coastal setting,
diverse community character, and environmental,
cultural and aesthetic resources.

Project Purpose:

Establish a set of planning alternatives to help the
municipalities manage their remaining develop-
ment potential, conserve open space, explore
redevelopment opportunities, and address the
impacts of future growth on infrastructure, the
natural environment and overall quality of life.

Project Tasks:
M Task 1 - Project Initiation (Kick Off)

M Task 2 - Preparation of Regional Profile
Report (helps establish baseline conditions and
projects future conditions if existing land
use/transportation policies/practices continue
unabated.)

M Task 3 - Visioning and Identifying Needs

M Task 4 - Evaluate Planning Alternatives

M Task 5 - Prepare Draft and Final Plans

Tasks 1-3 have been completed; the project team is
currently working on Task 4

COASTAL MONMOUTH PLAN

PUBLIC MEETING & OPEN HOUSE

Wednesday, April 30, 2008 6:30 - 8:45 PM

W 6:30 — 7:00 PM: Displays
W 7:00 = 7:30 PM: Plan Overview Presentation
W 7:30 - 8:45 PM: Open House and Comments

Monmouth County Library, Eastern Branch
1001 Route 35, Shrewsbury, NJ

Purpose:
To elicit your comments on progress to date, and
hear your suggestions/input for moving forward.
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Getting Involved —
Stakeholders Create Vision For The Future

sing demographics, socioeconomic and land use data,
community and regional stakeholders have been working
diligently with project team members to develop planning
alternatives that will help guide future efforts in Monmouth County.
Housing, the economy, transportation and the environment are some of
the major broad categories that emerged as primary issues for the coastal
region. They are included in a Planning Implementation Agenda, which
is a compilation of the input gathered thus far; it serves as the skeleton

for the final Plan.

Maser Consulting Project Director Marcia Shiffman sees a common
denominator effect around some of the issues. She notes that the
stakeholder groups are looking at long-term opportunities beyond
tourism for Coastal Monmouth. They agree that some sort of strategic
cultural and environ-

marketing should focus on other area attributes
mental—to broaden the base for residents and visitors. A unified, com-
prehensive marketing effort that synergistically builds on area strengths
could mean new revenues and jobs for the region. They recommend
coordinating regional marketing efforts and preparing a strategic
marketing plan that will include branding to promote the region’s
oceanfront, entertainment venues, natural resources, and quaint towns and
parks—not just during the summer months, but year round.

Sustainable development is another hot topic at the collaborative meet-
ings. Green policies that can support the unique ecosystem of the
Coastal Monmouth region are being examined and discussed
including green affordable housing opportunities, LEED guidelines, and
model green ordinances.

Some of the issues the stakeholder groups have identified transcend
boundaries. One strategy, for example, can have positive impacts across
the board. For instance, with the rising cost of gas, national statistics on
obesity, concerns about fossil fuel emissions and the environment, as well
as the area’s tourism and scenic characteristics, it makes good sense to

develop expanded bicycling opportunities. This might include bike

Participants at the collaborative meetings have been separated into issue

subgroups (housing, economy, transportation and the environment) and
given the task of identifying and prioritizing issues of greatest concern in
their respective area.

rental services and designated scenic bicycle routes. In a single stroke, this
simple and relatively inexpensive strategy would address a number of

very important issues.

The next Regional Collaborative meeting will be held in late
summer/early fall, at which time stakeholder participants will review
the draft Plan that they have so diligently worked on for the past
two years, and which will reflect their vision for the future of the
region. After that, there will be a second public meeting to review
the draft Plan and to elicit comments. The final document presented
to the County Planning Board for review and approval will
comprehensively detail all of the issues, the alternatives identified to
address them, and recommendations for implementation. The Plan,
when adopted, will be part of the Monmouth County master plan, the
Growth Management Guide.

Regional Stakeholders

League of Woman Voters
Monmouth Civic Chorus

Affordable Housing Alliance
The American Littoral Society

Monmouth County Transportation Council
Monmouth University — Urban Coast Institute

ARTSCAP — Arts Coalition of Asbury Park
Brookdale Community College
Company of Dance Arts
Concerned Citizens Coalition — A-Team
Count Basie Theatre
Fort Monmouth Economic
Revitalization Planning Authority
Freedom Film Society
Garden State Film Festival
Habitat for Humanity —
New Jersey Coastal Chapter
Interfaith Hospitality Network of
Monmouth County — A-Team
Kultar International Films

Monmouth County Arts Council
Monmouth County Association of Realtors
Monmouth County Department of
Economic Development and Tourism
Monmouth County Division of Engineering
and Traffic Safety
Monmouth County Environmental Council
Monmouth County Health Department
Monmouth County Human
Relations Commission
Monmouth County Park System
Monmouth County Planning Board
Monmouth County Planning Board —
Community Development Program

National Christian Information Center, Inc.

New Jersey Council of Affordable Housing

New Creations in Christ

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
New Jersey Department of Transportation

New Jersey Office of Smart Growth

New Jersey Repertory Company

New Jersey Transit

North Jersey Transportation Planning Authority
Red Bank River Center a Downtown Alliance
The Red Bank Visitors Center

The Shrewsbury Foundation for the Arts
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Study Area And
Preliminary Alternatives

elow is a summary of the major category
issues that are being discussed at the Regional
Collaborative meetings/workshops and that will
be covered in the final Coastal Monmouth Plan, as well
as some of the preliminary alternatives recommended to

address them.

Housing

Rising housing costs have limited affordable housing
options, and there is a need to provide affordable housing
for a variety of family and individual lifestyles including
low and middle income families, seniors on fixed income,
workers and local artists. The umbrella of alternatives for
addressing this very important issue is to provide a wide
range of housing choices to serve these groups, as well as
to promote green affordable housing to reduce energy and
long-term maintenance costs.

Economy

An evaluation of the economy looks at, among other
things, redevelopment and revitalization efforts in many of
the municipalities, which may have inter-municipal/re-
gional impacts. Alternatives to address on-going and
future redevelopment and revitalization efforts from a
regional perspective are being considered. For example,
Monmouth Racetrack is a major income/job generator in
the Coastal Monmouth area and beyond. It can be more
fully evaluated for growth and development opportunities,
especially during off-peak periods.

The region’s infrastructure, which impacts the economy in
a number of ways, calls for the development of a compre-
hensive long-term capital improvement program that will
fund and replace aging infrastructure. The Plan will
examine capacity, new development and the coordination
of infrastructure replacement, improvements and expan-
sion at all levels throughout local, county, state and
regional authorities.

(continuied on page 4)
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(continued from page 3)

Transportation
Transportation is another primary concern for the region, particularly

as it relates to public safety. There is a need to address congested
travel corridors and intersections. The area is also uniquely suited
for greater bicycle activity, and the introduction of other local
transportation services and facilities such as water taxis, shuttles,
jitneys and pedicabs. One of the recommendations would be
to coordinate and link, where possible, transportation modes to

promote seamless connectivity.

Environment
The conservation, protection and restoration of natural resources
and ecosystems have been identified as an important need in the
Coastal Monmouth region, including:

B Wetlands, waters and deepwater habitats

M Updated habitats

B NJDEP Natural Heritage priority sites

M Sub-watershed management areas

B Wildlife management areas
There is a need to ensure the preservation and recovery of
biodiversity and a healthy coastal ecosystem, as well as provide
for a natural and built infrastructure system that protects, improves,
and sustains natural resources. The final Plan will certainly call for
maintaining healthy coastal
ponds and animal population;
providing habitat and hydro-
logical function; maintaining
healthy rivers and estuaries to
support important ecosystem
functions; and protecting

beaches and dunes to support

critical resources.

Coastal Monmouth Planners Encourage Public Input

{continued from page 1)

Completion of the final Plan is targeted for sometime in the late fall
2008/ winter 2009, with a draft version ready by late summer/ early fall.
In the meanwhile, collaborative meetings and workshops are taking
place to help identify issues/problems and recommend alternative
solutions. The well attended interactive Coastal Monmouth Plan
discussions kicked off in November 2006 at Brookdale Community
College in Lincroft. Since that time, the meetings have ocurred regularly;
the most recent one was held on March 31st.

Those portions of the Plan that address the issues, needs, priorities
and possible implementation strategies identified by participants in the
Regional Collaborative meetings/workshops, will be presented for
comment at a public meeting on Wednesday, April 30th at the
Monmouth County Library (Eastern Branch) in Shrewsbury. Then
local citizenry who have not yet become part of the planning process
will have the opportunity to hear about progress to date, voice concerns
and submit comments and/or suggestions for consideration and
possible inclusion in the final Plan.

How You Can Participate:

Coastal
Monmouth

Plan

for location and number.

Visit the Coastal Monmouth Plan project web page through the
link located on the Monmouth County Planning Board website
at www.monmouthplanning.com. From there you can provide
comments to one of the project directors via e-mail, or mail or
fax in your comments directly to the Monmouth County Planning Board. See the Planning Board website
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Horizon

Coastal Monmouth

ver the past three years, 30 municipalities

and more than 100 state and county agen-

cies, business organizations, community
groups and citizens interested in the 27-mile coastal
community of Monmouth County, have been
working together on the Coastal Monmouth Plan
(CMP) in order to identify ways to strengthen the
region based on a broad spectrum of economic
and quality of life issues. The study was undertaken
by the Monmouth County Planning Board in
consultation with Maser Consulting, PA.

The Coastal Monmouth Plan provides a variety of
strategies and alternative solutions to region-wide
issues, and recommends how coastal towns can work
together, as well as with other agencies and organiza-
tions, to maintain and enhance the shore’s cherished
lifestyle. Specifically, the CMP includes a set of
planning strategies for managing development,
conserving open space, exploring redevelopment
opportunities and addressing the impacts of future
growth on infrastructure and the natural environ-
ment. The Plan incorporates the contributions
garnered from a multifaceted public participation
process, including meetings with county and state
agency representatives, stakeholders” groups and
municipalities. Five Regional Collaborative meetings
and two public information sessions were held. The
Plan was adopted after a public hearing held before
the Planning Board on August 16, 2010.

Freeholder Director Lillian Burry, a member of
the Monmouth County Planning Board, states,
“Much has changed since the project’s inception.
In these times, it's necessary to have a clear vision
of what all of us can do to enhance the quality of
life for residents as well as improve the business
climate for the Coastal Region.” Adds Freeholder
John D’Amico, also a Planning Board member,
“The Plan focuses on the need to support our
arts, entertainment and cultural centers as hubs

Regional Cooperation—

Plan Completed

of economic activity, and looks to protect
environmental centers for conservation, recreation
and educational purposes.”

The sl:udy is available for pub|ic viewing on the
Coastal Monmouth Plan project webpage
though the Monmouth County Planning Board
website, on the Long-Range Planning page:
www.monmouthplanning.com

® Volume [, the Regional Profile, prcwides

background information on the Coastal
Monmouth Region (CMR) and inventories
existing conditions to assist in the formulation
of the ideas to be incorporated in the Plan.

» Volume I, the Coastal Monmouth Plan,
identifies five major issues: regional cooperation,
housing, economy, transportation and the environ-
ment; identifies problems or needs within these
areas; evaluates alternative solutions to address
these problems; and identifies possible strategies for
implementation. A total of 48 separate alternative
Stratt:gics were dCVCI()PCd. Eﬂch S[fﬂ[(_‘gy id‘:ntiﬁcs
a lead agency or agencies, assisting agencies, and
recommended time frames to achieve the ultimate
planning targets. A planning implementation
agenda provides a detailed summary of strategies
to address both local and regional issues.

1 Volume III, the Appendix, contains a project time
line and municipal fact sheets which summarize
local conditions and issues, meeting minutes and
related study documents.

shared services resources available to assist municipalities.

Highlights ..o Page 2

VLD e Page 3

Acknowledgements........covevveeieeeeenn Page 4
Study Goal

To create a vision and planning strategy
for the Coastal Monmouth Region (CMF)
by cooperatively addressing development
issues on a regional scale in a manner that
is sensitive to the region’s unique coastal
setting, diverse community character,

and critical environmental, cultural and
aesthetic resources.

Vision Statements

During the interactive regional collaborative
process, visions for the future were created.
The following five statements summarize
visions for the most important issues
identified by the Regional Collaborative:

Regional Cooperation: Engage in an
ongoing cooperative approach to
comprehensively address regional issues.

Housing: Provide a wide range of housing
choices serving all income levels, including
affordable housing; promote sustainable
housing developments through green building.

Economy: The Monmouth Coastal Region

is home to vibrant, pedestrian friendly and
sustainable places having year-round economic
activity with a focus on tourism, arts, culture,
entertainment and natural resources.

Transportation: Provide alternative
transportation options with a multimodal
transportation network, while considering
public safety, accessibility and quality of life.

Environment: Realize improved water
quality, reduced flooding, preserved and
restored natural resources, expanded public
parks and open space, and sustainable
development measures.

ey to successful implementation of the CMP is the establishment of an umbrella organization, the Coastal

Monmouth Regional (CMR) Committee, which will serve as facilitator and clearinghouse to assist involved
stakeholders with implementing the recommendations and strategies identified in the Plan. The Committee will
comprise representatives from study area municipalities. Subcommittees, set up to address specific issues, such as
marketing, housing, transportation, the environment, etc., will be equally important.

To move ahead quickly with many of the CMP recommendations, the municipalities will take the lead and strategies
will be implemented on the local level. Expanded shared services can also play a part in implementation: many CMP
municipalities currently have varying levels of shared services agreements and grants, and Monmouth County has
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Strategies and Recommendations: Highlights

large number of strategies and recommendations by topic area

are identified in the CMP, and these are ﬂrg:miiaccl in a section

Atitled the Planning Implementation Agenda (PIA). This newslet-
ter briefly summarizes some of the most prominent recommendations and
highlights several of those best suited for short-term action. For a complete
lis[ing Dfspeciﬁc recommendations found in the Plan, refer to the PIA in
Volume II of the CMP.

Housing

ousing affordability for

families and seniors;
sustainable housing near public
transit; live/work space for
artists and craftsman vital to
CMR culrural activities; and
limiting over-development are all
identified as important goals in
the CMP. Stakeholders stressed
the importance of addressing misconceptions about affordable housing by
educating the public regarding its benefits and who it serves—including
young couples just starting out, government workers, teachers and

services workers.

Affordable Housing

In Monmouth County, as in much of New Jersey, the typical housing

unit is a single-family detached home. By diversifying housing choices,
municipalities can create a housing stock that spans a person’s life
cycle—where young people can raise a family, where they can relocate

to a smaller home when their children are grown, and where they can
receive care and assistance as older adults. An affordable l'u:lusing education
DU[l—eﬂCh Progmm Sl‘ICILllCI be dev@]oped W|th ﬂHDrdable l‘lDLlsirlg ad\"ocﬂcy
groups. Affordable housing choices can be addressed locally, for example,
through adoption of a Housing Element to the municipal master plan.

Senior Housing

Seniors on fixed incomes are those most likely to be forced out of their
homes as a result of high taxes and rising operating and maintenance
costs. Some solutions to this growing problem include Elder Cotrage
Housing Opportunities (ECHO) units, accessory apartments, 100%
affordable senior housing projects, residential healthcare facilities and
assisted living residences.

Artist Housing

Artists provide a unique resource in the CMR, yet their incomes are
typica”y on a lower income scale and thcy often have clil:ﬁculty Flncling
affordable housing. To encourage artists to live and work in the CMP

as well as retain those that already do requires innovative measures.
Amending zoning ordinances to allow for live/work units, reserving units
in redevelopment areas, creating art-oriented communities and taking
advantage of national artist-housing developers are some of the options
recommended to further support the region’s creative culture.

Economic Development
evelopment of a CMR Marketing Plan, including a year-round
business model, is a crirical step in the development strategy. Building
on entertainment and cultural venues, unique natural resources and shore
activities that currently draw visitors and residents to the area, economic
development planning should also promote efforts such as the integration

of the arts, culrural and

enterrainment venues N
thar have year-round

activities. Five ACE |

(Arts-Culture-Enter- "

tainment) nodes are
identified — Red Bank,
Long Branch, Asbury
Park, Belmar and
Manasquan — that are
linked destinations on
the North Jersey Coast b >
Line. The Plan also recommends giving environmental areas where human
activity and nature converge the designation of Environmental Centers of
Activity (ECA) to promote the development of low impact eco-tourism
opportunities. Two scenic byways—the Coastal Monmouth Byway and

the Two Rivers Byway—are proposed. The ACE, ECA and Scenic Byways
provide expanded opportunities to market the unique character of the region.

&

Redevelopment and Revitalization

As redevelopment and revitalization efforts continue at various scales

in many municipalities in the region, the CMP reinforces the important
relationship among commerce, housing options, transportation
accessibility, and a strong interconnectivity between the region’s many
centers including the ACE and ECA nodes. The Plan seeks to build off
of the economic development initiatives of Fort Monmouth by linking
Fort redevelopment to off-site transportation connections, roadway
enhancements, and recreational opportunities. Over 500 acres
identified at Fort Monmouth as a greenbelt or Environmental Center
of Activity (ECA) could support recreation, environmental education
and eco-tourism activities.

