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August 20, 1992 

Minutes 

Reviewing the Pinelands Comprehensive Management Plan 

commissioners Present 

Candace Ashmun, Ann Auerbach, Alan Avery, William Brown, B. Budd 
Chavooshian, Thomas Darlington, Joseph Gorrell, Michael Hogan, 
Stephen Lee, Brian McFadden, Joseph McGrail, and Judith Norcross. 
Also present was Executive Director Terrence D. Moore. 

Commissioners Absent 

Chairman Richard J. Sullivan and Brian Lefke 

Vice-Chairman McFadden called the meeting to order at 9:10 ~.m. 

Mr. Moore read the Open Public Meetings Act statement. 

Mr .. Moore called the rollo 

The Commission and public in attendance pledged allegiance to the 
Flag. 

Summary of Process Discussion 

Mr. Moore reviewed the meeting agenda. He explained that today's 
meeting is to provide members of the Commission the opportunity 
to seek clarification of recommendations suggested by the ten ' 
panels of experts~ Members of the Commission may also wish to 
modify or add to the recommendations, he stated. 

You Are Viewing an Archived Copy from the New Jersey State Library



( 

PC2-115 


Mr. Moore also stated that a staff memorandum setting forth al ­
ternatives to several panel ~ecommendations was sent to the Com­
mission. A member would have to sponsor an alternative for it to 
be added to the list,/he stated. 

Mr. Moore stated that a final list of recommendations will be 
compiled at the end of today I s session so that Comprehensive 
Management Plan (CMP) amendment recommendations may be considered 
at tomorrow's meeting. studies and CMP amendment suggestions 
that fail to gain a majority vote will be ranked in the study 
workshop to be held on September 21, 1992, he stated. 

commissioner Ashmun inquired how the written public comments that 
have· been received by the Commissioners' in the Plan Review 
Workshops Report could be incorporated into today' s discussion. 
Mr. Moore replied that a Commissioner would need to propose 
recommendations to reflect the public I s comments. Mr. Moore 
added that in cases where such a proposal is duplicative with ex­
isting recommendations, staff could reconcile this problem by 
re-wording the recommendation. 

Commissioner Lee stated that he did not feel that he had been 
given adequate time to review all the recommendations to be dis­
cussed at today's meeting. Mr. Moore informed the Commission 
that in cases where members had concerns about voting for a par­
ticular recommendation, he suggested they either propose the 
recommendation be reclassified for further study, or abstain from 
voting to adopt the recommendation. . 

'1 

Summary Discussion of Ten Topic Area Reports (see Attachment A, 
Summary of Workshop Recommendations) 

Forestry 
The discussion began with Mr. Harrison outlining the review cycle 
of fores;try applications. Review by the Commission, New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection and Energy's (DEPE) Parks 
and Forestry, Bureau of Forest Fire Management, local boards, 
etc. was outlined. Commissioner Ashmun inquired at what point in 
the development review process is the determination made by ~taff 
on how significant impairment will be avoided. Mr. Harrison 
replied that this determination occurs prior to the issuance of a 
certificate of filing. 

Recommendations by members' in this topic area follow: 

Commissioner Ashmun proposed study Recommendation 1.01b (see At­
tachment B, List of Additional Recommendations). Commissioner 
Chavooshian added that this recommendation captured the relation­
ship between Pinelands and regional/state forestry industry 
trends. In his opinion, the other study recommendations for 
forestry do not accomplish this as well. 
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commissioner Lee proposed a new recommendation based on a re~ 
wording of Recommendation 1.17b, to require that Commission goals 
be the basis for DEPE review of forestry applications. Recommen­
dation 1.17c was offered by Commissioner Lee as an alternative to 
Recommendations 1.17a and 1.17b. 

commissioner Ashmun proposed staff Recommendation 1.14b concern­
ing cultural resource surveys. 

Vice-Chairman McFadden proposed staff study Recommendation 1.17d 
concerning the development review process. 

commissioner Ashmun stated that she recognized the time and ef­
fort that went into some of the public comments, and proposed 
that all of the recommendations the Pinelands Preservation Al­
liance (PPA) and the Nature Conservancy (Andrew Windisch) on the 
Forestry topic be offered as recommendations. She requested that 
staff review the comments and re-word where needed to create ad­
ditional recommendations for consideration at tomorrow's meeting. 
Recommendations 1.21b, 1.22b, 1.22c, 1.26, 1.27, 1.34, and! 1.36 
came out of this proposal. . 

Commissioner Hogan proposed six study recommendations offered by 
the South Jersey Forest Resource Council in their public comment 
statement. Recommendations 1.28, 1.29,,1.30, 1.31, 1.32, and 
1.33 came out of this proposal. 

Based upon the discussion of direct access to private lands that 
resulted during the public comment portion of the day's meeting, 
Commissioner Avery proposed Recommendation 1.13b concerning per­
mission to cross land. 

Based upon the public comments received at the end of the day's 
meeting, Commissioner Lee proposed study Recommendation 1.35. 
commissioner Lee stated that the effect of introducing non-native 
species may be small, and the industry needed this flexibility. 
Commissioner Darlington stated that the Commission needed to 
define native versus non-native species. 

Economic Impacts 

Mr. Moore stated that all the technical panel recommendations 
were classified as study .recommendations, and therefore, discus­
sion of these recommendations would occur at the Commission's 
next meeting (now scheduled for September 21). Re90mmendations 
proposed by members follow: 

commissioner Hogan expressed some disappointment in the selection 
of the panelists for this topic. Most of the parielists selected, 
he stated, had an academic background, and he believed that the 
panel discussion placed an over-reliance on previous studies of 
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the Pinelands. Commissioner Hogan stated that he would have 
preferred to see panelists who had a direct economic interest in 
the Pinelands economy at the technical meeting. He said that he 
agreed with the recommendations that came out of the technical 
meeting, but felt that the full view of possible adverse economic 
impacts had not be fleshed out to his satisfaction. 

