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 SENATOR BOB SMITH (Chair):  And we now go to the 

public hearing on SCR-84. 

 SENATOR BATEMAN:  Mr. Chairman, if I may. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Yes, sir; Senator. 

 SENATOR BATEMAN:  Not that we want to discourage any 

testimony, but we do have Senate Judiciary -- a very important Senate 

Judiciary Committee meeting today.  I would just ask people who have 

testified previously -- they don’t necessarily have to testify a second time. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Okay, all right. We are constitutionally 

required to have a hearing, but be merciful, please.  This is a group that is 

very much in favor of SCR-84. 

 All right -- Kelly Mooij, New Jersey Audubon, in favor, no need 

to testify; Don (sic) Epstein, Land Conservancy of New Jersey, in favor, no 

need to testify; Eric DeGesero, Fuel Merchants Association, in favor, no 

need to testify; Stacy McCormack, Littoral Society, in favor, no need to 

testify. 

S T A C Y   M c C O R M A C K (off mike):  May I just make one 

comment really quick? 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Go ahead, Stacy. 

 MS. McCORMACK:  Stacy McCormack, American Littoral 

Society. 

 I just wanted to make one comment on this, because I have 

testified a number of times.  

 But I just want to highlight the fact that in addition to open 

space, historic preservation, and farmland preservation, this Bill is also the 

Blue Acres money.  It is part of the unmet need that we hear about over, 
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and over, and over again; and how the State is going to find money to 

recover from Sandy.  So I just want to highlight the fact that within the 

Green Acres funding is Blue Acres funding -- which is the buyout dollars 

that families are still waiting for, and that we’ve already heard from this 

Administration there isn’t enough. 

 So I just wanted to make a mention of that. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you, Stacy. 

 Anthony Attanasio, UTCA of New Jersey, opposed, no need to 

testify; Mike Travostino, Associated Construction Contractors of New 

Jersey, opposed, no need to testify; Cate Litvack, Advocates for New Jersey 

History, in favor, no need to testify; Jeff Kolakowski, New Jersey Builders 

Association, opposed, no need to testify; Bill Kibler, Raritan Headwaters 

Association, in favor, no need to testify; Cheryl Reardon, Association of 

New Jersey Environmental Commissions, ANJEC, in favor, no need to 

testify; Tom Wells, The Nature Conservancy, in favor, no need to testify; 

Megan Callus, Monmouth Conservation Foundation, in favor, no need to 

testify; Amy Karpati, Pinelands Preservation Alliance, in favor, no need to 

testify; Erica Van Auken, New Jersey Highlands Coalition, in favor, no need 

to testify; A.J. Sabath, New Jersey State Building and Construction Trades 

Council, opposed, no need to testify; Mark Longo, E-L-E-C/L-U-D-E 825 -- 

oh, L-U-O-E?  I-U-O-E 825.   

 SENATOR BATEMAN:  It’s the operating engineers. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Operating engineers, opposed, no need to 

testify; Ciro Scalera, Laborers Union, opposed, no need to testify; Tony 

Pizzutillo, NAIOP, opposed -- are you here, Tony?   

 UNIDENTIFIED MEMBER OF AUDIENCE:  No. 
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 SENATOR SMITH:  Okay.   

 Doug O’Malley, Environment New Jersey.  What do you need? 

D O U G    O’ M A L L E Y (off mike):  For the sake of our stomachs-- 

 SENATOR SMITH:  What’s that? 

 MR. O’MALLEY (off mike):  For the sake of our stomachs, no 

need to testify. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Jeff Tittel, in favor. 

J E F F   T I T T E L (off mike):  I just want to make one quick point 

because of the opposition. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  A quick point. 

 MR. TITTEL:  A really quick point.  Hey, I didn’t testify on the 

last bill.  (laughter) 

 I just want to make one quick -- it’s only because of the 

opposition -- that investing in open space is the same as investing in our 

economy, whether it’s brownfields, or whatever -- because I know that’s 

where a lot of their opposition comes from.  But Sierra Club was a group -- 

and Bill Wolfe did a lot of the work; did the original dedication.  And there 

are other ways--  We still need to develop on brownfields; we have other 

ways of doing it.  This Bill only takes $1 million away from brownfields 

over its life; it doesn’t take a lot away.  And so, therefore, it’s a small 

investment in open space, which is an investment in our economy. 