Mixed Use Transit Villages

Train stations provide enormous opportunities for new development.
The North Jersey Coast Line, with 11 rail stations in the CMR, prc:viclcs
train service from its southernmost station in Bay Head, Ocean County,
directly to Penn Station in New York City. The Plan recommends
considering mixed use transit villages to focus future growth where
feasible at current and future rail stations. At this time, only Belmar is

a designated Transit Village, but Neptune Township and Red Bank

are considering this designation, which provides funding and technical
assistance benefits. Notwithstanding, the train stations can provide focus
for economic development with supporting transportation advantages.

Create a CMR Brand

To market the cultural and natural resource amenities of the CMR
successfully—and enhance economic development in the region—the Plan
recommends a comprehensive marketing plan which includes branding the
Coastal Monmouth Region with a unique logo and tag line. That branding
should be multi-layered and integrated with other marketing efforts such
as incorporating the CMR brand on gateway and wayfinding signage.

‘l-l-lt_‘ mﬂrkc[ing Plﬂn ShDuId bulld on EEGI‘I‘S Cul'l'en[])’ undfrway and n'lﬂrke[
the region with scenic byways designation, arts corridors, town centers,
ACE nodes and ECA. To coordinate and expand marketing activities and to
assist in the coordination of local chambers of commerce, the Plan proposes
that local chambers of commerce work together to help coordinate their
regional efforts.
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Transportation

Ovcr the next 25 years,
the CMR expects a
population increase of 7.9%,
or approximately 21,000
persons. Transportation
strategies need to deal with
existing and future condi-
tions for relieving conges-
tion on county, state and
local roadways; enhancing
train service; and providing
a network of alternative transportation modes. A more “context sensitive”

approach is needed to ensure that traffic is not only moving safely and
L'Fﬁcicnﬂy, but that ro:ldways are in harm(my with the natural, social,

economic and cultural environment.

Improve Congested Roadways and Intersections

The plan has identified congested corridors such as SR-36, SR-138, SR-66
and SR-35, as well as numerous congested intersections on both state and
county roads. Current planned improvements already underway are noted.
Municipalities have authored traffic problem statements for many areas,
which will help accommodate the transportation planning process through
the County and Stare. Traffic calming measures are also recommended.

Enhance Rail Service; Pursue Multimodal Opportunities
Specific transit improvements to enhance train travel, remove cars from the
roads and improve air quality include decreasing train headways, improving
crossings, and increasing train capacity and support services. The proposcd
use of dual mode locomotives to provide a one-seat ride to NYC would
eliminate transfers at Long Branch Station and encourage commuters to use
Long Branch rather than drive to either Metro Park or Matawan. Fostering
greater mobility between ACE nodes and ECA using train stations as key
local connectors is another recommendation.

The plan also takes a fresh look at alternative transportation modes and
recommends consideration of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on a dedicated
travel lane, ferry service, water taxis, shuttles, jitneys, pedicabs, zip cars
and bike rental facilities. An updated County Bicycle Map has been
recently completed and is available now in print. Municipal bicycle
network planning is encouraged to link the activity nodes and open space
in the region.

Coordinated Signage

Once a logo and tag line for the branding of the CMR is developed, it
should be incorporated in gateway and wayfinding signage that announces
entrances into the CMR and directs motorists and pedestrians to and from
local areas of interest. These important transportation design elements will
reinforce the identity of the region and support marketing efforts. Each
gateway or local site may have its unique character, but common branding
elements would acknowledge its location within the CMR,

The Environment
Environmcntal alternatives containing implementation strategies are
also identified in the Plan, which recommends a proposed Environ-
ment Subcommittee as the major vehicle to move these strategies forward.
Coordinating with affected municipalities to develop consensus on efforts;
identifying, conserving and restoring natural habitats, including beaches,
dunes, estuaries, river and coastal ponds; recovering sustainable populations
of threatened and endangered species, rare plants and animals; and
prioritizing parks and open spaces for acquisition to improve recreation
opportunities are among key recommendations.

Natural Resources
The need to conserve,
protect and restore natural
resources and systems
requires creating and
updating local inventories
to identify gaps. Examples
include the need to reduce
excessive sediment in the
Shark River Basin and the
need to preserve regional use of recreational lands such as Fort Monmouth
and the National Guard Camp in Sea Girt. With updated information,
municipalities can work with established environmental stakeholders’
groups such as Monmouth University Urban Coast Institute and New
Jersey Marine Sciences Consortium/New Jersey Sea Grant to facilitate
management of natural resource areas.

Improve Blue, Green and Gray Infrastructure

The overall quality of life for not only residents and visitors but also wildlife
is dependent upon balanced coordinated interactions among the infrastruc-
ture systems. For example, a sustainable environment must be supported
by adequate potable water supplies, high quality surface water systems,
improved air quality and controlled flooding and stormwater treatment. In
addition, reducing excessive sediment in estuaries, responding to the rise in
sea levels and coordinating the many dredging plans underway all involve
the need for new and innovative planning and for improved coordination
between federal, state, county and municipal government agencies.

Outreach and Education

In order to expand the public’s knowledge, understanding, and familiar-

ity with local, regional and global environmental issues, the Plan recom-
mends using the local environment and ecology as a learning opportunity
for all citizens. Bringing the great nearby outdoors into local classrooms is

a great way to teach kids the value of maintaining a healthy environment

to support a variety of wildlife. Beyond traditional education methods, an
environmental education program geared towards both children and adults
outside of the classroom focused on the region’s resources might include a
speakers” bureau comprised of volunteer speakers from the regional academ-
ic, professional, business, and non-profit communities; parks and recreation
program outreach activities; and neighborhood and area volunteer activities,
\X/()rkshops, seminars, lectures and field trips throughout the CMR could
be coordinated through the proposed CMR committee.
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Issues List Watershed Management Area 12: Navesink Valley/ Swimming River!

Water Quality (Non Point Source Pollution and Toxic/Contaminated Sites)

« Shellfish Areas: Stormwater volumes need to be controlled to prevent impairment of shellfish beds for important recharge area and
land conservation

+ Refine the link between glauconitic soils and Fecal Coliform and Total P through the results of the Ramanessin Brook Study

* Pine Brook. -- evaluation of Superfund progress in clean up of dangerous toxics

« Convert DB to bio-retention basins watershed-wide or at least vegetate all basins: this has proven somewhat difficult in headwater
areas due to restrictions. Continued awareness of vegetated swales and bioretention basins will aid this effort.

» Lucent Technologies should run all stormwater through bio-retention basin rather than directly to stream

* Dredging and Eutrophication in McCarter Pond

* Dog litter ordinances for each municipality

» Homeowner education regarding buffer and over-fertilization

* Grey-colored water in Nut Swamp Brook.

* Pine Brook low flow conditions strand fish on mud flats for death (historically has not occurred) — is this still happening??

Sedimentation (Siltation and Dredging) + Flood problems in Fair Haven due to rising streamflow, sedimentation
« Eroding banks, and steep slopes

+ Entire Region: Continued sediment build up in the boat channels of both rivers is detrimental

to their recreational use

« Navesink portion needs dredge deposit sites; Entire Region: Lack of dredge spoil disposal

sites

+ Stormwater erosion/ deposition at Enchanted Forest Drive, PNC

Natural Resource Management (Wetlands and Habitat)

« Better protection of wetlands

« Entire Region: Deer overpopulation is destroying the forest understory and may be linked fo fecal contaminations Bordens Brook.:
Blockage in pipe under highway

* Drought Management Plan

* Pine Brook low flow conditions strand fish on mud flats for death (historically has not occurred)

* Debris in wetland at Bordens Brook

* Big Brook. behind MHS needs repair, clean-up

* RR crossing at Swimming River is barrier to fish

*» Dam at Shadow Lake- barrier to fish

« Cliffs and steep slopes at Swimming River

« Bank slumping in the Navesink

« GIS data available stormwater infrastructure, including detention basins

+» Map all open space in the area; maps of ongoing development; maps of farmland preservation.

Stormwater Infrastructure

* Rumson (low land south of Rumson Road to the river): very slow runoff due to blocked storm sewer catch basins
* Feel that stormwater management could be a dominant cause to each and every water quality problem listed above.
Recreation and Open Space

« Entire Region: Limited public access to both rivers inhibits launching of small boats such as canoes and kayaks
Water Quantity (Flooding, Volume and Water Supply)

+ Entire Region: Lack of adequate groundwater recharge is in danger of impacting the water supply. A drought management plan is
needed.

+ Swimming River Reservoir: Restore and maintain the reservoir. Capacity is being lost as demand rises

Erosion

» See Natural Resource section above.

* North Section of Pine Brook along Water St., trees falling in

Public Awareness

* Homeowner education regarding buffer and over-fertilization

« Water supply protection

« Stormwater

* Geese awareness

» Cleaning up after dogs in park areas and along streams

Public Access

« Multiflora rosa, Japanese Knotweed and other non-natives prevent access to streams

+ Entire Region: Limited public access to both rivers inhibits launching of small boats such as canoes and kayaks

1 http://www.shore.co.monmouth.nj.us/areal2




Scenic Resources

« The Navesink River

+ VVietnam Memorial, Enchanted Forest

* The falls on Pine Brook

Historic and Cultural Resources

* Pine Brook Falls is an important cultural resource and public access and awareness could be

restored with some effort.




Issues List Watershed Management Area 12: North Coast Region?

Prioritized Issues

1a & b. Stormwater Infrastructure

+ Shrewsbury River: Sedimentation occurs all along the river by storm drains

« Little Silver (A&P, Willow Park, Lippincott Pond and the Public Works): Storm drain NPS
problems

+» Marine Park (under the Front Street railroad trestle, and all along Navesink River): Storm
drain NPS problems

* Rumson Road and Point Road: Excess volumes are a problem

« Shrewsbury River: Storm sewer grates and basins need to be kept clear of leaves, grass
clippings, small tree branches and other obstructions to reduce flooding

1c. Erosion

« Tributary to Little Silver Creek: Erosion is a problem

» Alderbrook development: Stream erosion caused by overland drainage

« Entire Region: Lack of enforcement of easement and buffer regulations at the local level

2. Natural Resources Management (Habitat)

« Entire Region: Overgrowth of invasive species

« Entire Region: Increased phragmites growth reduces species diversity

+ Animal Hospital in Little Silver: Cut down natural vegetation and planted sod

* Mercedes Dealership in Little Silver: Cut down frees to pave lot (no permit)

« Little Silver: Last wooded areas in town are in the process of being developed

+ Beaches and Shellfish Areas: Stormwater volumes need to be controlled to prevent
impairment of beaches and shellfish beds

« Waterfront in Seven Bridges Road area: Will soon be developed and conservation easements
cannot be obtained

3. Water Quality (Non Point Source Pollution and Toxic/Contaminated Sites)

« Shrewsbury River (?): Fish kill during the summer of 2000 was due to low oxygen levels
+ Shrewsbury River (?): High fecal coliform levels

» Shrewsbury River (?): High nitrate and phosphate levels

« Entire Region: 40 toxic/contaminated sites listed by DEP; need to verify status

* Entire Region: High nutrients

+ Entire Region: High fecal counts

* Entire Region: Quality degradation from stormwater discharges

4. Sedimentation (Siltation and Dredging)

« Sickles Pond and Red Bank Regional Pond: Sedimentation problems exist
+ Entire Region: Lack of dredge spoil disposal sites

« Shrewsbury River (?): Lack of boating channels

5. Natural Resource Management (Wetlands)

« Entire Region: Lack of maintenance of easements

+ Entire Region: Lack of wetlands protection

* Entire Region: Lack of regulatory over-site

« Entire Region: Lack of enforcement of wetlands protection regulations at the state and local
levels

Regional Issues Not Yet Prioritized
Historic and Cultural Resources

« Little Silver (7): Borough is making efforts to restore railroad station and Parker Homestead
* Red Bank - Century House: Part of Riverview Medical Center on Front Street in Red Bank
may be torn down

* (?): Ruhlman House was torn down

? Issues List was prioritized at the September 13, 2001 Congress Meeting. Issues noted below are from
survey responses and the Congress Meeting. Additional revisions were made to reflect new issues identified
by post-Congress meeting respondents




" Recreation and Open Space
« Entire Region: Need for open space acquisition

Public Access
« Waterfront: Limited access to river inhibits access for small boat launching

Water Quantity (Flooding, Volume and Water Supply)
« Seven Bridges Road, Point Road, Rumson Road and Prospect Avenue: Coastal flooding
« Lot in front of Red Bank Primary School (west side of Red Bank bordering on
Swimming/Navesink River): Flooding occurs
« Shrewsbury River: Flooding along the shore, especially in Rumson, is continually a threat to
river property.
* Polly Pond on Shrewsbury Drive: Prone to flooding
* Entire Region: Lack of adequate groundwater recharge is in danger of impacting the water
supply. A drought management plan is needed.

Public Awareness
+ No issues identified

Scenic Resources
+ No issues identified

USEPA 303(d) List (1998) Regional Impacted/Impaired Waterways:
* Franklin Lake - off Shrewsbury Creek, West Long Branch

* Pine Brook - Tinton Ave., Tinton Falls

« Shrewsbury River - Monmouth County




Issues List Watershed Management Area 12: Mid-Coast Region®

Prioritized Issues

1. Sedimentation (Siltation and Dredging)

» Sylvan Lake: Sedimentation from runoff that drains into the lake from the upstream areas in
Bradley Beach and Avon, enters the lake at the west end

* Alberta Lake: Sedimentation from runoff

+ Sylvan Lake: Situation has caused the holding capacity of the lake to decrease with the
declining depths

* Poplar Brook (Route 18 north of Deal Road, through Oakhurst and Deal): Sediment from
flooding upstream enters the brook

*» Wesley Lake: Silt and sediment build up, requires dredging

« Entire RegioOn: Lack of dredge spoil disposal sites

2, 4, & 6. Water Quality (Non-Point Source Pollution and Toxic/Contaminated Sites)

« Entire Region: Garbage and floatables in waterbodies

+ Lake Takanassee and Whale Pond Brook: Shore line litter

« Sylvan Lake: Stormwater discharges that cause beach closures are directly related to geese
» Sylvan Lake: Goose droppings on lakeshores are a major problem to walkers and joggers

+ Alberta Lake: Goose droppings around the lake and sidewalks are a major problem

« Sylvan Lake: 3 beach closures in the 90's due to high fecal coliform counts in the area

+ Alberta Lake: High fecal coliform counts

« Poplar Brook: Fertilizers, pesticides, and animal waste from domestic as well as wild animals
« Poplar Brook: Flooded pump station possibly causes raw sewage to be dumped into the Ocean
+ Lake Takanassee: Dog waste on grassy areas

* Poplar Brook: Pollution from fecal coliform during heavy rain and fertilizers/pesticides

« Entire Region: Insufficient water quality sampling

« Poplar Brook: Fecal counts are taken 4 times a year; phosphates/nitrates are taken 2 times a
year. Poplar Brook is considered a median with high and low counts

« Sylvan Lake: A significant algae bloom that began in the shallows on the west end, lasting
from the beginning of August to the end of September 2001, generated many resident
complaints about odors

3. Water Quantity (Flooding, Volume and Water Supply)

« Sylvan Lake (Avon): Some streets in area around lakeshore flood at time of high tide and
heavy rain

« Poplar Brook (Brookside Avenue, Poplar Village, Norwood Avenue, Monmouth Road,
Sherman Avenue, Deal Road, and Whalepond Road): Flooding

* Poplar Brook: Flooding has increased due to new construction and impervious cover

« Alberta Lake at Taylor Avenue South: Flooding

« Whale Pond Brook (Leading to the lake, by the railroad bridge): Flooding

* Poplar Brook (Joe Palia Park): Brook floods onto jogging and bike trails leaving mud

« Entire Region: Lack of adequate groundwater recharge is in danger of impacting the water
supply. A drought management plan is needed.

» Wesley Lake: Spillway and flume in need of repairs

5. Erosion

+ Sylvan Lake: Mild bank erosion in areas of breaks in lake wall and bulkhead

* Entire Region: Infrastructure failure

« Poplar Brook: Erosion in all residential areas of the brook as well as Joe Palia Park

« Lake Takanassee: Banks are either completely gone or nearly nonexistent

» Poplar Brook: Erosion due to lack of foundation; slumping banks due to loss of vegetation
« Wesley Lake: South side retaining wall needs to be replaced

* Wesley Lake: Need to look at shoreline bulkhead design alternatives

? http://www.shore.co.monmouth.nj.us/areal2/ Issues List was formulated 6.20/2001 ands revised 1/18/2002. The list was
prioritized at the 9/13/2001 Congress Meeting.




Regional Issues Not Yet Prioritized

Stormwater Infrastructure

« Sylvan Lake: Stormwater volume increases each year as the area becomes built out

« Alberta Lake: Inadequate drainage causes water levels to rise

+ Sylvan Lake: Increased stormwater flow from drainage area

* Poplar Brook (just north of Deal Road/Route 18): Stormwater drains from upstream cause
major pollution as well as property damage

* Poplar Brook: Street flooding affects water quality and water management from runoff during
storm conditions

* Alberta Lake: Study has shown that state storm drain line is in need of repair

« Sylvan Lake: Storm drains sometimes cannot handle heavy flow and flooding occurs

» Wesley Lake: Box culvert in need of repairs

* Wesley Lake: Stormwater outfall pipe needs repair

Recreation and Open Space

« Sylvan Lake: Western portion of the lake becomes unusable for boats or canoes during dry
periods; also, heavy weed growth iOn this area makes it impossible to do any fishing

« Poplar Brook: Impervious cover exceeds 30%

* Wesley Lake: Shoreline vegetation and recreation/park areas needed

» Wesley Lake: Pedestrian walkways needed around the lake perimeter

* Wesley Lake: Boulevard park?

