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"Many a drawing I made at 

Great Egg Harbor, 

many a pleasant day I spent 

along its shores ... " 

John James Audubon 

(1785-1851) 
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Backgr_Q_1_!_~4__ 
-

I NTRODUCTION. In 1968, Congress passed the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act (Public Law 90-542, as amended). The Act established a 

National Wild and Scenic Rivers System to protect selected free-flowing rivers 
that have outstanding natural, cultural, and recreational values for the benefit 
and enjoyment of present and future generations. The 120 rivers currently in -----
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, comprising over 9278 river miles, are some of the 
finest in the country. 

Congress envisioned the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System as a cooperative effort which 
relies on the actions of private individuals and groups, as well as all levels of government. 
The Act provides communities with a method for protecting local river corridors which is 
sensitive to the specific local needs and concerns. The Act also provides a framework for 
decision-making, one that calls for the development of a sensible conservation strategy for rivers 
and their related lands. 

In early 1985 local residents, landowners and public officials began to focus their interest on 
the future of the Great Egg Harbor River, a 59 mile river in the heart of the Pinelands of 
southern New Jersey. The State and Local Rivers Conservation Assistance Program of the 
National Park Service's Mid-Atlantic Regional Office was invited to hold workshops throughout 
the area in late 1985 to help citizens explore possible ways of conserving the river and its 
tributaries. In response to strong community support, the Atlantic County Board of 
Freeholders, Atlantic County Board of Parks and Recreation and the municipalities of Buena 
Vista, Corbin City, Egg Harbor, Estell Manor City, Hamilton, Weymouth, Somers Point, 
Winslow, Franklin and Monroe passed resolutions endorsing the idea of a study of the Great 
Egg Harbor River. Through the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the study would 
determine the river's eligibility and suitability for possible inclusion into the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System. 

On March 4, 1986 New Jersey Congressmen Hughes, Florio, Howard, Saxton and Smith co
sponsored legislation in the U.S. House of Representatives to authorize the entire Great Egg 
Harbor River as a study river to be considered for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers System. At the time, Congressman Hughes noted: 

I 
As our natural environment continues to shrink due to increased development, the people of southern 
New Jersey are becoming increasingly concerned over the future of {the Great Egg Harbor 
River] ... The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides the citizens of the area the opportunity to determine 
the future of the river. (Congressional Record, March 4, 1986) 

After the legislation passed the House of Representatives, Senators Bill Bradley and Frank 
Lautenberg introduced a companion bill in the U.S. Senate on April 10, 1986. The legislation 
passed the Senate as part of an omnibus rivers bill and was signed into law by President Reagan 
on October 30, 1986. 

WILD & SCENIC RWERS ACT 
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• Determine the eHgiblllty or the Great Egg Harbor River and Its tributaries for inclusion in the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System; 

• Determine the suitability or the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries for inclusion 
in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System; 

• Develop a river conservation strategy for the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. 

These three objectives have been accomplished by the following steps: 

1. Forming a study task force; 
2. Assessing river resources to determine eligibility; 
3. Analyzing river Issues and existing programs; 
4. Surveying landowners' attitudes about the river; 
5. Developing goals and objectives for the river; 

6. Holding local discussions about recommendations; 
7. Preparing river conservation alternative actions 
8. Soliciting local decisions about recommendations; and 
9. Preparing a study repon evaluating suitability for inclusion into the System. 

During the past two years, the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of the National Park Service has 

carried out this process by warking closely with a study Task Force made up of representatives 

of municipalities, state and federal agencies, river interests, and local residents . 



Background (cont.) 
The Task Force and the National Park Service together have identified the outstandingly 

remarkable resource values of national significance associated with the Great Egg Harbor and 
its tributaries. These have been documented in the 

Great Egg HaTbor River Wild and Scenic River Study 
Final Eligibility and Classification Report 
(August, 1988). 

The free-ftowing qualities and nationally significant resources make the Great Egg Harbor 
River and certain tributaries eligible for possible inclusion in the National Wild and· Scenic 

Rivers System. The Task Force also helped to identify river resource values of state and local 
significance such as wetlands, ftoodplains and areas of archeological sensitivity, values that were 

determined important to be included in a river oonservation strategy. 

Issues and ooncerns were reoorded through a series of workshops held in .the watershed in 
March ar' ' April of 1988. The issues were analyzed by sub-committ~ of the Task Force 
during t1'. ..1onths of May and June of 1988 and then documented in a draft repon. Comments 

and revisions were incorporated in the 

Great Egg HaTbor RiW!I' Wdd and Scenic RiW!I' Study 
Final Issues Repol1 
(October, 1988). 

In September of 1988 the South Jersey Center for Public Affairs at Stockton State College 
assessed the attitudes of landowners adjacent to the Great Egg Harbor River oonceming land 

use, oonservation and future land planning. Their results are documented in the 

Final Landowner Altitude Assessment Report 
(March, 1989). 

With help from the Task Force, Rutgers University's Forum for Public Policy began in 
September of 1988 to review and analyze existing local, state and federal statutes and programs 
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that address the protection of the resource values identified on the Great Egg Harbor River. 

The results of this review were presented in the 

Drqft Existing Programs Review 
(June, 1989). 

Goals and objectives for the Great Egg Harbor River and its tn'butaries were generated by the 
Task Force in October of 1988. The goals and objectives act as the framework for developing 
actions to protect and conserve the important resources associated with the river as well as to 
address the issues. 

Through the months of May and June of 1989, the National Park Service and members of the 
Task Force met with local officials in the 12 communities along the Great Egg Harbor River 
and its eligi'ble tn'butaries. The 12 communities contacted were: Winslow, Corbin City, 
Hammonton, Buena Vista, Weymouth, &tell Manor, Egg Harbor, Upper, Somers Point, 

Monroe, Folsom and Hamilton Township. Prior to these meetings, local officials were sent a 
briefing packet which summarized the resources, issues, goals, objectives and potential actions 
that the study had assessed thus far. The purpose of the discussions was to get input from the 

local officials concerning the study findings, and to respond to some of the questions and 
concerns they may have about the study and its recommendations to Congress. 

In addition to the discussions with local officials, the Task Force met to develop overall 
alternatives and specific actions for future planning and management of the river and its 
tn'butaries. These and a summary of the findings to date were compiled in the 

Preliminary Drqft Study Report 
(June, 1989) 

and sent to each municipality and appropriate officials for review and specific recommendations. 



Background (cont.) 

ASSUMPTIONS. In addition to the goals created by the Task Force for the Great Egg 

Harbor River Wild and Scenic River Study, several assumptions were established relating 

to future conservation strategies for the river: 

No Federal Acquisition 
or Administration 

Local Management 

Recognize and Use 
Existine Proerams 

Traditional Uses · 
Maintained 

In keeping with the legislative intent authorizing the study, the 
National Park Service will not recommend to Congress that it be 
given authority to. acquire land, nor that it be authorized to 
administer a possible scenic and recreational designation. 

The results of the Landowner Altitude Assessment and discussions 
with local officials clearly reflect the desire of local landowners to 
provide for river conservation and management at the local level. 

To fulfill the intent of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, it is most 
effective to recognil.e and coordinate the use of existing local, state 
and federal statutes and programs to conserve the outstandingly 
remarkable resources of the river. A significant number of 
existing natural resource laws, regulations and programs at the 
state and local level are directly related to the protection of river
related resources. 

A primary reason for the initiation of the Great Egg Harbor River 
Wild and Scenic River Study was to respond to a local desire to 
maintain and conserve the river values that are important to area 
residents. These values would include the continuation of 
traditional uses such as agricultural production, fishing, marinas, 
residential housing, and recreation. The intent of the local 
conservation strategy is to identify those allowable traditional uses 
and identify possible future uses that are compatible with the 
protection of the important resource values. 
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Protection or 
Landowner Rights 

Recommendations Based 
on Findings and Local and 
State Decisions 

Recognition or Economic 
. Needs 

The intent of the conservation strategy for the Great Egg Harbor 
River is to ensure that traditional uses are maintained and the rights 
of landowners are respected while simultaneously protecting the 
important resource values. 

The intent of the study has been that the repon to Congress by the 
National Park Service for inclusion of the Great Egg Harbor River 
and its tributaries into the National System will be based on the 
recommendations of the Task Force, local governments and 
participating state agencies. 

As pan of the strategy to protect the resources of the Great Egg 
Harbor River, ideas will be developed to recognize and enhance 
compatible economic development. Strategies will be supported 
through public and private grants, funding programs, and technical 
assistance. 



ELIGIBILITY FINDINGS AND 

D ETERMINATION OF EUGIBILITY. The segments of the Great Egg Harbor River 

and its tributaries that are eligible for possible designation into the National System, as_ 

described in the Final Eligibility and Classification Reporl (August, 1988), were selected using 

the following three-step process: 

The Great Egg Barbor River and Its tributaries were examined to determine If they were free-Oowlng. 

For the mainstem of the Great Egg, impounded segments (Lake Lenape and New Brooklyn 

Lake) were disqualified, but other segments separated by impoundments were considered 

potentially eligible as long as they were free-flowing. For the tributaries, only free-flowing 

, segments that were directly connected to the mainstem of the Great Egg were considered 

potentially eligible. Impounded sites were identified using USGS topographic maps and aerial 
photos and were verified by field checks. 

Those segments of the Great Egg Barbor River and Its tributaries which are free·Oowlng were analyzed 
to determine the level of development and access In the river corridor. 

The river corridor study area was considered to be the area one quarter-mile from the banks 

of the river. Using a system developed for the Nationwide Rivers Inventory, a Development 
Point Index value to assess the degree of development was calcuiated mile-by-mile and then 

averaged for the free-flowing ~gments of the Great Egg and its tn'butaries. Segments with an 

average Index value of more than 100 points were disqualified. Certain types of land uses or 

development in the river corridor (e.g. major sand and gravel operations, parallel four-lane 
expressways, large parallel powerline transmission rights-of-way, factories or industrial sites) 

could also disqualify a river segmenL USGS topographic maps and aerial photos of the river 
were used to determine levels of development and were verified with field checks. 
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PROPOSED CLASSIFICATIONS . 

Each river sepaent and tributary or the Great Egg passing the Development Point Index ; 
was then naluated to determine If any •outstandingly remarkable• river-related . 

. resources alsted. 

An outstandingly remarkable resource value is defined as being of either national or multi

state significance. A river segment or tn"butary was declared eligi"ble if any significant river

related resource rould be documented. Federal, state, and local agencies, the Pinelands 

Commission, private ronservation organb.ations, local universities and rolleges, and individual 

resource experts were rontacted to provide any literature, information or maps relating to the 

Great Egg Harbor River and its resources. 

PROPOSED CL4SSUIC4TIONS. The Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries were 

evaluated to determine the proposed classifications which best fit the existing ronditions 

of the streams. Section 2(b) of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act indicates that eligible 

rivers shall be classified as one of the following: 

1. WUcl River Areas Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments and 
generally inaccessible except by trail, with watersheds or shorelines 
essentially primitive and waters unpolluted. These areas represent · 
vestiges of primitive America. 

2. Scenic ;River Areas Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments, 
with shorelines or watersheds still largely primitive and largely 
undeveloped, but accessible in places by roads. 

3. Recreatiqpal River~. Those rivers or sections of rivers that are readily accessible by road 
or nlllroad, that may have some development along their shorelines, 
and that may have undergone some impoundment or diversion in 
the past. 

-



ELIGIBILITY FINDINGS AND 

A total of U9 miles of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries, meeting the eligibility 

criteria, are considered eligible for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 

The specific segments and their proposed classifications are shown in Map 1. The river corridor 

is defined by the areas in which the outstandingly remarkable resources are found (see Map 2). 

A summary of the specific segment by segment descriptions, their attributes and classifications 

can be found in Appendix A. The overall proposed classifications and number of river miles 

for the eligi"ble segments of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries are summarized as 

follows: 

River Name/Se&ment 

Tuckahoe River 

Middle River 

All other ellglble segments of 
the Great Ea Harbor River 
and Its tributaries 

Segment Description 

Mouth of Patcong Creek to mouth of 
Perch C.ove Run 

C.onfluence with Great Egg Harbor 
River to Route 50 Bridge 

C.onfiuence with Great Egg Harbor 
River to Atlantic C.ounty impoundments 

See Map 1 

Classification/Miles 

Scenic Classification 
10 miles 

Scenic Classification 
9 miles 

Scenic Classification 
S.6 miles 

Recreational 
Classification 
104.4 miles 

OUTSTANDINGLYREMA,RKABLE RIVER-RELATED RESOURCES. The river-related 

rewurces of the Great Egg Harbor River were assessed in the Final Eligibility and 

Classification Report in August of 1988. The resources of national or regional significance 

qualifying segments of the river for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System 

are summarized below. The delineation of boundaries in which these resources are found is 

shown in Map 2. For a complete list of the outstandingly remarkable resources, please refer 

to Appendix B. 
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PROPOSED CLASSIFICATIONS(cont.) 

Regional Setting 

The Great Egg Harbor River flows within and is representative of rivers in the Pinelands 

ecosystem and the Embayed Coastal Plain physiographic province of New Jersey. The Pinelands 

National Reserve, which encompasses a major part of the river area, is recognized as a 

nationally significant resource because of its unique groundwater reservoirs geology and flora 
and fauna. The Pinelands National Reserve is also internationally recognized as a unit of the 

South Atlantic Coastal Plain Biosphere Reserve under the United Nations Man and the 

Biosphere Program. 

Physiographic/Geologic Setting 

The Cohansey and Kirkwood sand formation, underlying the Pinelands and the Great Egg, is 

the largest freshwater aquifer in the Mid-Atlantic region of the United States, and supports 

unusual Pinelands hydrology and associated flora and fauna. 

Surface Hydrology 

The Great Egg Harbor River is one of two major river systems in the Pinelands National 

Reserve, draining about 20 percent of the area's 1.1 million acres. All waters in the Pinelands 

have been designated by the US Environmental Protection Agency as Outstanding National 

Resource Waters which are to be protected from any change in water quality. 

Vegetation 

The lower Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries contain large expanses of ecologically 

significant tidal marshlands and hardwood swamps. The middle and upper segments of the 

Great Egg Harbor River and its tn"butaries rontain significant areas of hardwood swamp. Both 

areas have sites with rare plants or plant oommunities recognized by federal and state agencies 

and the Pinelands Commission. These rare plants and plant communities include Pine Barrens 



ELIGIBILITY FINDINGS AND 

Boneset, Par'.1;er's Pipewort, Barratt's Sedge, and others. These areas are documented by the 

New Jersey Natural Heritage Program. 

Wildlife 

The lower Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries provide breeding habitat for the peregrine 
falcon as well as wintering habitat for the southern bald eagle, both species of which are on the 

federal endangered lisL Hardwood swamps and wetlands adjacent to the lower, middle and 

upper Great Egg and its tributaries provide habitat for rare and endangered species such as the 

northern harrier and Pine Barrens tree frog recognized by the New Jersey Department of 

Environmental Protection and the Pinelands Commission. All of these areas are documented 
by the New Jersey Natural Heritage Program. 

Recreation 

The Great Egg is the longest canoeable river in the New Jersey Pinelands. The area provides 
excellent recreational opportunities in close proximity to the major urban centers of 
Philadelphia, Trenton, Camden and Wilmington. The US Fish and Wildlife Service recently 
designated 15,000 acres adjacent to Cedar Swamp Creek as the Cape May National Wildlife 

Refuge. The State of New Jersey owns in excess of 30,000 acres of land in three state Wildlife 

Management Areas that border the Great Egg and its tn"butaries. In addition, Atlantic County 

owns and manages over 4,000 acres of public park lands adjacent to the Great Egg. All of 

these areas provide opportunities for boating, fishing, hunting, and birdwatching. 

Fisheries 

The lower tidal portions of 'l.he Great Egg Harbor River (below Mays Landing) and its 
tributaries serve as critical nursery habitat and spawning grounds for anadromoiis fish, as well 
as resident estuarine and transient marine fish including alewife herring and striped bass. The 
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PROPOSED CLASSIFICATIONS(cont.) 

lower Great Egg is also one of only four areas in the State of New Jersey where commercially 

important quantities of seed oyster still exist. 

Cultural Resources 

The corridors of the lower Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries contain a number of 

historically significant sites which were important in the early maritime industry in southern New 
Jersey. Sites which were crucial to the development of the bog,iron industry also occur on 
the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. A number of these sites are on or are eligible 

for the National Register of Historic Places and recognized by the Office of New Jersey State 
Heritage and Pinelands Commission. 

Scenic Resources 

The US Depanment of Interior, in cooperation with the Pinelands Commission and the New 
Jersey Depanment of Environmental Protection, published a report in 1980 entitled the 

Pine/ands Scenic Study to define and assess the relative value of the scenic resources of the 

Pinelands. As pan of the study, residents and users of the Pinelands were surveyed to evaluate 

scenic preferences .. The most preferred scenic landscape in the Pinelands was surface water in 
lakes and streams. The next most preferred landscape was undisturbed forest, including cedar 
and hardwood swamp areas. The Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries contains an 

abundance of both of these scenic landscapes. In addition, the Pinelands Comprehensive 

Management Plan has identified the Great Egg Harbor River from the Garden State Parkway 

to the Atlantic City Expressway as a designated Scenic Corridor, along with the Tuckahoe and 
Middle Rivers. · 



ELIGIBILITY FINDINGS AND 
l'ROPOSED CLAS$_~FIQAT_IONS(cont.) 

P RJORITY RESOURCES. In addition to the nationally significant river resources, the 

National Park Service and the Task Force identified river-related resources of state and 

local significance that will be included in their protection strategies for the Great Egg. These 

resources are shown in Map 3 and are described below. 

Wetlands 

Soils associated with wetlands adjacent to the Great Egg Harbor and its tributaries and classified 

as having severe limitations for development purposes were recommended for protection. The 

soils were delineated using Soil Conservation Service County Soil Surveys. These areas are 

' considered important in light of recent strong state legislation protecting freshwater wetlands, 

which will be discussed in the Summary of Existing Protection. 

Flood Ha1.llrd Areas 

Flood Insurance Rate Maps for each community in the watershed were used to map the 100-

year fiood hai.ard areas. These areas surrounding the Great Egg Harbor River and its 
tributaries are important since the state Flood Hai.ard Area Control Act currently authorizes 

municipalities to regulate stream encroachment activities in the flood hai.ard area and to 
develop conservation oriented land use ordinances. 

Areas of Archeological Significance and Sensitivity 

These areas, as determined by archeological studies conducted by Temple University and 
members of the Task Force, are corridors along intermittent, permanent, and navigable streams 

where known Paleo-indian sites have been documented and/or the probability of finding new 

sites is very high. These areas have been identified as corridors directly adjacent to wetlands, 
both tidal and freshwater, in the Great Egg Harbor River watershed. 
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SUMMARY OF EXISTING PROTECTION 

I 1VTRODUCTION TO RESOURCE PROTECTION. Section lO(a) of the 

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (P.L. 90-542, as amended) states: "Each 
component of the national wild and scenic rivers system shall be administered 

in such a manner as to protect and enhance the values which caused it to be 
included in said system without, insofar as is consistent therewith, limiting other -----
uses that do not substantially interfere with public use and enjoyment of these values." The 

National W'dd and Scenic Rivers System Final Revised Guidelines/or Eligibility, Classification 
and Management of River Areas (Federal Register, 1982) state: "Managing agencies will 

implement these principles [Section lO(a)] to the fullest extent possible under their general 
statutory authorities and existing Federal, State and local laws." Existing protection of the 
outstandingly remarkable resources can best be defined for the Great Egg Harbor River in New 
Jersey as a combination of private, local, state and federal programs. More specifically, the 

amount of the river corridor in private ownership, plus the authority of existing federal and 
state regulations and review pertaining to the river-related resources in the corridor, along with 
local zoning ordinances and private landowner actions, accurately define the degree of protection 
afforded the resources in the river corridor. 