Commissioner Avery stated that he agreed with Commissioner 
Hogan's observations on the need to have included smaller 
Pinelands industry interests at the panel meeting. Commissioner 
Avery then proposed study Recommendation 2.10b on traditional in­
dustries. Commissioner Brown concurred with this recommendation. 

commissioner Hogan commented that Recommendation 2. lOb unneces­
sarily limited itself to traditional Pinelands industries. Com­
missioner Avery disagreed with this suggestion. Commissioner 
Hogan then proposed br'oadening this recommendation to include all 
local business interests in the Pinelands. study Recommendation 
2.10c was proposed by Commissioner Hogan. 

commissioner McGrail proposed Recommendation 2.14 to ensure that 
studies demonstrate cause and effect relationships. 

commissioner Hogan proposed two recommendations based upon public 
comments received on the topic. The.first, study Recommendation 
2.12 on tax appeals, was based on ·his review of the City of Es­
tell Manor's comment letter. The second, administrative Recom­
mendation 2.13 concerning the need for further economic findings 
on CMP amendments, was based on his review of the New Jersey 
Builders Association comment. letter. 

Growth/Design 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

commissioner Chavooshian proposed alternatives to Recommendations 
3.06 (reducing RGA sizes) and 3.09 (dwelling unit trades between 
RGAs). He proposed that these recommendations be re-worded to 
ensure that the Pinelands Development Credit (PDC) Program would 
not be adversely affected by the raising of local densities. 

Commissioner Ashmun suggested that· the proposed alternatives to 
Recommendations 3.06 and 3.09 be re-worded to also ensure that 
Pinelands water quality and hydrology not be degraded by the 
raising of local densities~ Commissioner Chavooshian concurred 
with this suggestion and Recommendations 3~06b and 3.09b resulted 
from this discussion. (Recommendations 3.06 and 3.09 are now 
3.06a and 3.09a.) 

Commissioner Chavooshian proposed an ·alternative to Recommenda­
tion 3.18 (sufficiency of housing opportunities) as it appears in 
Attachment A. He proposed that the determination of appropriate 
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housing opportunities in Pinelands Regional Growth- Areas (RGAs) 
be in accordance with the requirements of the state Council on 
Affordable Housing. 

Commissioner McGrail questioned why staff had listed a study 
recommendation as an alternative to Recommendations 3.04a and 
3.04b in their August 17th memorandum. Mr. Moore replied that 
staff believed the concept of establishing minimum development 
densities in RGAs was a good idea that needed to be further 
studied to determine impacts and implications of selected den­
sities. Commissioner Chavooshian then proposed Recommendation 
3 .. 04c as suggested by staff in their August 17th memorandum. 

Commissioner Hogan sought clarification. of staff's alternative 
recommendation to Recommendation 3.15. Mr. Moore explained that 
the staff alternative would not alter existing Municipal Reserve 
Areas, but would allow municipalities to delineate reserve areas 
within RGAs, thereby facilitating the phasing of development. 
Commissioner Chavooshian proposed Recommendation 3.15b as sug­
gested by staff in their August 17th memorandum. (Recommendation 
3.15 became Recommendation 3.15a.) 

commissioner Chavooshian proposed alternative recommendations to 
Recommendations 3.19 (model design ordinances) and 3.20 (required 
design elements) as they' appear in Attachment A.In particular, 
he suggested that the recommendations may be more feasible if the 
requirement for model ordinances was replaced by 
Commissioner Chavooshian stated that he feared 
unintentionally misinterpret and misapply model 
defeating the purpose of the recommendation. 

a pilot program. 
localities would 
ordinances, thus 

Resource Extraction 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

commissioner Hogan asked for clarification of the purpose of the 
staff's alternative CMP recommendation to Recommendations 4. 12a 
and 4.12b (prohibitions on new mining). Mr. Stokes stated that 
the staff alternative CMP recommendation was consistent with the 
opinions expressed by the mining industry representatives on the 
technical panel on new mining. He stated that that the mining 
industry would not be opposed to Pinelands regulations that 
prohibited new mining operations. Mr. Liggett added that the in­
dustry panelists believed that such regulations would be unneces­
sary by the industry in general because of the small likelihood 
that new mining operations would choose to establish themselves 
in the Pinelands. Commissioner Auerbach proposed the staff al­
ternative (Recommendation 4.12c). 

commissioner Chavooshian expressed support for the staff alterna­
tive study to include existing mines as well, but suggested that 
an alternative be re-worded to indicate the preferred method of 
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study. Staff explained how the study could be designed. Commis­
sioner Chavooshian then proposed the staff alternative study 

. recommendation 4.12d. 

Commissioner Lee proposed an alternative to Recommendations 4.16a 

and 4.16b that would permit five year permits with bi-annual up­

dates to the Commission. 


Mr. Moore asked whether Commissioner Lee intended to re-word 

Recommendation 4.16a to make municipal involvement mandatory. 

Commissioner Lee replied in the affirmative. Recommendation 

4.16c was formally proposed by Commissioner Lee at this time. 


commissioner Ashmun inquired how the term IIminor" was defined in 

Recommendations 4.1Sa and 4.1Sb (application exemptions for 

"minor"). Mr. Moore replied that this was for the Commission to 

decide. Commissioner Ashmun then proposed Recommendation 4.1Sc 

by re-wording 4.1Sa to require applicants to identify specific 

activities and locations that would be "minor". 