Natural Resource Management (Wetlands and Habitat)

* Poplar Brook: Less than 10% is in forest cover; loss of vegetation/trees due to new home
construction; bank slumping/bank vegetation

» Lake Takanassee and Whale Pond Brook: Milkweed dominating other plants, limited fish in
fishing area

« Entire Region: Non point source pollution degrades habitat

* Sylvan Lake: Flats exposed and heavy weed growth in summer months

» Alberta Lake: Overgrowth of bushes block view from homes; also several grassless areas

Public Awareness
+» Wesley Lake: Watershed education programs needed
* Wesley Lake: Need to make people aware of watershed maintenance issues and install BMPs

Historic and Cultural Resources
« Wesley Lake: Bridge rehabilitation needed
* Wesley Lake: Victorian lighting and railings needed

Scenic Resources
* No issues identified

Public Access
+ No issues identified

USEPA 303(d) List (1998) Regional Impacted/Impaired Waterways:
* Poplar Brook - Almyr Ave., Deal
+» Whale Pond Brook - Larchwood Ave., Ocean Twp.




Issues List Watershed Management Area 12: South Coast Region

Prioritized Issues

1. Water Quality (Non Point Source Pollution and Toxic/Contaminated Sites) and
Stormwater Infrastructure

» Wreck Pond & Shark River: Beach closings from fecal coliform levels, possibly related to
goose population and human causes

« Shark River: Shellfish classification for the estuary needs to be upgraded to "Approved"

* Kelly's Marina - Shark River: need to move two pipes to discharge directly into the north
channel

* Regional Beaches and Shellfish Areas: Stormwater volumes need to be controlled to prevent
impairment

* Glendola Reservoir: Need to protect the quality of the water

» Entire Region: Feces from geese and other birds are a common problem

« Entire Region: Fertilizers and lawn chemicals are a major concem, especially the over use in
treed islands between the sidewalk and the street

» Entire Region: Plastics get into the storm drains; drains need to be retrofitted to collect this
material

+ Entire Region: Additional litter vacuum trucks, like those used in Belmar, need to be
purchased

« Jumping Brook in Neptune: Considered to be threatened by development

* Tinton Falls - Shark River headwaters: Former landfill may not have been closed in
accordance with DEP requirements

« Belmar: Sump pumps pump stormwater into the streets where it accumulates and is a
breeding ground for mosquitoes; dedicated pipes need to be installed

+ Shark River - 11th Avenue in Belmar: DEP's Area 12 Watershed Report identifies a possible
source of volatile organics during rainfall events

« Neptune City: Underground waste storage tanks are leaking petroleum products into local
waters

* Entire Region: Runoff from construction and roadways are known sources of non point source
pollution

» Entire Region: Need to identify hazardous/contaminated sites

2. Sedimentation (Siltation and Dredging)

+ Shark River, Silver Lake, Wreck Pond and Black Creek: Dredging needed
« Shark River: Sedimentation limits boating

* Entire Region: Lack of dredge spoil disposal sites

3a. Erosion

« NJSH 35 - Belmar near Wall: The bulkhead is caving in and fill material from prior roadwork
does not support vegetation

+» Wall Township: Significant erosion along the little league field

« Shark River Park: Upstream development has created a massive gully that is a hazard to
adjacent residential properties

« Shark River at Shark River Park and in Tinton Falls (several hundred feet west of Shafto
Road): Stream bank restoration is needed

+ Entire Region: Lack of protection of headwaters

3b & 4b. Natural Resource Management (Habitat)

* Neptune - Shark River Stream & Jumping Brook: Mature flood plain forests are being lost to
development

« Shark River: Designate certain areas as a wildlife sanctuary

» Wall Township - Wreck Pond watershed: Need to preserve the flood plains that remain in
their natural condition, complete with natural vegetation

» Entire Region: Over-fishing is a threat

« Entire Region: An overpopulation of deer is consuming the forest understory

+ Shark River Basin & Wreck Pond: Commercial bait operations deplete the fish that birds rely
on for food

« Entire Region: Bulkheads replaced natural environment




4a. Natural Resource Management (Wetlands)

*» Wreck Pond - Former Sea Girt Inn Property: Mature, highly productive fresh water marshes
adjacent to this property need protection

« Shark River - Marconi Road in Wall; around the Brighton Avenue and Route 18 bridges; in
the Shark River Hills section of Neptune near Brighton Avenue on the County Park property;
Musquash Cove in the vicinity of Clamshell Road in Neptune City; and on the west side of
Shark River Island in Neptune, in the inlet between Route 35 and Route 71: The marshes need
to be protected

* Entire Region: Many waterways are bulkheaded

5. Public Access
« Shark River & Wreck Pond: Improvement of public access needed
+ Entire Region: Lack of public access to water bodies

6. Public Awareness

* Entire Region: Community Awareness Program needed to educate citizens about non-point
source pollution (water pollution “flow map”, tips to reduce pollution, efc.)

+ Entire Region: Storm drain identification/stenciling is needed

« Entire Region: Need to identify hazardous/contaminated sites

Regional Issues Not Yet Prioritized

Historic and Cultural Resources
+ Shark River: Traditional maritime facilities that have supported the region for more than 100
years, are threatened by need for dredging
« Belmar: The Commercial Fishing Fleet needs to be preserved

Scenic Resources
« NJSH 35 - Belmar: Trees were lost with the construction of the new bridge and dredging the
marina

Recreation and Open Space
« Shark River: Motorized vehicles in Musquash Cove and other environmentally sensitive areas
pose a threat to vegetation and wildlife populations; DEP has precluded towns from banning
motorized vehicles in these areas because DEP claims jurisdiction over the water.
« Tinton Falls: Need follow up on 1994 municipal study on open space preservation
« Shark River Park: Need to expand the park, particularly along stream corridors; some
property is now for sale
“ Water Quantity (Flooding, Volume and Water Supply)
« Alberta Lake: Flooding after storms; pipes leading to Shark River may have caved in (this
may explain the slight improvement in the water quality by that outfall)
* Entire Region: Lack of adequate groundwater recharge is in danger of impacting the water
supply. A drought management plan is needed.

Issues Raise but not Considered a Regional Priority at this Time

* Belmar - 11th Avenue: Last three wooded lots in town serve as habitat for a number of birds
and small wildlife; the property is now for sale and likely to be developed unless preserved

USEPA 303(d) List (1998) Regional Impacted/Impaired Waterways:
+» Como Lake - Spring Lake and South Belmar

+ Hannabrand Brook - Old Mill Rd, Wall Twp.

« Shark River - Remsen Mills Rd, Wall Twp.

« Spring Lake - Spring Lake

» Wreck Pond - Old Mill Rd, Wall Twp.

+ Jumping Brook - Corlies Ave., Neptune Twp.

» Silver Lake - Belmar, drains to Ocean




Issues List Watershed Management Area 12: Manasquan Valley Region*

Prioritized Issues

1. Water Quality (Non Point Source Pollution and Toxic/Contaminated Sites)

« Estuary: High fecal coliform counts yield shellfish beds that are either restricted or prohibited
from harvesting

« Entire Region: Fecal coliform problems throughout watershed

» Manasquan Reservoir: Need to protect the quality of water flowing toward this resource

« Entire Region: Significant problems with litter, animal/pet wastes, vehicle fluids,
fertilizers/pesticides and landscaping excess throughout watershed

* Entire Region: Need to identify hazardous/contaminated sites (86 known contaminated sites
documented by NJDEP)

* Public Parks and Lakes: High goose population is a nuisance that may affect water quality and
public health

2. Sedimentation (Siltation and Dredging)

« Manasquan River: Siltation in mainstem and tributaries, contributing to water quality
impairment

« Non-tidal Sections of the Manasquan: Sedimentation problems exist

« Entire Region: Lack of dredge spoil sites makes channel maintenance difficult and expensive

3a. Erosion

* Manasquan River: Severe stream bank and bottom erosion primarily on mainstem upstream of
the narrows which contributes to water quality impairment

* Manasquan River: Lack of protection of headwaters

« Entire Region: The entire watershed has highly erodable soils

3b & 4b. Natural Resource Management (Habitat)

« Entire Region: Depleted fishing industry/over-fishing

« Entire Region: Reduced base flow throughout watershed

+ Entire Region: Riparian vegetation losses and bulkheading

* Entire Region: Proliferation of lawns

« Entire Region: Loss of habitat diversity

* Entire Region: New developments are being approved without adequate stream buffers

4a. Natural Resource Management (Wetlands)
* Entire Region: Many waterways bulkheaded

5. Public Access

+ Entire Region: Limited public access

+» Manasquan River: Limited river access for canoeing, kayaking, etc.
*« Manasquan River: Limited access for fishing

6. Public Awareness
+ Entire Region: Identification of hazardous/contaminated sites

Regional Issues Not Yet Prioritized
Stormwater Infrastructure

* Upper Watershed (upstream of the Route 70 bridge): Stormwater is an issue

« Entire Region: Increased stormwater volumes are a definite problem

« Entire Region: Aging infrastructure and maintenance problems have not been documented
+ Entire Region: Storm drain identification/stenciling needed

Historic and Cultural Resources
* Entire Region: Historic buildings and farms lost over time

* http://www.shore.co.monmouth.nj.us/area12/ Issues List from 6/10/2000, revised 11/1/2001, Prioritization order is from 13
September 2001 Congress Meeting and were done jointly with the South Coast Region.




Recreation and Open Space
» Manasquan River: Limited river access for canoeing, kayaking, etc.
+» Manasquan River: Canoeing opportunities compromised by snags in river and low seasonal
water volume
» Manasquan River: Limited access for fishing
* Entire Region: Most towns have open space plans, but still substantial losses through the
years

Water Quantity (Flooding, Volume and Water Supply)
« Sea Girt, Manasquan, Wall, and Howell (specific streets not indicated): Flooding is a problem
* Entire Region: Some stream flooding occurs, but limited to specific areas
+ Entire Region: Lack of adequate groundwater recharge is in danger of impacting the water
supply. A drought management plan is needed.

Scenic Resources
* No regional issues identified

USEPA 303(d) List (1998) Regional Impacted/Impaired Waterways:
* Macs Pond - Manasquan
» Manasquan River - Monmouth County
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6.0 INTRA-COUNTY ROUTES IN COASTAL MONMOUTH REGION
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County Route 2, (6nand Brinley Avenue), begins at its intersection with State Route 33 in Neptune City, travels east through
Neptune and t erminates in Bradley B each at its i ntersection w ith C ounty R oute 18, spanning 2.07 miles. C ounty Route 2

varies between 25 to 30 MPH and is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial and an U rban Collector east of State Route 71. The
roadway consists of two lanes, a cartway width varying between 29 and 39, with parking provided along portions of the corridor.

Intra-County Routes in the Coastal Monmouth Region

County Route 8A, (Bingham Avenue in Rumson), begins at its intersection with County Route 520, travels north through
Rumson and terminates in Middletown, spanning 3.55 miles. Within the CMR, County Route 8A has a posted speed limit of 25
MPH and is classified as an Urban Collector. The roadway consists of two lanes, a cartway width of 27 feet and no median or
shoulders are provided.

County Route 10, (River Road), runs west to east and begins at its intersection with County Route 12. County Route 10
travels east through Red Bank and Fair Haven, and terminates in Rumson. The roadway is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial
and the speed limit varies from 30 to 40 MPH. The cartway width varies from 22 to 48 feet; however, only 2 lanes are maintained
throughout the corridor. Parking is provided along portions of the roadway. The entire corridor, which is all contained within the
CMR, spans 5.21 miles.

County Route 11 |, (Broad Street), is located in Red Bank. The route runs south to north from County Route 520 to County
Route 10, spanning 0.83 miles. The speed limit is posted at 25 M PH. The cartway width is 39 feet and parking is provided on
both sides of the roadway. County Route 11 | is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial.

County Route 11 I, ( Oceanport Avenue and B ranch Avenue), begins at its i ntersection with Port AuPeck Avenuein
Oceanport, travels north into Little Silver and t erminates at its intersection with County Route 520. The route is 2.33 miles in
length and the speed limit varies from 35 to 40 MPH. The pavement width varies from 29 to 45 feet in width. County Route 11 ||
is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial. Parking is provided along portions of the roadway.

County Route 11 lll, (Oceanport Avenue), begins at its intersection with County Route 537 in West Long B ranch, travels
north and terminates at its intersection with Port Au Peck Avenue in Oceanport. County Route 11 Il is classified as an Urban
Minor Arterial. The route is 1.09 miles in length and the speed limit varies from 35 to 40 MPH. The pavement width varies from
27 to 39 feet in width. Parking is provided along portions of the roadway.

County Route 13, (Shrewsbury Avenue), enters the CMR in Red Bank at MP 1.92 and terminates at State Route 35 in Red
Bank at MP 3.06. The speed limit varies from 30 to 40 MPH, the pavement varies from 35 to 55 feet in width and the number of
lanes varies from two to four. The roadway is classified as an U rban Minor Arterial. Parking is provided along portions of the
roadway.

County Route 13A, (Sycamore Avenue), enters the CMR in Shrewsbury at its intersection with County Route 13, travels
east into Little Silver and terminates at County Route 11, spanning 1.71 miles. Within the CMR, County Route 13 has a posted
speed limit of 40 MPH, a varying cartway width from 26 to 43 feet and one lane in each direction. The roadway is classified as an
Urban Minor Arterial. Parking is provided along portions of the roadway.

County Route 13B |, (Willow Drive and Prospect Avenue), is contained within Little Silver between County Route 11 and
County Route 520. The corridor spans 1.09 miles and has a posted speed limit of 30 MPH. The pavement varies in width from 34
to 39 feet with one lane in each direction. The roadway is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial. Parking is provided along
portions of the roadway.

County Route 13B I, (Church Street), spans 0.28 miles within Little Silver from Prospect Avenue to County Route 520. The
route is a two lane roadway with parking provided along portions of the roadway. The posted speed limitis 35 M PH and the
cartway width varies from 29 to 39 feet in width. The roadway is classified as an Urban Local roadway.

County Route 15 begins in Asbury Park at its intersection with State Route 71, travels north through Interlaken and Ocean
and terminates in West Long Branch at MP 5.19, at its intersection with County Route 537. The speed limit varies from 25 to 40
MPH and one lane is provided for each direction throughout the length of the corridor. The roadway changes names as it passes
through different municipalities; however, it is most commonly known as Monmouth Road. The roadway is classified as both an
Urban Minor Arterial and as an Urban Collector north of State Route 71.
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County Route 16, (Asbury Avenue), enters the CMR at MP 2.60, at Green Grove Road, in Ocean and terminates at State
Route 66 (MP 3.56). The Route begins again at MP 4.96 in Neptune Township, at State Route 35 and terminates in Asbury Park
at State Route 71 (MP 6.22). The roadway is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial. The speed limit varies from 25 to 45 M PH
within the CMR and consists of one lane in each direction. The cartway width varies from 24 to 49 feet in width and parking is
provided along portions of the roadway.

County Route 17 |, (Old Corlies Avenue), begins at Route 33 travels west 1.73 miles and terminates at State Route 33
within Neptune. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector. The speed limit is posted at 35 MPH and consists of one lane in
each direction. The cartway width is 22 feet, with a one foot shoulder provided.

County Route 17 II, (Old Corlies Avenue), begins at County Route 17 | travels east 3.51 miles and terminates at the
Neptune Township line. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector. The speed limit is posted at 35 MPH and consists of
one lane in each direction. The cartway width is 22 feet, with a one foot shoulder provided.

County Route 17 IllI, (West Sylvania Avenue), begins at State Route 35, travels west 1.39 miles and terminates at Brighton
Avenue within Neptune City. The roadway is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial. The speed limitis posted at 35 M PH and
consists of one lane in each direction. The cartway width varies between 33 to 36 feet and no shoulder or parking is provided.

County Route 17 IV, (East End Avenue), begins at County Route 17 1l in Neptune City, travels west 0.38 miles and
terminates at South Riverside Drive in Neptune. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector. The speed limit is posted at 30
MPH and consists of one lane in each direction. The cartway width is 30 feet and no shoulder or parking is provided.

County Route 17 V, (Neptune Avenue), begins at County Route 2 in Neptune, travels south 0.40 miles and terminates at
County Route 17 Ill in Neptune City. The roadway is classified as an Urban Local roadway. The speed limit is posted at 25 MPH
and consists of one lane in each direction. The cartway width is 29 feet and no shoulder or parking is provided.

County Route 17 VI, (Sylvania Avenue), begins at State Route 71, travels east 0.64 miles and terminates at County Route
18 within Avon-By-The-Sea. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector. The speed limit is posted at 25 MPH and consists
of one lane in each direction. The cartway width is 49 feet and parking is provided on both sides of the street.