 And the other point I just want to make:  It’s a third of what we 

were spending over the last dozen years.  And we’re doing it because it’s 

fiscally prudent given the other economic problems the State has.  But we 

still need to invest in open space.  

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you for your comments. 
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 Daryn Iwicki, Americans for Prosperity, opposed. 

 Next will be mother and apple pie, and you can be opposed to 

that as well.  (laughter) 

 Go ahead.  

D A R Y N   I W I C K I:  I will be brief. 

 I will slightly disagree with Jeff that this is--  Sorry, Senator;  I’ll 

try not to use y’all either while testifying in front of you.  (laughter) 

 Listen, I just don’t think that this is priority one for the State 

of New Jersey.  We face a shortfall in funding our pension system here in 

the State of New Jersey.  Taking $100 million and investing in open space -- 

I just don’t believe is where we should be putting that money.  And if the 4 

percent out of the corporate income tax that we’re removing has run its 

course, I think it’s time to maybe look at that money and investing into our 

unfunded obligations in funding the pension system.  Who here on the 

Committee believes that we should take $100 million and not fund our 

pension system in the State of New Jersey?  We have an unfunded liability 

there.  Again, the Governor is not making the payment here.  We have an 

opportunity to take money and put it into the pension system.   

 Now, you heard many of the labor groups oppose this Bill.  And 

I would oppose it too, because it shows that we’re not serious about funding 

the pension system here in the State of New Jersey.  If we were, we could 

fund -- we’d take this money -- the 4 percent has run its course -- and put it 

in. 

 It’s also not new revenue that’s not going to be used.  I mean, 

you have another $51 million -- come 2020 -- that has to come out when 

the 6 percent comes in.  So that’s additional money that comes out of the 
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General Fund to put in -- again, more money that we can take and put into 

the pension system, if need be. 

 And I’d like to thank Senator Bateman for the opportunity to 

sit down and discuss other options -- the open space -- some that I believe 

are more fiscally prudent; some the Senator has supported in the past.  And 

Senator Smith, I would welcome the opportunity to sit down with you and, 

both, Senator Bateman to possibly continue those discussions and find a 

way.  

  Because we spoke about stewardship earlier -- stewardship of 

our forests.  Those are PPPs -- those are public-private partnerships -- 

coming into good stewards of the environment.  There is a way to involve 

public-private partnerships, as I’ve said before, that the United States Forest 

Service has been doing for over 30 years, since the Reagan Administration, 

to take care of the open space that we have here and utilize it to the 

greatest benefit in the State of New Jersey.  I just don’t believe that we need 

to spend $4.5 billion -- essentially $4 billion, if you want to take off the first 

couple of years of investments.   

 But I would encourage you to look at something different.  This 

is the third time we’ve seen this Bill.  And I’m open and happy to discuss 

further options, moving forward. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you for your comments. 

 Ed Wengryn, New Jersey Farm Bureau, in favor. 

E D W A R D  W E N G R Y N (off mike) No need to testify. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  No need to testify. 

 Barbara Sachau, opposed. 

 Barbara. 
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B A R B A R A   S A C H A U:  I have some concerns about this Bill. 

 I notice, again, the word -- use of the word conservation, which is 

a code word; a code word is not a good word to have in there.  The word 

should be replaced by the word protection.  We really do want protection for 

open space. 

 I also notice that this Bill is being sold as an open space bill, 

primarily.  And I was at the State House Commission earlier today where 7 

out of 12 approvals by the State House Commission -- of which Mr. Smith 

is a member -- they decided to use open space for recycling, for roads, for 

housing developments.  If we’re really going to save open space, and if that’s 

what you’re selling this to the public as, then it should be saved.   

 But that’s not what’s being done in not-very-well-attended 

meetings at the State House Commission.  Seven out of the 12 open space 

things were voted yes.  So, I mean, if we’re going to save it, it should not be 

a swindle for the public.  That is a swindle when you tell them you’re taking 

money for a purpose and then you use it for something else.  It’s a swindle. 

I feel cheated every time I hear about this.  And I’ve been a citizen here in 

New Jersey my entire life.  I just think it’s wrong. 