Solid Waste 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

Commissioner Chavooshian proposed staff alternative Recommenda­

tion 5.07b (facilities siting). Commissioners Avery, Hogan and 

Auerbach asked for clarification of Recommendation 5.07b with 

regard to what types of solid waste facilities would be limited 

to RGAs and Pinelands Towns. 


Commissioner Avery proposed Recommendation 5.07c to permit trans­

fer stations and vegetative composting facilities in Pinelands 

villages. 


Commissioner Ashmun proposed that Recommendation 5.07b be re­

worded to limit exceptions to waste importation to Pinelands 

counties. Recommendation 5.07d resulted from this proposal. 


Commissioner Chavooshian proposed the staff alternative 
(Recommendation 5.19b) to Recommendation 5.19 (land application ) 
of source separated compost). (Recommendation 5.19 became Recom­
mendation 5.19a.) 

Commissioner McGrail proposed Recommendation 5.19c to address his 
concern that neither 5.19a nor 5.19b were geographic-specific, 
i.e. excluding the Preservation Area. 

commissioner Ashmun proposed Recommendation 5.19d by further 
defining those areas which should be excluded from the land ap­
plication of compost derived from source-separated municipal 
solid waste, i.e. include Forest Areas and other sensitive sub­
basins. 
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Commissioner Hogan proposed eight recommendations (mostly con­
cerning prohibitions on waste) based on pages 19 and 20 of the 
public comment statement offered by the New Jersey Concrete and 
Aggregate Association. These recommendations are: Recommenda­
tions 5.25, 5.26a, 5.26b, 5.27, 5.28, 5.29, 5.30, and 5.31. 

Commissioner Hogan also proposed Recommendation 5.18b (land ap­
plication of sludge) 0 

Agriculture 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

commissioner Hogan asked staff how the CMP could prohibit farm 
subdivisions in certain management areas if such activity is per­
mitted under the New Jersey Municipal Land Use Law. Mr. Stokes 
stated that he believed that the situation was similar to other 
CMP prohibitions which may be allowed in the state land use law. 
Commissioner Hogan felt that further investigation of this ques­
tion was warranted, and proposed Recommendation 6. 06c as an al ­
ternative to Recommendations 6. 06a and 6. 06b (Recommendation 
6.06b is a study recommendation and can be found in Attachment A. 

Commissioner Chavooshian stated that he agreed with the staff 
notes .that appear on the summary tables for Recommendation 6. 15 
(POC entitlements) in Attachment A. Commissioner Chavooshian in­
quired how this recommendation could be implemented. Mr. Stokes 
suggested that the Pinelands Development Credit Bank be en­
couraged to contact sending area property owners with estimated 
credit allocations~ Commissioner Chavooshian agreed with this 
suggestion and proposed Recommendation 6.15b. 

commissioner Lee stated that none of the panel or staff recommen­
dations addressed the problem of exempting from application 
structures used exclusively for horticultural operations under 
existing CMP farm labor housing regulations. Based on this con­
cern, Commissione~ Lee proposed Recommendation 6.22. 

Development Review 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

commissioner ·Chavooshian asked staff to clarify the staff alter­
native to Recommendation 7.12 (efficiency studies). Mr. Moore 
stated that t~is recommendation would apply to concerns raised at 
both the forestry and agricultural technical meetings. He also 
stated tha·tthis recommendation would be applicable to smaller 
land uses proposals such as concrete pads. Commissioner Auerbach 
then proposed the staff alternative. 
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Commissioner Chavooshian suggested that Recommendation 7.06 
("Living in the Pines.") be re-worded to. be linked to overall en­
vironmental planning goals of the CMP. A recommendation was 
proposed (7. 06b) by Commissioner Chavooshian based upon re­
wording Recommendation 7.06 (now "a"). . 

Commissioner Chavooshian stated that Recommendation 7.03 
(municipal workshop) was problematic because not all the public's 
questions have been answered in previous, workshops offered by the 
Commission. Based on this comment, Commissioner McGrail proposed 
Recommendation 7.03b which would increase the number of workshops 
available. 

commissioner Chavooshian sought clarification of the staff alter­
native (Recommendation 7.13b) to Recommendation 7.13 (now "a"). 
Mr. Stokes stated that staff would expand the list of "comparable 
exempt from application activities" when a rule proposal was 
drafted. Commissioner Chavooshian then proposed the staff alter­
native (Recommendation 7.13b). 

Commissioner Ashmun, stating that she supported Recommendation 
7.13b but felt that environmentally sensitive areas should be 
referenced, proposed Recommendation 7.13c as an alternative to 
-Recommendations 7.13a and 7.13b. 

commissioner Ashmun proposed Recommendation 7.35 (cumulative im­
pacts) after questioning whether the term "regional impact" is 
defined in the CMP. Mr. Moore informed her that the term was not 
defined. 

Commissioner Ashmun proposed Recommendation 7.36 (hearings on 
compelling public need waivers) a 

Commissioner Ashmun proposed Recommendation 7. 25b by re-wording 
Recommendation 7.25 (now "aU) to address situations where the ap­
plicant or their representatives had not been properly advised by 
municipal officials in advance of pre-application meetings. 