County Route 18 I, (16n Avenue), enters the CMR at MP 7.25 at its intersection with State Route 35 in Belmar, travels east
1.40 miles and terminates at its intersection with County Route 18 Ill. The speed limit within the CMR is posted at 25 MPH and
one lane is provided for each direction, however east of D Street/Newman Street the roadway becomes one way east. County
Route 18 | is classified as both an Urban Minor Arterial and changes to an Urban Collector north of State Route 71. The cartway
width varies from 29 to 35 feet and parking is provided on both sides of the street.

County Route 18 Ill, (Ocean Avenue), begins in Spring Lake at its intersection with County Route 49, travels north through
Belmar and Avon-By-The-Sea 5.63 miles and terminates at its intersection with State Route 71 in Bradley Beach. The speed limit
is posted at 25 MPH and one |ane is provided for each direction. County Route 18 11l is classified as an Urban Collector, which
fronts the Atlantic Ocean the entire length of its corridor. The cartway width varies from 33 to 64 feet and parking is provided on
both sides of the street.

County Route 20, enters the CMR at MP 0.74 in Wall at its intersection with State Route 35, travels north through Brielle
and Manasquan 2.34 miles and terminates at its intersection with State Route 71 in Wall. The speed limit varies between 30 to
40 MPH and one lane is provided for each direction. The roadway changes name from Old Bridge Road to South Street to Broad
Street to 8t Avenue as it travels north from Wall. County Route 20 is classified as an Urban Collector. The cartway width varies
from 21 to 34 feet and parking is provided along portions of the roadway.

County Route 25 |, (Cedar Avenue), begins at its intersection with State Route 71 in West Long Branch, travels east 0.99
miles and terminates at its intersection with County Route 57 in Long Branch. The speed limit varies between 35 to 40 MPH and
one to two lanes are provided for each direction. County Route 251 is classified as an U rban Minor Arterial with a v arying
cartway width from 25 to 39 feet. A curbed 6 foot wide median is provided between Westwood Avenue and Market Place. This is
where the roadway provides two lanes per direction. Parking is not provided along the roadway.
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County Route 25 I, (Norwood Avenue), begins at its intersection with County Route 25 | in West Long Branch, travels north
1.26 miles and t erminates at its intersection with County Route 537 in Long B ranch. The speed limit varies between 30 to 40
MPH and one lane is provided for each direction. County Route 25 Il is classified as an Urban Collector with a varying cartway
width from 31 to 36 feet. Parking is not provided along the roadway.

County Route 29, (Branchport and Atlantic Avenue), begins at its intersection with County Route 33 in Oceanport, travels
east 2.69 miles and terminates at its intersection with Ocean Avenue in Long Branch. The speed limit is not posted and one lane
is provided for each direction. County Route 29 i s classified as an Urban Collector with a varying cartway width from 35 to 39
feet. Parking is not provided along the roadway.

County Route 29A, (Myrtle Avenue), begins at its intersection with Port Au Peck Avenue, travels north 0.60 miles and
terminates at its intersection with County Route 33 in Oceanport. The speed limit is posted at 40 MPH and one lane is provided
for each direction. County Route 29 is classified as an Urban Local roadway and has a pavement width of 24 feet with a three
foot shoulder provided. Parking is not provided along the roadway.

County Route 30 Il enters the CMR at MP 2.78, at State Route 35, in Wall travels east through Lake Como and terminates
at State Route 71 (MP 4.60) in Belmar. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector. It is commonly called New Bedford, 18=
Avenue and F Street depending on the municipality the roadway is in. The speed limit varies from 30 to 35 MPH within the CMR
and consists of one lane in each direction. The cartway width varies from 29 to 49 feet in width and parking is provided along
portions of the roadway.

County Route 31, (Corlies Avenue), begins at Wickapecko D rive in O cean travels east 0. 88 miles and t erminates in
Allenhurst at its intersection with Railroad Plaza. The roadway is classified as an Urban Local roadway and changes to an Urban
Minor Arterial east of County Route 50. The posted speed limit varies between 35 to 40 MPH and consists of one lane in each
direction. The pavement width varies between 33 to 38 feet with no parking.

County Route 32, (Wall Street), begins at a ramp to State Route 35/36 in Eatontown, travels east through West Long
Branch, and ends in Long Branch at its intersection with County Route 25 I, spanning 3.01 miles. The roadway is classified as
an Urban Minor Arterial and changes to an Urban Collector east of State Route 71. The posted speed limit varies between 35 to
40 MPH and consists of one lane in each direction. The pavement width varies between 23 to 35 feet with 2 to 4 foot shoulders
provide along the corridor.

County Route 33 begins at County Route 29 in Long Branch, travels west through Oceanport, and ends in Little Silver at its
intersection with County Route 520, spanning 3.34 miles. The roadway is classified as an Urban Collector with a pavement width
varying between 22 to 39 feet with 3 to 6 foot shoulders provide along the corridor. County Route 33 is commonly know as Port
Au Peck Avenue, Monmouth Boulevard and Seven Bridges Road, depending on which municipality the roadway is in. The speed
limit is posted at 40 MPH and consists of one lane in each direction with no parking.

County Route 34 begins at County Route 111 in Red Bank, travels east through Fair Haven and ends in Rumson at its
intersection with County Route 520, spanning 4.54 miles. The speed limit varies between 30 to 40 MPH and one lane is provided
for each direction. The roadway changes name from Harding Road to Ridge Road as the roadway travels east from Red Bank.
County Route 34 is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial. The cartway width varies from 25 to 50 feet and parking is provided
along portions of the roadway in Red Bank.

County Route 40, ( Sunset Avenue), begins at State Route 35i n Ocean, travels east and ends at Wickapecko Drive,
spanning 0.70 miles. The speed limit is posted at 35 MPH and one lane is provided for each direction. County Route 40 is
classified as an Urban Collector with a cartway width of 35 feet.

County Route 40A, (Memorial Drive), begins at Munroe Avenue in Asbury Park, travels south through Neptune, Bradley
Beach, and Neptune City and ends at State Route 35 in Avon-By-The-Sea, spanning 2.11 miles. The speed limit varies between
30 and 45 MPH and two lanes are provided for each direction. County Route 40 A is classified as an U rban Collector with a
cartway width of 45 feet.

County Route 47, (Warren Avenue), begins at County Route 524 in Wall travels east 1.01 miles and ends at State Route 71
in Spring Lake Heights. The speed limit varies between 35 and 40 MPH and one lane is provided for each direction. County
Route 47 is classified as an Urban Collector with a cartway width of 23 feet and 3 foot shoulders for both directions of traffic.
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CITY OF ASBURY PARK
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

Munictras Builbing » Ong Municipal, Puaza
Asaury Pasx, New Jersee 07712-7000

Tei: {732) 7752100
Fax: (732) 775-1483
MNovember 16, 2007
Jozeph M, Barrig, BP/AICP
Monmouth Counly Planning Bozind
Hall of Records Atnex Buiilding
One East Main Street '
Frechold, NJ 07728
Transportation Issues and Problem Statemenis

Dear Mr. Barris:

Enclosed please find the Traffic Problem Statements you requested in your letter dated
November &, 2007.

I additional information is needed, please call me at (732) 502-5711.
Sincerely,
L@”’FM Ty FG &W"f ( Mj‘/)

Donald B. Sammet, PPIAICP
Diseclor of Planning and Redevelopment



City of Asbury Park
Department of Planning and Redevelopment

COASTAL MONMOUTH PLAN
TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)
Site or Location:
Route 71 Congestion

Description:

The cartway width and number of through trave! lanes on Main Street (Route 71)in
Asbury Park causes safety problems for motorists and pedestrians alike. Motorists often
“weave” around vehicles waiting to make left turns, trucks and other delivery vehicles
blocking a travel lane, double parked vehicles blocking a travel lane, or bicyclists who
are also utilizing Main Street. This unpredictable vehicular iravel pattern, combined with
the width of the roadway and speed of travel, impedes pedestrian circulation at cross
streets and to the crossing Main Street itself. Pedestrian and bicyclist safety is also a
concern.

The City, through its Main Street redevelopment planning effort has been looking to
improve the safety and well as the functionality of this heavily traveled thoroughfare.
Recommendations for improving Main Street will be incorporated within the Main Street
Redevelopment Plan but implementation will be the challenge and continued cooperation
from NJDOT is the key to success.

Prepared by: Donald B. Sammet, PP/AICP
Director of Planning and Redevelopment
City of Asbury Park

Signature: F{‘dé/ g %

Please return to:

Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
One East Main Street

Freehold, NJ 07728

Page 1 of 3
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City of Asbury Park
Department of Phnning and Redevelopment

COUASTAL MONMOUTH PLAN
TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)
Site or Location:
Train Quiet Zonés
Description:
The North Jessey Coast Line runs rmmedxaiely a@mmt to & roadway and non-residential

properties in Asbury Park (with a few exceptions). Howiver, residential districts are less
than a block away and ths potential t‘or mjxed-m:e d::w!a;ments adjacem to the rail fine
‘w y . 13

issues such as “frain noise”, The rml
ad;aecni pmpeﬂiﬂs with any fyge nt‘

li}irerﬁar .ﬁf P‘lammg ami R‘ﬁﬂ
City of Asbury Pack -

Siganture: | F= el 5 ‘é”““‘*w

Please retumn (0:

Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP -
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hattof Records-Annex Buﬁdmg .
One Bast Main Stregt S
Frechold, NJ 07728

Page 20f 3



City of Asbury Park
Department of Planning and Redevelopment

COASTAL MONMOUTH PLAN

TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)
Site or Location:
Route 35/Route 66/Asbury Avenue Circle
Deseription:
This traffic circle lies at the primary east-west gateway into the City of Asbury Park.
During all times of the day, motorists who are unfamiliar with the circle have difficulty in
determining which route to take upon entering. Although directional signage is present,

improvements are needed to make that signage more visible and to give motorists plenty
of time to react prior to attempting a turn. .

Prepared by: Donald B. Sammet, PP/AICP
Director of Planning and Redevelopment
City of Asbury Park

Signature: }q‘:h“m @‘“"‘“‘&/ g /g‘ “”%

Please return to:

Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
One East Main Street

Frechold, NJ 07728

Page 3 of 3



BOROUGT! OF BELMAR, NEW JERSEY
OFFICE OF C!HM" OF POLICE

JALE W, HILL, JR.
CHied OF POLICE
IHREGTOR PUBEIC SASETY
1Ay 62 1700
FAX: 1732} 6817370

KENUETH E, PRINGLE
PMAYOR
{732 66811376
£AX: {72} 813434

GOF MAIN STREET. BO. BOK A
EELAAR, MEW JERSEY 0718

December 13, 2007

Joseph M. Barris, PPFAICP
Meonmouth County Planning Board
Hail of Records Annex Building
1-Bast Main Street,

.Fmshﬁ]ﬂ, PI 07728,

RE: -"’rfa{_m Problem Statements (TPS)

Wi 95?1}'-5'#:

As mquesrad please lind enclosed T eaffic Problem: Statements pertaining to ﬂcimar.
__Simnlci yr:au have any questions, 1 can be reachied at {732) 631-1700.

C Imf of Pﬁl{ce
f Director of Public Safety

- IWHel

Encl




Cosstal
Blogwwnth
i’}kx i

TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TPS)

Clearly anid cancisely, state your opinion as to the problem identified in your semmenily on the
altached page. Pleage describe the spasific traffic problem that takes place al this lucation and
what you belisve 1o be the cause of siwh a prablem. A sampie {raffic problem statement is
provided below:

Sample TPS | There are major trafiic backups at the Intarsection of Eim Stresl and Counly

: ' Route 725, During rush heur, moterists bean known 1o take four or five light
cycles just lo travel through this intersection. There are no dadicated right turn
Janes, sothose making & nght onto CR 725 have to walt through the light cycle
‘with motorists traveling threugh stralght or making a left hand um &t the
(tarsection. There is no delayad left tum signal from Elm onto County Route
725 which tontributes to the problem

ﬁEStatﬁi iﬁ_u_';f cover letter, this information wil be used determine what actions, if any, ere
underway by various jurisdietions to hielp alieviate the identified problem, The problem
‘will-alse beused by the County to help us prioritize projects lor funding PUIPOSes,

Bisssd ise the space below 10 provide us with your TFS,

Sitmr!.mﬂon: Ocean Avenue in Belmar

B This street le extrewely busy with vehdculae and pedestrian
Ctraffic, The roadway itself stretches from 90 feet in width to 65 feet
_.“-‘;’ﬁr:g;ﬁi_:h'. There are no AheKAcwns OFf Dicycie patins aieng any part of
'_.ﬁéé;'ni'gvﬂiﬁug." Bue to rhe awount of pedestriane. hicvelss and rollsrblades,

____éi;ﬂ._.g’zi,ﬁz'g‘:ggf'_ pongiderarions are maw ¢ he addrogged throuweh
_engthdering snd redesisn of the parking and rrsffic patferas,

[

Prepared by: Chief Jack W, _I'iil}. » . SBignature:
o ' Flnase rotum this filed out form to:
Joseph M, Baris, PPIAICP
Monnsouth Gounty Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Bullding
- 1 East Malo Street
Frgehold, New Jorsey 07728




TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Clegrly arid congisely, state your opinion ag to (he probler identified in your community an the
gliashed page. Please describe the specilic raffic.problein thet lakes place &t this location and
what vou belisva to be the cause of such @ problem. A samiple iraffic probler stateraent is
provided helow:

{Sample TPS | There.sre major traflic backups at the Intersection of Elm Street and County
Rouls 725. During rush hour, motorisie been known fo take four or five light
eycles just 1o iravel through this interseclion. There are no dadicated right tum
fanas, so thoss making & right onto.CR 725 have o wait through the light cycle
with motorisis ravaling through straight or making a feft han lum st the
inferseciion. There Is no delayed left tum signal from Eim onto County Roule
725 which contributes 1o the problem, .

As stated in.our cover leiier, this information will be.used determine what actlons, if any, are
-currently underway by various jusisdictions o hetp alfeviale the identifiad problem. Tha problem

“slatoment will also.be used by the County to help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

I'Pmiufsg-m‘e space below o provide us with your TPS,

it or Lovation; Y in Street between Bth and I6th Avéhues

- -
5 % 4

e

B&meiﬁ‘m ain ap b s p . county Togdwey Hetue b dnd L A8 s
_and is a cemtral business distyiet fox ‘the . tows. The trafiic problems
"o Haie Street contern speeding cars, lack of parking, and traffic
_:g&ag;&_&g_’tiﬁﬁ duging peak hours. ‘Whe ared needs to be wade more pedestrian
friendly at each interscckion with use of nsckdowns to limit the tarpet
“availability ol pedestrisns. while croesing the street. There slso needs
to_be examined q__‘_r_.a__gx;'ng_l. parking on oue gide '__gf the strest in order to
increase the amount of spaces and provide for a friendly pedastriaw

LenglronkEnt,
Propared by: Chisf Jack W, 411, Jr. Signaturer "
TR Bloase retura This HIed GUt form (o;
Jossph M. Barris, PR/AICE
-Monmaouth County Plenning Boprd
Hall of Recerdy Anmek Buliding

1 Eas! Main Strest |
Freehold, Maw Jamsey (7728
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TPS)

Clearly and conclsely, state your opinion as io the problem identified In your community on the
sitached page. Please describe the spacilic traffic problem that takes place at this localion and
what'you beliove o be the cause of such & problem. A sample Iraffic problem statement is

provided below:

Thire are iajor traffic backups ot the intersection of Eim Strest end County
Route 725, During rush hour, molarists been known (o take four or five Hght
syclss just to traval Brrough this intersection. Thers are no dedicated right tum
lanes, so those making a right onto CR 725 have to wait ihrough the Iight cycle
with motorists fraveling through straight or miaking 2 Ieit hiand tura atthe
intersection. There is no delayed left turn signal from Etm onto Sounty Route
725 which contributes io the problem

covar lefter, this Informatlon will be-usad detanmirne what actions, If any, are
el by vanous jurisdiciions 1o hvelp aflaviaty fhe Wenkifiad problam. The problem
: Ialse beuseqd’ by the-County to Reip us prioritize projscts farfunding purpases.

Qcean Avenue in 3_8717!.1#“ "112.5.“.‘”3“ ist Avenue and 3rd Avenus

Qnigag:'ﬂmiﬁﬁ; t‘hi.s area of Gegan Aw_-nue ig approximavely 90 feet in width
e : lend irself ro safe padegtedian crossings. I¢ also encourages

pgeﬁ whan vehicles axs i‘:"a\eling northbound from Avon ower the bridge.
nﬁmmmfad Ehat a safety iLsland be canstructab to Facilitate vaie

to have a trafric catuing

_ af‘fa,u ‘apd north and southbound vehicles.