Even though approximately 74 percent of the Great Egg Harbor River corridor is in private 

ownership, the State of New Jersey provides some of the strongest state legislation for resource 

protection in the nation. This is reflected in the decisions of the State to legislate programs 

that regulate activities in and around wetlands, in ecologically significant areas like the Pinelands 

National Reserve, and in the coastal areas of New Jersey. The Great Egg Harbor River and 
its outstandingly remarkable river-related resources are significantly affected by statutory 

provisions of state resource protection laws relevant to these areas. Over 82 percent of the 
Great Egg Harbor River corridor is made up of freshwater and tidal wetlands. The entire river 
and its tributaries flow through the Pinelands National Reserve, and over half of the corridor 

lies in the New Jersey Coastal zone. In addition, the Natural Lands Trust, a private land trust 
organil.ation that works with private landowners, owns and manages several parcels of land 

adjacent to the Great Egg Harbor River for the purpose of protecting natural diversity and 

preserving the areas in their natural state. 



SUMMARY OF 
EXISTING PROTECTION(cont.) 

An evaluation of all applicable local, state and federal statutes, their implementing regulations, 

oversight programs and enforcement provisions was completed in support of river management 

suitability determination. Results of the comprehensive evaluation of existing programs are 

detailed in the Draft Existing Programs Review (June, 1980) conducted by Rutgers University 

Forum for Public Policy. Overall, the river-related resources of the Great Egg Harbor River 

are directly affected by restrictive resource management programs administered by the New 

Jersey Pinelands Commission, the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and 

the New Jersey Department of Agriculture. What follows is a summary of the existing 

protection measures by which the Great Egg Harbor River and its resources are protected. 

PUBLIC LANDS. Over 26 percent of the river corridor of the Great Egg Harbor River 

is in either state Wildlife Management Areas or county parks (see Map 2). The state 

manages the Wildlife Management Areas for the purposes of wildlife habitat enhancement and 

low intensity recreation. These areas are managed by the NJ DEP Division of Fish and Game 

and provide excellent birdwatching, fishing and hunting for the residents of southern New Jersey. 
The Lester G. McNamara Wildlife Management Area, the largest of the Wildlife Management 

Areas, is comprised of tidal wetland areas, bald eagle wintering habitat and a successful raptor 

recovery program which has brought the osprey back to southern New Jersey in healthy 

numbers. The US Fish and Wildlife Service has designated 15,000 acres of land south of the 

Wildlife Management Area along the eligible tributary of Cedar Swamp Creek as the new Cape 

May National Wildlife Refuge. The US Fish and Wildlife Service is in the process of acquiring 

lands within the designated refuge. 

The county parks in Atlantic County manage the natural, historic, and recreational resources 

found in these areas for enjoyment by the public, and actively enforce laws to protect these 

resources. Atlantic County Park in Estell Manor, for example, provides opportunities for 

picnicking, birdwatching, historic interpretation of the revolutionary war glassworks industry, 

canoeing, fishing, and other sports. The Warren Fox Nature Center, named for the man 

responsible for a number of conservation projects in Atlantic County, conducts a number of 

environmental education and interpretation programs related to the resources of the park along 

Stephen Creek. 
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STATE A.ND FEDERAL PROGRAMS. A total of 14 individual New Jersey state statutes 

and 7 federal statutes were reviewed as they relate to the resource values of the Great Egg 

Harbor River. The chart on page 25 shows that each of the river-related resources of the 

Great Egg Harbor River are addreued by at least one or more of the 21 state and federal 
statutes. Moreover, a more oomprehensive evaluation revealed that four programs and their 
associated rules and regulations provide very strong protection for the outstandingly remarkable 

river-related resources. These four statutes are: 

1. NJ Pinelands Protection Ad NJSA 13:18.4-1 to 28 (1979) 
2. NJ Coastal Ana Fadlities Review Ad NJSA 13:19-1 to 21 (1973) 
3. NJ Waterfront Dellelopment Law NJSA 12:5-3 (1988) 
4. NJ Frahwater Wetlands Protection Ad NJSA 13:9B·l to 23 (1987) 

NJ Pinelands Protection Act 

The Pinelands National Reserve was created in New Jersey through the National Parks and 
Recreation Act of 1978. Within the Pinelands National Reserve, 'management areas' were 

delineated in a ponion known as the Plnelands Area (see Map 4-Zonlng). The Pinelands Area 

oontains a mix of valuable environmental features, farmland, hamlets, subdivisions and towns. 

All segments of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries, with minor exceptions, fall 

within the Pinelands National Reserve. 

In 1979, the New Jersey Plnelands Protection Act instituted the Plnelands Commission to plan 

and manage all land and water resources within the Pinelands National Reserve, and more 

extensively within the Pinelands Area. The Pinelands Commission is oomposed of 15 members 
which includes seven appointed by the Governor of New Jersey; seven appointed by the 

freeholders of the affected oounties; and one appointed by the Secretary of the Interior (the 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Director of the National Park Service). The Depanment of the Interior 

is the only agency to maintain a federal presence on the Pinelands Commission. In addition, 

the Commission maintains a staff of 45 full-time employees involved in reviewing development 

applications and revisions to municipal land use ordinances. 



SUMMARY OF 
EXISTING PROTECTION(cont.) 

In 1980, the Pinelands Co~ion adopted a Comprehensive Management Plan (CMP) for the 

Pinelands Area. The CMP was approved by the Governor of New Jersey and the Secretary of 

the Interior. All counties and municipalities within the Pinelands Area are required to revise 

master plans and zoning ordinances to conform with the standards of the CMP. The Pinelands 
Co~ion, with direct participation by the Depanment of the Interior, is responsible for 
cenifying master plans, inspections, permits, planning and enforcement duties. In cenified 
communities, the Co~ion is involved in a two-stage review process for proposed land and 

water activities in the Pinelands Area. In the first stage, the Commission reviews an application 
for development for consistency with the requirements of the CMP. The applicant must receive 

a certificate of filing prior to seeking approval of other local, county, state, or federal agencies. 

In the seoond stage, the Commission reviews the local decision on an application to be sure it 

meets the CMP standards. If the decision is inconsistent with the minimum standards of the 

CMP, then the Co~ion works with the local community and applicant to bring the 

proposed activity into conformance. All applications receive on-site inspections. All activities 

in the Pinelands Area are reviewed with respect to their potential impact on water quality. 

Two communities whose eligi"ble segments lie within the Pinelands Area have not yet updated 
their zoning ordinances and master plans to conform with Pinelands: Buena Vista Township 
and Folsom Borough. The Pinelands Commission reviews all development proposals in these 
communities until they are certified. Both communities are expected to have their master plans 

and zoning in conformance with the CMP within the next year. Cenified communities have the 

authority to review all development proposals and approve or deny them in a manner consistent 

with their master plans and zoning. However, if a development plan inconsistent with a 

community's zoning ordinances is approved by that community, the Pinelands Commission can 
supersede that approval and object to the development application. The standards of the 

Comprehensive Management Plan supersede all state authorities within the designated 

management areas. 

The Comprehensive Management Plan strictly regulates activities related to: surface and 

groundwater resources; vegetation and wildlife; wetlands; fire management; forestry; air quality; 
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historical, archeological and cultural preservation; scenic resources; waste management; resource 

extraction; and recreation of the Great Egg Harbor River (Pine/ands Comprehensive 

Management Plan, 1980). 

NJ Coastal Area Facilities Review Act 

In addition to the requests of the Pinelands CMP, the tidal portions of the Great Egg Harbor 

River are affected by the New Jersey Coastal Area Facilltles Review Act (CAFRA). The federal 

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 allows states to delineate their own coastal zones, 

develop management plans, and to regulate activities in those areas that are consistent with the 

federal act. The Coastal Area Facilities Review Act of New Jersey is the state companion 

legislation to the federal Coastal Zone Management Act. The provisions of CAFRA are 

administered by the Division of Coastal Resources within the NJ Department of Environmental 
Protection. The Division of Coastal Resources is strongly active in the areas of permitting, 

inspection and enforcement of water resources activities of the Great Egg Harbor River tidal 

areas. CAFRA regulates activities related to marine fisheries, shellfisheries, water quality, 
surface water, stormwater, groundwater, wildlife habitat, air quality, public access to waterfront, 

scenic resources, buffers, solid waste, traffic, soils, and floodplain areas. The focus of CAFRA 

is to regulate large a>mmercial activities, industrial uses and residential developments of 25 or 

more units so that these activities will not result in significant adverse impacts to tne resources 

associated with tidal areas, such as wetlands, water quality, fisheries, and wildlife habitat. 

The tidal portion of the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries below Mays Landing 

are under the joint jurisdiction of the Pinelands National Reserve and the NJ DEP Division of 

Coastal Resources (see Map 4-Zonlng). Primary oversight in this river area is given to the 

Division of Coastal Resources, but through a Memorandum of Agreement all applications for 

major development are subject to review by the Pinelands ·Commission for consistency with the 

provisions and minimum standards of the Pinelands CMP. 



SUMMARY OF 
EXISTING PROTECTION(cont.) 

NJ Waterfront Development Law 

To reduce the rate of developments not subject to CAPRA, the Governor invoked special 

provisions to expand the powers of the NJ Waterfront Development Law (NJSA 12:5-3). This 

law originally regulated activities solely on the shorelines of tidal bodies of water. In October 

of 1988, Governor Tom Kean, through Certification of Imminent Peril, expanded the jurisdiction 

under the Waterfront Development Law to include areas(wetlands and uplands) adjacent to tidal 

water bodies in the coastal zone. A Waterfront Development Permit is required for any project, 

regardless of size, in the CAFRA zone. The provisions are governed by the NJ Rules on 

Coastal Resources and Development (NJSA 7:7E-l.l et seq., 1986). Development proposals are 

reviewed, like CAPRA, with respect to possible significant adverse impacts on the resources in 

the areas under the jurisdiction of the law. In the tidal areas of the Great Egg Harbor River, 

these resources would include those associated with wetlands and uplands. 

NJ Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act 

The purpose of this act is to preserve the integrity of the New Jersey freshwater wetlands by 

establishing the state jurisdiction beyond tidal areas and by providing a basis for assuming the 

federal wetlands authorities by meeting and exceeding the wetland protection provisions of the 

federal Clean Water Act. 

In addition to minimum standards set by the Pinelands CMP with regard to wetlands, a permit 

is required by the NJ DEP's Division of Coastal Resources, Bureau of Freshwater Wetlands for 

all developmeni activities(i.e. dredging, filling, and construction) in open water areas. The 

provisions of the Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act apply in the CAFRA zone effecting 

eligible segments of tht Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries as well as the non-Pinelands 

area of the Great Egg Harbor River in Winslow Township (see Map 4-Zoning). 
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The following activities are regulated and conditionally prohibited for all freshwater wetlands 
in the Great Egg Harbor River area pursuant to the Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act: 

Removal, excavation, disturbance or dredging of soil, sand, gravel, or any aggregate material; 
Drainage or disturbance of the water level or water table; 
Dumping, discharging or filling with any materials; 
Driving of any pilings; 
Placing of obstructions; or 
Destruction of plant life which would alter the character of a freshwater wetland. 

The NJ Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act specifically recognizes rivers under the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act and affords special protection to their wetlands. The issuance or state 
general freshwater wetlands permits ls prohibited for rivers subject to Section S(a) or the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act, regardless or the proposed activity. 

Overall, these four state programs alone provide a strong basis for the future management and 

protection of nationally significant river values. Protection and management is further 

guaranteed when coupled with other programs such as the NJ Soil Erosion and Sediment 

C.Ontrol Act, the NJ Flood Hazard C.Ontrol Act, related federal programs, and local zoning. 

T OCAL .ZONING. With assistance from the National Park Service, the Pinelands 

.l....Jc.ommission, and the NJ DEP Division of O>astal Resources, Rutgers' Forum for Public 

Policy reviewed the zoning ordinances for the 12 communities in the study area and mapped 
out the existing zoning adjacent to the· Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries (see 

Map 4-Zonlng). For each community, the permitted uses and minimum lot sizes were reviewed 

as well as local and mandatory state provisions for floodplain districts, site plan reviews, open 

space requirements, clustering, conservation mnes, residential, business, commercial and 

agricultural districts. A complete summary of the local mning review for each community can 

be found in the Appendices. 
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SUMMARY OF 
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Conditional Uses 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
(2.3-70 - per unit) 

JORESTRY 

SCHOO IS 

PIACES or WORSHIP 

PARKS 

AGRICULnJRAL AIRFIELDS 

AGRICULnJRAL EMPWYEE HOUSING 

AGRICULnJRAL COMMERCIAL 
FACIU11ES 

CAMPGROUNDS 

GOLF COURSES 

STABLE; 

MUSEUMS 

MARINAS, PIERS, BULKHEADS 

NON·PROnT CLUBS 

PRODUCE STANDS 

GARAGES 

PUBIJC U111J11ES 

PLANNED RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
(15,000 ... M,000 14 ft.) 

BOAT SALES, RENTAL STORAGE 

RESTAURANTS 

THF.ATERS 

SMAIL RETAIL 

PROFESSIONAL omCES 
MAJORGROUNDWATERWITHDRAWAL 

CHANNEL MODIFICATION 

RESOURCE EXTRACTION 

Incompatible Uses 

HAZARDOUS AND TOXIC 
WASTE STORAGE 

JUNKYARDS 

HEAVY INDUSTRY 

HEAVY COMMERCIAL 

MOTELS{HOTELS 

NEW LANDFILLS 

MAJOR AIRPORTS 

IMPOUNDMENTS 
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The chart on the previous page shows the existing compatible, conditional, and Incompatible 

land and water uses for the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries based on the 

review of local zoning ordinances in the corridor. The zoning in the Great Egg Harbor River 

Corridor is predominately Forest/Conservation Areas, Agricultural Production Areas, and 
Rural/Residential Areas. The Pinelands CMP prescribes minimum standards and allowable uses 
within these areas, and encourages communities to exceed the minimum standards by 
developing and employing more protective ordinances. Activities listed under Compatible Uses 
are those uses which communities have zoned in the river corridor that would most likely not 
be impeded by wetlands restrictions, or special permits as long as they do not have any 
significant adverse impacts. The activities under Conditional Uses are those uses that require 

a review and approval by the Pinelands Commission and/or NJ DEP for consistency with the 
minimum standards of the CMP, NJ Rules on Coastal Resources and Development, and the NJ 

Rules on Freshwater Wetlands. Activities under Incompatible Uses are those activities 

prohibited either by the Pinelands CMP (Hai.ardous and Toxic Waste Storage, New Landfills) 

or not recognized by the communities' local zoning ordinances as an allowable future use in the 
zones within the Great Egg Harbor River Corridor. 



SUMMARY OF 
EXISTING PROTECTION(cont.) 

·- ·-

Protection of Wetlands and Buffers 

Wetlands comprise over 82 percent of the Great Egg Harbor River Corridor. Therefore, 82 

percent of the river corridor, regardless of the activities listed under Conditional Uses allowed 

by local zoning, is subject to the restrictions and provisions of the NJ Freshwater Wetlands 

Protection Act. Also controlling activities· in the wetlands of the river corridor are the 

Pinelands Comprehensive Management Plan, CAFRA, the NJ Waterfront Development Law, 

the NJ Water Quality Planning Act (NJSA 58:11A-10), and the NJ Flood Hazard Control Act 

(NJSA 58:16A). Although communities may have areas zoned for the uses listed under 

Conditional Uses within the river corridor, they would be reviewed by either the Pinelands 

Commission and/or the NJ DEP Division of Coastal Resources for their potential impact on 

water quality and wetlands. The Pinelands CMP prohibits any development in wetlands or 

within 300 feet of any wetlands with the exception of agriculture, horticulture, forestry, fish and 

wildlife management, low intensity uses, water-dependent recreational facilities, and public 

improvements. Those activities are allowed in wetlands as long as there is no significant 

adverse impact. A significant adverse impact exists where it is determined that one or more of 

the following modifications of a wetland will have an irreversible effect on the ecological 

integrity of the wetland and its biotic components (Pine/ands CMP, 1980): 

An increase in surface water run-off discharging into a wetland; 
A change in the normal seasonal flow patterns in the wetland; 
An alteration of the water table in the wetland; 
An increase in erosion resulting in greater sedimentation in the wetland; 
A change in the natural chemistry of the ground or surface water in the wetland; 
A loss of wetland habitat; 
A reduction in wetland habitat diversity; 
A change in wetlands species composition; or 
A significant disturbance of areas used by indigenous and migratory wildlife for breeding, 
nesting, or feeding. 
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According to the CMP, permits cannot be issued for any of the development activities under 
Conditional Uses in the river corridor where wetlands occur except for forestry and public 

utilities (roads and transmission lines). Forestry and public utilities activities can only be 
approved where none of the above impacts would result and no reasonable alternative is 
available. 

Freshwater and tidal wetlands not in the Pinelands National Reserve are governed by the 
provisions of the NJ Freshwater Wetlands Act and/or the NJ Rules on Coastal Resources and 
Development. In addition, a Stream Encroachment Permit is required under the NJ Flood 
Ha7.ard Control Act for any activities proposed in wetlands found in the 100-year floodplain. 
The stream encroachment program is also administered by the NJ DEP Division of Coastal 
Resources. 

Occurring in over 82 percent of the river corridor (see Map 2), wetlands allow for the strongest 

protection of most other river-related resources by virtue of existing provisions governing 
activities in and around this resource. The majority of outstandingly remarkable resource values 
are found in wetlands or their adjacent lands and open water. The Pinelands CMP requires a 

300-foot buffer as a setback from wetlands and shorelines in the Protection Area. This standard 
bas been instituted in the local ordinances of seven out of twelve communities in the watershed. 

The wetlands of the Great Egg Harbor River corridor provide a strong basis for the delineation 
of boundaries that comprehensively protect the other river-related resource values, in accordance 

with Section 4 of the Wild and Scen~c Rivers Act. The boundary would only vary to include 
the threatened and endangered plant and animal communities identified by the NJ Natural 
Heritage Data Program, historic sites, public lands boundaries, and areas of archeological 
sensitivity. 



SUMMARY OF 
EXISTING PROTECTION(cont.) 

Setbacks 

In addition to buffers required for wetlands, structures are required to have a 1000-foot setback 

from the Great Egg Harbor, Tuckahoe and Middle Rivers, since these segments were designated 

as Scenic Corridors by the Pinelands Comprehensive Management Plan. This setback 
requirement of the CMP permanently conserves over 14,000 acres of the river corridor. This 

provision limits activities that would impair the scenic character for which this corridor was 
designated by the Pinelands Commission. 