Commissioner McGrail proposed Recommendation 7.33b by re-wording 
Recommendation 7.33 (now "aU) to encourage attendance rather than 
requiring it at meetings. 

commissioner Avery proposed Recommendation 7.37 (meritorious ap­
peal rights) after discussing the rights of third ,party appeals 
with Commissioner Lee, Mr. Harrison and Mr. Moore. 

stormwater Management 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 
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commissioner Lee asked staff the purpose of the staff alternative 
to Recommendations S.OSa and S.OSb. Mr. Harrison replied that 
the need to review stormwater plans in development proposals, in 
terms of both water quality and infiltration, needs to be 
clearer. Commissioner Chavooshian proposed the staff alternative 
(Recommendation S.OSc) to Recommendation S.OS. 

commissioner Hogan stated that the reference to manage road run­
off in Recommendation S. OSc created unnecessary costs to 
localities. Mr. Moore stated that staff interest is to seek con­
sistency with DEPE regulations and to avoid excessive costs to 
localities. Commissioner Hogan proposed an alternative to Recom­
mendations 8.0Sa, 8.08b and 8.0Sc. This recommendation, Recom­
mendation 8~OSd, omits the reference to road run-off included in 
Recommendation 8.08c. 

commissioner Chavooshian proposed the staff alternative 
(Recommendation 8.09b) to Recommendation 8.09 (basin separation 
from water table). 

water Supply Policy 

Recommendations proposed by members follow: 

Commissioner Chavooshian proposed an alternative (Recommendation 
9.09b) to Recommendation 9.09 (now nail) to promote a statewide 
approach to water conservation. 

Commissioner Chavooshian asked for clarification of the public 
comment offered by the Pinelands Preservation Alliance (PPA) 
regarding limitations on withdrawals of more than 100,000 gpd 
from the Kirkwood/Cohansey aquifer. Mr. Moore responded by stat­
ing that staff was uncertain whether this comment sought limita­
tions on withdrawals on a per well, per municipality, or total 
withdrawal basis. Commissioner Chavooshian proposed Recommenda­
tion 9.1S based on a re-wording of the PPA recommendation. 

Water Quality Parameters 

No additional recommendations were proposed by members. 

Public Comments 

Mr. G. Lester Alpaugh, a forester ,and botanist, asked that the 
Commission base its forestry policies on a shared vision of the 
future. He stressed that a common understanding of the Pinelands 
forests and forestry principles is needed. Mr. Alpaugh stated 
that he believes that consideration of the full mosaic of habitat 
considerations is critical to successful management of Pinelands 
forests. 
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Mr. Alpaugh, a panelist of the forestry technical panel, offered 
the opinion that the panel was underutilized in a one day set­
ting, and that the recommendations could have been more useful. 
He added that DEPE, representatives have asked for more involve­
ment in the Plan Review Process. 

Mr. Alpaugh stated that his primary concern with existing CMP 
forestry regulations is access issues with regard to private 
landowners. He also spoke of the potentially severe impacts that 
the state budget cuts will have on the state Forestry Service. 
He mentioned that the Service is losing thirteen field personnel, 
and the woodlot assessment program is proposed to be eliminated. 

commissioners Chavooshian and Lee asked if the Pinelands Forestry 
Advisory committee could be of any assistance with regard to the 
woodlot assessment program. Mr. Alpaugh replied that the 
Forestry Advisory Committee is not as directly involved with 
private forest applications as they are with public applications. 

Mr. Alessi introduced himself as a Shamong Township property 
owner who has been attempting to sell his prop~rty since 1978. 
Mr. Alessi stated that the Commission's building moratorium and 
wetlands regulations have prevented him from realizing the full 
market value of his land. Mr. Moore stated that he will- per­
sonally review Mr. Alessi's file and have a development review 
staff member get back to him on this. 

Mr. Clifford Frazee, a tree farmer, expressed personal hardship 
resulting from the CMP access requirement for private lands. Mr. 
Frazee stated that his neighboring property owner is a corporate 
holding company that has been unresponsive to his requests for 
permission to traverse their land. 

Mr. Harrison commented that in Mr. Frazee's case, the township is 
maintaining that the existing access road on the adj acent 
property is not a public road. Mr. Moore commented that the Com­
mission may become legally liable if the written permission 
requirement _is removed. 

Mr. Frazee offered the opinion that the most important forest 
management issue is controlled burning. Mr. Frazee spoke of the 
beneficial impact controlled burns have on decreasing harmful in­
sect populations. 

Mr. Paul Schairer, -a private forester, stated that he believed 
the CMP has hurt the forestry industry. He mentioned that access 
regulations on private lands have prevented forestry applications 
from proceeding. Mr. Schairer also criticized the native species 
vegetation requirements. 
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Mr. Thomas Hirshblond, a private forester, stated that cedar 
regenerat-ion is a "non-issue" because any capable forester can 
accomplish the task with considerable ease. Mr. Hirshblond also 
stated that alth'ough the forestry industry has abused the en­
vironment in the past, presently their management practices are 
ecologically sound. 

Mr. Joseph Hughes, DEPE Forest Fire Management Bureau, stated 
that the Bureau does not support hot fires as a management tool. 
Mr. Hughes said that hot fires raise liability issues, and 
present air quality problems. Mr. Hughes stated that the Bureau 
supports most of The Nature Conservancy's public comments. He 
asked that the Commission reinstitute fire retardant building 
standards. . 

commissioner Lee asked whether Mr. Hughes found The Nature 
Conservancy's public comments to be adequate. Mr. Hughes replied 
in the affirmative, and that the problem was a lack of enforce­
ment, and not the recommendations themselves. 

Mr. Moore asked if Mr. Hughes had any recommendations regardin~ 
encouraging insurance companies to avoid selling policies in 
fire-prone areas. Mr. Hughes answered that the Bureau attempted 
to encourage this but met with resistance due. to short-term 
economic gain interests. 

Commissioner Ashmun inquired if the existing state regulations on 
control burns are adequate. Mr. Hughes replied that the regula­
tions are either not present, or inadequately enforced. 

Mr. Don Kirchhoffer. of the PPA presented a petition signed by 72 
Pin.elands residents opposing DEPE assumption of Commission 
forestry application reviews. He urged the Commission to seek 
PPA's assistance on public hearings for highway and large waiver 
projects. Mr. Kirchhoffer also stated that the recommendations 
on the growth/design topic should address the Atlantic City Air­
port situation. Mr. Kirchhoffer said that the stormwater manage­
ment recommendations need to be further clarified. 