_ Pmp&md by- Chief Jack W. Will, Jr. Signature:

T Plenase raiurn This Tiiled a8 form 1o
Josaph M. Baris, PPIAICP
Monmouth County Planning Boarg
Halt of Ragods Annex Building
1 Eost Main Straet
Freshold, Now Jersey 07728
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TRAFFIC PROBLEW STATEMENT (TFS)

Claarly and cancisely, siate your opinion as to ihe problent identified in your community on the
attached pogs. Please descrive the spacific traffic problem thal {akes place at this locatlon and
what yob believe to be the cause of such 2 problem, A sample trafiic probiem staternent is

provided balow:

i Sample TPS There are major iraffic backups at the intersection of Elm Strest and County
Route 725, During rush hour, molorists been known to take four or five tight
eyclas just o travel through this inferseclion. There ara no dedicated right turn
lenes, sa thosg making a rght onto CR 725 have to wail through the light cycle
with molorists traveling through straight or making a left hand turn al the
intersaction, Thera is no delayed left tum signal fram Elm onto County Route
725 which confributes to the problem N _

As st ad In-our cover letter, this information will be used detarmine what actions, If any, are
mivently underway by various jurisdistions to hilp afleviets the identified problem, The problem
‘staternant will 5180 be usad by e County fo hisip uspriedtize projects for funding purposes.

P!aaaa_-t_x_sé-iﬁaspaaa below to provide us with your TPS,

it Lwﬁﬁoﬂ 165k Avense batwesn Hiphway 35 and Ogean Avenue
Goupey, Route 18 - ‘
Deseiption: Thig area of County Route 18 continues to suffer from

j _.-_fj_'g:;a'gi_!i;ﬁg care and traffic coagestion duripng certain fimeg of the day
aud aight, For example, at 2500 a.m. there is a long seiting line on

__th2 westbound lane at the intersecction of Route 35 and slse at the
“interspetion of Roure 71, This vot oaly creates a poliution preblem
fiut directly sifécts the guality of life of pur vesidents who live aloag
‘Ehis strest. In additlon, thig area of Gouwnty Reute 18 needs phyzical

__traffic calming measures employed to veduce the frequency of speeding
~vahleles.

Blense roturn this fiibd opt Jorm 1o:
Joseph M. Baris, PRIAICR
Monimauth County Planning Boand
Hafl of Reconds Anrex Bullding
1 East Main Strest
Freshold, New Jarsey 07723

Prapared by: Chief Jack W. HAll, Jr. Signatum:
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TRAFFIC FROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Cisarly and concisely, state your opibion as {0 the problem identified in your community on the
aliached page. Please describe the specilic traffic problem that takes place al this location and
what you believe to be the cause of such a problem. A sample lraffic problem statement is
grovided below: '

| Sampla TRS | Theraare mejor Iraffic backups at the intersection of Elm Street and County
Raute ¥25. During rish hour, mogorists been known to lake four or five light
Gyeles just 1o travel through this intessection. There are no dedicated right turn
tanes, 50 those making a right onto OR 725 have fo wall through the light cycla
with motorsts iraveling through straight or making a ieft hand furn at the
intersection. There is nio delayed left furn signal from Elm onto County Route
725 which contibotes to the problem:

AS stuteci I our-cover letter, this inforrmation will be used delernmiina-what actions, If any, are
currently underwsy by various jurlsdictions to halp. alieviate the identified problem. The probtem
statement wil aiso be used bytha County: i nmp ug prioritize prcj&cls for funding purposes.

Figase uss the spave bielow to provide us vilb your TPS.

braklie, [iaht Lor
18 heth cliperbinn & needs 40 have
i« 4‘»{&» r'ﬁf Lievpest dlaces allou.....
ﬁ*‘? UEL&H‘J’”“’- +\"i\‘-(‘llﬁi‘\ -‘ "Lﬂ"hi’ f’n‘ulﬁg(;}j . 2

Signature: PJ‘L— %*ﬁm_ Wowlel

1?33‘ M&lﬂ Stm[ - EATQWWN .
F:eahuid New ersey0fizs TRAFFIC g%té{_;:% gﬁzsg{};- -
47 BROAD STREET

EATONTOWN, NEW JERSEY 07720
{732) 389.7830




| Sample TPS . | There are major iraffic backups at the inlersection of Eim Strest end County

' Route 725. During rush hour, molorigls besn known to take four or five light
oyches just to travel through thie intersection. There are no dadicated right lurn
tanes, so those making a right onto CR 725 have to wait through the light cycle

witty motorists traveling through straight or making a et hand tum at the

| infersection, There is no delayad Isfl fumn signal irom Elm onto County Roule

R ahebad
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPE)

Clearly and (:ci_ns:i.'_;e!y. stale your opinion as io the probiem identified in your community on the
attached page. Flease describe the specific iraffic problem that takes place at this ocation and
what-you higligve to be the cause of such a problem. A sample traffic problem statement is

provided belew;

i ?25 Wwhich contributes o ihe problsm

- Agstatedin Mm&ér Jettor, s informgation will be used delsrmine what actions, if any, ere

various jurisdiciions 1o help alleviate the identified problem. The problem
sed by the County-to help us priorilize projects for funding purposes.
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Pﬁmmd by: z‘% ?,Z;L ™ Signutuea: J77 1 fecatimrrie ot g S0
Ploasn mnrn this fitled ol fTormto:
Joseph M. Barils, PP/AICP
Monmouth-County Plenning Bogrd:
Hall of Records Annax Building 089/-808 (Zﬁl}

1 East Main Strest
Freshold, New Jarsey 07728
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Clearty and concisely. staie your opinion 85 b the problern idenlified in your comuiurity on the
attached page. Please descrive the specific iraffie problem thal tekes place at this localion and
what you believe (o be the cause of such 3 problent, A sampie iraffic problem statement is

provitad below!

Sample TPS | Thers are major traffic backups at the intersection of Eim Street and County
Reufe 725. During rush hour, matorists been known to take four or five Tight
cycles just o travel through this intersection. “There are no dedicated rigit turmn
I lanes, so those making 2 Hight onta CR 725 have to wait through the light cycle

with motarists fraveling through straight or making a left hand tum al the
Intarsection. Thera Is no delayed laft um signal from Elm onto County Route
725 which conirlbules to the problem.

A ta!adm our cover tatter, this information: will be used dslermine what actions, if any. are
euirreitly underway by various jurisdicions. to help alieviate the identified. probiem. The problem
staternant wilt also be usad by the County fo heip us prioritize projecls tor funding purposes.

Plagse use the spacebélow to provide us with your TPS,

5o or Location: South 54%1/_&2;5@&_&&«#

Dasorption: A s leralisea, 28 ssatsc Lo

Metee . pehicde 4 72 :
TR e R e fif afcias tedd  dusnd  from badls plirellinns £
Megrkedd Land o he £ 3."3.'.;_.1,,«73'*"{;@;; ¢ pata S cudh Strest
_:;x_ta’w”mg%hgd }_t.’l b;ﬂ' {.h*x:‘{ P s f'vf‘af &1?’4 '-:.‘f'}u‘-?r ”_-‘ J?jl&}ag_fj
A AR s ..if: : f?r*n;( *n ﬁ.ijr'_g_u';rf;!"\«' 'f';!?'. {ﬂivn tgf;f’l'ﬁi .

Propared bys: Pri  “Togis };21.; k=5 Signature: Prg, %
) 7 lease reticn this fHed out form to!

Jdoseph M. Barsis, PPIAICE

M::{nmo?g mguy Aiianng?lgaard
H ecords Annex i . . , ]
T EATOUONN EOLCE DU
Frachold, New darsey 07728 =1 ArE Rl DY
roenoiq, R omey ™ TN BROAD STREET

EATOMTOWHN, NEW JERSEY o7724
(732) 389-7830




TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Cleardy and concisely, 81to your opinion 35 to the problem identified in your communily on he
attachad page. Pleass descnbe the specific lraffic problem that tkes place at this location and
what you beligve to bi the cause of such a problem. A sample traffic problam statement is
providad balow:

Sample TPS | Thera are major traffic backups at the inlersection of Elm Streel and County
Foute 725. During rush hour, motorists been known lo take four or five light

{ sycles just io travel through this intersection. There are no dedicated right umn
1 tanes. so those making & tight ohto CR 725 have to walt through the light cycls
with motarists iraveling through straight or making & left hend turn gt the
intersection. Thers is no delayed lefl um signal from Elm oalo County Route
725 which conlributes fo the probiam

- As Stated in Bur gover letter, this information wiil be used delermine what actions, i any, are
- euprenly, urde y Various jurisdictions to help elieviate thie fdentified problem. The problem
mtmwmais ‘;gg_‘uégﬂ by the County to help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

Pleasd iise 1h spaca below to provide us with your TFS.

%

e Loeation: W v

_Bescriplion: -y

o g e o)

. i W .‘-;i}_-‘. L Mafeugsl £ fook by 5ES jpf;{' ﬁz&
Sederseatieal o Lo clce {’-'di'_Kﬁ:u;f__ﬁ..l:-nm_nf_gr- - Lcen Rennte 35,
e SR 2T PRI I Codice Olbicess asiiecded ja M
e et paliec Sl e e
el Feadlic. adtenmptiny to take a fefF

B 6 o -ﬁﬁi?-ﬁ‘;}-‘-'.iiﬁ'{;ﬂ'{’i&:ﬁ ';"E:?k “+ha _‘f?z).ﬁ;-'f-u

Froparet BY: VL. Jerw fopwcihes,  Sanatre: Prr 7
: AR ] " Pleaso roturn this filled out form oz -
Joseph M, Barig, PRAAILP

Monumouth Couny Plarning Board "
Hallof Records Annex Bulking  gayoyNTOWN POLICE DEPARTMENT
Frechold, New Jorsay 07728 ?Rhggignsgggg ngg?mﬂ
EATONTOWN, NEW JERSEY 07724
{732) 3887830
T
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| Plescs uss the 5pacs below to provide us with your TPS!
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TPS)

Cleary and cancisely, stele your opinion as to the problem identiftad in your community on the
astinched page. Plegse dascribe the spacific traffic problem that takes place at ihis location and
what you bafigvi io be the cause of such 2 problem. A sample traffic problam staterrient is
provided bslow:

Sample TPS | Thers are maor raiic backups at (he Intersection of Eim Street and County
Routa 725. During rush hour, motorists besn known to iake four or fivedlighl
pyclas just to trave! throwgh this intersestion, There are no dpdicated right Jum
Janes, =0 those making a right onto CR 725 have to wakt through the light cycle |
witts motorists traveding through siraight or smraking 2 18ft hand furn at the i
intersoction. Thers is no delaysd 181 turr signal from Elm onto Counity Route |
| 725 which conlributes to the problem j
Aarsiztad In'our covet letior, this infotrmation will be used detsrmine what actions. f ey, are
ey Uniterway By various jurisdictions 1o halp alleviatis the idéntified probiam, Tha jwoblem

statement will also be used by tha Counly to help us prioritize ‘;;néiéﬁ&j.‘far{qndiﬁg PUIPOSES.

S ————

siwor tocation: (raeden Stube. PacKy

r

Prgparsd by: Pri. Troy. ﬁ&g ey Bignature: Pri .3 i o B
NS T/ Ploass ot this G ouf form 6 '

Jogaph $4, Bamls, PRIAICE

it i -l -
o o Sser P EATQNTOWN POLICE DEFARTMENT
Frashold, New Jecsey 07728 TRAFFIC SAFETY DIVISION |

_ 47 BROAD BTREET
EATONTOWN, NEW JERSEY 07724

{732) 38e-7830
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TRAFEIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TP3)

Clearly and concisaly; stale your opinion 25 1o the problem identified i your community on the
attached pega. Please describe the speciic raffic problem that takas placa al ihis location and
what you helieve to be the cavsa of such 8 problam. A sample iraffic problem stalement is
provighd belsw;

Sample 198 | 1here are mejor traflic backups af the Intersection of Eim Strast and County
. Route 725. During rish hour, motorists been known to take four or five light
cyciss just to travat through this intarsection. There are no dedicated right tum
taness, 80 those making & right bnio CR 728 have to wait through the light cyele
with motorists ireveling through stralght or makng 2 lefl hand umn et the
imersactiol. Thers is no delayad feft turn signal from Eim onte County Routs
{ 725 which contribules to the problem _

et jetter, this: information will be used determine whal sctions, fany, are
by various jurisdictions to help sileviate the ontified problem. The problem
used by the County to balp us prioritize projests for funding purposes.

- ‘Puisie use the space below to provide us with your TPS.

smsrissaton: Rouke 35 [foute 2
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Bioase ratarn his

Jasaph #. Banis, PPIAICP
oamouth County Planning Board )
ik of Reconds Anngx Bulldlng i )
1 Eost bain Street EATONTOWN POLICE DEPARTMENT
Fraehold, New Jorsey 07728 TRAFFIC SAFETY DIVISION

47 BRCAD 8TREET
EATONTOWN, NEW JERJEY 07724

{732) 839-7830
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Clearly and concisely, state your opinion as to the problem identified in your community on the
attached page. Please describe the specific traffic problem that takes place at this location and
what you believe to be the cause of such a problem. A sample iraffic problem statement is
provided below:

Sample TPS | There are major traffic backups at the intersection of Eim Street and County
Route 725. During rush hour, motorists been known to take four or five light
cycles just to travel through this intersection. There are no dedicated right turn
lanes, so those making a right onto CR 725 have fo wait through the light cycle
with motorists traveling through straight or making a left hand turn at the
intersection. There is no delayed left turn signal from Elm onto County Route
725 which confributes to the problem

As stated in our cover letter, this information will be used determine what actions, if any, are
currently underway by various jurisdictions to help alleviate the identified problem. The problem
statement will also be used by the County to help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

Please use the space below to provide us with your TPS.

Site or Location: Ocean Av_enﬁe, Route 36, Monmouth Beach

Description: A major concern is the 40 mph limit the entire
Tength of Ocean Avenue within the Borough. This entire 1
mile of roadway is bordered on the east side by a replenished
beach which has over the past 5 years become a main attraction
to the Jersey Shore. As a result the increased traffic along
with pedestrian traffic has had a tremendous impact on our
RBorough. The amount of motor vehicle accidents along with
pedestrian injuries has increased during that period. The
State and Federal agencies have also added public access

points requiring pedestrians to cross Ocean Avenue and with
increased pedestrian traffic, vehicle traffic and a 40 mph

speed limit, this roadway is now become a danger zone.

2

Prepared by: ‘K; W NI, %«mﬂ—%m_%
"Please retum this filled out fi

Joseph M. Baris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East Main Strest
Freehold, New Jersey 07728
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NEPT-00150 ' | December 14, 2007

Mr. Joseph M. Eftore .
Monmouth County Engineer
Hall of Records Annex

One East Main Street
Freehold, NJ 07728

Re:  Route 35 Southbound Realignment Problem Statement
Township of Neptune, Monmouth County

Dear Mr. Ettore:

Enclosed is the Problem Statement for the Route 35 Southbound realignment in accordance with
your request at the December 3, 2007 meeting. Please review it and forward the project on to the
Freeholders and the North Jersey Transportation Planning Authority, as the NJDOT has
preliminarily discussed the project with us and considered it at the Project Pool meetings recently
held in September 2007. : :

Thank you for your assistance and continued cooperation.
Very truly yours,
T & M ASSOCIATES

Bl ey

. JOHN C. JENNINGS, AICP, P P.
PRINCIPAL PLANNER

JCI:lbw
Enclosure

“ec:  Mayor James Manning, Township of Neptune
: Randy Bishop, Deputy Mayor, Township of Neptune
Philip Huhn, Administrator, Township of Neptune
Mike Bascom, CFO, Township of Neptune
Robert Clark, Director, Monmouth County Planning Board
Joseph Barris, Principal Planner, Monmouth County Planning Board

HANEPTWO0150\Correspondence\Problem Statement121307.doc
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PROBLEM STATEMENT

Location: Route 35
Milepost: 21.77 to 22.25
Limits: Seaview Circle to Boston Road
County: Monmouth
Municipality: Neptune Township

- Description of Problem:

Route-35 is a multi-lane urban principal arterial that carries a significant amount of traffic
with an ADT of greater than 16,000. It consists of two through lanes in each direction
with additional auxiliary lanes for weaving, acceleration and deceleration. The. speed
limit is 35 mph. Just north of the project area, Route 35 narrows to an undivided two-lane

and limited-shoulder roadway segment. The NJDOT Straight Line Diagram is attached.

Safety Concern: A new structure 1311158 was installed by NJDOT in 2001 that
resulted in smoother and faster traffic flow along Route 35, especially coming off the
northbound approach. The traffic situation for the southbound direction is complicated by
several merging/diverging and driveway fraffic conflicts. There are design matters that,
due to cost constraints, were not fully addressed by the bridge project and results of that
project deserve to be addressed. With existing land use development in the median of the
highway and a short distance for northbound drivers to commit themselves to one of three
roadways/ramps to maintain or change their course of direction; a safety issue exists. This
highway carries a significant amount of regional traffic and there are additional
substandard design features with inadequate weave lengths provided for motorists.

e Drivers coming downgrade from the brid ge have to commit to a u-turn, Route 35
north, or Route 71 North in a 200 to 250 foot area. This is followed by another
split along Route 71 for Avon-by-the-Sea within another 400 feet.