Additional Local Measures 

In addition to zoning, the communities along the Great Egg and its tributaries are using other 

mechanisms to protect and monitor the environment in their areas. Ten out of twelve 
communities have environmental and/or historic preservation commissions that assist and advise 

their planning boards in the interest of resource protection as well as make recommendations 
for the use of open space. These commissions are authorized and act under the state Municipal 
Conservation Commission Act (NJSA 40".56A-1 et seq.). 

In addition to local conservation commissions, members of the Task Force have taken it upon 
themselves to form a watershed association to perpetuate the work of the Task Force as a result 

or the Wild and Scenic River Study. The Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association is focusing 

its efforts on public awareness activities as well as on assisting communities in the preparation 

of their local river management plans. 

Ten out of twelve communities have open space requirements for any proposed development 
activities. Septic system requirements and run-off/stormwater control requirements are also 
currently prescribed in the ordinances of ten out of twelve communities. These ordinances 

protect the water quality and scenic characteristics of the Great Egg Harbor River, while 

development is allowed in upland areas. 
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1" JVLUNTARY PRWATE LANDOWNER PROTECTION. Private landowners along 

fl' segments of the Great Egg Harbor River have donated in fee approximately 300 acres of 

land to the Natural Lands Trust. These parcels contain examples of upland pine/oak forests, 
mature cedar stands and wetland habitats. The New Jersey Conservation Foundation is also 
active in the Great Egg Harbor River area in working with private landowners wishing to 

donate parcels for the purpose of preserving their land in a natural state. Many of these 
parcels may then be donated by the Foundation to the county for the purposes of becoming a 
park 

OVERALL PROTECTION. The map on the racing page illustrates the overall protection 

of the estimated 85,000 acres in the river corridor. Of the 85,000 acres, approximately 
22,000 acres are protected in publicly owned and managed lands. Approximately 83,000 acres 

fall within the joint or individual jurisdictions of the Pinelands Commission and/or the New 

Jersey DEP Division of Coastal Resources. Over 70,000 acres, not including buffer areas, are 

protected by state and Pinelands wetlands laws. Over 14,000 acres are protected by the setback 
requirement of the Pinelands CMP Scenic Corridor provision. 



··.· 
. " 

-I 
't 
I 

SUMMARY OF ISSUES AND I 

PUBUC WORKSHOPS. In spite of strong existing programs at the local, state and federal 

1 levels, threats to the river-related resources exist on the Great Egg. Many of these threats 

are due to the tremendous growth the region is experiencing from the development of Atlantic 

aty and the barrier Islands. r 
In March and April of 1988, the National Park Service's Mid-Atlantic Regional Office conducted 
a series of public workshops throughout the Great Egg Harbor River watershed. These 

workshops were held in the communities of Winslow, Mays Landing, Egg Harbor, Upper, 

Weymouth and Hamilton Townships. The purpose of the public forums was to provide the 

opponwuy for the local officials, residents and river interests throughout the watershed with 

a chance to express their concerns about the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. More 

than 150 separate river-related issues emerged as a result of these workshops. The list of specific 

c mcerns can be found in Appendix C. The list was compiled, categorized and presented to 

the Task Force on May 19, 1988. The Task Force then grouped itself into five subcommittees 
to closely analyze the following issues categories: 

Water Quality/Water Supply 
Resource Protection 
Recreation/Aa:ess/Lmul Use 
Management 
Public Awanness/Edueation 

Each subcommittee met a number of times throughout the months of May, June and July of 

1988 to discuss and define the issues and threats to the resources of the Great Egg. Experts 
from several New Jersey state agencies and Stockton State College were invited by· the Task 
Force to address specific questions. The results of these discussions are documented in the 

Final Issues Repon (October, 1988). 

In addition to the public workshops, a landowner attitude assessment was conducted as pan of 

the Wild and Scenic River Study by Stockton State College in September of 1988. Every 

landowner adjacent to the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries received a 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
r 



i 
.& 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

·' I 
I 

EXISTING THREATS TO RESOURCES 

questionnaire ( 462 landowners of record) and over 36 percent res~nded. The • 

questions and results of the attitude assessment can be found in Appendix D. 

Water quality, landowners' rights and preservation of land were identified by the 
landowners in· the attitude assessment as the major issues for the river. 

What follows is a summary, assessed by the National Park Service, of the major threats to the 

river-related resources of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. 

Impacts on Water Quality 

Water quality in the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries ranges from very poor in the 

headwaters to good in the smaller tributaries, as shown in the New Jersey 1986 State Water 

Quality Inventory Report. Point sources of pollution such as inadequately treated wastewater 

from sewage treatment plants, and non-point sources such as stormwater run-off, antiquated 

septic systems and agricultural run-off are largely responsible for the poor water quality. At· 

present, the major sewage treatment plants are in the process of transferring to county systems 

and will no longer discharge into the river. Pinelands and New Jersey's Department of 
Environmental Protection (NJDEP) are now requiring communities to implement stormwater 

run-off provisions in their master plans, per state law. 

Another major activity that threatens the maintenance and enhancement of good water quality 

in the Great Egg is the leaching of volatile and toxic materials from the King of Prussia 

Technical Corporation Disposal Superfund site, located 1000 feet from the Great Egg Harbor 

River in Winslow Township. The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has recently 

completed its Remedial Investigation and found the presence of toxic compounds in the 

groundwater system and sediments of the Great Egg Harbor River at the headwaters . A 

Feasibility Study by the EPA will outline remedial action and cleanup alternatives. · 



SUMMARY OF ISSUES AND 

Depletion of Regional Water Supply 

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection, Division of Water Resources is 
currently ex>nducting a water supply study for Atlantic County. The study will identify possible 

alternatives for potable water supplies to meet the projected needs of the NJ barrier islands by 
the year 2040. There is a ex>ncem that skimming water from Lake l..enape as a possible 

alternative may have a direct and adverse impact on resources, including anadromous fish 

habitat, downstream from the lake. The National Park Service has been an active participant 

on the study advisory ex>mmittee and has worked closely with NJ DEP to address these concerns. 

Land Use Impacts 

In areas outside of the Pinelands National Reserve on the west side of the Great Egg Harbor 
River in Winslow Township, there is a concern that over-development in the form of residential 
housing may impact important resource values such as endangered species habitaL A local river 

management plan will address this specific issue to provide the river and its resources with the 
same amount of protection. that the Pinelands area affords. 

Sand and gravel mining operations potentially threaten the environmental quality of the river 

as well as the public health and welfare through contamination of groundwater aquifers. 
Furthermore, future mining operations near the river may detract from the scenic quality of the 

river environmenL Abandoned, unrestored mining sites are dangerous and provide opportunities 
for illegal dumping. The regulation of mining activities is within the purview of municipal 
resource qtraction and mning ordinances, therefore providing communities the opportunity to 

address this issue in their local river management plans. 

Shoaling is a major ex>ncem of marina operators in the tidal portions of the Great Egg Harbor 
River below Mays Landing. It has impacted the navigability and access for recreational and 

commercial boaters in certain portions of the river. There is a need to enhance the free-
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EXISTING THREATS TO RESOURCES 

flowing character of the river in these areas without impacting important resource values such 

as the spawning grounds of anadromous fish. 

lliegal dumping and littering are existing threats to the scenic qualities and water quality of the 
Great Egg Harbor River that have been voiced by citizens on virtually all segments of the river. 

Litter has accumulated from recreational users of the river. lliegal dumping of septic system 

waste and garbage results from the lack of willingness to pay the msts of taking waste to the 

local sanitary landfill. Some communities are addressing this problem through New Jersey's 

'Clean Communities' Program and through local enforcemenL 

Atlantic County is also exploring possible sites for a trash incinerator and ash landfill in the 

areas outside of the Pinelands National Reserve. There is the potential for these activities to 

be sited near the headwaters of the eligible segments of Miry Run, English Creek and Patcong 
Creek in Egg Harbor Township. 

Atlantic City Electric Company is concerned that, given the expected growth rate within their 

service territory, a need will arise to upgrade and/or construct new utility lines across the Great 

Egg Harbor River system. They maintain that this upgrading/expansion will be necessary to 

adequately serve its customers and is already sufficiently regulated under existing Federal and 

State regulations. The Company is also concerned that their ability to operate and maintain 

existing facilities, i.e. intake/discharge dredging, right-of-way maitenance, may be negatively 

impacted by designation of.the river into the National System. 
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ALTERNATIVES AND 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

ALTERNATIVES. The following alternatives for th~ future planning and management of 

the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries are a direct result of work with the Task 

Force and local discussions held in May of 1989. These alternatives were provided by the 

National Park Service to the Task Force, to the mayors and councils of the 12 communities and 

to the appropriate state and federal agencies. Task Force members were asked to review and 
comment on the alternatives by the middle of September, 1989. Communities were asked to 

officially endorse one or more of the alternatives through a resolution and letter to the 
National Park Service's Mid-Atlantic Regional Director. State and federal agencies represented 
on the Task Force were also asked by the Regional Director to review and comment on the 

report. 

The following alternatives were presented to the Task Force and local communities: 

A LTERNATWES THAT INCLUDE FEDERAL DESIGNATION OF A 
..r1.iuv£R AS SCENIC AND RECREATIONAL: 

Inclusion of existing eligible and protected areas into the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System 

Alternative 1 

The recommendation to Congress under this alternative would be to designate those eligible 

areas of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries in public lands as Scenic and 

Recreational based solely on the level of protection they receive from existing local, state and 

federal programs. Areas under public management and protection, such as state Wildlife 
Management Areas and county parks, may be suitable for designation into th~ National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System without funher action. The governing agency would agree to 
implement and enforce the provisions of their existing programs in a manner consistent with 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The decision to suppon this alternative would be the 
responsibility of the agency wiilt jurisdiction over those publicly managed lands directly adjacent 
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to the eligible segments of the river and its tributaries. With designation, the 

National Park Service Mid-Atlantic Regional Office would review only those 
water resources activities requiring federal monies, permits or licenses, to 

determine if they would have a direct and adverse impact on the resources 
within the designated boundary. 

------

Commitment by a local community to complete a Local River Management 
Plan with recommendation for inclusion into the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers System 

Alternative 2 

Under this alternative, the community would agree to incorporate a strategy for the protection 
of river resources into their master plans or to develop a separate river management plan for 

the segment(s) of the Great Egg Harbor River and/or tributaries that lie within their 
community. The local river management plan would demonstrate and ensure the protection of 
the resources associated with those segments. The community would recommend to Congress 

that their segment(s) be designated scenic and recreational as part of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System. The key elements of a local river management plan would include the 

identification of existing allowable uses and future allowable uses that are compatible with the 

protection of the resource values. The plan would formally identify those uses and standards 
prescribed by existing state and federal programs as they specifically relate to the river and 
exceed them where the community felt it was appropriate. The local river management plan 
would also delineate a boundary to include those resources for the purpose of designation. 
The community would agree to implement and enforce the provisions of their local plan in a 
manner consistent with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and existing regulations. The state and 

Pinelands Commission, through an Executive Order or through a Memorandum of 
Understanding or Agreement, would develop and approve a policy to assure that all existing 

legal, regulatory, funding and administrative mechanisms and programs are consistent with and 
supportive of the local river management plans. With designation, the National Park Service 

Mid-Atlantic Regional Office would review only those water resources activities requiring federal 



ALTERNATIVES AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

monies, permits or licenses to determine if they would have a direct and adverse impact on the 

resources within the designated boundary. 

_A LTERNATWES THAT DO NOT INCLUDE FEDERAL DESIGNATION OF A RIVER 
1"'1.4s SCENIC AND RECREATIONAL: 

Commitment by a local community to complete a Local River Management Plan with 
no recommendation for inclusion into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System 

Alternative 3 

Under this alternative, the community would agree to incorporate a strategy for the protection 

' of river resources into their master plans or to develop a separate plan for the segment of the 
Great Egg Harbor River and/or tributaries that lie within their community. The local river 
management plan would demonstrate and ensure the protection of the resources identified with 

those segment(s). The state and Pinelands Commission, either through an Executive Order or 
or through a Memorandum of Understanding or Agreement, would develop and approve a 

policy to assure that all existing legal, regulatory, funding and administrative mechanisms and 
programs are consistent with and supportive of the recommendations of the local river 

management plans. The National Park Service would make no recommendation to Congress 

for inclusion of the river into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers S}istem. 

One Local River Management Plan done jointly by aU communities with no 
recommendation for inclusion into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System 

Alternative 4 

Under this alternative, all communities would jointly agree to develop one management plan 
that would identify existing and future uses throughout the watershed. ·· This could be 

accomplished through the formation of a multi-community river commission made up of local 

planners. After consensus were reached, the communities would then agree to implement the 

final provisions of the plan. 
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More effective use of existing programs with no recommendation for inclusion into the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System 

Alternative S 

Local, state and federal agencies, under this alternative, would agree to implement and enforce 

the provisions of existing programs at all levels. The strategy for more effective implementation 

would be based on ooncerns identified by the Great Egg Harbor River Wild and Scenic River 
Study Final Issues Report and the results of Rutger's Existing Programs Review. No 

rea>mmendation for inclusion of a segment or segment of the Great Egg Harbor River and/or 

its tn"butaries into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System would be made to Congress. 

Land Conservancy Trust with !!!! recommendation for inclusion into the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System 

Alternative 6 

This alternative would provide local landowners along the Great Egg Harbor River and its 
tributaries the opportunity to form a land conservancy trust to· ensure the protection of 

environmentally sensitive areas. Land conservancy trusts are charitable non-profit a>nservation 

organizations, exempt from federal taxes under section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. 

The conservancy would design a strategy to initiate priority voluntary landowne; oonservation 

actions and establish a oommunity-based revolving loan fund to support the purchase and 

management a>sts of future acquired properties. The strategy would include a>nducting 

evaluations of land parcels; developing indexes for each of the properties; determining priority 

parcels; oontacting landowners; acquiring lands from willing sellers; and developing plans and 

managing acquired properties. 



No action 

Alternative 7 

ALTERNATIVES AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

Although the New Jersey DEP Division of Parks and Forestry administers a state Wild and 

Scenic Rivers Program, state designation was not oonsidered a viable alternative for possible 

inclusion into the National System by the 2a(ii) process. The state Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 

requires that boundaries for designated rivers be based on delineated flood hazard areas mapped 

by NJ DEP. The fiood hai.ard areas in tidal regions are not mapped by DEP, therefore 

disqualifying over half of the Great Egg for state designation. The lack of flood hazard maps 

and an overlap of state jurisdictions provides no means for the Division of Parks and Forestry 
to effectively manage a Wild and Scenic river running through private lands in the Great Egg 
Harbor watershed. 

T OCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DESIGNATION.Official 
.l...lendorsements and reoommendations for one or more of the alternatives mentioned earlier 

were received from the affected municipalities, a>unty governments, state and federal agencies. 
The following is a summary of the reoommendations. 

Local Community Recommendations 

The following oommunities by ~lotion and/o.r letter to the Regional Director of the National 
Park Service Mid-Atlantic Region, officially endorsed designation of the Great Egg Harbor 

River and its eligi"ble tn"butaries into the National System through Alternative 2: Buena Vista 

Township, Corbin City, Egg Harbor Township, Estell Manor City, Folsom Borough, Hamilton 

Township, Monroe Township, Somers Point City, Weymouth Township, Winslow Township. 

The following oommunities took no action to respond: Upper Township (Tuckahoe River), 

Hammonton Town (Penny Pot Stream). 
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County Recommendations I 
Atlantic County Department of Parks is the agency that administers and manages the Atlantic 

County Parks at Lake Lenape, Estell Manor, and River Bend along the eligible segments of the 

Great Egg Harbor River and Stephen Creek. They have officially recommended designation into 

the National System, those eligible segments that flow through these parks. 

State Recommendations 

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection has officially recommended 

designation of the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible segments into the National Wild 

and Scenic Rivers System through Alternative 2. The Commissioner of the DEP states: " ... the 

Department of Environmental Protection generally supports Alternative 2, which recommends 

designation to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and development of a local 

management plan. A local management plan can provide comprehensive management of the 

adjacent land and water resources of the river, filling in gaps of State regulatory programs which 
are restricted to use limitations and size thresholds.9 The Commissioner also notes that the 

state Wildlife Management Areas continue to be managed for the benefit of the wildlife found 

there, and that the local river management plans recognize the need to meet water supply 

requirements of the region. 

The New Jersey Pinelands Commission has stated that .• ... the wild and scenic river program is 

wholly compatible with the Pinelands protection effort• In addition, they have expressed a 

willingness to provide whatever technical support and assistance necessary to further both 

programs in a complementary fashion. 

The New Jersey Department of Agriculture • ... supports the spirit and intent of the program 

as an opportunity to preserve the natural resources in the area.9 on· the other hand, they also 

feel that the existing local, state, and federal government framework adequately protects and 

preserves the river and adjacent natural resources . 



Federal Recommendations 

ALTERNATIVES AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

The US Fish and Wildlife Service in Absecon, New Jersey has recently designated the area 
adjacent to Cedar Swamp Creek in Cape May County as a National Wildlife Refuge. The 
Service reoommends inclusion of the Great Egg Harbor River and its eligible tributaries into 
the National System through Alternative 2. 
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CoNSERVATION PLAN FOR 
THE GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER 
AND ITS ELIGIBLE TRIBUTARIES 

COMPLETION OF FINAL PLAN. As summarized earlier, the following 

elements of the River Conservation Plan for the Great Egg Harbor River 

and its eligible tributaries have been completed: 

I. Establishment of a Task Force/Watershed Association 
2. Resource Assessment 

3. Classification of Eligible Segments 
4. Issues Analysis 

5. Landowner Attitude Assessment 
6. Discussion with Local Officials 

7. Evaluation of Existing Programs and Protection 
8. Goals and Objectives 

9. Formal Commitment by State and Local Governments 

The National Park Service suggests the following sequence to complete the final conservation 

plan for the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries: 

1. A formal Memorandum of Agreement by March of 1990 between the National Park Service, 
the NJ Pinelands Commission, the NJ Department of Environmental Protection, the Great Egg 
Harbor Watershed Association, and the local communities of the Great Egg Harbor River to 
assist in the completion and implementation of, under existing protection programs, the Local 
River Management Plans for each community. 

2. The completion, coordination and incorporation of 12 Local River Management Plans into the 
Final River Conservation Plan for the Great Egg Harbor Scenic and Recreational River by 
October 1, 1990. 

3. Designation of all eligible segments and tributaries of the Great Egg Harbor River as a National 
Scenic and Recreational River. 



CONSERVATION PLAN FOR THE GREAT 
AND ITS ELIGIBLE 

L OCAL RIVER MANAGEMENT PLANS. Each community that has recommended 

designation has agreed to complete a local river management plan for the segments of the 
river and tnl>utaries that Dow through their community. The local river management plan will 

be a separate plan or be incorporated as an element of a community's required master plan. 

Goals and Objectives 

In October of 1988 the National Park Service conducted a workshop with the Great Egg Harbor 

River Task Force in Mays Landing, New Jersey to develop overall goals and objectives for the 

river and its tnl>utaries. A specific objective was volunteered by each member of the Task 
Force and then discussed. If consensus were reached that the objective was important, it was 

then recorded. The lists of objectives were categoril.ed and eventually collapsed into five major 

overall goals for the conservation of resources on the Great Egg. Because of the diversity of 
interests associated with the Task Force and river, this was an important consensus-building 
exercise. The following goals, as the framework for the local river management plans, were 
agreed upon: 

Public Awareness 

Secure public education and awareness or the valuable natural, cultural, and recreational 
resources or the Great Egg Barbor River watershed through a watershed association. 