Ms. Jan Larson of the PPA spoke of the inherent conflict of in­
terests that would be created if DEPE were to assume Commission 
review of forestry applications. Ms. Larson also stated that 
today's discussion should have been more focused on the cumula­
tive effects of environmental degradation. 

Ms. Terry Lettman, PPA and Ocean County resident, thanked Commis­
sioner Ashmun for proposing Recommendation 7.36. 

Mr. Bill Smith, a Warren Grove resident and PPA member, expressed 
disappointment in the Commission's discussion of the forestry 
topic. Mr. Smith stated that the Commission should not delegate 
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its review authority to DEPE, because past experience has shown 
the agency to be lacking in innovative solutions to tough 
problems. 

Mr. Smith suggested that the Commission study the hydrological 
effects of underwater mining. He also asked that the resource 
extraction and stormwater management standards not be relaxed. 
Mr. smith referenced an innovative stormwater management program 
developed by Stafford Township. 

Ms. Nan Walnut of the PPA stated that, based on the languishing 
memorandum of agreement with the Commission on sludge, DEPE 
should not be entrusted with coordinating local enforcement of 
solid waste activities. 

Commissioner Hogan suggested that, since the Commissioners have 
less time than scheduled under the Plan Review process to review 
these recommendations, tomorrow's voting be deferred until the 
September 11th meeting. commissioner Lee concurred. Mr. Moore 
observed that many Commissioners will not be able to attend the 
September 11th meeting, and he suggested that the Commission 
proceed with the vote and see how far it gets. 

Commissioner Ashmun observed that she was impressed that after 
ten years the CMP did not need major re-working based on the com­

.ments of the expert panels. \". 

Vice-Chairman McFadden moved to adjourn the~' .. m~etiI)g. 
. \ 1 

.'~""'" 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m • 

. \ 
i 
\ 

. \ 
~ 
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AT'rACBMENT A 


August 20, 1992 


Summary of Workshop Recommendations 
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F Worksh R d
.I . 

Estimate 
Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff! 4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Health of Forest 1.01 Analyze trends in production from sawmills Study 6wm-P - o Difficult to disaggregate Pines and non-
Resources Industry Pines shares 

o Production information may be difficult, 
if not impossible, to obtain, particularly 
for pre-Pines period 

o Difficult to account for changing market 
conditions 

o Isolated events may skew results because 
of small number of sawmills 

1.02 Analyze trends in use of wood products Study 6wm-P - o Data may not be available 
o May be impossible to disaggregate Pines 

from non-Pines data 

1.03 	 Analyze trends in the number of woodcutters Study 4wm-P - o NO.method to obtain pre-~ines data has 
been iden tified 

o Without accounting for size of operations 
and volume, information would have lillie 
value 

CMP Forestry 1.04 Permit forest management practices unless CMP NJA NJA o Permits practices where the pros and cons have 
Standards expressly prohibited nol been evaluated 

o Sets precedent for blanket approvals of 
other practices and land uses 

(l) 	 Recommendations offered by one or more panel members are listed whether or not they were discussed in detail or whether or not they were supported by 
other panelists. 

(2) 	 Three types of Commission aelions are noted: "CMP" denotes a CMP amendment; "Study" denotes more than a nominal amount of time for analysisi and 
"Admin." denotes aclion without an amendment or study. 

(3) 	 The "Estimate of Resources" is an approximation of staff or monetary resources that would be needed. Estimates are not presented for CMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Staff resources are shown in work months (wm) (the approximate amount of starr lime necessary to complete the task) by orrice. Offices are indicated as 
follows: I) • Planning; S Science; DR Development Revicwj and PI) - Public Programs. No entries are presented for less than 1 work month. 

(5) 	 Monelary enlries are very preliminary estimates of costs associated with a consulting contract or wilh the hiring of additional staff. No entries arc 
given if cosls arc expected 10 be less than $1,000. 

(6) 	 NOles represenl !.Iaff comments which mljY be rciev'lOtlo the Commission's ev;aluation of the recommendations. 
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Topical Area 

F Worksh 
J - - ­ -­ _.­ I R 

Rec. Recommendation of One 
# or More Panel Members(l) 

1.05 	 Tailor reforestation standards to the 
land use following harvesting 

1.06 	 Develop best management practices for 
harvesting and reforestation 

1.07 	 Permit herbicide use to aid in re-establishment 
of harvested cedar stands 

1.08 	 Relax reforestation standards to permit 
non-native plants in areas already 
dominated by non-native vegetation 

1.09 	 Relax reforestation standards 10 permit non­
native plants in areas visible to the public 

d 

Comm. 
Action(2) 

eMP 

Study 

eMP 

eMP 

eMP 

Estimate 
of Resources(3) 
Staff(4) $$$(5) 

N/A N/A 

6wm-S -
2wm-DR 

N/A N/A 

N/A N/A . 

N/A N/A 

Notes(6) 

o Specific standards for a multiplicity of 
succeeding uses may be difficult to develop 

o General provision may he administratively 
possible "but would foster debate unless 
coupled with Recommendation 1.06 

o Ecological and natuml resource goals 
can be considered 

o Permitted now on an occasional basis 
o Policy/standard can reconcile production 
and natural resource goals 

o Need for intensive management of nOR­
native species should be considered 

o Permitting non-native species in public 
areas calls into question general policy 

,to discourage non-native species 


. (I) 	 Recommendations ur£crcd by one or more panel members are listed whether or notlhey were discussed in detail or whether or not they were supported by 
olher l)anclisl5. 

(2) 	 'l1\fee types of Commissiun udiulls :Ire nUled: "CMI'" denotes a CMI' nmendmcnl; "Sludy" denotes more Ihan i nomin,,1 amount or time ror annlysisj and 
"Admin." denotes action without an amendment or study. 