. Oh the southbound direction, a Route 71 southbound ramp merges. from the left
" side of the roadway and permits an immediate right turn into a stub street serving
(‘oastal Trucking with. traffic needmg fo cross three lanes within about 100 feet. .

e This is compounded by trucks and vehicles that park with the rear of the vehicle
on the Route 35 southbound shoulder, as there is not enough space-along the stub
street and on the Coastal Trucking site,

»  Another existing northbound u-turn facility from the left side of the road merges
onto Route 35 southbound within 100 feet of the Memorial Drive access. From
there to the existing nncontrolled intersections and with the center median access
and two other local streets to the Waterfront, this situation is geometrically
deficient.



e There are several physical condition problems that are substandard and deficient,
including the lack of adequate stopping sight distance and vertical and horizontal
issues that the NJDOT should be addressing.

Regional Benefit: The proposed .realignment and reconfiguration of Route 35
southbound along with ramp closures complemented by improved signing, replacement
connections, and traffic signals will improve safety and coordinate better accessibility to
the area. This will provide significant regional benefit to other communities including
Avon-by-the-Sea, Belmar, Neptune City, Wall, and West Belmar,

SMART GROWTH: The Township has met with the State and County officials to
exchange concepts and explain the relationship of their Smart Growth efforts consistent
with the approved Strategic Redevelopment Plan for this area west of Route 35 near the
North Channel. The area is envisioned to include mixed use development including
residential, commercial (retail and restaurants), hotel, and a parking deck that will be
built adjacent to the Neptune Channel. Creating addltlonal _public space along the
waterfront and enhancing bike-pedestrian connections to the newly acquired municipal
land on Seaview Island will be another goal of this project.

There are relatively new condominiums and boat launches on the Seaview Island that do
not have adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to the North Channel Area and Belmar.
With the increase in public recreational space on Seaview Island, the Township desires to
improve access for all users of this area with an improved reconfiguration of Route 35.

The benefits will be noticed and appreciated as locally this is consistent with the Neptune
Master Plan and Revitalization Area. By reconfiguring Route 35 southbound, this will
eliminate the median access along Route 35 and allow additional and safer development
patterns between Route 35 and the Waterfront Area. .

On behalf of Neptune Township, we are asking the County to endorse the probiem
statement and actively seek to elevate the problem identification by the County, the North
Jersey Transportation Planning Authority, and NJDOT to the Capital Program for
concept and project development. All the public agencies have recognized that the safe
and efficient accessibility to the many properties associated with the locally approved
redevelopment plan is critical. Neptune Township understands that there may be. an
element for local participation for some of the connections and improvements along this
section of Route 35 and will continue as a cooperating partner to guide development
consistent with the overall transportation project and the redevelopment plan.
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ELEVEN TINDALL ROAD, MIDDLETOWN, NJ 07748-2792 : = e
(732) 671-6400 * tax (732) 671-73656 * www.tandmassociates.com ASSOCIATES

NEPB-G0701 December 18, 2007

Joseph M. Barris, P.P., AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
One East Main Street

Freehold, New Jersey

Re: Transportation /Traftic Problems
Coastal Monmouth Plan
Neptune Township

Dear Mr. Barris:

In response to your letter dated November 8, 2007, 1 am providing a list of additional
transportation/traffic issues and problems in Neptone Township for the Coastal Monmouth Plan. This
information will supplement the Traffic Problem statement submitted to your office by the Neptune
Township Traffic Bureau and is in addition to the list of traffic and transportation problems attached to
your November 8" correspondence.

Transportation and traffic issues, concerns and problems in Neptune Township are listed below:

Route 66
Segment: Municipal boundary on the west to Wayside Road on the cast.

Description: 'This segment of Route 66, is: one ‘lane. in; each direction. The . surrounding commereial
development ivcludes major office buildings, a Wal-Mart,-a Home Depot, and a shopping center, A
Wawa gasoline station/convenience store, as well as a Holiday Inn Express (at the Forest Manor Nursiang
Home site), were recently approved. -In addition, the Chelsea Outlet Center in Tinton Falls is currently
.under construction, which will have a major access on Route 66.

Route 66 is the gateway to Neptune Township and one of the links to Asbury Park which is in the midst
of revitalization. An evaluation prepared for Neptune Township several years ago indicated that, based on
current traffic volumes and future growth, additional lanes are appropriate for this segment of Route 66.
Improvements will be required aiong this scgment.

Route 66 and Route 18

The 2000 Neptune Township Master Plan indicates that Route 66 and Rouie 18 serve as gateways 1o
Midtown from the north and the Hi-Tech Park. (Componerts of the Hi-Tech Park Redevelopment Plan
have changed since the date of the Master Plan adoption; however, substantial development is proposed at
that location.} The Master Plan concludes: “All efforts should be made to facilitate access o this area
' including improvements to the Neptune Boulevard and Wayside Road intersections at Route 66.” (The
Wayside Road intersection was recently improved to provide a traffic signal.) -

[

ENGINEERS * PLANNERS * Lt ANDSCAPE-ARCHITECTS * ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTISTS * SURVEYORS
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REGIONAL OFFICES IN MOORESTOWN, TOMS RIVER AND CLIFTON, NJ; NORRISTOWN, PA; and SAN JUAN, PUERTO RICO




E Sk NEPT-G0701

ASSOCIE December 18, 2007
' Page2

Le: Joseph M. Barris, P.P., AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Re: Transportation/Traffic Problems
Coastal Monmouth Plan
Neptune Township

Transportation Linkage

Shuttle bus services between key locations in Neptune and the Asbury Park Transportation Center would
be appropriate to improve the ability of Neptune residents to commute to major employment centers via
bus and train.

Route 33
Segment: Garden State Parkway interchange to Route-35

. Description: Biissegmeit of Route 33 is two fanes if cueh dlrectiou, msd thore is o varrier betveeen the
east and westilanes, The Neptune Planning and Zoning Boards have expressed concerns during the
deliberation of'development applications along this segment regarding left- hand turning movements. The
sight distances and speed of the roadway are factors related to the ability of vehicles to cross two lanes of
the roadway to proceed in the desired ditection. Neptune Township and the NJ Department of -
Transportation'should work together to balance the rights of access with traffic safety requirements.

Ronte 35 Realignment

Please refer to Attachment One which is an extensive problem statement for the realignment of Route 35
in the southeastern portion of Neptune Township. '

Shark River Bikeways

The Neptune Township Master Plan recommends that the Shark River waterfront be improved with a
bicycle route along the water on Riverside Drive and the Norih and South Concourses. This
recommendation is reinforced by the recent acquisition of portions of the Shark River waterfront by the
Township of Neptune for recreation, preservation,.and boating purposes.

- 1 trust this submission addresses your request. If there-are any questions concerning this letter and the
attachment, please contact my office. '

Very truly yours,
T&M ASSOCIATES
o . /‘F
%{,ﬁa f Iopert?
MARTIN P. TRUSC , PP, ALCP.
PLANNING CONSULTANT

MPT:lbw
Attachment

ceo: Mayor James Manning
P. Huhn, Administrator

H:NEPB\G0701\Correspondence\. Barris_MPT_Trafftc Problems.doc
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT

West Bangs Ave. & Wayside Road. This is a hazardous intersection, which has
been a concern, due to numerous serious accidents. There is a curve in the
roadway on West Bangs Ave., which makes it difficult for traffic on Wayside
Road. There is currently a flashing light and stop signs in place, but a traffic
signal would help alleviate this concern and help reduce accidents at this
intersection making it safer. The speed limit on West Bangs Ave. is 40 MPH and
Wayside Road is 25 MPH.

West Bangs Ave. & Green Grove Road. This is a hazardous intersection, which
has been a concern, due to numerous serious accidents. There are also two
schools located on Green Grove Road with school buses frequently traveling
through this intersection. There is a slight hillcrest on West Bangs Ave., which

‘makes it difficult for traffic on Green Grove Road. There is currently a flashing
+ lighit'and stop signs in place, but a traffic signal would help alleviate this concern

and help reduce accidents at this intersection makmg it safer. The speed limit on
West Bangs is 40 MPH and Green Grove Road is 25 MPH.
SH#33 & West Bangs Avenue. This is a hazardous intersection, which has been a

- concern, due to numerous serious accidents. There are no dedicated left turn

Janes and no left turn arrows at the traffic signal for vehicles traveling west on
SH#33. Due to the speed (45 MPH) on SH#33, traffic obstruction for vehicles
waiting to turn left onto West Bangs Ave. from SH#33 east and sunglare, this
intersection should have a dedicated left turn lane and left turn arrows at the
traffic signal in order to reduce accidents.

SH#33 & Neptune Blvd. This is a hazardous intersection, which has been a
concern, due to numerous serious accidents. There are no dedicated left turn
lanes and no left turn arrows at the traffic signal for vehicles traveling west on
SH#33. This intersection should have a dedicated left turn lane and left turn
arrows at the traffic signal in order to reduce accidents.

Already attached to your letter was a list of traffic problems already identified as
follows: The Route 66 corridor, Route 35 corridor, Route 35/Route 66 Circle. The Route
35/Route 66 Circle has been a concern, due to a significant amount of accidents that have
increased over the years, which could be avoided if not eliminated if the Asbury Circle
was redesigned.

B Oumtroney —Kaellele

PREPARED BY: Ptl. Anthony Gualario

Traffic Bureau
Neptune Township Police
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TPS)

Clearly and concisely, state your opinion as to the problem Identified in your community on the
attached page. Please describe the specific traffic problem that takes place at this location and
what you believe to be the cause of such a problem. A sample traffic problem statement is
provided below:

Sample TPS | There are major fraffic backups at the intersection of Eim Sireet and County

' Route 725. During rush hour, motorists been known to take four or five light
cycles just to travel through this intersection. There are no dedicated right turn
lanes, so those making a right onte CR 725 have to wait through the light cycle
with motorists traveling through straight or making a left hand turn at the
intersection. There is no delayed left turn signal from Elm onto County Route

725 which confributes to the problem

As stated in our cover letter, this information"{vill be used determine what actions, if any, are
currently underway by various jurisdictions to help alleviate the identified problem. The problem
statement will also be used by the County ta help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

* Please use the space below to provide us with your TPS,

Site or Location:

-Description:

Prepared by: Signature:
. Please return this filled out form to:
Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East Main Street
Freehold, New Jersey 07728
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Public Visioning Workshop for the Neptune Transit.Village Plan
Tuesday, January 29, 2008, 7:00 PM to 10:00 PM
Location: Neptune Senior Center, 1825 Corlies Avenue, Neptune, NJ.

Dear Residents and Interested Citizens:

Neptune Township is starting to develop a Transit Village Plan for the Bradley Park
neighborhood that will address transit-friendly development opportunities near the Bradley Beach
Train Station. The proposed plan will focus on the area between Memorial Drive to Atkins
Avenue and from Fifth Avenue to Ninth Avenue (see attached map). You are invited to attend a
Public Visioning Workshop to help shape the Neptune Transit Village Vision Plan.

The preparation of the Transit Village Plan and the visioning workshops are being funded by a
Grant from the Office of Smart Growth (OSG) at the NJ Departmeut of Community Affairs
(DCA)

We would like to hear your opinions on how this area should be developed and discuss the

. opportunities and constraints related to the future development of our community. Your input is

! crifical in establishing a vision for this area that will form the foundation of the plan. After a draft
plan is developed, we will share that plan with the public before preparing a final Transit Village
Plan for the Township.

The public visioning meeting will be facilitated by T&M Associates, the planning consultant firm
hired by the Township to prepare the Transit Village Plan. If you have materials for us to consider
in developing the Plan, we encourage you to bring copies for us to refer to in preparing the Draft
Transit Village Plan for this area of Nepture.

Please contact Lynn Servon at (732) 988-5200, extension 245 to confirm your interest. If you are
representing an organization and cannot attend, please provide written comments, or designate an
alternate representative to atend this meeting and provide input. Please let me know if you have
. any special needs to be accommodated Your anticipated cooperation in this matter is greatly

appreciated.

We look forward to your input and hope to see you at the workshop on January 29",

Very truly yours,

NEPTUNE TO

25 Neptune Boulevard * Neptune, New Jersey 07753
T 1 TON Q20 FANN p Faeee 7D OQQ A2 £ v anrbrmpdonnchih o




Re:

NEPT-00130
January 14, 2008
Page 2

Public Visioning Workshop for the Neptune Fransit Village Plan
Meeting Announcement

Enciosures: Study Area Map

cCl

FAQ- Frequently Asked Questions

Philip Huhn, Township Administrator
Michael J. Bascom, Township CFO
Richard Cuttrell, Township Clerk
John C. Jennings, T&M Associates
Stakeholders - All property owners in study area and within 200 feet of study area
Township Planning Board Chair
bert Clark, Monmouth County Department of Planning
Joe Ettore, Monmouth County Department of Engineering
Borough of Bradley Beach- Municipal Clerk
Neptune City- Municipal Clerk
Stacy Grillo, Office of Smart Growth, NJDCA
Vivian Baker, NJ TRANSIT
Monica Etz, NJDOT



NEPTUNE TRANSIT VILLAGE
VISIONING SESSION

BACKGROUND

The Neptune Transit Village Study Arca (“Study Area”) includes a mix of land uses, among these being
commetcial and light industrial, retail sales and services, a restaurant, offices, auto-related uses and single
family residences, mobile homes, and multifamily housing. The Study Area encompasses approximately
14.30 acres and is located within walking distance of the Bradley Beach Train Station. The study area for
the Transit Village includes properties in Neptune west of Memorial Drive (CR-40A) and between Fifth
Avenue and Ninth Avenue over to Atkins Avenue. The area is presently zoned as Light Industrial.

The NJ TRANSIT North Jersey Coast Line provides five northbound morning peak period trains
originating from the south at Bay Head. The train ride is about 1 hour and 15 minutes to Newark with -
connections to Hoboken and New York City. In the afternoon peak period, there are eight trains out of
New York City, Newark, and Hoboken to Neptune.

Motor vehicle access to the train station is available in Bradley Beach from driveways along Lareine
Avenue (7™ Avenue in Neptune Township), and Brinley Avenue (6™ Avenue in Neptune Township).
There are protected pedestrian crossings along Memorial Drive and bicycle storage provisions at the
 statjon. The entire study area is within a five-minute walk of the rail station.

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

1. What is a Transit Village or Transit oriented design (TOD)? The Station area is within a five
or ten minute walk of the Train Station and the community should suggest ways to provide
Bradley Park residents with a compact neighborhood and pedestrian-friendly access to the train
station. TOD development should make it convenient for people to access transit by foot or
bicycle. The community can develop a plan that blends shops, residential uses, and services to

serve the Station area.

2. What is the Visioning Session? A Visioning Session allows the public and stakeholders to
express their feelings and desires for the long range development of the neighborhood and
community. Participants will help plan and design the potential future land uses, the road, street,
and sidewalk design, and feel for the community and public places that is desirable for the area.

3. Why is my input important? As a stakeholder or property owner in the Study area, this plan
will be developed representing the views and opinions of the participants. Come prepared to take
an active role in the Visioning Session to share your ideas with other members of the community
to help develop the plan. This meeting provides you the opportunity to shape and develop the
Smart Future plan for the study area.

4. What are the benefits of planning ahead and guiding development through the Visioning
process? The benefits are that the community can create building and design standards for the
area to improve the appearance and vitality of the area, The process allows the community to
develop a consensus on the future look and feel of development that benefits from its proximity to
the transit services and station. The plan will support developing a sustainable environment,
Without a plan the area will continue to remain as it is today and can stagnate without new

economic investment.

5. What are results and outcomes of tonight’s meeting? The consultant will take the input and
fashion a design concept responsive to the community. A draft TOD concept plan will be
discussed and presented to the Township and shared with the community. Based on another round
of public input, a final plan will be drafted and discussed with the Planning Board to include in

the local Master Plan and submit to the Office of Smart Growth as a final product.
NEPT00130/Caleulations&reports/FAQs01 1408.doc
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ATTACHMENT ONE

Location: Route 35
Milepost: 21,77 to 22.25
Limits: Seaview Circle to Boston Road
County: Monmouth
Municipality: Neptune Township

Description of Problem:

Route 35 is a multi-lane urban principa! artarial that carfes 2 significnat o ot of traflic with an-
ADT of greater than 16,000. It consists of two through lanes in each direction with additional
auxiliary lanes for weaving, acceleration and deceleration. Thé speed limit is 35 mph. Just north
of the project area Route 35 narrows to an undivided two lanes and limited shoulder roadway
segment. The NJDOT Straight Line Diagram is attached.

Safety Concern: A new structure 1311158 was installed by NJDOT in 2001 that resulted in
smoother and faster traffic flow along Route 35 especially coming off the northbound approach.
The traffic situation for the southbound direction is complicated by several merging/ diverging
and driveway traffic conflicts. There are design matters that due to cost constraints were not fully
addressed by the bridge project and results of that project deserve to be addressed. With existing
Jand use development in the median of the highway and a short distance for northbound drivers to
commit themselves to one of three roadways/ramps to maintain or change their course of
direction; a safety issue exists. This highway carries a significant amount of regional traffic and
there are additional substandard design features with inadequate weave lengths provided for
motorists.

e Drivers coming downgrade from the bridge have to commit to a u-turn, Route 35 north, or
Route 71 North in a 200 to 250 foot area. This is followed by another split along Route 71 for
Avon-by-the-Sea within another 400 feet.

e On the southbound direction, a Route 71 southbound ramp merges from the left side of the
roadway and permits an immediate right turn into a stub street serving Coastal Trucking with
traffic needing to cross three lanes within about 100 feet.

e This is compounded by trucks and vehicles that parl: with the rear of the vehiclp.bn the Route
35 southbound shoulder as there is not enough.space along the stub street and on the Coastal
Trucking site.

e Another existing northbound u-tuen facility from the left side of the road merges onto Route
35 southbound within 100 feet of the Memorial Drive access. From there to the existing
uncontrolled intersections and with the center median access and two other local streets to the
Waterfront, this situation is geometrically deficient.



e There are several physical condition problems that-are substandard and deficient including
the lack of adequate stopping sight distance and vertical and horizontal issues that the
NIDOT should be addressing.