River Managem~nt 

Streamline existing regulations and coordinate their enforcement to balance the protection or 
the river with development and the rights or private property owners. 

Land Use 

· · Maintain existing land uses and develop criteria for future land uses that are compatible with 
protection and enhancement or the river. 

Recreation 

Enhance the free-Dowlng character and conditions for appropriate recreational uses or the river. 
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EGG HARBOR RIVER 
T R I B U TA R I E S (cont.) 

Resource Protection 

Enhance the natural, cultural, and scenic resources or the watershed, and recognize their 
relationship to a larger ecosystem for today's and future generations. 

Corridor Definition 

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (P.L 90-542, as amended) requires. the delineation of a 

boundary for the purposes of designation. The Task Force and communities along the Great 

Egg Harbor River have made recommendations for designation with the understanding that the 

boundary should encompass the resource values of national significance identified in the Great 

Egg Harbor River W'dd and Scenic River Study Final EligibUily and Classification Report 
(August, 1988) and by the Task Force. As mentioned in the chapter on existing protection, 

the resources in each community lie primarily within either 'Forest Areas,' 'Agricultural 

Production Areas,' or 'Conservation Areas' as prescribed by Pinelands CMP and CAPRA As 

also mentioned earlier, 83 percent of the river corridor is comprised of freshwater and tidal 

wetlands. 

With assistance from the Pinelands Commission and the National Park Service's State and Local 

Rivers and Trails Conservation Assistance Program, the communities that have recommended 

designation have agreed to delineate" and establish 'river conservation districts' that will 

encompass the river values.. These boundaries will be concurrent with either the resources, 

current boundaries of public lands, or current mning, whichever provides the maximum 

protection for the resources (see maps). The sum total of these delineations will be the 

proposed boundary for designation of the river into the National System. Based on current 

activity in the watershed to complete local river management plans, the target date for finishing 

this task is October 1, 1990. 



CONSERVATION PLAN FOR THE GREAT 
AND ITS ELIGIBLE 

Existing and Future Land and Water Uses 

Each local river management plan will identify the existing and future permitted land and water 

uses for the newly created river conservation district in each community. In all communities 

along the eligible segments of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries, the permitted 

uses within local zones adjacent to the river are already prescribed by the Pinelands CMP and/or 

CAFRA, and governed by state and federal wetlands laws. It will be up to the individual 

community, with assistance from the National Park Service and other existing state and federal 

agencies with legislative authority in the area, to decide whether or not those permitted uses 
are compauole with the protection of the resource values. If not, a community may choose to 

eliminate some of the permitted uses in a manner consistent with the Pinelands CMP and 
CAFRA 

The local river management plan would also serve the following purposes: 

• Provide a framework. for river resource conOict avoidance/mitigation activities. 

• Provide a focus for state efl'orts to efl'ect federal/state/local consistency for river-related 
programs and planning. 

Identify resource planning priorities for: 
1. State/regional/local river management planning 
2. Federal/state/local technical assistance 
3. Fiscal lnvesjment and allocation 
4. Fadllty development and private/local/state land acquisition 

• Provide a framework for federal/state environmental Impact review. 

• Provide a focus for private river conservation efl'orts. 

• Identify for local municipalities significant river areas where modification and adjustment of 
shoreland zoning might be appropriate. · 

• Provide Input to and coordinate the application and consistency of existing state programs 
and regulations. 
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EGG HARBOR RIVER 
T R I B U TA R I E S (cont.) 

• Provide Input Into land use permit review. 

• Provide Input Into the New Jeney State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan revision and 
federal and state land acquisition fund priority setting. 

• Identify public access deftclendes. 

Funding and Technical Assistance 

The following public and private organizations were identified by the National Park Service and 
Task Force as possible sources of funding and technical assistance for the preparation and 

implementation of the local river management plans. They would also be considered as sources 

of funding for additional studies, technical consultants, land purchases, planning, management, 

conservation easements, litter clean-up, river access, and restoration: 

American Rivers Inc. 
Conservation Foundation, Successful Communities Program 
The Nature Conservancy 
National Park Service, State and Local Rivers and Trails Conservation· Assistance Program 
National Wildlife Federation 
US DepL of Agriculture, Conservation Reserve Program of Food Securities Act (1985) 
NJ DEP, Statewide Stormwater Management Grants Program 
New Jersey Conservation Foundation 
NJ DepL of Agriculture, Agricultural Retention and Development Program 
NJ DEP, Open Lands Management Program 
NJ DEP, Office of Recycling, Clean Communities Program 
NJ DEP, Green Acres Program 
NJ DEP, Division of Coastal Resources, Planning and Implementation Grants 



Additional Actions 

CONSERVATION PLAN FOR THE GREAT 
AND ITS ELIGIBLE 

As the result of local discussions and the work of the Task Force, ideas and specific actions 

were generated that may be implemented separate from, in conjunction with, or as part of a 

loca~ river management plan. The actions offer solutions to some of the concerns brought out 

in the study regarding public awareness and gaps in the protection of resources. 

Information/Awareness 

• Loc:al communities and/or private organizations should Implement NJ DEP's non-point source 
pollution and 'Water Watch' programs to better educate landowners and farmers on the causes 
or non-point and point source water pollution and ways to prevent IL 

• The Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association should establish a speaker's bureau and river 
resources Information/visitor center to act as a depositor for materials concerning the Great 
Egg Harbor River's cultural, natural and recreational heritage and to orient visitors to the 
Great Egg Harbor Watershed area. 

Loc:al communities should support the activities or the Great Egg Harbor River Watershed by: 
1. Assisting in the production or a video documentary about the river; 
2. Providing Input In the association's newsletter; 
3. Assisting In the development or environmental education packages for schools; 
4. Organizing dtizen '. · ~ter clean-up task forces and sponsoring river festivals. 

• The Great Egg Harbor River Watershed Association should establish a program to inform 
landowners on the benefits or donating conservation easements to a land trust organization. 
Benefits Include tax-breaks, property enhancement, etc.. 

Resource Management 

· • The New Jersey Archeological Society and the New Jersey omce or New Jersey Heritage should 
incorporate the help or local volunteers to document in a standardized manner new 
archeological sites along the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. 

• Local communities and private organizations should formally identify poten(ial areas for the 
New Jersey Green Acres Program and private land trust organizations for the purpose or 
conserving environmentally sensitive areas adjacent to the river and its tributaries. 
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EGG HARBOR RIVER 
T R I B U TA R I E S (cont.) 

• New Jersey's DEP should Initiate studies on minimum in-stream Dows of the Great Egg Harbor 
River and its tributaries to create bydrologic prortles as a baseline for proposed water 
withdrawals. The Pinelands Commission has already initiated such studies on the upper 
portions or the river. 

• Local communities and state legislatures should formally and jointly solicit support for 
Increased funding for marine police and conservation officers to enforce existing regulations 
relevant to recreational activities on the river. 

• Local communities should develop pamphlets, signs, and launch permits for visitors using 
public launches in their community to better control litter problems and recreational abuse of 
the river and its environs. 

• Environmental and historic preservation committees should be formed in communities lacking 
them to assist their planning boards In wise decision-making about future activities on the 
river. 

• Local communities should develop recycling programs in their municipality to reduce the 
demand for sand from gravel and sand mines that Impact river resources. 

• Local, state and federal agencies should review and process permit applications in a timely 
and equitable manner so as not to impede private landowners who are developing their 
properties In an environmentally sensitive manner. 

• Local communities and NJ DEP should develop strategies for water conservation such as using 
non-potable water where appropriate. 

• Counties should join with the Pinelands Cooperative Water Monitoring Program to accurately 
document the water quality of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tributaries. 

• NJ DEP and the US Army Corps of Engineers should develop environmentally sensitive plans 
to Identify and alleviate shoaling on the Great Egg Harbor River to enhance recreational 
opportunities, while at the same time, ensuring the protection or the fish habitat or the river . 

• The state should actively Investigate reclamation possibilities of abandoned sand and gravel 
mines adjacent to the river so as to enhance its scenic qualities and restore the area to its 
natural state. 

• Local communities should limit, using local ordinances, the number of sand and gravel mines 
and their depths to ensure the protection of groundwater aquifers and the surficial water of the 
river and Its tributaries. 



FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

The future of the Great Egg Harbor River and its tnbutaries will depend on the 

cooperative efforts of state agencies and local municipalities to protect its 

valuable resources. Strong existing state programs and local initiatives already 

provide the river with the means to further ensure the protection of those 

resources. 

Designation of the river and its eligible tnbutaries into the National Wild and 

Scenic Rivers System will ensure the consistency of federally funded, licensed 

and permitted activities with the goals of the Wild and Scenic River Study. This 

is not only an opportunity to designate the first National Scenic and 

Recreational River in the State of New Jersey, but also an opportunity to 

demonstrate the conservation of nationally significant river-related resources 

through inspired local action. 
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PRINCIPALS 

Marie B. Apel, Project Manager 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

Patricia Weber, Branch Chief, Congressional Rivers Studies 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

J, Glenn Eu11ter, Chief, Division of Park and Resource Planning 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

David Lange, Branch Chief, State and Local River Conservation ~istance, 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

Julia Bell, Graphic Designer 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

Wm. Scott Hall, Outdoor Recreation Planner 
Mid-Atlantic Regional Office, National Park Service 

John Haubert, Acting Chief, Office of Planning and Special Studies 
Washington Office, National Park Service 

Julie Akers, Task Force Co-Moderator, Buena Vista Township, NJ 

Susan Houde, Task Force Co-Moderaior, Egg Harbor Township, NJ 
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' STUDY PARTICIPANTS..................... I 

CONTRIBUTORS 

Ferdows Ali, Hydrologist, NJ Dept. of Agriculture 

Larry Baier, NJDEP, Division of Coastal R~urces 

Bette Bernard, Landowner 

Maria Boble, Deputy Mayor, Egg Harbor Twp. 
Marilyn Booth, Atlantic City Electric 

P. Wm. Brath, Marina Owner 

John Brennan, Planner, Atlantic County 

William Carll, Marina Owner 

Dr: Richard Colby, Stockton State College 

Joan :and Marshall Cradock, Landowners 

Jack Cresson, Archeologist, NJ Archeological Society 

Kent Daly, Marina Owner 

Greg DeCicco, Hammonton Representative 

Pat DeCrescenm, Winslow Twp. Environinental Commmion 

JohJi and Jeanne Dellavecchia, Landowners, Blackwood, NJ 

Angelo Dellomo, Hamilton Representative 

Richard Dovey, Planner, Atlantic County 

William Egan, Weymouth Representative 

Ed Filipski, Cape May County Planning Dept. 

Warren Fox, U.S.C.G. AuxiliaJ'y 
Dr. Michael Frank, Stockton State College 

Jonathan Gell, Office of NJ Heritage 

Dr. Sandy Hanzog. Stockton State College 

John Higgins, NJDEP Division of Coastal R~urces 

Almonte Holt, &tell Manor Representative 

Beth Horowitz, Gloucester County Planning 

Al Horsey, Campground and Canoe Livery Owner 

Bob Howell, NJ Pinelands Commmion 

Maryann Hysler, Boy Pioneers of North America 

Clayton Ingersoll, Marina Owner 
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Allen Jackson, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Abseoon 

Carol Jandoli, Tuckahoe River Action Committee for the Environment 

Katherine Layton, Hamilton Twp. Historic Co~ion 

Richard Leithmann, Cape-Atlantic Soil Conservation District 

George Leon, Winslow Representative 

Randy Macaluso, Marina Owner 

George Mcintire, Folsom Borough Representative 

Keith Mahler, TRACE 

Lou MavarofI, NJDEP Division of Coastal Resources 

Charles Moore, Marina Owner 

Jay Mounier, Task Force Representative, Franklin Twp. 
John Mroz, Office of Congressman Hughes 

Walter Olivant, NJDEP Division of Water Resources 

Kathy Panooast, Somers Point Representative 

Tony Petrongolo, NJ Fish, Game and Wildlife 

Peter Plage, US FJSh and Wildlife Service, Abseoon 

Dr. Bruce Ransom, Stockton State College 

Richard Regensburg, Archeologist 

Elmer Ripley, Task Force member 

Keith Robinson, NJDEP Division of Water Resources 

Dr. Mark Robson, NJ Department of Agriculture 

Dr. Jay Sigler, Rutgers University, Forum for Public Policy 

John Stokes, Planning and MgmL, Pinelands Commission 

Celeste Tracy, NJDEP Division of Parks and Forestry 

University of Pennsylvania Landscape Architecture DepL 

Dr. Dorothy Wescoat, Task Force 

Lynn Wilson, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Abseoon 

Bud Wilson, Archeologist 

Greg Vizzi, Recreationist 

John Williamson, Atlantic Audobon Society 

Nick Zripko, NJ DEP Division of Water Resources 
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APPENDICES 
A. Eligible Segments and Classification Chart 

B. Outstandingly Remarkable Resources List 

C. Local Measures of Protection Chart 

D. Local wning Review 

E. Landowner Attitude Assessment Results 

F. Issues List 

G. Sample Letters of Recommendation 
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ELIGIBLE SEGMENTS AND CLASSIFICATION CHART 

I 

I 

11 VER/STREAM NAMES SEGMENT DESCR I PTIOll LENGTH DEVELOPMENT FREE·FLCUINi 

~ LOWER GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER PATCONG CREEK TO PERCH COVE RUN 10 slightly elev. yes 

LOWEI GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER PERCH COVE RUii TO Mill ST. BRIDGE 5.5 Just quel If. ye• ~ MIDDLE GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER II. OF LIC LENAPE TO ATLANTIC CITY EX 21 just qual If. yes 

UPPER GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER NEii FREEDOM RD. TO PENN. RR R·O·ll 3 11 lghtly elev. yes ~ 
IGUAlllClll IRAllCH CONFLUENCE TO MALAGA RD. 4.5 wdeveloped yes ~ 
II G 111 DGE BRANCH CONFLUENCE TO HEADWATERS 2.2 11 tghtly dev. yes 

~ PEllllT POT IRANCH CONFLUENCE TO 14TH ST. 4.1 1llghtly dev. ye& 

I DEEP 1111 CONFLUENCE TO PANCOAST MILL RD. 5.4 •lightly dev. ye1 

MAIE 1111 CONFLUENCE TO WEYMOUTH AVE. 3 II tghtly dev. yes 

IAICOCIC CREEIC CONFLUENCE TO HEADWATERS 7.5 II lghtly dev. yea 

GRAVELLY 1111 CONFLUENCE TO PENN. RR R •0•11 2.7 1ll11htly elev. re• 

I 
MllY 1111 CONFLUENCE TO ASBURY RD. 1.7 11 lghtly elev. yes 

SQITH llVEI CONFLUENCE TO MAIN AVE. 13.5 11 lghtly dev. yea 
STEPHEN CREEK CONFLUENCE TO NJ Rll.ITE 50 2.3 wdeveloped yea 
GllSOll CREEIC CONFLUENCE TO 1ST AVE. 5.6 II tghtly elev. yes 

' 
EllGL I SH CREEK CONFLUENCE TO ZION RD. (DAM) 3.5 slightly dev. yes 

LAXES CIEEIC CONFLUENCE TO DAM 2.2 wdeveloped yes 
MIDDLE RIVER CONFLUENCE TO LEVEE 5.6 undeveloped yea 
PATCOllG CREEIC CONFLUENCE TO GARDEN STATE PIM' z.a Just quel If. yes 
LOllH TUCXAHOE RIVER CONFLUENCE TO RT .50 BRIDGE 9 wdeveloped yes 

I UPPER TUIXAHOE RIVER RT. 50 BRIDGE TO RT .49 BRIDGE 7.3 II tghtly elev. yea 

CEDAR SllAMP CREEK CONFLUENCE TO HEADllATERS 6 11 lghtly dev. yes 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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OUTSTANDINGLY REMARKABLE RESOURCES LIST 

RECREATIONAL SCENIC CULTURAL 
SECllENT IWIE VEGETATION WILDLIFE FISHERIES RESCUICES RESCUICES RESOURCES 

LOWER GREAT EGG HARBOR 11 VER 11 IARE PLANTS FED. ENDANGERED ANADROMOUS FI SH BOATING, FISHING NATIONAL REGISTER 
RARE CCllUI IT I ES SPECIES llABITAT AND IAAITING SITE 

LOWER GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER fZ RARE PLANTS STATE ENDANGERED ANADRCIMOUS FISH BOATING, FISHING NATIONAL REGISTER 
RARE CCllUI ITI ES SPECIES WITA\ AND HUllTI NG SITE 

MIDDLE GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER RARE Pl.ANTS STATE ENDANGERED CANOEING IDENTIFIED REMAINS OF 

SPECIES IY HCRS IRON INDUSTRY 

ll'PER GREAT EGG HARBOR RIVER STATE ENDANGERED 

SPECIES 

SCIUAllKIJI lllAllCH STATE EllDAllGERED 

SPECIES 

BIG IRIDGE lllAllCM llARE PLAllTS 

PEllNT POT STREM IARE PLAllTS STATE ENDANGERED 

SPECIES 
REMAIH OF llON 

DEEP - RARE PLANTS lllDUSTIT 

llAllE RUN STATE ENDANGERED 

SPECIES 

IABCOCK CREEIC WE PLAllTS STA TE EllDAllGUED 
SPECIES 

GRAVELLY RUN STATE ElllAllGEIED STATE ElllANGERED AllADRCIMOUS flSH 

SPECIES SPECIES llAllTAT 

ii 
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' I 
I RE CREA Tl ONAL SCENIC CULTURAL 

SEGMENT IWIE VEGETATION WILDLIFE FISHERIES REsantCES RESOURCES RESOURCES 

I MIRY -

SOUTH llVER 

I STEPHEN CREEK 

RARE COMWll IT I ES ANADROllOUS FI SH 
HABITAT 

~ RARE PLANTS. STATE ENDANGERED ANADROllOUS Fl SH ·REMAINS OF IRON 

SPECIES HABITAT INOUSlRY ~ 
POSSIBLE HABITAT REMAINS OF ~ ANADROMaJS FISH SHIPYARD 

I GIBSON CREEK HISTORIC BALD ANADROllOUS Fl SH REMAliS OF ~ 
EAGLE HABITAT HABITAT SHIPPING INDUSTRY 

HGLI SH CREEIC STATE ENDANGERED REMAINS OF 

I UICES CREEIC 

SPECIES SHIPPING INDUSTRY 

BLACIC DUCIC 

llAlllTAT 

I lllDOLE llVEI STATE ENDANGERED ANADROllOUS FISH 

SPECIES HABITAT 

PATCOllG CREEIC ANADROllOUS FI SH 

t LDWl!R TUCICAHDE llVER 

HABITAT 

RARE PLANTS FED. ENDANGERED ANADROllOUS FISH BOATING, FISHING 

RARE CClllUI IT I ES SPECIES HABITAT AND llUllTING 

I ll'PER TUCKAHOE llVER RARE PLANTS ANADROllOUS Fl SH NATIONAL REGISTER 

RARE COllUllTIES HABITAT SITE 

CEDAR SllAllP ClfEIC RARE PLANTS STATE ENDANGERED ANADROllOUS Fl SH REMAINS OF 

I 
SPECIES llAlllTAT SHIPYARD 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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OUTSTANDINGLY REMARKABLE RESOURCES LIST 

SOME TRIBUTARIES 
BOG OR MARSH Rare •. Threatened llETLANDS 

VEGETATION AREAS and Endangered 

Rare Plants and Knieskern's Beaked Rush Pine Barren Boneset Pitch Pines 
Rare Conm.:nities Parker's Pipewort Knieskern's Beaked Rush 

Long's Bulrush Parker's Plpewort 
Long's Bulrush 
Barratt' s Sedge 
Sensitive Joint Vetch 
Virginia Thistle 
Butterfly Pea 
Long-awned Smoke Grass 

PROPOSED FOR 
WILDLIFE STATE ENDANGERED FEDERAL ENDANGERED FEDERAL LISTING 

Bog Turtle Southern Bald Eagle Pine .Barrens Tree Frog 
Northern Harrier Peregrine Falcon Black Duck 

FISHERIES ANADROMOUS SPECIES 

Alewife Herring 
Blueback Herring 
Striped Bass 

iv 
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RECREATIONAL 
RESWRCES 

S~ENIC 

RESWRCES 
CHCRS study) 

CULTURAL 
RESOURCES 

llETLANDS 
(As Ma;:iped) 

ACTIVITIES 

Canoeing 
Motorboat i ng 
Fishing 
Swinming 
C~ing 

Hunting 
Nature Study 
Birdwatching 

PREFERRED 
SCENIC 
REGIONS 

PINELAND$ 
SCENIC 
REGIONS 

Surface water in lakes and streams 
Undisturbed Forests 

Tuckahoe, Middle, Great Egg Harb".lr 
River (mouth) to A.C. Expressway 

Cedar/Hardwood Swa~ Areas 

HISTORIC 
SHIPYARD 

SITES 

Stephen·creek 
Tuckahoe R i,ver 
Cedar Swaq> Creek 
Great Egg Harbor River 

MARITIME 
INDUSTRY 

SITES 

Gibson Landing (Gibson Creek) 
Th~ontown Landing 
Ff tches' Point on Great Egg 
English Creek Ship Remains 
llharves at Marshallville on Tuckahoe River 
Head of River Graveyards 

v 
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LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

County: Atlantic Pinelands Certified: Not Certified 
Comprehensive Plan: No 
1980 Population: 6,959 

Land Area: 44 sq. mi. 
Tributary Frontage: 4 mi. 