(:.'\) 	 111e "Eslimate or H.csollrces" is an apilroximation or sinn or monetary resources thai would be needed. Estimates arc not presented for eMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Starr resources are shown in work months (wm) (the apllroximate amount of staU time necessary to complete the task) by orrice. DUkes arc indicated as 
follows: P . Planning; S • Science; DR . Dcvelopment Review; and PP - Public Programs. No entries are presented (or less than 1 work month. 

(5) 	 Monetary enlries arc very preliminary cslimales or cosls associated wilh a consulting contract or with Ihe hiring or additional starr. No entries are 

givcn if cosls arc expected 10 he less Ih:m $1,000. 


(6) 	 NOles reprcsent staH comments which may be relevant 10 the Commission's evaluation or the recommendations. 
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F 
J 

Worksh I -R daf 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. of Resources(3) 
TOQical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

1.10 Inform forest resource industry of eMP Admin. - - o Can benefit eMP compliance and 
interpretations which affect forestry permitting process 

o Not difficull or costly to do if Ilfucticc 
is not extended to other industries and 
organizations 

1.11 Increase follow-up inspections on clear Admin. lwm - DR - o Staff inspections in other areas would 
cuts to ensure proper reforestation be reduced slightly 
practices o After-the-fact problems difficult to 

resolve with current authorities 

l..12 Clarify meaning of standard·which requires CMP N/A N/A o Clarification might enhance compliance 
access to harvesting sites be "direct" 

1.13 Eliminate requirement for permission from CMP N/A N/A {, Eliminating eMP requirement does not 
other property owners whose land is to . eliminate woodcutter's legal obligation 
be crossed o Adjoining property owners mightseek· 

damages from the Commission 

(I) 	 Rc('umlUemlalinn!'> Clfft.·..Cll It)' Clnc ur anOH' ••and mcmlwl'S nre li:;Icci wlu~lllI!r (lr nnl IIlt'y were tli!lCll:fllcd in dch,1I or whc&hcr or nol thcy were lIu(l(lortcd by 
olher panelisls. 

(2) 	 lbrce typc.s or Commission actions are noted: "CMP" denotes a CM1) amendment; "Sludy" denotes more lhan a nominal amount of time (or an;dysisi and 
"Admin." denotes action without an amendment or study. 

(3) 	 11le "Eslimah! uf llesourccs" is an "llproximalinn or sian or Ulonelary resources thai woultJ be needed. Estimates arc not presented (or CMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Starr resources are shown in work months (wm) (the approximate amount o( sinn time necessary to complete the task) by omu. OUkes arc indicated us 
follows: I) - l'lanning; S - Science; OR - Development Review; nnd 1'1) - Public I'rograms. No cnlrics are (lresented (or less lhan 1 work month. 

(5) 	 Monclary entries arc very preliminary estimates or costs associated with a consulting contraci or with the hiring o( addilional starr. No entries are 
given if costs arc expected to be less Ihan $1,000. 

(6) 	 Noles reprc!>cnt ~Iafr commenls which may he rclcvantlo the Commission's cvaiulilion o( lhe recommendations. 
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F Worksh 
I R daf.I ·c 

Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(!) Action{2j 

Permiuing 1.14 Provide staff assistance to forestry applicants Admin. 
Procedures in conducting cultural resource surveys 

1.15 Provide staff assistance to forestry applicants 
in conducting threatened/endangered 
plant and animal surveys 

Admin. 

1.16 Identify areas suitable for harvesting and 
which don't require cultural resource or 
thrcatencd/endangered species surveys 

Admin. 

(I' .t.,......ntc ... b,l.......U ...... II·r u .. " .......•..·1"........." .. I .. · ••••c 1I.,".I ....cll, ... ", ""III,e, w",e ,11...._011.. ol"laU Of ..Itelher ......... 1 ..'" 
...1..:. I""acl.... . 

_leI ""1,....11'.11., 

til ll..u·ln... • .." ............... ., .... 1......," n..I .... ' ",:....." ..n ...." •• (:MI' ...." ..d ... enl; ~I..di' denu.... mUle .ba.A aoml.... lmoOIn. 01 lime 'or allilyal.; ..... 
"Admin." denulU aCliun ....ilholll ....menolmelll Or II .. dy. 

(l) 11,,, "E.alin'3It o' II ......""...• it I .. a.'p'OII",,,li .... of ItAU 01' molle'." ,,,...ulecoll.,,. "'....... be nccd,,". '!.adma.ea ale not 1".,..,,1 .... 'or eMr amcnd..."nl•. 

(4) Siolf leIOU"" ••" .110..'" III wo.k mOlllh. ("'m) ('h.. a"proaim"le amounl oIolaff 11m" neCft.." 10 complete Ihe lu") II, oIlke. Offlcel Ire Indicaled •• 
follo"'",' ·I'lannin,; S· Sdcnu; DR· Developmenl Rnicw; Ind tp· P .. bll" I'ro"o",•. Noelllria .re pracnled 'or IHS Ihan I WOt" munlh. 

(5) MURclal')' cnuic. "'c vel')' I" diminal')' "'li",olet of co.11 ....oci"le.. wilh • ronl..hi .. , conlracl Of 'Wi.h the hirin, of .ddillonal •••ff. No enlricI arc 
,i'·cn if ,osll .,e e_""clcd 10 be leu Ihon :'1.000. 

(6) Nol", "'p,ncnl .Iall com men ...... bieb may be ,elevanl.o Ibe Commissioll·' evalualion 0( Ihe '«ommend"llon.. 