Regional Benefit: The proposed realignment and reconfiguration of Route 35 southbound along
with ramp closures complemented by improved signing, replacement connections, and traffic
signals will improve safety and coordinate better accessibility to the area. This will provide
significant regional benefit to other communities including Avon-by-the-Sea, Belmar, Neptune
City, Wall, and West Belmar.

SMART GROWTH: The Township has met with the State and County officials to exchange
concepts and explain the relationship of their Smart Growth efforts consistent with the approved
Strategic Redevelopment Plan for this area west of Route 35 near the North Channel. The area is
envisioned to include mixed use development including residential, commercial (retail and
restaurants), hotel, and a parking deck that will be built adjacent to the Neptune Channel.
Creating additional public space along the waterfront and enhancing bike- pedestrian_connections
to the newly acquired municipal land on Seaview Island will be another goal of this project. '

There are relatively new condominiums and boat launches on the Seaview Island that do not have
adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to the North Channel Area and Belmar. With the increase
in public recreational space on Sea Spray Island, the Township desires to improve access for all
users of this area with an improved reconfiguration of Route 35.

The benefits will be noticed and appreciated as locally this is consistent with the Neptune Master
Plan and Revitalization Area. By reconfiguring Route 35 southbound this will eliminate the
median access along Route 35 and allow additional and safer development patterns between
Route 35 and the Waterfront Area.

On behalf of Neptune Township, we are asking the County to endorse the problem statement and
actively seek to elevate the problem identification by the County, the North Jersey Transportation
Planning Authority, and NJDOT to the Capital Program for concept and project development. All
the public agencies have recognized that the safe and efficient accessibility to the many properties
associated with the locally approved redevelopment plan is critical. Neptune Township
understands that there may be an element for local participation for some of the connections and
improvements along this section of Route 35 and will continue as a cooperating partner to guide
development consistent with the overall transportation project and the recevelopment plan.

H:ANEPB\G0701\Correspondence\J. Barris MPT_Traffic Problems.doc
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OFFICE OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
BOROUGH of RUMSON

MARrK RUBiN
OEM COORDINATOR

S )
3 o
Via FAX 732 409 7540 ( & Paqf‘é) ( 21 Nov 07

Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex

One East Main Street

Freehold, NJ 07728

Atin: My, Joseph M, Barris, PPIAICP
Project Manager

Ref: Coastal Monmouth Plan (CMP): Transportation Issues and Problem

Statements
Your Letter of 08 Nov 07

Subj: Traffic Problem Statement {TPS) for Rumson, NJ

Dear John:

Attached please find & Traffic Problem Statement for item #20 of your fist (not familiar
with Issues with ltemn #27); the other items marked for Rumson are for expansion studies and
are not really trafiic problems.

Please feel free to contact the yndersigned if vou require any additional information.

Very truly yours,

1

MarR_ Cudni [
Mark Rubin %_‘
Rumson OEM Coordinator

MR/cj
Encl: CMP TPS Stalement {1 Page)
cr: M. Rubin

T. Rogers (Rumson Borough Administrator}
File

80 BAST RIVSH ROAD, RUMSON, NEW JERSEY 07760 - Teu: 732-842-3300 - Fax: 732-212-U714
FOR EMERCENCTSS CAbL: 732-842.0500
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Clearly 2nd concisely, state your opinion as to the pretilem identified in your community on the
afiached page. Piease descrive the specific wraffic problem that takes place at this location ang
what you beligve to be the cause of such a problem. A sample tratfic problem sigtement s
provided below:

Samptle TPS Thera are majer iraffic backups at tha inlersection of Eim Sireat and County
Route 726. During rush hour, meforists been known to take four or five light
sycles Just to iravel through this intergection. Thare are ao dedicated right tum
lanes, so those making 2 right onto CR 726 have to walf through the light cycle
with motorists traveling thraugh straight or making a 1eft hand umn gl the
intersection. There is no delayad Ieft turn signal frem Elm onto County Route
‘725 which contributes o the problem

As stated in ous cover lefter, this information will be used detesmine what actions, if any, are
currently underway by various jurisdictions to help alleviate the identifisd problem. The problem
statement will also be used by the County (o help us priaritize projects for funding purposes.

Fiease use the space below to provide us with your TPS.

Site or Location:  #20 BINGHAM AVENUE/RUMSON ROAD (RUMSON, M)
(RUMSON ROAD IS COUNTY ROUTE 520)
Description; T B
W_‘M‘Wﬂ%
SERIOUS ACCIDENTS WITH INJURIES; X 18 CLEAR TO MOTORISTS
WHERE, THE ROAD EXDS IN SPITE OF THE STOP AND WARNING SIGNS THAT BAVE
BEEN POSTED; MANY MOTORISTS GO RIGHT THROUGH TRE STQP SIGN, RISKING
SERIOUS INJURY. TH1S INTERSECTIOR IS MAINTAINED BY THE COUNTY, AND
RUMSON HAS MADE REFEATED REQUESTS FOR MORE SIGNS, LYGHTED SIGRS, OR
A BLINKER.

THIS INTEESECTION WILL CONTINUE T0 BE EXTREMFLY DANGEROUS AND ADDITIONAL
ACCIDENTS [ YHIURIES /DEATHS MAY OCCUR UNLESS PROMPT ACTIOR IS TAKEN TO
CORRECT THIS DANGEROUS SITUATION, TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE.

Prepaved by: MARK RUBIN S:}_qmture:
SOR ' Pizass roturn this Giiad oist form tol
2% Nov 07 Joseph M, Barris, PPIAICP

Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East Main Sireot
Fraehold, New Jorsey 07728




BOROUGH OF SHREWSBURY

PO BOX 7420

419 SYCAMORE AVE,
SHREWSBURY, NJ 07701
TELEPHONE 732-741-4200
FAX 732-741-6549

{iecember 12, 2007

Monmouth County Planning Board
At Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Hall of Records
JFrechold NJ 07728 ...

ﬁl!?ﬁkﬁd 5% tep responses for the Traffic Probloin Statement (TPS); onc is from-our Police
Depariment snd the other has been filled ouf by a Couneilman, Thomas Menapace on behalf of

the Mayor. Also attached ave two letter copies sent to Joseph. Ettore by the Mayor this past
-stummer, gsan FYL

“TFihere is anything else you need please call our offices.

Sincerely,
L_'fa e T8V
ﬁ}fﬁ’dﬁ i, A
Lynn A, Spillane,
Municipal Clerk

-

we: Mayor Sicitiano
- Thomas Seaman, Admin.
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TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT {TPS)

Clearly and concisetly, siate yaur opinion as 1o the probiam identified in your community on the
attached page. Plzase descrive the speciflc traffic problern that takes place at this location and
“s¢hat you befiave to be the cause of such a problem. A sample trafiic problem: siatement is
. provided below:

Sample TPS | There re major rafiic barkups at the Intersection of Elm Strest and County

Route 725. During rush hour, motorists besn known to wake four or five light

cycips just 10 lraval irough this intersaction, Thers are no dedicated right um

Flangs; so-those making a right onto CR 725 have to.waltthvough thedight oycie | -

wilh motorists traveling through straight or making 2 fefthand wm atthe

| intéreection. There Is no-delayed ieft tra signal from Elm onto Caunty Route
723 witich conlributas lo the problem o

&s'siate_ri In ‘aur-covar letter, this omation will be used determine what actions, ¥f any. are
itfently undanvay by various jurisdictions to Help alleviate the identified proliiem. The problem
ement wijitalso be vsed by the Counly lo help us priontize projects for funding purposes.

se ise be space below to provide us with your TPS.

SIWWLU"@&C‘H E:*oy_g T Y~ 5’5.&::« g, A vE

9@_5@5!55‘.36“' ﬁuna ;‘?‘lnr-n:n-; q-ud) .:uc.n;ﬂ} Couty et e s -&u_é_,.g__gmig

o, ﬁm f_&mf"fw,e'l‘ ft,fﬁl’,i.. Buore Mems  iwvend #s-.-ﬂ:ﬁ o7 Sy tamyre Ayt

' : - Lhare, himres Jf  Giiip ekl P R e ey 4

x‘{,} e S T8 Cress V‘fpmsué Fotig  §Ar Fer Ceedival There 15 cas. Laf¥
fory Lons ke bend 5 twwdercdibired b bile  greverisis  teiibimg
-_7’:—" C-fa:s Ahe Faosder cerdionat bwaid iid  Arad¥iie _in #h Il_k‘a?u:: S'z'_fa_ia";a'ﬂ

¥ #léti}wg /’fr*f*?ﬁ Pera. Lemt, ‘.‘tﬁ?(-:l.:‘fl'b‘ﬂ; drivers #-bu'fﬁ-ruff Vie e

"'".'j.!ff# Fupy 4 P 5n"}wgmf- a‘ala-su,,{‘ Hhe in Ser gocdiont 2D Ceslinive

5 - Ak AL Aoy of Abe Ledi '

duen 5 i el ?‘;} 13{:. ﬂ}'ﬂjliuf'fl& . Privers "T"‘f"”‘*/ﬁ/’“‘.’ <o

¢ 5'j '..15 Ahe Jedd  Fura and dhese  Same o goresrive dewers

& Cdar oo Phin  Fhe inder feeiivks ¢ Sown 8 Fhe Lirdd

"'#fc.r Ererd RSlally, frecd i& Fhe smiddle 8 Lowger delay

;-‘-.zuﬁw’f helP  fo  redae  Ahe  pumber £ Jefy Aurws cryaBes

-Z',g% -f‘;,r;. Seeadicid., AF op infarSeedton iuwhece  ive f'}g__k__z‘f’

:.' ey

' Prepared by Cor. Dawie) On Caligrr. Slgnature: 7 e
Ploase return this filled out form to?

Josaph M. Bams, PPIACE

Monmouth Countly Pfa'nning Hoard
Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East iy Shrest
Freaheld, New Jersay 07728




TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS)

Clearly und contisely, stale your opinion as fo the probiem identified in your community on e
sitachad page. Plaate desorine tho specific Faffic problem that akes piase 8t this location and
wihat you Belisve to Be the causa of such a prablem. A sample trafiic preblem siaiemant =

- providad balow:

I Sample TPS | There ara major traffic backups 2t the intersection of Elm Sireet and County
Foute 725, Curing rush howr, molorists been known to take four or five fght
cycles just 1o travel (trough Ihis intarsection. Thern are no dedigated tght turm
lanes, so those making @ nght onlo CR 725 have to wait through hs light cysle
“with matorists traveding through siraight of making & ieft hand ham stihe. _
intarsaction. Thate Is no delayed el fum signal fram Eim onto County Route

725 which contribules lothe problem i

L

A5 .a{afté&in-ﬁur cover letter, this information witt Be used determine what actions, if any. ars
eurgnlly underway by verious lurisdictions lohelj elieviele he idendified grobiem. The problem
“staterment wil also be used by the County to hefp us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

Fleas use the apace balow 16 provida us with your TPS.

: '-_i‘s'iie-éi'_i;t:'éa!iun:

’anscﬁm oy Rowie 134, SYCamore A veuue, BITewsbury

L Pl iy a probleaT Wil Sxeessive speed and volunhe during e AM rush
o sl T R herwee Sanyieik Dive and Rowe 35, Davers

g wesron S peaneny A ve are mpued and el DRVER e g el
_-'mmmvsmmmismamsmmmmmymﬁammmmﬁmmm-
'rmﬁfam"witmpaeﬁmmrmﬁ*mﬁwﬁmmmﬁtmmﬁﬁmgirmm o
_ darﬁmgﬁmﬁmnmﬁ%mmﬁwmm%mﬂ%ﬁmmﬁmﬁfmﬂ**
ﬁshnieﬂﬁv&%ﬁwmnmmmwmmmmmm n—
"jﬁ}imﬁhﬁm-?am*balfnﬂhmm-mihas:*i%rhmmhimﬁ%'mimmm.ﬁﬂ?ﬁ@w

"W&Sﬁ‘@ "i' el N X . =t e g AT EETATERS '_t: "" .I
ittle Silverr st portivsouti boind-trains stoppin
problems are-wel-articulated i Mayor Stcitian”

e Thomus-Menapace € —
Braparad by: i B cmmmgfgﬂatum: PN L e
' Plessn mturn this filled out form to!
Joseph . Bariz, PPIAIGP
wonmoth Dounty Planning Board
Hali of Racands Annax Bullding
1 Eesl Main Street
Freshold, New Jersey 7728




BOROUGH OF SHREWSBURY
NEW JERSEY

PG BOX 7420
SHREWSBLRY, N.J. 67702
TELEPIHIONE: {732) 7414200
FAX: (732) 741.6549

July 18, 2007

Maonmoiith County @ @ @lg}%

Pivision of Engineering
A Joseph M. Ettore. P E.
Hell of Revords Annex
Freehold, NJ 07728

Re: Little Silver Interseotion — Sycamon Avcnuc&kyres
N. ). Transit North Jersey Coast Line Little Silver Station

-Althiough you had a conversation witlhy Councitman Kevin Murphy on the above referenced subjest,
- th onstesy of 8 response to the Borough of Shrewsbury’s letter of June 19, 2007 would have begn
appreciatéd, The lefter reiterafod concerns expressed on September 28, 2006 abuut the barviers that.
- wereinstilled between the intersection of Sycamors Avenue/Ayres Lane and Sunny Bank Drive in

“Shimwshury snd Hickory Lane in Little Silver.

Asynuara aware, County Rbutel 3A, Sycamore Aveniie, is the only direct cast/west corridor from
- Loty Roiute 537 and Garden State Parkway, (via Route 520 and Hope Rond). With the opening

“of Moninouth Park, in conjunction with beach traffic, the problems expressed on Juig 19, 2007
- Tinve multiplied two fold. Whal can we expoel in Octobiar, when 55,00 peoplo-are vxpedied 10
“giand the Breeder’s Cup at Monmouth Park? Removal of the barviers will reduce congestion and

provide more fivable and healthier communities in the Boronghs of Shrewsbury and Little Silver.

- Baised on the conversation he had with you, Mr. Murphy sdvised me that thére are continuing
stixdies to detenmine possible altvmatives 1o the barriors but nol 10 exXpeel &n answer soon. Please
“be adlvised that arce residents are quite vocal abont the negative affect on the quality-of life in the

S Yaurs truly,
Emilin M, Siciliano
Mayar
-ﬂ;i;ak;mn:gﬂt:

Corgspondence of B6/19/07

Ce: - Feasholder Hoii: William C. Barham, Dirgetor
_ " Membersof The Board of Chosen Frecholders
Shréwstury Councilman Kevin Murphy




BOROUGH OF SHREWSBURY
NEW JERSEY

P.0Y. BOX 7420

SHREWSBLUIRY, NJ. Q7702

TELEPHONE: (732) 741.4200
June 19, 2007 FAX: {732) 7416549

Maenmpath County o T
Division of Enginecring ;

Atmr Joseph M. Ettore, PE.
Halt of Records Annex
: Freehold, NI 07728

2 - Syirinore Al

Const Line Little Silve

NI Teasit Novth Jorsey

The communication sent (o youon Sép@%ﬁi&.zﬁﬂéi expressing our eoncerns about the barricts
that were installed between the intersection of Sycamore Avenue/Ayres Lane and Sunny Bank
Dirive m Shrewsbury and Hickory Lane in Little Silver, bears repeating.

The: Governing Body of the Boreugh of Shrewshury, in support of sesidentz and pen-residexits who
Have filed complaints about the road barriers; requests anew study be conducted by your Traffic
Safery Enginter, io evalnale the purposs/necd of the road burriers as sited by Little Silver at the

 joint meeting.of June 12, 2006. '

The instatiation of the road barders has resulted in repested ¥4 to 1 mile back-ups of stalled traffic
oo Syofimors Aveno thal impucts the quality of life and health of Shrewsbury residents and Little
Gilvor residents. Removal'of the road barriers will alleviate the daily congestions and reduce
exposure 10 harmfal emissions from stgiled vehicles, inctuding the diese! soot emissions from
siatied scliool buses, garbage trucks and publicly owned diesel vebicles.

The back-up of stalled traffic pfien exiends o State Highwiy 35/Broagd Street. Near accidents have
osciirred as drivers who intend to enter a resfilential stroct siorth of Sycomars Avenue attemyst 1o
hy-pass the back-up by driving east on the west bownd lane of Sycamors Avenue,

o Thebarriers bave eliminated what had boen an acceptable movement of traffic from
Sycamore Aveaneto-Ayres Lane to Qecanport Avenuc when castbeund wraffic was haled
due to 5 red light or a NI Transit irain stopped at the Liitle Silver mil siation.