1990 Projected Population: 9,000 

Conservation Zone: Wetlands area. 

Floodplain District: Within wetlands area. 

Required Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: 300 ft. 

Site Plan Review: Yes, by city planning board. 

Open Space Requirements: Yes, vary with zones. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: Yes. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes, according to development. 

Septic Requirements: 
Rukk System, Pressure 
Pinelands: Convential 
Atlantic county. 

Within Pinelands area: waterless toilet, 
Dosing System, and conventional. Non
Septic with land drainage, regulated by 

The followi~g districts are taken from 1982 ordinances. 
township is not certified by the Pinelands Commission. 
Mana3ement Plan supercedes these zoning regulations. 

This 
Pinelands 

Residential Districts (R-1) (R-2): The permitted uses in R-1 
are the same as Agricultural District except commercial stables, 
riding academies, agricultural fairs, hunting and skeet clubs, 
cemeteries, correctional institutions, and rural airports. The 
minimum lot size for R-1 is 1 acre. The permitted uses in R-2 
are the same as R-1 except general purpose agriculture and 
hospitals. The minimum lot size in R-2 district is 100 feet by 
150 feet. 

Business District (B-1): The permitted uses in the Business 
district are the same as the principal uses in R-2, except single 
and two family dwellings, farms, churches and public or private 
schools. Also permitted are hospitals, stores, retail business, 
personal services, banks, ·Offices, theaters, restaurants, indoor 
commercial recreation, motels, clubs, railway or bus terminals. 
The minimum lot size in .5 acre. 
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Buena Vista 
Township 

General Industry District (GI): Permitted uses are the same as 
B-1 (except motel and hotels) and include farms, commercial 
industrial uses, experimental research of testing laboratories 
baking, dairy processing, assembly, fabrication processing, 
packaging or treatment.of certain prepared materials, public 
utility generating (except nuclear), agriculture fair, cemetery, 
rural airport, hunting and skeet club, correctional institutions. 
The minimum lot size in the GI district is 3 acres. 

Public District (P): Permitted uses in the Public District 
include but are not limited to municipal or county buildings, 
state or federal offices, public schools, public parks, 
playgrounds, forest, water, or other wildlife conservation areas 
for public, civic or cultural uses. The minimum lot size in the 
Public district is .2 acre. 

Agriculture District: The minimum lot size in an Agriculture 
district is 2 acres. The permitted uses are the same as in the 
Public District plus single family dwellings, farms, commercial 
stables, commercial farms, churches, non-profit golf, tennis, 
hunting and skeet clubs, cemeteries, hospital, correctional 
institutions, rural airport, nursery schools and nursing homes. 

Wetlands District: Currently being defined per Pinelands 
Comprehensive Management requirements. 

Districts outside of Pinelands Area: Agriculture and R-2 
(residential) specifications are the same as Pinelands. 



Corbin 
City 

LoCAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pineland& Certified: 10/08/82 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1988 Population: 264 
1990 Projected Population: 274 

Conservation Zone: None. 

Floodplain District: Yes. 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 8.1 •q. mi. 
Tributary Prontaqe: 3.5 mi. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: At present all property 
alonq the TUckahoe is privately developed. (A 300 foot 
moratorium may be in effect.) 

Site Plan Review: A site plan review is required for all 
development. 

Open Space Requirements: None. 

Clusterinq or Planned Development Provision: Hone. 

Runoff or Stormvater control: None. 

Septic Requirements: Septic systems are requlated by the 
Atlantic County Board of Health. 

Residential District: The minimum lot size for a Residential 
District in Corbin City is 2 acres. The permitted uses are not 
specified. 

Trailer and Mobile Home: The minimum lot size of a trailer and 
mobile home district is 8,500 square feet. The permitted uses 
are not specified. 

COllllllercial District: The land use plan does not delineate any 
specific industrial areas or permitted uses. 

Manufacturinq zone: The land use plan does not delineate any 
specific manufacturing areas or permitted uses. 

Agricultural District: The minimum lot size for Aqricultural 
districts ranqe from five to ten acres. Other uses may be 
permitted provided that they do not endanqer the aqricultural 
potential of the land or cause environmental deqradation. 

Hon-Pineland& Districts: 

Residential (R): Minimum lot size is 35,000 square feet for 
sinqle family dwellings. 
Low Density Agriculture: Minimum lot size is 2 acres for 
aqricultural uses. 

llanufacturinq District: Ho-specifications. No manufacturinq 
currently exists in Corbin City. 
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Pinelands Certified: Not Certified 
Comprehensive Plan: No 
1987 Population: 22, S06 . 
1990 Projected Population: 2S,OOO 

Egg Harbor 
Township 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 68 sq. mi. 
River Frontage: B mi. 

Conservation Zone: Yes, combined with Residential Agricultural 
Zone. 

Floodplain District: None. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: None. 

Site Plan Review: Yes, approved by the planning board. 

Open Space Requirements: Yes, in reviewing applications for 
:planned development, the planning board will require evidence 
that adequate open space in appropriate locations will be 
available. Suitable land equal to the specified minimum 
percentage, depending on the zone, shall be designated as open 
space. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: Yes. 

Rurioff or Stormwater control: Yes. 

Septic Requirement: No specific spectic requirements, but 
systems are subject to approval by the planning board. 

Zones Within Pinelands Management Area: 

Residential: Egg Harbor Township has eight r.esidential districts 
including one combined Conservation, Recreation, 
Wetlands/Residential, Agricultural District. The names of the 
residential districts and the minimum lot sizes appear below: 

Residential (Rl): 40,000 sq.· ft. 
Residential (R2): 30,000 sq. ft. 
Residential (R3): 14,000 sq. ft. 
Residential (R4): 14,000 sq. ft. 
Residential (RS): 6,000 sq. ft. 
Residential Planned Unit Development (Rl-PUD): 40,000 sq.ft. 
Residential Apartment (RS-Apt): 6,000 sq. ft. 
Conservation Recreation Wetlands/Residential Agricultural 
(CRW/RA): 100,000 sq. ft. 

xi 



LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Perlllitted uses in commercial zones: 

RCD CB SHD MC Ml RI 
Restaurants x x x 
Business Offices x. x x x x 
Schools, clubs x x x 
Food markets x x x 
Retail/Service Est. x x x 
Filling Stations x x x 
Motels x x 
Apt. w/ attached bus. x 
Warehouses/Wholesale x x x x 
Auto Repair x x 
Auto Dealers x x 
Furn./Appliance Store x x 
Resort Recreation• x x 
Research Labs x x 
Boat/Marine Sup.Sales x 
Marinas x 
Wood/Metal Fabr. x x 
Paper Fabrication x x 
Lt. Machinery Manuf. x x 
Light Industry** x 

*Rnsort Recreation uses are limited to commercial swimming pools, 
miniature golf, golf driving ranges, campgrounds, bowling alleys, 
and indoor theatres. 

**Light Industry uses include but are not limited to brush and 
broom manufacturing, plastic manufacturing, pharmaceutical, and 
motion picture exchanges. 

Zones outside of the Pinelands overlap with those within the 
Pinelands. Specifications are the same. 
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Permitted Uses in Residential Zones: 

~gg Harbor 
Township 

Rl R2 RJ R4 RS Rl/PUD RS/APT CRW/RA 

Farming/Agr. x x x x x x x 
Single Fam. Ow. x x x x x x x x 
Churches x x x x x x x x 
Golf Courses x x x x x x x 
Stables x 
Schools x x x x x x x 
Museums x x x x x x x 
Marinas x x x x x x x 
Non-Profit Clubs x x x x x x x x 
Produce Stands x x x x x x x 
Garages x x x x x x x 
PAC x x 
PUD x x x 
Apartments x 

Commercial Business Districts: Egg Harbor has six Commercial 
Business Districts. The names of the districts and minimum lot 
sizes appear below: 

Regular Commercial Development (RCD): 3 acres. 
Community Business (CB): 40,000 sq. ft. 
Special Highway Development (SHD): 80,000 sq. ft. 
Marine Commercial (MC): s acres. 
Light Industrial (Ml): 2 acres. 
Restricted Industrial (RI): 2 acres. 

xiii 
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LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pinelands Certified: 8/83 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1988 Popupation: 1,038 
1990 Projected Population: 

Conservation Zone: Yes. 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 54 sq. mi. 
River Frontage: 10+ mi. 

Floodplain District: Yes, see Flood Hazard Zone. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: Minimum 300 foot buffer. 

Site Plan Review: Site plan reviews are required for 
construction of any use other than a one-family detached dwelling 
in a residential zone, or garage, tool shed, swimming pool, 
porch, and alterations to existing buildings. 

Open Space Requirements: None. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: None. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Planning board reviews commercial 
development for stormwater control. 

Septic Requirements: 300 feet minimum. (CAFRA regulated) 

Rural Residential Zones (R-25, R-10, R-5, RV): The permitted 
uses for the Residential Zones include single family detached 
dwellings, conventional farming operations, city buildings, 
parks, private outdoor parks and recreation, and campgrounds. 
All permitted uses in R-25 are permitted in R-10, R-5 (except 
landfills and resource extraction), and RV (except resource 
extraction and campgrounds). 

Conservation Zone (C): There is no minimum lot size for a 
conservation zone in Estell Manor. The permitted uses are berry 
agriculture, forestry, fish and wildlife management, beekeeping, 
low-intensity uses including, hunting, fishing, trapping, hiking, 
boating, public improvements including roads and trails. 

xiv 
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Estell Manor 
City 

Flood Hazard Zone (FH): There is no minimum lot size for a Flood 
Hazard Zone is Estell Manor. The permitted uses are the same as 
the Conservation Zone plus public, commercial, or private docks, 
piers, moorings, and boat launches. 

Agricultural Production zone (AP): There is no minimum lot size 
for an agricultural production zone. The permitted uses are 
single family dwellings of 3.2 acres, residential dwelling units 
at ·a density of one unit per 10 acres, agricultural employee 
housing, forestry, low·intensity recreational uses, campgrounds, 
and agricultural commercial establishments. 

Special District (SD): The minimum lot size in a special 
district is one acre. The permitted uses are single family 
dwellings in lots not less than one acre, and city buildings. 

Highway Commercial Zone (HC): The minimum lot size for a highway 
commercial zone in Estell Manor is 3.2 acres. The permitted uses 
are limited to uses devoted to automobile servicing or transient 
activities such as but not limited to, auto sales, restaurants, 
motels, lumber yards, masonry materials, city buildings, 
temporary buildings, and agricultural commercial. And, for 
Pinelands areas,·permitted uses also include resource related 
industrial with a minimum lot size of 5 acres. 



Folsom 
Borough 

LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pinelands Certified: Not Certified 
Comprehensive Plan: No 
1988 Population: 1,982 
1990 Projected Population: 2,000 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 8 sq. mi. 
River Frontaqe: 4 mi. 

Conservation Zone: None, but fifty percent of land area is in 
low lying areas which cannot be developed. 

Floodplain District: .Yes. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: Yes, minimum 300 foot 
buffer. 

Site Plan Review: None. 

Open Space Requirements: Yes. 

Clusterinq or Planned Development Provision: Clustering is not 
permitted. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes, by surface retention. There 
is very little runoff. 

Septic Requ~rements: None. 

Aqricultural District (AR): Aqriculture and very low density 
Single Family Residential. Permitted Uses: farms, detached 
dwelling units, conservation areas and parks, livestock raising 
with the exception for piggeries. Minimum Lot Areas: s acres 
for farms and 40,000 sq. ft. for detached dwelling units. 

Rural District (R-1): Medium Density Single Family Residential 
Permitted Uses: detached dwelling units, public playgrounds, 
conservation areas and parks, public schools, and school 
administrative buildings, churches, golf courses, and rest homes. 
Minimum Lot Size: 40,000 sq. ft. 

Commercial (C): Permitted Uses: retail sales of goods and 
services, shopping centers, restaurants, bars, taverns, and night 
clubs, qarden centers, banks, auto sales, car washes, theatres, 
hotels, and motels Minimum Lot Size: 43,560 sq. ft. 

Industrial (I): Principle Permitted Uses: offices and office 
buildings, industrial plants (provided that the molecular 
structure of any item is not changed during the manufacturing, 
assembling, or fabricating process), wholesale distributions 
centers and warehouses, laboratories of an experimental, research 
or testing nature: commercial uses and all permitted uses in .the 
AR zone. Minimum Lot Size: l l/2 acres. 

Flood Plain District (PP): Permitted Uses in Floodway: parks, 
playqrounds and conservation areas, growing and harvesting of 
crops, unpaved parking areas. Permitted Uses in the Flood Hazard 
Area: All of the permitted uses in the Floodway (except unpaved 
parkinq lots) plus underqround utilities, and sealed public 
water supply wells. 
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Pinelands Certified: 5/88 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1980 Population: 9,499 

Hamilton 
Township 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 73,600 acres 
River Frontage: 13.5 mi. 

1990 Projected Population: 15,083 

Conservation Zone: None. 

Floodplain District: None, under Development Ordinance 
standards, development in wetlands areas must comply with 
Pinelands C.M.P. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: Minimwn fifty foot buffer 
required. 

Site Plan Review: Yes, major subdivisions are reviewed by 
planning board planner and engineer. 

Open Space Requirements: Planned residential developments must 
provide forty-five percent open space. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: Yes, applicable to 
some growth areas. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes, post construction run-off 
must not exceed pre-construction level. 

Septic Requirements: Septic must meet 2 p.p.m. standard required 
by the Pinelands. 

Agricultural District: Minimum lot size of 10 acres. Permitted 
uses include, single family residence, place of worship, 
agricultural airfields, low intensity recreation, forestry, 
schools, agricultural employee housing and agricultural 
commercial. 

Rural Development: There are four rural development zones in 
Hamilton. Minimum lot sizes are listed below. Permitted uses 
include single family residential, agricultural (except in RD-4 
and RD-5), schools, places of worship, home occupation, forestry 
(except in RD-1, RD-2.5, RD-4), and parks and playgrounds. 

Districts 
RD-1 
RD-2.S 
RD-4 
RD-5 

Minimum Lot Size 
1.0 acre 
2.5 acres 
4.0 acres 
5.0 acres 

xvii 



LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Forest District: There are three forest areas in Hamilton. 
Minimum lot sizes are listed below. Permitted use include single 
family housing, agriculture, agricultural related commercial, · 
forestry, schools, places of worship, campgrounds, home 
occupation, low intensity recreation. 

Districts 
FA-10 
FA-25 
FA-70 

Minimum L9t size 
10 acres 
25 acres 
70 acres 

Residential District: Hamilton has two residential districts. 
The minimum total areas are listed below. Major permitted uses 
are single family dwellings, atriums, townhouse, 2 l/2 story 
garden apartments, 3 story garden apartments. 

Districts 
R-9 
R-22 

MiniJllUJD t.ot Size 
9,000 square feet 

20,000 square feet 

Commercial District: Hamilton's five commercial districts are 
General Commercial (GC), Recreational Commercial (RC), Design 
Commercial (DC), Highway Commercial (HC), and Neighborhood 
Commercial (NC). Refer to tables below for permitted uses and 
minimum lot sizes. 

Districts 
General commercial (GC) 
Recreational Commercial (RC) 
Design Commercial (DC) 
Highway Commercial (HC) 
Neighborhood Commercial (NC) 

xviii 

Minimum I..ot Size 
5,000 square feet 

lO acres 
20,000 square.feet 

2 acres 
50 acres 
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Permitted Uses 

retail stores 
fast food 
personal services 
general business 
professional off ices 
conv~nience stores 
dry clearulr:s 
banks 
drugstores 
nursery 
medical complex 
bars, pubs 
car service 
sports complex 
golf, tennis 
shopping center 
theaters 
arcades 

x 

x 
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x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
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Hamilton 
Township 

Growth Area: There are three designated growth areas in 
Hamilton. Minimum lot sizes range from s,ooo square feet to. 
16,000 sq. feet for both GA-I and GA-M areas. Minimum lot ·size 
for GA-L ranges from 15,000 to 24,000 square feet. Permitted 
uses are single family residential, schools, places of worship, 
home occupation, parks, public utilities, and planned residential 
development (except for GA-I). 

Mizpah Village Zone: The Mizpah. Village is a single district in 
Hamilton. Minimum lot size is one acre. Permitted uses are 
single family residential, home occupation, schools, places of 
worship, parks, public utility substation. 



LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pinelands Certified: 11/09/84 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1988 Population: 13,000 
1990 Projected Population: 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 44 sq. mi. 
Tributary Frontage: 2 mi. 

Conservation Zone: Yes, Preservation Area. 

Floodplain District: The boundaries for the floodplain district 
are defined by the Pinelands Management map. 

Setbacks from Shorelines or Wetlands: Yes, 200 feet. 

Site Plan Review: Yes. 

Open Space Requirements: There is a twenty-five percent minimum 
open space requirement for commercial and residential zones. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: None. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes, businesses must contain 
runoff on their own property. 