 So, I mean, if you’re going to pass these bills, they’ve got to be 

iron clad for the purpose that you’re telling us you’re doing it.  So I am 

concerned about that.   

 Also, when this Bill came up, I -- so many times I have asked, 

“Why don’t we get some financial numbers on what’s being spent now on 

the different levels of government?”  Why can’t we have, before a Bill 

comes in -- why can’t the public have information on how much you’re 

collecting from local communities for this purpose, how much the counties 
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are turning over to open space for this purpose, how much you’re getting 

from the Federal government for this purpose?  We come in here and most 

of us get no help from our legislators in having this information.  I mean, 

here we’re talking about the fourth level of taxation on State level.  And we 

are already being taxed on three other levels for the same purpose.  We 

really do need a little bit more financial accountability to go on when you 

bring up a bill.  I don’t think it’s fair.  I think that lobbying takes place, and 

instead we get bills like this -- and that’s not suitable; it’s not suitable, I 

don’t think, for good government. 

 That’s my opinion.  Thank you. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you for your thoughts. 

 Mike Pisauro, New Jersey Environmental Lobby. 

M I C H A E L  L.  P I S A U R O, Jr., Esq. (off mike):  In favor, no need 

to testify. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  No need to testify. 

 Michael Egenton, State Chamber of Commerce; and Sara 

Bluhm, Business and Industry, opposed. 

S A R A   B L U H M:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Sara Bluhm, New 

Jersey Business and Industry Association.   

 And I think it’s probably more important to remark on the rare 

occasion that business and labor agree on something.  I know it doesn’t 

happen often in other Committees, so we like to take advantage of it when 

it does and highlight that. 

 But from our Association’s perspective, we’re concerned about 

lining up CBT revenues for the next 20 years and having a dedication there.  

As has been pointed out, we do have fiscal woes that the State is currently 
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grappling with.  But also, dedicating these revenues going out forward, we 

are going to be taking money out of the General Fund, and we don’t know 

what the future is going to be holding.  We have some other important 

issues that we need to be tackling now, and we’re concerned about where 

that additional 2 percent is going to be coming from and what programs 

that’s going to be impacting. 

M I C H A E L   E G E N T O N:   Chairman, Michael Egenton, Senior 

Vice President, New Jersey State Chamber of Commerce. 

 Our concern in your proposal -- and obviously we recognize and 

appreciate that you’ve been grappling with this issue with open space for 

quite some time now -- but as pointed out, we’re in a fiscal crisis right now 

and it’s probably only going to get worse, especially with next year’s budget. 

 I don’t fully feel the comfort zone of your proposal utilizing 

corporate business tax dollars.  I’m concerned about the impact it will have 

on other programs within the DEP.  You’ve put a lot of time and 

investment, Chairman -- as well as this Committee -- in site remediation, 

the LSRP program.  You know, shifting money around like that always 

leaves us very, very concerned.   

 I’m also concerned with, you know, as CBT dollars do get 

depleted over the years, it’s very easy for Trenton to look at the business 

community, to the employers of the State, and say, “Well, you know, we 

have all these issue areas that we need to fund.  You guys are holding the 

bag.”  And we’re often seen as the answer to the State’s fiscal’s problems -- 

and we shouldn’t be.  We need to provide the jobs and the growth in the 

economy, and work with our policymakers in growing the economy, 

providing those jobs, as opposed to keep asking us to do more with less.  
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Employers are constantly struggling with a lot of the mandates and edicts 

that come out of Trenton.   

 I’ve said it before, Chairman, this issue -- as well as others -- 

needs to have some thoughtful stakeholders to sit down.  We almost need a 

group like we had back in the day -- the SLERP Commission -- to get 

together and have all the right stakeholders at the table to talk about how 

we’re going to go forward in the State with a lot of our issues. 

 But as far as utilizing the CBT dollars right now, Chairman, 

we’re opposed to that mechanism and stand in our opposition. 

 Thank you. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you for your comments. 

 Tom Gilbert, New Jersey Keep It Green Coalition. 

 Tom. 

T O M   G I L B E R T:  Thank you, Chairman Smith, Senator Bateman, 

for your bipartisan leadership on this issue, for your persistence.  I want to 

thank the members of the Committee for your support on this when it came 

out of Committee. 