Jusiitication for Shrewsbury's request; <«

~« The backup of stalled traffic, due to the road barrives, is componnded when NI Transit
* southbound and northbotnd traing arrive ot the Little Silver station at the same tme.
Railroad gates halting traffic come dovn well before the aing reach the intersection of
Syeamare Aventie and Braneh Avenve, thereby, oxtending the period before vehicles can
praceed gast, Formerly, vehicles intent.on using Ayres Lene were sble 1o do so despite the
salled eastbound fraffie.




Monmonth County Division of Engineering
Little Silver Intersection — Sycamore Avenue & Ayres Lane
Seplember 28, 20054 une 19, 2007

Pape 2

o Triffic movement af the Little Silver intorsection of right turas from Braych Avenue op 10
Sycamore Avenne at the same time vehicles on Oceanpurt Avenut are making left tums
over the rail grossing on tn Sycamore Avenue can be frightening.

»  Voluntcer members of Shrewshury First Aid Squad or Shrewsbury Fire Deparment have
difficalty responding to emergency calls in a timely manuer due 1o stalled vehicles
blocking the intersections atong Sycamore Avenue.

»  Removal of the rosd barriers will achieve the stated objeciives of ile
Mopmouth Connty Division of Eugineering and the i¥J Depatinice -of.
Transportation that promise to develop services and programs {0 1)

 congestion and to suppoert more livable communities.

" Respectiully,

Emilia M. Siciliand
Mayar

Ce with atiachment:
- ‘Shrewsbury Borough Council Members
. Ton Sesman, Borough Administrator
" Lyno Spillane, Borough Clerk
- Poiiee Chiel John Wilson
- Michael Bell, Coptain First Aid Squud
- Rebert Wentway, Chief’Hose Company #1

" Comespondence of 12/08/06 re letter to
- the HUB from o Litthe Silver resident.




TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS) Borout it oF SReBuly

Clearly and concisely, state your opinion as to the problem identified in your community on the
attached page. Please describe the specific traffic problem that takes place at this location and .
what you believe to be the cause of such a problem. A sample traffic problem statement is
provided below: .

Sample TPS | There are major traffic backups at the intersection of EIm Street and County
Route 725. During rush hour, motorists been known to take four or five light
cycles just to travel through this intersection. There are no dedicated right turn
lanes, so those making a right onto CR 725 have to wait through the light cycle
with motorists traveling through straight or making a left hand turn at the
intersection. There is no delayed left turn signal from Elm onto County Route
725 which contributes to the problem

As stated in our cover letter, this information will be used determine what actions, if any, are
currently underway by various jurisdictions to help alleviate the identified problem. The problem
statement will also be used by the County fo help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.
Please use the space below to providé us with your TPS.

Site or Lucation:qu,ﬂ SA Q/‘!(ﬂ )aaHer,c'enJ Ave .

Description: ,"q#,_,,—fmu Ave. is o very busy ,"‘oqcﬂum,/ in m.ng._ﬁoe“av‘sé
whickd s vsel ag A cod # pravsh 7 Frem S";i-’rcm'ﬁwffd't‘(’.. Ceryr3d
Lo Broad s7 - He moforissds atiempddo make q (rsht dvrrs
aan f:"cccc-@ SoufH o3 ?faq'ci S, Al brave, Lo c"“f“”‘ﬂ e ith
CAfhar Mo forrsts fr/i"‘caﬂy raveling. 47{ Yo~yYs mpid IS Fhey

q templt  fo Mearye, IF jfégg fs A _vehrle venai Jfﬂr 4?‘/

Lhe FANLEFSccfrous  Ffo g fie. oA feft , Lheare becomes ‘i fine af

Srend  ISsve . CFten) ,  Fhe  medwist  om the  rrsat will
ec}FL Loreneld  oaifs Lhe v’?zj#h.ray Ao e ("5-5%)/*’!".5 rat
G Cvasi. Lnsdly, Aumersus Le 1 hmwd  Aurs _€rashss zse
4 fesu e o < ;no (wﬁ:/)‘ [AF ] N\ry_ Que. Zue /?/fef_? oA 3
fhe brsteay aad fheir  iNa by {né’ fo . Judsre fhe Spee

o f o Comis FrplliC. This v forfection  pales ;a>_comfriison
fo  FSsues Yalt Brond sA _and  Sycemore Ve,

)

= —
Prepared by g;_z“pw,d T Calicas: Signature: { s

Please return this filled out form tor—" e
Josaeph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East Main Street
Freehold, New Jersey 07728




TRAFFIC PROBLEM STATEMENT (TPS) KOROWGY of SudayBuiu

Clearly and concisely, state your opinion as to the problem identified In your community on the
attached page. Please describe the specific traffic problem that takes place at this location and

what you believe to be the cause of such a problem. A sample traffic problem statemenl is
provided below:

' Sample TPS | There are major traffic backups at the intersection of Eim Street and County

Route. 725. During rush hour, motorists been known to take four or five light
cycles just to travel through this intersection. There are no dedicated right turn
ianes, so those making a right onto CR 725 have to wait through the light cycle
with motorists traveling through straight or making a left hand turn at the
intersection. There Is no delayed left turn signal from Elm onto Ccunty Route
725 which contributes to the problem

statement will als

As stated in our cover letter, this information will be used-determine what actions, if any, are
currently underwa By by various jurisdictions to help alleviate the identified problem.. The problem
be used by the County to help us prioritize projects for funding purposes.

Please use lhé‘%ﬁce below to provide us with your TPS.
Site or Location: quﬁ 5./ qm@ white. 2.

Description:  +73474¢C at  Ahis  iA® Seedrow 7S 9m{4-' ¢ el
éy' - e Cursden st  Lrair? Sensrce Tawfvic  Pechsug on

/bjy e £=ﬂ wuuo.mﬂ Gs ;A 1S angblt Ffo merse o270 ,é,—aqycf

St due 4o Ldemfirie  AGem _ Lhe  drain Service. AS g9 resosd ol

Lhrs Ppa st ent  omodor psds  uvse side  Streeds Ao cu -

L hrooys N e Efﬁfcf S',{_

Prepared by: S3» /hinse/ 7 CpliCan’  Signature: /” P S

4.

Please return this filled out form to:
Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
> . ' Hall of Records Annex Building
1 East Main Street
Freehold, New Jersey 07728
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LI Erghien Avaria
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ey £ir. Joseph M. Basls, PRPIRICP Fromi  Chiol MarkA: Sieets

| Pofecsaniger e gt Ltk Hethts Police Deparment

Toxs  (TERAOBTISN Pagos: Coverv dpages
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Pame Daker  Ucember 14, 2007

.y L i b e b+ D ————— [ Lt -

qa Monmouth County Planting Boar Faw 732 442-9253

Traffc Prodlem Sialamenis (1PS) Phone 1023490195 -

{uegent 00 For Hoview  { ) Pleaso Conoment  { ) Plensn Raply { } #lowsa Reoycls

_» FRIVALY NOTICE: This report is inténded only for tha use of the Individugl or antity to which
“it is, wliiressed. and corduing information fhat is priviisged, vonfidentisl or sxampl from
_distidaucy under Spplicable Federal or Siate Law, The reader of his repon iz harahy wotifind
ih:s;‘gw dissamdnatien, distibutlon, or copying of this report or any pant of It Is striclly
jrohibited.

| hope this s what you are looking for. Please call me,

Thank you.
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Wionmouth Ceunty Planning Board
Traffic Problem Siatement {TPS)

Site or focstivn: Alliire Road 7 Ludlow Ave (#26), Spring Luke Heights Borough

Dregeription: This inmerscetion in presendy under investigaion by Mammouth County
Tyaffic Engineers and NJ Depariment of Transporiation. There are plang 1o shange s
intermaction and add tum Janes on Stale Highway 71 to improve the traflic flow and also
dreme safer/ mare visibic pedestrian cross walks,

At the present time New Jersey Natural Gas Company 18 replazing tie gas lines through
tisis ees, The estimated date Tox the re-constroction of this niiersection is early spring

BO08.
m::ugn this nterseciion is o receive a much needed facelifl. §think onc itis
completed thete showld be & follow up wraffic survey conducted 10 fscaTigin i ihe changes
somplcied meet pur intended goals.

Prepared by: Mark A, Sreews Suemgre; /{H/ v xz@éﬁ

Chiof of Police
Sprine Lake Heights
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fﬁ?”‘ ; Monmouth Connty Planning Board
w*‘sf Traffic Probiem Statement (TPS)

Site or Loration: fgean Read / State Highway 71 Tniessection, Spring Lake Fleights
{#25)

Teseription: Stete Highway 71 is 2 North-Sonth bigiway that runs the tength of Spring
Lake Heights briween Sea Giet and Wali Township. This a two-lane kighway that is
heavily raveded Bom 5 AM on through 10 PM. A resent traffic survey completed
cevealid e 20,000 vehicles aveled this road daily.

if for any reasen State Highway 35 were lo pe congesied or Old Mill Road was closed,
ihis vumber would climb considerably.

Adthe _i;m*mﬁon of Osean Road thereds a7:11 conveniencs store that is constantly
2 busy. The probieass created as & reswitof imaffic 10 2nd from this store compound the
tsvues At the trsffic sigual located a1 thig intersectiont.

Ousan _R;uagl.'is onedt four East - West thipugh steedls in ths Borough. 11 35 2 nermaw
streed witha posigd 25 MPH, 1Lis #'residentisl ared and is heavily taveled. Those ars
nisErous compliins daily on the sumount of vehicles ay well o5 the speed of vehicles on
1hi5 ol '

Prepared hy: Mark A Steeis Stguature:
- Chielof Pefice
Spring ke Heights
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Yignmouth County Planning Board
Craffic Problem Statement (TPS)

Site or Location: Oid Mill Roud, Spring Leke Heights (#15)

Pescriptiom Oid Miil Rosd s a North-South roud that ruus the jength of Spring Lake
Heighis on tis westom boarder with Wall Township.
Ofd Mill roadt paraiiels with and is Tocated bgween tate Highway 35, Wall Township
gl Blale Highwuy 71, Spring Lake Haights.

ares, this road has become & “Cut Throngl™ to

With the increase in tralfic throughout the
wy 71, This increase is compounded whenever

avoll the congestion on both Hwy 33 & 1
fhene are any delsys or consiruction on oither Hwy 35 or Hwy 7L

Ol Ml Road b5 3 posted 25 MPH 20n¢, bt with the few oross streeis it has becomie a
:;:;&;ag;mg;gﬁnga- fiar tocals 1o avond the Highways, 85 well as visitare en rowte to their fins!
- destnsiitn.

T _Ia;snh;y-;afi"ﬁf}”f.,' Monmouih Connty installed a traffic signal on Oid Mill at Allaire

" Roall {Try: 52493 This bes helped signilicantly to reduce the mumber of serious motor
: sspties 3 1Hiis location. Bul due to the increpse of gratfic o Od Mill it may be

- vihticle:

srall 4 affic signal at the intorsection of Old Mill Road and Warren Ave., a8
galio gerious mbler vebicie orashes at thig Joeation. Asa mamtter of T, ther
it 1 be = oragh us 1 typed this repod, witly two people taken 1o the hospital.

Preparved by Mark A, Steets Signatuse: _W

Chief of Police
Spnng Laks Haights
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Monmouth County Planpning Board
Traffic Problem: Statement {TPS)

&iie ar Lucation: Wall Road, Spring Lake Haghis

This strest was ot on the Hst. but we feel it noods atfention

Desevigition: Wall Road, Spring Lake Heights isa residensial stroet with 2 posted 23
WPH. This road is & faseess road used 1o Dypass Allmire Road. Jtis heavily sraveled
51l times of the day and especially during rush hour as 2 cui-through from Spring Lake
Torough to Wall Township and on to the Garden State Parkway. It connects State
Highway 71 with St Highway 35 In Wall Township.

It §s 2 aarrow tvoelane road with parking rostcicted on the notth side. The increase in
tyulfie hasspillad onto this styeet croating an.unzafs condition for residents Hving on this

Prrepared by: Yk A, Siecly Sigﬁﬁﬂlﬁ.ﬁ%@%ﬁ"

{Uhiet of Polics
Spiing Leke Heights
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WALL TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPARTMENT

P.O. BOX 1168 / 2700 ALLAIRE RD. WALL TOWNSHIP, Nj 07719
PHONE: (732) 449-4500 » FAX: (732)-449-1273 + WWW.WALLPOLICE.ORG

DAVID MORRIS
CHIEF OF POLICE

Site or Location:
Manasquan Circle (SH 35 / Atlantic Avenue (CR524))

o Description:

Traffic stacks through the Manasquan Circle all year long during am rush hour,
pm rush hour, and lunch time. In particular, during the summer season, traffic
stacks from Silton’s Swim along Atlantic Avenue eastbound into the circle.

Therefore traffic is in gridlock.

Site Location:
Sea Girt Avenue / SH 35 Intersection

o Description:

The Sea Girt Avenue / SH 35 Intersection is one of the most congested
intersections within the Township of Wall. The vicinity of the Manasquan
Circle, the Boroughs of Sea Girt and Manasquan, and the amount retails stores
provided a high volume of traffic. Any traffic control improvements to assist
the vehicular flow would be welcomed.

Site Location:
SH 35 / Lakewood Road Intersection

¢ Description:

Lakewood Road experiences back-ups due to the lack of traffic signal delays
and the narrow road width.

“PROUDLY SERVING THE COMMUNITY SINCE 19317
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WALL TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPARTMENT

PO. BOX 1168 / 2700 ALLAIRE RD. WALL TOWNSHIP, NJ 07719
PHONE: (732) 449-4500 » FAX: (732)-449-1273 WWW.WALLPOLICE.ORG

DAVID MORRIS
CHIEF OF POLICE

November 19, 2007

Joseph M. Barris, PP/AICP
Monmouth County Planning Board
Hall of Records Annex Building

1 East Main Street

Freehold, New Jersey 07728

Re:  Traffic Problem Statement

Dear Mr.Barris;

As per request, the below Traffic Problem Statement is directly connected to
your correspondence dated November 8, 2007, Coastal Monmouth Plan:
Transportation Issues and Problem Statements. The statement is as follows:

Traffic Problem Statement (TPS)

Site or Location:
Old Mill Road / 18" Avenue (CR30) Intersection

o Description:

The Old Mill Road / 18" Avenue intetsection is offset. Asa result, it is
difficult for motorists to judge other motorists’ actions, merge onto 18" Avenue
from Old Mill Road, and locate a clear site picture. The aforementioned
intersection reaches its height of congestion during pm rush when it is difficult

to transverse.

“PROUDLY SERVING THE COMMUNITY SINCE 19317




WALL TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPARTMENT

PO. BOX 1168 / 2700 ALLAIRE RD. WALL TOWNSHIP, NJ 07719
PHONE: (732) 449-4500 + FAX: (732)-449-1273 « WWW.WALLPOLICE.ORG

DAVID MORRIS
CHIEF OF POLICE

Site Location:

SH 35 / Church Street

SH 35 / New Bedford Road
SH 35/ Old Mill Road

SH 35/ 17" Avenue

e Description:

The aforementioned roads intersecting SH 35 are in need of further traffic
control evaluation. Currently, the stated roadways have limit traffic controls

and access SH 35.

If you have any question, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thanking you in
advance in this matter.

Yours Truly,

Ptl. R. D’Andrea #90
Community Support Unit
Wall Township Police Department

“PROUDLY SERVING THE COMMUNITY SINCE 19317



8.0 PUBLIC COMMENTS

M

Public Comment Provided by:

Written Public Comments
Final Draft Plan

Claire Antonucci Sea Grant
NJMSC/NJ Sea Grant

Donna Barr General Comments
Borough of Red Bank

Planning and Zoning

Steven Callas
Monmouth County
Economic Development and Tourism

Shared Services

Robert Clark
Monmouth County Planning Board
Director

General Comments
Format

Jennifer DiLorenzo,
Monmouth University
Urban Coast Institute

Open Space/Sustainability

Vincent Domidion
Monmouth County Planning Board

Regional Demographic Study and Analysis (provided own
analysis of region)

Colts Neck Resident Sub-regional breakdown
Planning Implementation Agenda
Projections and Estimates
Format and Grammar

Geri Elias Format and Grammar

Monmouth County Planning Board

Faith Hahn Parks

Monmouth County Park System

Mary Kinslow Long Branch-Oceanport Greenway

West Long Branch Resident

Robert Mergaro Open Space

General Public

Patricia (Tee) Lesinski, President, Citizens for Wesley
Lake Commissioner, Wesley Lake Commission,
Resident of Asbury Park

General Comments

Susan L. O'Brien
Monmouth County Confidential Aide

Wildlife Observations

John Tiedemann
Monmouth University
Urban Coast Institute

Coastal Lakes

Louis Usechak
NJ League of Women Voters

Wildlife
Implementation Strategy
Format and Grammar

Fran Varacalli
Conservation Project Manager
Monmouth Conservation Foundation

Open Space/Natural Resources

Linda Zucaro
Monmouth County Human Relations Commission and
Regional Collaborative Housing Stakeholder

Format and Grammar

Written public comments are retained on file for review at the Monmouth County Planning Board.

Coastal
Monmouth
lan
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