Septic Requirements: Septic systems must be at least JOO feet 
from any waterway. 

Preservation Area (PA): There is no minimum lot size for a 
preserv~tion district in the city of Hammonton. The permitted 
uses are residential dwellings on lots of 3.2 acres under certain 
provisions, agricultural employee housing, berry agriculture and 
horticulture of native plants, forestry, beekeeping, fish and 
wildlife management, low-intensity recreational uses, public 
service infrastructure, signs, and accessory uses. 

Forest Area (FA): There is no minimum lot size for a forest 
area. The permitted uses are the same as the Preservation area 
plus campgrounds, agricultural commercial establishments, and 
roadside retail sales. Additional residential dwelling 
development may be approved provided that gross density is not 
greater than one unit per 34 acres of private acres. 

Aqricultural Production (AP): There is no minimum lot size for 
AP district. The permitted uses are the same as the Preservation 
area plus agricultural commercial establishments, agricultural 
processing facilities, public service "infrastructure, signs~ 
Pinelands resource related industries, airports and heliports, 
fish and wildlife management, and campgrounds. 

Aqricultural Production/Compatible Light Industry (AP/CLI): The 
minimum lot size of the compatible Light Industr.v is 5 acres. 
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Hammonton 
City 

The permitted uses are·the same as Agricultural Production plus 
light industrial uses, including distribution centers, 
warehouses, enclosed services and repair facilities, and business 
offices. 

Rural Residential (RR): The minimum lot size for buildings in 
the Rural Residential district is 18,000 square feet. The 
minimum lot size for a single unit is 9,000 square feet. The 
permitted uses are residential dwellings (depending of the 
availability of public sewage facilities). 

Residential District (R-1, R-2): The minimum lot size in a 
Residential district is 5 acres. The permitted uses are 
residential dwellings, playgrounds, public schools, farms, 
churches, Professional offices and private schools are 
conditional uses. 

Town Business District (B-1): The minimum lot size in a Town 
Business district is 2,500 square feet. The permitted uses are 
local retail activities, from grocery stores to florists 
(excluding automobile sales), local services, restaurants, banks, 
and professional offices. 

Highway Business: The minimum lot size for a Highway Business 
district is 50,000 square feet. The permitted uses are the same 
as in B-l district plus the principal uses of the closest 
adjacent residential district, office buildings, auto sales, 
indoor buildings, auto sales, indoor theaters, garden centers, 
shopping centers, laboratories, and wholesale distribution 
centers. 

Industrial Parks (M~l): The minimum lot size for and Industrial 
Park district is 65,000 square feet. The minimum tract size is 6 
acres. The permitted uses are manufacturing plants , wholesale 
distribution centers, laboratories, needle products, wholesale 
fuel distributing centers, commercial bakeries, and office 
buildings. 

Mixed Use (MD): The minimum lot size in a Mixed Use district is 
10,000 square feet. Permitted uses are single family detached 
dwellings, and two family dwellings with certain conditions, 
offices and light industry. 



LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pinelands certified: 09/09/83 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 

County: Gloucester 

1988 Population: 21,000 
Land Area: not available 
River l"rontaqe: 12 mi. 

1990 Projected Population: 30,000 

conservation Zone: No, but has Forest Area District. 

Floodplain District: Yes, varies with each zone. 

Setbacks Pram Shorelines or Wetlands: · Yes, 300 feet. 

Site Plan Review: Yes, by City Planninq Board. 

Open Space Requirements: Yes, varies with each zone. 

Clusterinq or Planned Development Provision: Yes. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes. 

Septic Requirements: Yes, requlated by Gloucester County and 
DEP. one per unit and 100 feet between septic tank and well. 

Open Space Provisions: Monroe has provisions ·for common open 
space in every Planned Unit Development and/or Clustered 
Development ~s follows: 

Dwellinq Units in Development 
40 
80 

120 

Open Spaces Required 
2 acres 
3 acres 
4 acres 

Siqn Ordinance: There are many requlations of type, size, 
heiqht, placement, and scenic quality of all siqns in Monroe. 

Erosion Control Requlations: All site plans and major 
subdivisions shall incorporate soil erosion and sediment control 
proqrams under the provisions of the State of NJ Soil Erosion and 
Control Act P.L. 1975 c 251. 

Forest Area District: The minimum lot size for FD3.2, FDlO, and 
FD20 (Conservation District) are 3.2, 10, and 20 acres 
respectively except under certain permitted uses. There is no 
minimum lot size for FD/CV. Permitted uses are as follows: 

FD3.2 FDlO FD20 FD/CV 

(Sinqle Family .x x x 
Detached Dwellinq) 
Forestry x x x x 
Aqriculture x x x 
Roadside Retail Sales x x x 
Aq. Commercial Est. x x x 
Institutional Uses x x x 
Public service Intra. x x x 
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FD3.2 

(Single Family x 
Detached Dwelling) 
Forestry x 
Agriculture x 
Roadside Retail Sales x 
Ag. Commercial Est. x 
Institutional Uses x 
Public Service Intra. x 

FDlO 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

FD20 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

Monroe 
Township 

FD/CV 

x 

Rural Development District: The minimum lot sizes for RD-R 
(residential). RD-R/I (residential, industrial), RD-R/C 
(residential, commercial) are 3.2 to 5 acres, depending on the 
types of uses. Permitted uses for all areas are single family 
detached dwelling, forestry, agriculture, ag. commercial 
establishments, public service infrastructure, institutional 
uses, and recreation facilities. 

Regional Growth Districts: The minimum lot size for RG20 
(residential district 20) ranges from 20,000 sq ft to 3.2 acres, 
depending on sewerage and types of development. The minimum lot 
sizes for RGMR (moderate residential), RGPR (planned 
residential). RGCC (community commercial), RGPO (planned office). 
and RGPC (planned commercial) are 10,000 sq ft to 3.2 acres, 
depending on'sewerage and type of development. 

Agriculture Production District: The minimum lot sizes are 1 
acre for some single family detached dwelling and 3.2 for other 
areas. Permitted uses are single family detached, forestry, 
agriculture, agriculture commercial establishments, agriculture 
products processing facilities, public service infrastructure, 
institutional uses, and fish and wildlife management. 

Non-Pineland& Residential District: The minimum lot sizes are: 
RlO Low Rural Residential: 40,00 sq ft 
R20 Rural Residential 20,000 sq ft 
R205 Rural Residential Planned Industrial: 20,000 sq ft 
R30 Residential District 30: 10,000-20,000 sq ft 
R40 Residential Town District: 7,200-20,000 sq ft 

Single family detached dwellings, agriculture, and public service 
infrastructure are permitted in all non-Pinelands Residential 
Zones. Townhouses are permitted in R30 and R40 only. 'Forestry 
is permitted in RlO, R20. and R20S only. Mobile home parks are 
permitted in R30 only. 

Industrial ' Commercial District: The minimum lot size for LI 
(Light Industrial), cc ()Community Commercial), and NC 
(Neighborhood Commercial) is 20,000 sq ft. 

Permitted use are as follows: 

Single Family Detached Dwelling 
Light Industry 
Wholesale Dist. ' Warehousing 
Manufacturing 
Community Commercial 
Neighborhood Commercial 

xxiii 

LI 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

cc 
x 

x 
x 

NC 
x 
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Somers Point 

LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1980 Population: 11, 779 . 
1990 Projected Population: 

Conservation Zone: No. 

Flood Plain District: Yes. 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: --
Tributary Frontage: 2 mi 
River Frontage: --

Site Plan Review: Ye~, on commercial units. 

Open Space Requirements: 

Clusterinq or Planned Unit Provision: No. 

Run-off or Stormwater Control: No. 

Septic Requirement: No, requlated by County Board of Health. 

Bay Front Historic Preservation District (BBP): Purpose of this 
district is to preserve the unique historical and natural 
resources of the area and to encourage development which is 
compatible with these resources. Minimum lot size for single 
family dwelling, condominiums, boat sales/rentals, and 
restaurants are 7,500 square feet, 3 acres, 15,000 square feet 
and 15,000 square feet respectively. Permitted uses include: 
boat sales and rentals, boat storage and maintenance, boat 
docking, water related services, restaurants, theaters, museums, 
small retail shops, existing residential use, hotels, single 
family detached dwellings and professional offices. 

Other districts include: 

District Minimum Lot Size 

Single Family (R-1): 7,500 sq. feet 

Highway Commercial (HC-l)(HC-2): 7,500 sq. feet 

Regional Commercial (RC): 10 acres 

Neighborhood Commercial (NC): 1,500 sq. feet 

Residential Multi-Family (RMF): 3 acres 

Transient commercial (TC): 15,000 sq. feet 

Industrial Planned (I PIP): 1 acre 

Regional Golf Course (RGC): 30,000 sq. feet 

Forest District (FD): no development 
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Pinelands Certified: 07/03/83 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 
1980 Population: 7,800 
1990 Projected Population: 10,000 

Conservation Zone: Yes. 

Floodplain District: Yes. 

County: Cape May 
Land Area: 70 sq. mi. 
River Frontage: 18 mi. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: No. 

Site Plan Review: Yes, approved by Planning Board. 

Open Space Requirements: Yes. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provisi~n: Clustering is 
permitted in the AR Zone • 

Runoff or stormwater Control: Yes, Soil Conservation District 
requires site retention. 

Septic Requiremerits: Septic is regulated by County Board of 
Health. Upper Township has an Ordinance forbidding septic 
systems that require mere than 24 inches of fill in major 
subdivisions. 

Pinelands Village (PV): Tuckahoe and Petersburg nuclei for 
residential expansion. Permitted uses include detached dwelling 
units, public playgrounds, conservation areas, parks, churches, 
public.and private day schools, and public utilities. Minimum 
lot size is 3.2 acres. 

Rural Development (RD): Permitted uses in a Rural Development 
zone include farms, detached dwellings, public playgrounds, 
conservation area, parks and public purpose uses, churches, 
cemeteries, golf course, public and private schools. Minimum lot 
size is 3.75 areas. 



"[jpper 
Township 

LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Forest Districts (FJ and F20): Minimum lot size for Forest 
District F-3 is 3.2 acres. Minimum lot size for Forest District 
F-20 is 20 acres. The permitted uses in the Forest Districts are 
detached dwellings, churches, cemeteries, public purpose uses and 
public and private schools, residential dwelling units with 
certain restrictions, farms, ·agricultural employee housing, 
forestry, low intensity recreation uses, intensive recreation 
uses, public service infrastructure which is necessary to serve 
the needs of the Pinelands, signs, agricultural commercial 
establishments, roadside retail sales,-carnpgrounds, institutional 
resource related industrial or manufacturing, and light 
industrial. 

Neighborhood Commercial (NC): The permitted use in the 
neighborhood commercial district is to allow owners of businesses 
to reside hear their business. The minimum lot size in 3.2 
acres. 

Non-Pinelands Zones and MinimWll Lot Sizes: 
Agriculture/low density residential (AR): 120,000 sq. ft. 
Low density (R-1): 40,000 sq. ft. 
Moderate density (R-2): 40,000 sq. ft. 
Resort residential (RR): 40,000 sq. ft. 
Highway commercial (HC): 30,000 sq. ft. 
Community commercial (CC): 120,000 sq. ft. 
Planned industrial (PI): 120,000 individual, so,ooo within an 
industrial park. 
Conservation (C): 10 acres 
Flood hazard (FH) (FHH): No development permitted. 
Resort Commercial (RC): 6,000 sq. ft. 
Mining District: no minimum lot size specified. 
Forest 3: 3.2 acres. 
Forest 25: 25 acres. 
Airport: no minimum lot size specified. 
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Weymouth 
Township 

Pinelands Certified: 09/09/88 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes. 
1980 Population: 1,260 

County: Atlantic 
Land Area: 12 sq. mi. 
River Frontage: 3 mi. 

1990 Projected Population: 1,700 

Conservation Zone: None. 

Floodplain District: None. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: Minimum 300 foot buffer. 

Site Plan Review: Site plan reviews are required for 
cons~ruction of any use other than a one-family detached dwelling 
in a residential zone, or garage, tool shed, swimming pool, 
porch, and alteration to existing buildings. 

Open Space Requirements: Buildings can take up only ten percent 
of area. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: None. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: None. 

Septic Requirements: A 300 foot buffer is required. 

Pinelands Districts: 

Pinelands Forest Areas (PFA-25, PFA-20, and PFA-10): Minimum lot 
size for Pinelands Forest Areas in Weymouth Township are listed 
below. The permitted use are single family detached dwellings, 
(minimum lot of 5.0), agricultural uses, water, forest or 
wildlife conservation areas, commercial stables. 

Districts 

PFA-25 
PFA-20 
PFA-10 

Minimum Lot Siz~ 

25 acrP.s 
20 acres 
10 acres 
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Weymouth 
Township 

LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Pinelands Villaqe Residential (PVR): The minimum lot size for 
the Pinelands Village Residential district is five acres. The 
permitted uses are single family detached dwellings, water, 
forest for wildlife conservation, general purpose agriculture, 
and commercial stables. 

Pinelands Villaqe Commercial (PVC): The minimum lot size for the 
Pinelands Village Commercial district is five acres .. Sinqle 
family dwellings, stores and shops for retail business, personal 
services, indoor commercial recreation, clubs, banks, offices, 
theaters, restaurants and similar community services, medical or 
dental clinic, printing and photoc~pying businesses, non-profit 
offices. 

Pinelands Forest Area Mobile Home Park (MBP): The minimum lot 
size for the Pinelands Forest Mobile Home Park district is 5,000 
square feet. The permitted use within ~his district are single 
family mobile homes on individual lots, club house, swimming 
pools, recreation facilities, and maintenance facilities. 

Non-Pinelands Districts: 

Rural Residential District: The minimum lot size 
Township Rural Residential District is 5 acres. 
uses are single family dwellings, water, forest, 
conservation areas, general purpose agriculture, 
stables. 

in 
The 
and 
and 

the Weymouth 
permitted 
wildlife 
commercial 

Residential Districts (R-1 and R-2): The minimum lot size for 
Residential District (R-1) is one acre. The minimum lot size for 
R-2 is 10,000 square feet. The permitted uses are the same and 
include single family dwellings on individual lots, water, forest 
or wildlife conservation areas a~d uses, and general purpose 
agriculture other than poultry or swine farm. 

Commercial District (C): The minimum lot size for a commercial 
district in Weymouth Township is 0.5 acre. The permitted uses 
are single family dwellings, stores and shops, personal services 
or minor appliance repair, indoor commercial recreation, clubs, 
banks, offices, theaters, restaurants, funeral homes, pubic or 
private utility office, travel, advertising, employment agencies, 
medical or dental, printing and photo copying, and non-profit 
offices. 
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Winslow 
Township 

Pinelands certified: 04/08/83 
Comprehensive Plan: Yes 

County: Camden 

1980 Population: 20,121 
1990 Projected Population: 32,800 

Conservation Zone: Yes. 

Land Area: 60 sq. mi. 
River Frontage: 15 mi. 

Floodplain District: Yes, permitted uses within the Pinelands 
area include single family dwellings, institutional uses, 
intensive recreational, mining, and airports. Uses permitted 
outside the Pinelands include single family and clustered 
residential dwellings,campgrounds. 

Setbacks From Shorelines or Wetlands: No development shall be 
carried out in a wetland or within 300 feet of a wetland unless 
the applicant has demonstrated that .the development will not have 
the effect of modifying the wetland such that the development 
will result in an irreversible adverse impact on the ecological 
integrity of the wetland or its biotic components. 

Site Plan Review: Prior to the issuance of a building permit for 
.any proposed land development including commercial, industrial, 
multi-family housing of five or more units, or any development 
requiring off street parking in excess of five vehicles, a site 
plan shall be submitted to the planning board for its review and 
recommendation. 

Open Space Requirements: Includes all lands except road rights
of-way, off street parking and loading areas and any lands 
covered by or continuously flooded by water. Open space area 
shall be provided in an amount equal to no less than 35% of the 
total land area proposed for the development. 

Clustering or Planned Development Provision: Yes. 

Runoff or Stormwater Control: Yes, before and after 
construction. 

Septic Requirements: Yes, within Pinelands must be on public 
sewer or conventional system, pressure dosing, or ~ukk system. 
Non-Pinelands must be on public sewer or conventional system. 

Rural Residential (PRl)·: The minimum lot size for a rural 
residential district is 3.2 acres for single family detached 
dwellings and 2 acres for clustered residential dwellings. The 
permitted uses are residential as provided above, agriculture, 
agriculture employee housing, forestry, recreation and 
agricultural product sales establishments. 



·Winslow 
Township 

LocAL ZONING REVIEW 

Low Density Residential (PR2): The minimum lot size for a low 
density residential district is one acre. The permitted uses are 
sinqle family dwellinqs, agriculture, recreation facilities (low 
intensive or intensive), public facilities, public service 
infrastructure, institutional uses~ and accessory uses. 

Medium Density Residenti&.l (PRJ): The minimum lot size for a 
medium density residential district is 24,200 feet for sinqle 
family detached and attached dwellinq units and 48,400 feet for 
two family duplexes. The permitted uses are residential as 
provided above, recreation facilities (low intensive or 
intensive), public facilities, public service infrastructure, 
institutional uses, and accessory uses. 

High Density Residential (PR4): The mini~um lot size for a high 
density residential district is 12,400 square feet. The 
permitted uses are sinqle family detached and attached dwelling 
units at a density no qreater than 3.5 units per acre, townhouse 
dwellinq units if serviced by sewer, garden apartments, clustered 
residential dwelling units including single family detached,· 
duplexes, townhouses, or qarden apartments, planned unit 
development with restrictions, public facilities, recreational 
facilities (low inter.sive or intensive), institutional uses and 
accessory uses. 

Kiner Commercial Zoning Districts (Pel and PC2): There is no 
minimum lot size requirement for Winslow Township's two minor 
commercial districts. The permitted uses within the PCl 
districts are retail establishments including but not limited to 
auto dealerships, appliance sales, clothing, drugstores, 
laundries, construction supply stores, office buildings, gasoline 
filling stations and garages, restaurants, establishments where 
alcoholic beverages are consumed, and public service 
infrastructure. Permitted uses within the PC2 districts include 
all uses permitted within the PCl districts plus research 
facilities, indoor theatres, hotels and motels, hospitals and 
related health care facilities. 

Industrial zoning District (Pl): There is no minimum lot size 
requirement for Winslow Township's Industrial Zoning districts. 
Permitted uses include all uses included in Winslow's commercial 
zoninq districts plus resource.extraction, aqricultural 
processing facilities, light industries including but not limited 
to research and development operations, public utility services, 
rep~ir and maintenance yards, wholesaling and distributing 
operations, and Pinelands resource related industries. 
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Winslow 
Township 

Recreation and Conservation Zone (PRC): This zone corresponds 
with those areas of Winslow Township designated in the Pinelands 
Comprehensive Management Plan as forest areas. The purpose of 
this zoning regulation is to ensure the long term integrity of 
the to~~~i~~~ndisturbed forest la~~s and the plant and animal 
species they support and to protect these areas from random and 
uncontrolled development by providing for development subject to 
strict envircnmental performance standards. Permitted uses are 
single family residential dwelling units with minimum lot sizes 
of 3.2 acres, agriculture, forestry, low and high intensity 
recreational uses, fish and wildlife management, campgrounds, 
landfills, resource extraction operations, airport facilities and 
accessory uses. 