Eslilllatc 
of Resources(3) 
Staff(4) $$$(5) 

2wm/yr.- P ­

2wm/yr.- DR ­

4wm-P ­
4wm-DR 

Notes(6) 

o Only 18 forestry applications were received 
in 1991 

o Cultural resource surveys are required 
on a very infrequent basis 

o Each survey would require approximately 
2 to 3 weeks of staff time 

o Sets precedent for other applicants to 
seek bell) 

o Although a majority of applicants are 
required to check state natural her~t~ge 
records, less than one-quarter ultimately 
need to do anything further 

o The level of additional survey, when 
needed, is variable according to the species 
and site conditions. Surveys may require 
up.to 10 work days 

G Sets precedent for other applicants to 
seek help 

o Absent the prehistoric site predictive 
model (only partially completed due to lack 
of funding). this is virtually impossible to~ 
accomplish for cultural resources 

o Since threatened & endangered species 
inve~tories are continually updated as a 
result of ficld work, this would be outdated 
shortly after completion 

o Alternative to Recommendations 
1.14 and 1.15 
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Worksh R daf 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. of Resources13} 
Topical Area # or Mpre Panel Members( 1 ) Action(2) Staff( 4) $$$(5) Notes16) 

1.17A Simplify & streamline review process by CMP N/A N/A o Problems (other than those addressed by 
redefining forestry as something other than other recommendations) need to be defined. 
development o At this point, it is unclear exactly what 

is 10 be accomplished 

I. Eliminate municipal review of forestry o Is conlrary to permitting framework established 
applications in the Pinelands Protection Act 

o Likely to be opposed by municipalities 

2. Allow municipalities to exempt forestry CMP 	 o If coupled with CMP amendment to estab­
from municipal permiuing requirements lish direct Commission permitting process, 

Ihis could streamline the process 
o Uncertain how many municipalities would 
opt 10 exempt forestry 

1.17B Delegale forestry permit ami enforcement Admin./ Iwm - S - o Legal authority needs to he explored 
responsihility to DEPE CMP 2wm - DR o Uncertain how natural resource conccrns 

would he handled 

1.18 	 Eliminate review of applications hy Admin. - - o Forestry commiHec would continue to revicw 
Pinclands Forestry Advisory Commillee only state management plans 

. 
Nalural Resollr<:e 1.19 Analyze environmenlal effects of dearcutling Studyl 12wm - S - o Some preliminary work on cedar already 
Concerns and estahlish standards to lessen adverse CMP done 

impacts o Research proposal on cedar pending before 
MAB program deals with cedar management 
(including c1earclilling) on a regional basis 

1.20 	 Examine ecological effects of fire management Study 12wm - S - o Does nol address broader natural resource 
pra<.:ticcs nn threatened/endangered plants imtllieations of fire management 
and animals 

(I) 	 Mec"nllucn.bll..... nClelcd ",unc ... n"',,, ..,,,,el ",,,,,,1..,0 .IC li_lc" ..hclhe, Of" ..... II.c,_'e ..i.eu ....... in dcl.1I (If ..h".he; .... lIoI 110", ,"""I: • .,1......." •••• , 
N ..c'I"'"di.... 

(l) 	 111<cc In~. ,,' '·"....ul..I.......11..... arc " .. I"..: ·eMI'· d"'nuln a eMI' amendmcnl; ·Sludy" dcouln mOfe 110... a .... mln.l.mounl of time 'or ana.,.I.; and 

•Admin.· 4cnole. a.llon ...iI"nul an .mendmenl 0' alud),. 

()) 	 11.e "l.!.alh..alc o.llnourc","I. an a.'.,ru.lmnliun 01 .I ..U .... , ... mela" 'e.......e". IbRI ..uuld be IKe"".... "!allmalcaare 11111 p"C:Kllled f .... eMI' amen.lmell,a. 


(4) 	 Sla" rnourcn .re ,100"1\ In ....ork monlh. (..m) (Ihe arrrolimale amount of Ilaff lime necaJal')' 10 complete the la.lt) "7 offlc.c. OUitaare Indicaled .. 
'0110.... : P • rbnnin,; S . Sdcnce; OR • Dc:velopmenl Review; and pr . Polblic 'ro,fama. No cnlrica a,e pcacllied for lculhln I work monlh. 

(5) 	 Monclal')' cnlf'''' arc vel')' r,ellminal')' ulimal'" 01 cosu auoclalc" wilh. con • .,llln, conlrael or wllh II,e hlrln, of a"dlllon,lllalf. No enlriel Ire 
,Iv!:n II cotll 1rC: cape''':'' 10 be IClllhan 11,000. 

(6) 	 Nol.., 1<1"~l<nl $1.1f comllleni. ,,·I.id, m,y 1,< rclev.nll.. Ihe f'ommiuion', <valu'lilln of lI.e rrcomm"ndalinnl. 
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F Worksh . R dar
~ -_.... - _.. ...-,J 

Estimate 
Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. of Resources{3) , 

Topica) Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

1.21 	 Develop environmentally based guidelines Study 6wm-S - o May be difficult to implement if not set 
for prescribed burning forth in regulations 

o Consensus with vurious DEPE offices may 
be difficult to rcach 

1.22 	 Develop joint DEPE/Pinelands Commission Admin.1 4wm-S - o Reconciling natural resource and public 
policy on fire management in the Pine CMP lwm-DR safety objectives may be difficult ' 
Plains and adopt implementing regulations 

1.23 	 Develop a comprehensive cedar policy for Admin.? 4wm-S - o Establishment of a broad policy may provide 
the Pinelands 	 a good framework for more detailed 

research to be undertaken and standards ~ 

to be developed 
o Research proposal pending before EPA may 

represent a viable alternative . 