 Just a couple of points to make.  I know we’ve--  You’ve 

considered this issue at length over many months and, in fact, I can’t--  It’s 

hard to imagine how much more thought could go into this issue, based on  

-- this is now a third different approach and, perhaps, two years of debate 

and policy formulation on this issue. 

 The fact is that if the Legislature fails to act on this, decades of 

successful preservation efforts in this State -- bipartisan preservation efforts 

-- will grind to a halt.  And that’s something that New Jersey can ill afford.   
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 On the fiscal issues, again, it’s hard to imagine an approach that 

could be more thoughtful, and cautious, and conservative from a fiscal 

standpoint.  This will have no direct impact on the State’s budget over the 

next five fiscal years.  This is relying on existing funds that are already 

dedicated to environmental programs, and is a thoughtful reallocation of 

those funds based on changing priorities and limited funds.  This will not 

increase the corporate business tax; and, in fact, for those who are 

concerned about the increase to 6 percent in Fiscal Year 2020, that is an 

estimated $50 million annually.  Now, that’s not nothing, it’s not 

insignificant, but it represents -- using current figures -- less than one-

quarter of 1 percent of the State’s budget.  And we would argue in a State 

like New Jersey -- the most densely populated state in the nation, the state 

that is projected to be the first state to reach build-out -- that that is an 

absolutely critical investment for this State to make.  You can’t kick that 

can down the road.  And if we do, we’ll wind up regretting it in the end; and 

paying much more to clean up our waterways if we fail to protect 

watersheds, to deal with the cost of flood and storm damage if we don’t 

have long-term funding for the Blue Acres program, and the impacts on 

keeping the agriculture industry in the Garden State.  I mean, this is just a 

modest, but critical, investment. 

 Previous studies have shown that every dollar the State invests 

in land preservation in New Jersey returns $10 in economic value to the 

State.  So this is a critical and wise investment. 

 And lastly, I’ll just close by saying that it’s time to let the voters 

decide.  This is the best option that can be put on the table at this point.  

And this is something that the voters deserve a say on.  I think this is an 
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important enough issue in the State of New Jersey.  People can take their 

own -- agree or disagree right now, but I think we can all agree that this is 

something the voters deserve to have their say on. 

 Thank you. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you, Tom. 

 Our last speaker is Eileen Swan from Keep It Green and New 

Jersey Conservation Foundation. 

 Eileen. 

E I L E E N   S W A N:  Thank you, and I too will be brief. 

 I just want to touch on a couple of the comments that were 

made. 

 Our friends spoke about it not being a number one priority.  I 

would think that water, air, the quality of life is the number one priority.  

And if we don’t have preservation, we simply won’t have those -- not for 

any great length of time. 

 And the other issue that I wanted to bring up is that in terms of 

the fiscal crisis, I think as an advocacy group we have compromised to the 

level that I believe is very responsible. 

 And to the business community, I would say that if you -- if the 

business community weren’t willing to support a water tax, to the best of 

my knowledge I think it’s time that they contributed to a balanced plan for 

land use.  I believe in development, and a week ago gave out the New Jersey 

Future Smart Growth Awards for smart development across the state.  We 

keep talking about a sustainable future, but I’m beginning to think that 

many people are just talking -- because it isn’t sustainable if we don’t 

protect water and we don’t protect air.  And, in terms of business as well, 
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we will not attract more businesses to this state if we don’t have a quality of 

life to offer them -- urban parks, agriculture, local food.   

 So in closing, I will say we can’t do more with nothing; in fact, 

we can’t do anything with nothing.  And it is the responsibility of this State 

to do preservation protecting water, air, quality of life, and our local food.  

And I, too, echo what Tom said, in terms of let the people decide.  They 

have let you know for decades upon decades that they want this in their 

State.  Let them decide. 

 Thank you very much. 

 SENATOR SMITH:  Thank you, Eileen. 

 And if there are no other slips, that concludes our hearing on 

SCR-84.  The Senate President indicates that it’s going to be up in the 

Senate on June 25 or June 28, and we’re hoping that the Assembly will take 

action as well. 

 Thank you, everybody, for participating.  Have a great day. 

 

(HEARING CONCLUDED) 
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