Agricultural Zone (PA): The minimum lot size for Winslow 
Township·s agricultural zone is 3.2 acres. Permit~ed uses 
include those listed for (PRC) plus commercial agricultural 
processing facilities and institutional uses. 

Preservation Area District (P?): The purpose of this district is 
to protect large contiguous forest areas, pristine wetlands, 
streams and rivers and the plant and animal species which they 
support from development that would adversely affect their long 
term ecological integrity. Permitted uses include residential as 
in (PRC), berry agriculture, horticulture of native plants, and 
other agricultural activities which are compatible with the 
existing soil and water conditions that support traditional 
Pinelands berry agriculture. 

Non-Pinelands Area Zones: 

Low Density Residential (RL): Minimum lot size is 1 acre. 
Permitted uses include single family dwellings at 1 per acre, 
agriculture, low intensive and intensive recreation, home 
occupations, public facilities and institutions. 

Medium Density Residential (RM): Minimum lot size is 1 acre. 
Permitted uses include all listed for RL plus single family 
dwellings at 2 per acre, duplexes, townhouses, planned retirement 
facilities. 

Hiqh Density Residential (RH): Minimum lot size is 1 acre. 
Permitted uses include all listed for RL and RM plus single 
family dwellings at 3 per acre and apartment houses. 



Winslow 
Township· 

LoCAL ZONING REVIEW 

Minor Commercial (C): Minimum lot.sizes vary according to use, 
the smallest being 10,500 sq. ft. Permitted uses include 
offices, general retail, and public· service infrastructure. 

Major CoJllJllercial (CM): Same lot size as (C). Permitted uses 
include all listed for (C) plus hotels/motels and 
hospitals/health care facilities. 

Liqht Industrial (I): Minimum lot sizes vary according to use, 
the smallest being 20,000 square feet. Permitted uses include 
offices, agricultural processing, light industry. Prohibited 
uses include incinerators, fertilizer manufacturing, heavy 
manufacturing, qas and chemical refineries. 

Planned Community (PC): No minimum lot size specified. Mixed 
uses subject to approval •. 

Public Use (P): No minimum lot size specified. Uses include 
parks, playgrounds, public service infrastructure, water 
facilities. (Public owned lands) 

Recreation/Conservation (R/C): Minimum lot size is 3.2 acres. 
Permitted uses include single family dwellinqs on uplands, 
agriculture, forestry, low intensity/passive recreation, 
campqrounds, public facilities, institutional uses i.e. offices 
for wildlife management and fire towers. 

Wetlands: No minimum lot size specified. Pertains to 
environmentally sensitive areas pursuant to U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service map of 1972. Uses depend on which zone the wetlands lie 
within and are contingent on approval. 
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LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

(5) 

3% 

municijlalit)' 

Where is Your Property Located -

(1) (2) (3) 

0% 

1l:u11111on1u11 
Township City 

Wirulpw Folsom 
Township Borough 

(3) 

1.8% 

ll:unilton 
Township 

Uucn;a Vist;a 
Town5hip 

(67) 

39.9% 

(18) 

10.7% 

Wqmou1h 
Township 

(6) 

3.6% 

C:;tcll Manor 
City 

(45) 

26.8% 

Egg lfarbor 
Townsl1ip 

(8) 

4.8% 

Corbin Cil)' 

(21) 

12.5% 

Upper 
Township 



LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

Total Acreage of Property 

(58) i 

(52) Number of Respondents 

36.0% 
32.3% 

(22) 

(12) (12) 

(5) 13.7% 

I 3.1% I 
7.5% 7.5% 

Less than I acre I ·5 acres 5·10 acres 10·30 acres 30·50 acres More than 50 acres 
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(30) 

18.3% 

Less than 100 feet 

Frontage on the River 

Nnmhcr of Respondents 

(84) 

51.2% 

(22) (28) 

13.4% 17.1~. L 
1·500 feet . 500· 1000 feet More than 1 000 feet 
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LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

l9 c: 
u 

"O c: 
0 a. 
~ .... 
0 
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(106) 

65% 

Primary Residence 

·-------·-------------·· - . 

Is Property for Residential Use -. 

Number of Respondents 

(37) 

(3) (17) 
22.7~6 

1.8% 10.4% 
I .. 

Rental Seasonal Residence No Rcsidcr:tial Use 

. --- - .. .,__, - - ..... - - - .... - - --- -· 



Land Description 

Number of Respondents 

(44) 

l!l 

g c: (40) u 
(38) "C c: .. 

::: 8. 
rJ 

0::: 
'a 34.3% 
C)I! 22.6% 

28% 

(9) 
(5) 

(2) 
I 3.5% I 6.3% 

11.4%. 

Wetl:md/Marsh Public Use Forest Agriculture Commercial Other 
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LANDOWNER AITITUDE ASSESSMENT·RESULTS 

Use of River 
Fishing 67.9;] (114) 

Canoeing 54.s% I (92) 

Boating 57.7% I (97) 

Marlna/Doaty.ard 1.1% lc12) 

Water Siding 26.2% I (44) 

Hunting/Trapping 23.2% I (39) 

Swimming 70.2% I c11s) 

Commercial Fishing 3% (5) 

Irrigation 6.5% 1 cu) 

Other 11.9% I c20) 

~ --- - ...... - - ._. .... - - - .. _ - - --- -· 
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Use of Land Within the Next Ten Years 

(107) 

69.9% 

Would Ret:iin 
Ownership 

(11) 

I 7.2% I 
Would Be 

Transferred to Heirs 

(24) 

15.7% 

:Would be Sold 

Number of Res Jon dents 

(11) 

I 7.2% L 
Developed or Sub-Divided 



LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

" 

(7) 

I 4.2% I 
Makes living 
from river 

,· 

Why Do You .own the Property 

(104) 

61.9% 

(26) 

15.5% 

Likes to be near Good investment 
river to sell later 

(95) 

56.5% 

Enjoy river 
recreation 

Nun1bcr < •f Respondc 

(46) 

27.4% 

•)ther 

nts 

.. _ .. - - ..... - - ... - - - ..... - - --- -· 
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42.9% 

72 

20.2% 

26 

Important Aspects of River 

31 

4.2% 5.4% 
3.6% 

12.5% 

8.9% 21 
7.7% 

13 15 

Good Place to live Home for import:mt Commercial and Tourism and 
Recreation plants and animals Industrial Uses 

24.4% 
22.6% 

28 

9.5% 24 

Cultural :ind Historic Relatively 
Rcsourcts un<k"\•clopcd 



LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMFNT RESULTS 

Most Important Issue Concerning River 
Ntmberof 

% of Respondents Respondents 

Preservation of Land .................................. 19 .6% .......... (31) 
Housing Growth ............. ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.9% .......... ( 3) 
Commercial Growth ..................................................... 0 
Industrial Growth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............ 0 

Agriculture. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ·O 

Tourism.............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.9% .......... ( 3) . 
Recreation ........................................... 1.9% .......... ( 3) 

Historic Resources ....................................................... 0 

\Vater Quality ....................................... 32.3% .......... (51) 

Fishing ................................................................ 0 

Scenic Character ...................................... 3.2% .......... ( 5) · 

Land9wners Rights .................................... 27.2% .......... (43) 

\Vildlife Habitat ....................................... 12% .•....... (19) 

11[!_, --- - - liltL - - 111!1 • .. -- - ..._ - - - -- -· 



Second Most Iinportant Issue Concerning.River 
Number of 

% of nespondcnts Res J(mdents 

Preservation of Lind ................................. 10.7% ........... (17) 
Housing Growth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 A% . . . . . . . . . . . ( 7) 
Commercial Growth .................................. 1.9% . . . . . . . . . . . ( 3) 
Industrial Growth ...................................... 6% . . . . . . . . . . ( 1) 

~ ... .. : 
Agriculture ................................................ ; . . . . . . . . . .. 0 
Tourism........................................... 1.8% ........... ( 3) · 
Recreation .......................................... 6.3% ........... (10) 
Historic Resources ................................... 4A% ...... ...... ( 7) 
Water Quality ...................................... 26.4% ........... (42) 
Fishing .............................................. 1.9% ........... ( 3) 
Scenic Character. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 1 .3 % . . . . . . . . . . . ( 18) 
Lindowners Rights .................................. 14.5% ........... (23) 
\Vildlife Habitat. .................................... 15.7% ........... (25) 



LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

TI1ird Most In1portant Issue Concerning River 

'}{, oflkspondcnts 
Nt .mhcr of 

Hcsnondcnts 

Preservation of L1nd .................................. 8.1 % ........... ( 1 ~) 

Housing Growth. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.9% ........... ( 3) 

Commercial Growth .................................... 6% ........... ( 1) 

Industrial Growth .................................... 1.2% ........... ( 2) 

Agriculture ...... : ................................... 2.5% ........... ( 4) 

Tourism . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.9% . . . . . . . . . . ( 3) 
Recreation .......................................... 9..1% . . . . . . . . . . (15) 

Historic Resources ................................... 6.3% ........... (I 0) 
Water Quality .................................... · .. 11.2% . . . . . . . . . . (18) 

Fishing ............. ; ............................... 1.9% ........... ( 3) 

Scenic Character .................................... 19 .4% ........... (31) 

Landowners Rights .................................. 13.7% . . . . . . . . . . (22) 

\Vildlife Habitat ...................................... 21.9 ........... (35) 



Would Support Land Use Regulations Necessary 
to Protect River 

Agree 

43.3% 

(71) 
Strongly Agree 

41.5% 

(68) 



~ .... 

LANDOWNER ATTITUDE ASSESSl,,tfENT RESULTS 

No Opinion 

2.4% 
(4) 

Would Support Conservation Plan .With 
Room For Other Uses 

Scrongly Disagree 

23.8% 
(40) 

Disagree 
20.B% 

(35) 

Strongly Agree 

14.9% 

(25) 

Agree 

38.1% 
(64) 

II!!. ... ... -- Ill!... - - 111!!.1!. • - - - ..._ .. .. - -- -· 



- .. 

~ .... .... 

------·-----------

Do You Favor Area Development and Oppose 
Conservation Efforts -

Strongly Disagree 

64.9% 

(109) 

Disagree 

20.2% 
(34) 



~ ... ... ... 

LANDOWNER AITITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

~ c: 
IU 

'O 
c: 
0 
0. 

~ .... 
0 

'*-

Who Should Have Major Responsibility to 
Conserve River -

(36) 

(:~8) 

(25) 

23.1% 

17.9% (14) 
16% 

9% 

l.1 .cal Conserv:ttion Lindowncrs and State 
Govc·nmcnt Organiz:uion Private Citizens Government 

Numhcr of Respondents 

(30) 

(18) 19.2% 

11.5% 

(5) 

3.2%L 

rcckral Coalitions of Other 
Government Priv:nc and Public 

Organizations 



Are Govern1nental Agencies Meeting the Needs 
of 1\tlanaging Resources of the Great Egg I-Iarbor River 

(84) 

50.0% (59) 

(25) 35.1% 

14.9% 

-Yes No No Opinion 



-

LANDOWNER AITITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

What Should Landowners Do To Consenre 
Natural, I-Iistoric and Recreational Resources -· 

% of Hesponses % of Cases 
Numhcr of 

Hcs11on<lc111s 

Practice Conservation .................... 26.7% ..... 76.2% .......... (12~) 
Learn more ahout con~crvation techniques .. 16.7% ..... '17.6% .......... ( 80) 

Urge better government planning .......... 15.2% ..... 435% .......... ( 73) 
Get involved with local planning ......... ; . 17.7% ..... 50.6% .......... ( 85) 
necome more active in 
conservation organizations ................ 11.3% ..... 32.1 'X, .......... ( 5/i) 
Organize eflorts in community ............. l 0.0% ..... 28.6% .......... ( 48) 

Other. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.3% ...... 6.6% . . . . . . . . . . (11) 

~ .... - - .._ - - - . - - - -- - - --- -· 



I-lad You 1-Ieard About TI1is Study 
Prior to Receiving Questionnaire -

(139) 

85.3% 

(24) 

14.7% 

Yes No 



LANDOWNER AITITUDE ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

\X'here Did You Hear of the Study-

(101) 60.1% Newspaper 

: 

(36) 21.4% ncceived Copy of Study Droch ure 

'(34) 20.2% Meeting 

(37) 22.0% From friend or relative 

-
(5) 3.0% Other -

......... - llL - - ... - - .. ..._ - - _ .. -· 
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IssuEs LIST 

The following is the original list of issues compiled from the 
public forums held in March and April 1988. This is the list of 
issues presented to the task force on May 19, 1988 and used by 
the subcommittees in their work to look at the issues in depth. 

The public forums from which these issues were developed gave 
local citizens throughout the watershed a chance to express their 
concerns about the Great Egg Harbor River and tributaries. At 
each public forum, the group was divided into smal1er groups to 
brainstorm the issues, with-a National Park Service planner 
acting as a facilitator. These workshops were held at the 
following places: 

Winslow Twp. 
Mays Landing 
Egg Harbor Twp. 
Upper Twp. 
Weymouth Twp. 

March 22, 1988 
March JO, 1988 
April 12, 1988 
April 13, 1988 
April ·19, 1988 
April 20, 1988 -Hamilton Twp. 

l!QWIOl/ACCF.SS 

l. lmu/Use 

the md to uiDuiD 11nicabilit7 of tidal rmhes, i.e. dredcinc 
ideatifiCJtiOI of 11111-111ripble seputs of rim 
ideatificatioa of boat lwdes alllac rim 
the aeed far add.itia111l wae linrirs 
the aeed for rim tnils 
11111Ce10t of aistinc pailic ncrutio11 arus 
crution If mre ,Ulic ncrutioa arw aloac rim 
the lllllCmllt af tollristic actirities 
lilitinc recrutioul ae to cvntrol litter, omcroldinc, etc. 
mtrictio11 of boattn 111 ceruill stpe11ts af rinr 
probibitioa of mtoriztd cnfts a~e LW l.e111ft 

a. &ctirtti~ 

h11tiac amt fishinc actirities 
prohibition of wpillc oauide wmaands 
role of uriu police ill nforcnent 
ellfom1ut of boatinc ncuutioas (ooise, speed, etc.I 
fun4iac for uriu police for better ellforcnut 
CD1?1tibilit7 of actirities vith vild aod smic character of rim 

liii 

PBILIC liWl!SS/!DUtmOI 

the md for tecbaial support 11111 ilfo to •etter 1rotect and uaaie rim 
fRSS. cmr&&t OOt rim protectiOI 
the md to hill a 111tue center amt cet sc~ols imlmt 
the need to im:mse nmms af li.ldlife, pl.uts 11111 nmcmd specirs 
the eed to educate rinr recruton 
participation of public in sute decisions 



A. lqulatiaas 

urt ml tui.nMlitJ of allitiallll npl.atiaas ii local rim p!JI 
iansti&&tiaa 1f local mil& oriimca 
praeat uaut of replatioa bJ state 
atrwliW& the penittia& prvcm 

I. Worcuut 

!bu iU peaaltia for lffeaten 
man:mn of mstiD& rracrus lcmnll 
Piulmla Coni.saiaa rafQae ta imsti&&te illtpl actintia 
tke RH ta cvauvl nad&lisa 

I. litttria& 
1110 •ill eahm aistiD& ad htun orimaca 
orpwioc local ufon:wat &m1S 'tor litter clUHp 
ta!Orttltct of litter &ad dn1iD& laws alOll& rim AW 
accouawilitJ for lltttria& 

C. bpluuutiaa 

~lancioc tmlapnat litb pratectiaa 
1anitoria& the ilplm1tatio1 of laul rinr cvaemtial p!JI 
Illa ilplenots/eafan:a laul rim ciauntiaa plaa 
fuadia& !or aistioc pracrus ta bdp 1111 naen 
~I trutae1t bel1HI printe laldnun ut tneiopen 
hip ta cvnuaities OI 111111-tlicible scputs al ri1tr (Collil&S LWI 
aaiata!aioc •nn1• Cbmcur 1f ana 
the rim for 1are litter tisposal lacilitia 

I. l1pacts 11 PrapertJ f&loes 

djastarot of tu wus1uu ta reflect (mlo,..t restrictials 
laid tnaloatioo 
loss of lacal tu rm=a •ecme of plaa 

1. CoorfuatiaD 

coortilatioo alld cvauiutial hl1Ha rim tna 
caartiutio1 alll cv ... iatin ht1tt1 state allll laul qeai:ia 
local pla1111iac Mirt ct1mltatia1 

IssuEs LIST 

l!SllUICl P!DT?CTIOI 

A. latvnl laames 

IUll 1114 &Rill WiD& 
1ntectia1 aai U,mant of fishia& crmts h rim 
aoil eraaia1 alll 1etiJe11utial 
f?atectial all( praemliaD of lilllift ad •tic Ubitats 
re-iauvmtiaa of atin species 
imatary If flora ml fllu 
crutia1 If 11n Ubitata 
tke aed far ater cvasemtiaa, 1astaiaed ue/yid( 
aalt uy lllmsts 
lack of Phtlaadl pratectiaa 11 Nth sites 1f the rim 
h!ftr nus &Inc rim 
~lito ctlltrlll fll&tllS 
"' RH to aaiRtait at lmt a linilal lml of fRtectiaa (all) 
pratectiaa of Will esturilt m1 llllutic n,., stofQnrl 
hltfiu ta htun cwntiaas fra1 IW all& Seem tesicutiao 
praemtiaa of atval nus bJ lacdamn 

I. Clltanl lann:es 

fudiq far pratectiaa of Ustorical sites 
tntectiaa If l.Wa sites 
actaa to Ustaric lites 
pres1mtia1 of •istaric .-alitiu ad lmlaaris litJIODtb rurucel 

liv 
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I!.'!! 111J!LIT!/SUPPLI 

l. VHer QuilitJ 

point al!d 11D11-paiat ater pallatiaa 
pratectioa af tl!e budaters af tl!e Grut Eu !ullar lim UerliDI 
cramater cautuiDltiaa frat lmlfilli aml emnlion 
uttr qaalitJ i.J?ict n ncrution 
inutiptioas al ays to i.J?ran se11&e tmtaent 
seace wpiac iata rim 
left far Iller '8alitJ tutiac ml JODitoriD& DD I ncahr basil 
idutifiu1ioa af il!dastrial ul agrinltaul sames nf pollutiaa 
1i1Utio1 ia rim fra1 cnstractiaa 
tl!e !Ifft for fmiac far 1mr ~lit7 tutiac 
pratectioa of mtershri to premt ocw pollutioa 
llHd to taov wt facilities rill h anibllle for clu11-1p, 11111 ad future 
tbe iJpranmt of septic sys1ns 
11.lys W4iDg sevage trutaeat plut 
ult intrusion 
allsolumce af se11ge trutJeat plnu 
Scallrille llDt iacladft ia '20!' plan 
ucdfill pollution 
talic wte dup cluu-ap 
11111i.1arU& icti1'itiu of lal!dfills 
fonding for clua-up af illegtl d111ps, eafam1eat, etc. 

I. ilttr SopplJ 

tbe ttft to aiauia fm-flav 
tbe &rut !cc Barbor lim aad its tribs. u a possible future vater nppl7 
•mi111 nd/ar dinrliac tl!e Gmt !cc hrbar liYt r 
tbe left to kDov effects al irrtptioa 1111! vitl!dnal 
Iller depletioa lra1 OYetfalPiac 
caumial ase of Iller 

l. Lied Use Coatrals al Denlopunt 

ul!d ai:d cmel liaiac controls 
emntiaa iato aqaifers 

WDUS! 

na-off 1111 silutiaa frat l.arce coastractiaa projects 
iariutioas ta chuical aai iadustrill co. 's ta opente ia tbe state 
replamut of dacis Gil au alls 
riparill lase ri&lts 
111Sqaita caatnl 1rair11s ia tidal ams 
pratectia1 of property omr ri&hts 
tle eed ta aiataia aistiac 1ul asu 
tm!apnt pnjects ia CDDDtJ parts e.c. uriaa coastmtion 
uutiac coumid asu of rim, i.e. ncrutiaa, fishiac m. 
the ued ta diride rim into t10 portioas for stad7: tillal aad non-tiul 
011asi01 of basiausu aloac rim 

Iv 
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SAMPLE LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION 

APPENDIXG 
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Mr. James W. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director 
National Park Service 
143 South Third Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

Thank you for allowing the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection the 
opponunity to review the recently released Draft Qreat Egg Harbor Rjyer Wild and Scenic River 
Study Report. Various divisions within the Department have reviewed the draft report for its 
impact on state legislatively-mandated programs, departmental policies and planning, and specific 
landholdings admirmtered by the Divisions of Fish, Game, and Wildlife and Parks and Forestry. 

In reviewing the alternatives for the future planning and management of the Great Egg 
Harbor River and its tn"butaries, the Department of Environmental Protection generally supports 
alternative 2, which reoommends designation to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and 
development of a loc::al management plan. A loc::al management plan can provide romprehensive 
management of the adjacent land and water resources of the river, filling in gaps of State regulatoty 
programs which are restticted to use limitations and size thresholds. However, PEP reoommends 
this option with the understanding that the plan makes some reference to the need to meet future 
water supply requirements of the region, that it does not CX>nOict with existing regulatoty policies 
of the Division of Coastal Resources, and that the state lands that would be most affected by 
designation to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System (Winslow, Peaslee, and MacNamara 
Wildlife Management Areas) ex>ntinue to be managed for the benefit of the wildlife found there. 
Furthermore, the DEP would be willing, in principle, to enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with the ex>mmunities, but reserves any further ex>mmitment until one is actually developed. Let 
me say at this time, however, that this Department can only agree to carty out the provisions of 
any agreement to the exten• feasible. We aaDIJot ooillmit financiia: am1 stafi' rcso.&rcw to Siippon 
a local management plan when budgetaty restraints are placed on our programs by the State 
legislature. 

Alternative 6, reoommending the estabmhment of a land trust ronservancy, can be initiated 
independently of the other alternatives. Abo, several land trusts already have acquired easements 
and title to lands adjacent to the Great Egg Harbor River. With their staff and financial resources 
already in place, they may be sufficient to perform this task, and work with the newly formed Great 
Egg Harbor Watershed Msociation in targeting land for protection and acquisition. 

The Division of Water Resources provided romments on the Resoun:e Management section 
of the report. Those ex>mments are attached for your review. 

The Division of FJSb, Game, and Wildlife noted that the name •game protectors• on page 
20 should be changed to •ronservation officers.• 

New Jer.vey i.v an l~qual Oppo,,uni1y Employer 



As a general comment, I would like to compliment both the efforts of National Park 
Service staff in developing and organizing the river study, and also the task force members who 
devoted their time and energies in developing recommendations and offering insight into the river 
and its uses throughout the study period. Members of this Department were invited to join the task 
force and they willingly provided needed information on the natural and cultural resources found 
in the region and on regulations and policies affecting the river. I hope that we will be able to 
continue our cooperative efforts in protecting the Great Egg Harbor River and its tnbutaries. 

attachment 
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P.O. Box 

James w. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director 
National Park Service 
143 South Third St. 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

September 19, 1989 

Thank you for providing me with the opportunity to 
review and comment upon the National Park Service's prelimi
nary Draft Great Egg Harbor River Wild and Scenic River 
Study Report of June 198 9. I have iimi ted my comments to 
those concerning the outlined Overall Alternatives and 
Selected Actions as they affect and are affected by the 
Pinelands Commission and its Comprehensive Management Plan 
(CMP) • 

First and foremost, the wild and scenic river program 
is wholly compatible with the Pinelands protection effort. 
We, in our staff capacity, are most willing to provide 
whatever technical support and assistance necessary to 
further both programs in a complementary fashion. Moreover, 
we will be happy to present the plan to the full Commission 
for endorsement when it is clear which of the possible 
alternatives are preferred by the affected municipalities. 

. With respect to the body of the report, I offer the 
following observations and suggestions: 

0 Alternative 1 could be presented more clearly with a 
statement that it applies only to publicy owned and 
managed lands. 

0 Alternative 4 should reference the participation and 
involvement of the Pinelands Commission, as well as the 
state Division of Coastal Resources. 

0 I would suggest that the Pinelands Infrastructure 
Financing Plan be removed from the listing of possible 
sources for assistance included under "Selected Actions". 
Monies to be distributed through this Plan are legis
latively earmarked for Regional Growth Areas and, as is 
correctly stated in the description of the proposed 
Scenic and Recreational River boundary, the areas in 
question are located in Pinelands Forest or Agricult
ural Production management areas. 

The Pinelands - Our Country's First National Reserve 



0 At the end of the "Infrastructure/Awareness" section, 
the report indicates that the Pinelands Commission 
should develop guidelines and design criteria for 
businesses along the river. I would request that the 
nature of these guidelines be clarified. 

0 The Pinelands Commission is currently conducting 
studies on minimum in-stream flows in the upper reaches 
of the Great Egg Harbor River. The Commission also 
presently has a water quality monitoring program in 
place. I would therefore suggest that reference be 
made in the "Resource Management" section to the 
Commission's in-stream flow studies and that counties 
be encouraged to join the Pinelands cooperative water 
monitoring program. 

Once again, thank you for 
this report in its draft form. 
comments to be helpful. If you 
please feel free to call me. 

JCS/SRG/mm/FP2 
cc: Mark Apel, Project Manager 

Terrence D. Moore 
Mr. Liggett 
Mr. Zampella 
Mr. Howell 

the opportunity to review 
I hope you will find my 

should have any questions, 
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THOMAS D. TUMMON, Mayor 

Dlteetor ol Public Salaty 
and Pub/le AlleJra 

Mom HOIJ, Councilman 
Pub/le Relations 

~ 
Cttity nf 1.Estrll ilannr 

P.O. Box 102 
Estell Manor, N.J. 08319 

I 
UBERT BARBETTO, JR., Councilman 

Special Police 
609-476-2692 
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Mr. James w. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director National Park Service 
Mid Atlantic Region 
143 So. 3rd st. 
Phila., PA, 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

19 Sept. 

~:;:;_-'-r--; 

~~----r--i 

During the past 2 yrs. The City of Estell Manor has 
been working in close harmony with Mark Apel and his staff in an effort 
to obtain Wild ~ Scenic status for Die Great Egg Harbor River. 

, I am pleased to state that not only has our Mayor &: 
City Council unanimously passed a resolution supporting this effort, but 
in addition our Planning Board incorporated many of the ideas and suggest
ions from the Draft Report into our newly revised Municipal Master Plan. 
It is our intention to supplement these acts with a river management plan 
and we look forward to wrking with Mark to devise such a plan. 

Estell Manor has traditionally been at the forefront 
on many environmental protection issues and preservation of The Great 
Egg Harbor River flows naturally within our overall plans. Persoii'ally, 
I have enjoyed being a part of The Study Task Force and I hope that our 
neighboring connnunities embrace designation with as much enthusiasm and 
conviction as did Estell Manor. 

Enclosed is a copy of our resolution. With Best Wishes, 



Ma'Yf" 
JOHN J. PERCY, Ill, CTA, CMFO 

PHONE 885-3500 

Deputy Ma'Yf" 
RAYMOND A. TOWNSEND 

PHONE 112&4823 

Townahlp Committee Members 
FRANK GRIECO, SR. 

PHONE 825-41524 
JOHN R. HOUCK, SR. 

PHONE 12W.881 

CHARLES PRrrcHARD 
PHONE 12M212 

WownslJip of Bamilto 
C!tnuntg of 1\tlanttc 

21 C!tanttllirn lillUltuarb. Ennm 104 
8aus &nbtng. Nau Juseu 08330 I 

September 12. 1989 '..'fl~~ I 11 i.-.,.... -,mr.~· 1...;Rim~n--.,.,-.g'1l_t. _-t-_j 
_;;Co~m--me;.;.;rcia--1 A..::.cts~-+--, Mr. James W. Coleman 

Regional Director 
National Park Service 
143 South Third Street. 
Philadelphia. Pa. 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

It is my pleasure to send you the enclosed resolution endorsing inclusion of the Great 
Egg Harbor River and its tributaries in the Wild and Scenic River Inventory. This resolution 
was passed by the Township of Hamilton Committee on September 5. 1989. 

We consider this river to be a very Important part of our municipality's history. It 
provided unllmited commerce and recreational opportunities dating back to colonial times. 
Presently, the uses on the river are pr1marily related to its scenic and recreational values. It 
is very important to our residents that the integrity of this great waterway be preserved. 
Each August. we honor the river with our Night of Lights Celebration, which includes a 
boat parade down the river, decorated waterfront homes and a fireworks display to 
culminate the activities. We also have a very active and diligent Historical Commission 
which fully recognizes, and spotlights. the values of the river. 

On behalf of my fellow committee members, and all of our residents, I thank you for 
your support in the effort to insure that future generations will be able to reap the benefits 
of this great natural resource. 

CZ~ 
Charles Pritchard 
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MAYOR WINSLOW TOWNSHIP 
HON. NORMAN F. TOMASELLO 

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE 

WARD I 
N. LEE TOMASELLO 
..!AMES A. POWELL 

WAR02 
LAWRENCE T. MAURIELLO 

SUE ANN METZNER 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

ROUTE 73 
BRADDOCK. NEW JERSEY 

08037 

609 567-0700 

September 1, 1989 

Mr. James w. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director 
United State Dept. of Interior 
National Park Service 
143 South Third Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106 

Re: Great Egg Barbor River 
Wild and Scenic River Study 

Dear Mr. Coleman, 

Enclosed, . please find a Resolution adopted August 
23, 1989 endorsing the Wild and Scenic Designation for 
the Great Egg Barbor River and Big Bridge Branch within 
Winslow Township, and also endorsing Alternative #2, 
requesting the development of a local river management 
plan. 

We also ·request U.S. Congressional appropriations, 
through funding of the National Park Service, to assist 
us in formulating a local river management plan. 

Winslow Township is strongly committed to the protection 
and preservation of the Great Egg Harbor River, its 
tributaries and resources, and to the development of a 
local river management plan. Steps already taken and 
programs implemented that address protection of the river, 
its resources, and the larger ecosystem surrounding the 
river corridor, include: 

Active Township Representation 
Barbor River Study Task Force 
o·f the study. 

in the Great Egg 
since the inception 

Trusteeshi·p in the Great Egg Barbor Watershed 
Association. 

Conformance of the Township Master Plan with the 
Pinelands Comprehensive Management Plan. 



Re: Great Egg Harbor River 
Wild and Scenic River Study Page 2 

Recent revision of the Non-Pinelands portion of 
the Township Master Plan, prescribing lower 
development densities and delineating environmentally 
sensitive areas in and around the river corridor. 

Prohibition of new resource extraction operations 
and more stringent regulation of existing operations. 

Paper, glass and metal recycling programs. 

Participation in the New Jersey Green Acres Program. 

Implementation of a litter-control program through 
participation in the Clean Communities Program. 

Active participation, in cooperation with local 
industries and citizens' groups, in the Emergency 
Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA). 

Appointment of a Township Environmental Commission. 

In developing the local river management plan, we 
will look to ways in which these existing programs can 
be more specifically directed toward protection of the 
river and its resources, and we will also implement a number 
of new programs including, but not limited to, programs 
to protect the endangered species, historical sites and 
other outstanding resources identified in Winslow Township 
by the river study. 

Already, a number of our municipal board members, 
representatives from local environmental groups and other 
interested citizens have expressed interest in contributing 
their time and talents to the development of the local 
river management plan. We are confident that the outcome 
of our efforts will be a sound management plan that will 
optiinally protect the river and its resources to the benefit 
of not only our Township, but the other river communities 
and the public at large. 

We would like to convey our praise for Mark Apel and 
the other members of the National Park Service staff who 
worked closely with our Environmental Commission and provided 
invaluable guidance throughout the study process. 
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Re: Great Egg Harbor River 
Wild and Scenic River Study Page 3 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter 
and for the interests that you share with us in protecting 
and preserving our community's resources. 

enclosure 

Sincerely, 

~~· Nunnenkamp 
Township Clerk/Admin. 

For: Mayor and Township Committee 
Township of Winslow 

cc: Mark Apel, Proj. Manager 
U.S. Dept. of Interior Cw/enc.) 

George Leon, Chairman, Environmental Comm. 
RCN/mob 
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MAYOR'S OFFICE 
16091 927-8938 

CITY CLERK 
927-9088 

DEPARTMENTS 

ADMINISTRATIVE & 
EXECUTIVE 

927-9088 

BUILDING, LICENSES 
and INSPECTIONS 

927-1644 

COURT CLERK 
927·2951 

FIRE 
927-6161 

LIBRARY 
927-7113 

POLICE 
927-6161 

PUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE 

653-6287 

PUBLIC WORKS 
927-4048 

RECREATION 
927·5253 
653-8440 

RESCUE 
927-6161 

TAX ASSESSOR 
927-9285 

TAX COLLECTOR 
927·2660 

TREASURER 
927-5439 

CITY OF SOMERS POINT 
NEW JERSEY 

08244 
SEP 2 0 1989 

~'.ir"!~.or I 
SETILED 1693 INCORPORATED 1902 L--~0::-r:-:«c""".)' r::-1 , 1~~~i-~;--j-- -

September 5, 1989 

James w. Coleman, Jr. 
Regional Director 
National Park Service 
143 So. Third Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

Enclosed is an official endorsement by the Mayor and 
City Council of the City of SOII\ers Point, New Jersey 
for the inclusion of the municipality's portion of the 
Great Egg Harbor River and its tributary, Patcong 
Creek, into the National Wild and Scenic River System 
(Resolution No. 137 of 1989, August 24, 1989). 

The Mayor and City Council endorsed Alternate No. 2 
which, in addition to Federal Designation, provides 
for a Local River Management Plan. 

The City of Somers Point has and will continue to take 
steps to ensure, on a local level, the goals of 
managing its portion of the Great Egg Harbor River and 
its tributary, Patcong Creek, within the boundaries of 
Somers Point through the following: 

(l) Since 1980, Somers Point has established an 
Environmental Commission COrd. 7-1980) which reviews 
projects in the now designated areas. 

C2> Somers Point's Master Plan, since 1980, has zoned 
portions of the Great Egg Harbor River as Bayf ront 
Historic Preservation Zone CBHP) and Riverfront 
Historic Preservation Zone CRHP) - (copies enclosed> • 

(3) Somers Point has recently hired a professional 
planner, Thomas Scangarello & Associates, P.A., 150 
Himmellin Road, Medford, N.J. 08055, to review and 
update its Master Plan and to especially review 
projects in the BHP and RHP zones. 

< 4) Somers Point will continue to 
a regional river 

would ensure that the 
Wild and Scenic River 

representative to 
organization that 
objectives of the 
are carried forth. 

appoint a 
management 
goals and 

Designation 

t 



September s, 1989 
Page 2 

We appreciate the many hours of time and expertise 
that the National Park Service has given to the Task 
Force, especially the services of Mr. Mark Apel. 

We sincerely hope that the National Park Service 
recommends Federal Designation of the Great Egg Harbor 
River and its tributaries into the National Wild and 
Scenic River System. 

Kathleen M. Pancoast 
Council Member, City of 
.somers Point 
Representative, Great Egg 
Barbor River Task Force 

KMP/cld 
Enclosures 
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i~C.E 
Tucbhoe River Adlon Committee 

for the Environment 
Box 331 Tucbhoe, New Jeney 08250 

~~~,,,,,.--~=~ 
September 27, 1989" ;...-- -·- '--

Mr. Jim Coleman 
Regional Director 
National Parks Service 
2nd & Chestnut St. 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Dear Mr. Coleman: 

.> .... 
/ .,.,· /\~ -. 

/ · /' o" .f!'. -~ x 
'. :/ "'~~(~<'·- '• r- -t v <.-' --71 , 

'r..i' w"( .•. 

~;~~-' 

As chairman of TRACE <Tuckahoe River Action Committee for 
the Environment>, I am addressing this letter to you with the 
desire that the Upper Township portion of the Tuckahoe River be 
included in the designation of •Wild & Scenic• along with the 
Great Egg Harbor River and the surrounding neighboring Watershed 
towns. 

Since the inception of TRACE, our concern has been for water 
quality, environmental impact and the preservation of a •wild, 
acenic and recreational• waterway for the present and for the 
future. 

The Tuckahoe River flows through or between three <3> 
counties, aeveral towns and into the Great Egg Harbor River. Our 
effort• to maintain or improve the quality of water within our 
area has been ignored by Atlantic County <Tuckahoe River divides 
Atlantic and Cape May county> and not well received by our own 
township and county Boards of Health. The DEP issued a report 
atatin9 that our quality problem was caused· by animals. We know 
their population has been greatly depleted over the last twenty 
years. 

We need designation and the development and implementation 
of a River Plan to ensure that: 

1. Household and business septic and water systems are 
designed or improved to current standards <or better> 
for the entire Watershed area. 

2. Runoff from local roads and highways is diverted to 
retention areas for filtration. <Current improvements 
by State of N.J. DOT on Route 49 have storm drains 
draining directly into wetlands.> 

3. Recreational uses by area are controlled and monitored. 
Water skiing should be restricted to certain areas. 
Powerboats and jet skis should have restricted areas of 
operation. 



4. Public lands should be well marked and ad~quate 
services such as trash removal, tables, barbecue aread 
should be provided. 

Attempts should be made to retain the few "wild areas" 
that are left as truly "wild areas•. 

The Wild & Scenic Task Force <of which I am a member> has 
spent considerable time, with the help of your office and Mark 
Apel, in developing ideas and recommendations for the River and 
it's Watershed. 

I believe that designation and the development of a local 
River Management Plan <alternative 2> would be beneficial to the 
Tuckahoe and Great Egg Harbor Rivers. 

By working together with concerned citizens: Up River, Down 
River <both sides>, we should be able to preserve and improve the 
Tuckahoe and surrounding waterways which the members of TRACE 
dearly cherish. 

I trust that you will consider this request by TRACE for the 
endorsement of alternative 12 for the Upper Township portion of 
the Tuckahoe River. 

P.S. 

Yours truly, 

~~:t&~~ 
Keith Mahler 
Chairman of TRACE 

All of the other officers of TRACE endorse this letter and 
their names and 

Beverly Taht 

Susan G. Mahler 

Ed Bixby 

Barry Taylor 

signatures appear below. 

-#, ~ .A. Treasurer ~ It.I r?"1-:>..A........-~, 

Secretary fa~ t~ 
Co-chairman fct., -- ;:? g~~ 

Past chairman ,~ .__),/"~ 
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