1.24 	 Conduct a pilot cedar management program Study ?4wm-S ­
?4wm- DR 


...:~~ 

1.25 	 Seek comments from various DEPE offices Admin. - - o Might encourage DEPE offices to consult 
on state forest management plans early in plan formulation 

o Some DEPE offices may be reluctant to submit 
independent comments 

(1) 	 Recommendations offel"ed by one 01" mOl"e panel membe.-s an: listed wllethel" or not,they were discussed in detail or whether or nol they were supported by 
other paneI,Isis. " . 

(2) 	 1l1ree Iypes of Commission actions arc noled: "CMP" denoles a CMP amendment; "Study" denotes more than a nominal amount of time for analysis; and 
"Admin." denoles action wilhout an amendment or study. 

(3) 	 The "Estimate of Resources" is an approximation of slaH or monetary resources that would be needed. Estimates are not presented (or CMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Slarr resources arc shown in work months (\\'01) (the approximate amount o( staff lime necessary to complete the task) by office. Offices are indicated as 
follows: P - Planning; S Science; DR - Development Heviewj and I)P - Public Programs. No entries are presented (or less than 1 work monlh. 

!?) 	 Monetary entries arc very preliminary estimates of costs associaled with a consulling contract or with the hiring of addilional staff. No entries are 
given if costs arc expected to be less than $1,000. 

(6) 	 Noles represent slaff comments which may be rclcv.mllo the Commission's evaluation of the recommendalions. 
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E Worksh R daf. 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendation of One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

General Economy 2.01 Continue to monUor building permit, 
employment, population and municipal tax 
and cxpcnditure data. 

Study 2wm-P -

2.02 Classify Pinelands and non-Pinelands 
. municipalitics according to growlh pOlential 

when conducting trend analyses 

Study 3wm-P +25% 
to any 
study 

2.03 Develop a method to convert qualitative 
benefits to .monetary benefits 

Study - $40,000 

Land and Housing 
Markets 

2.04 Revise and update existing land market 
studies. 

Study - $60,000 

2.05 Verify accuracy of land market sales data 
by spot checking selected transactions 
with buyers and sellers. 

Study - $5,000 

2.06 Determine whether the control groups used 
in residential land market studies can 
be broadened an~ improved. 

Study - $10,000 

--­

(I) 

(2) 

,.\) 

(-', 

(5) 

,t" 

fl('wmm('ndalinnl .. Hered by line or mOIl' pand mcmben arc lisled wbelher or nulilley were dil~Ulsed In delail or whether or not they were .upported by 
1>111I:r IlIIneliJII. . 

'!llree Iypes ut Cumminiun AClion, arc nOled: ·eMI'· denolc:aa CMI' amcndment; "Sludy" dcnote. more lln,n a nominal amount of time for analYII., and 
• Admin." denoles aelion wilhoul an .mendment or 5ludy. 

'Il,e -Estimale of I{n..um:~· is Iln "!,!,follimalion or alan or monelary fcu,uu'cathal would be needed. I!lliRl~tcl arc not presented for eMI' amendments. 

SllIlI rnourcn AU: .h"wn in WUI Ie IIwnlh. (101m) (Ihe "!'I,rollimale Ilmmmi lit IlaU time neceuary 10 wml,lcte the task) by (JHice, OUicc. are Indicated al 
Ic.II"".,; , . "Ianning; S . S .. ienlc; UK • Devdul.ment Itevlcw; and ,.' • I'ublic I'rugram,. No enloCl arc presented lor less tlilln 1 work monlh. 

Mnnelary enuies arc lI('ry I'rcliminary cslimale$ of «ISis associaled wilh a cullsulling contracl or witb the hiring of additional 'laU. No entoc:a arc 
gillen if ("liS are ell,>c{tetl I .. he len Ihan SI,ooo. 

Nllics rCl'lc~cnl '1,,1t '''''"lIenlS whkh may be ,devanllo Ihe Comminion', evalualion uf the: recommendalions. 

Notes(6) 

o Charts general trends but is not industry specific 
o May assume growth is "good" 
o Provides PIC with relatively inexpensive 

monitoring system 

o Classification can be accomplished by staff 
() May require G IS and stllrr to rCIJrogram 

all data 
o Analysis will increase costs of other studies 

o May be very difficult to reach agreement 
on methods 

o Results likely to be controversial 

o Expensive 
o Results may not be commensurate with 
effort 

a Results-may not be commensurate with 
effort 

o Results may not be commensurate with 
effort 

o If broadened, all old data would have to 
be redone 
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Topical Area 
Rec. 

# 

E Worksh .. 

Recommendation of One 
or More Panel Members(l) 

R daf 
Estimate 

Comm. of Resources(3) 
Action(2) Staff(4)' $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Municipal Finances 2.07 Conduct regional share trend analysis of 
municipal expenditures and tax burdens relative 
to income. 

Study 6wm-P - o May need functional GIS & staff 10 
complete 

o Most comprehensive picture of municipal 
finance obtained 

2.08 Conduct regional share trend analysis of 
equalized tax bases and tax rates on a per 
capita basis , 

Study 4wm-P - o Implications of ·choice" vs. "need" in tax 
rate analysis may be unclear 

2.09 Conduct regional share trend analysis of 
equalized tax bases and disaggregate 
residential and non-residential property 
classes. 

Study 2wm-P - o Could easily be combined with 2.01 

- , ...'::,,, 
"~r. 

Specific Industries 2.10 Key industries can be monitored by the location 
quotienl method 

Study 4wm-P - o Data may not cover key industries 
in Pinelands 

o Areas outside the Pinelands but in 
Pinelandscounties may dominate 

2.11 Energy consumption' data may be utilized 
to chart growth trends for specific 
industries. 

Study 4wm-P ":' o Uncertain how reliable trends might be due to 
technology cbanges, conservation, etc. 

o Data may not cover key Pinelands industries 

-­

(I) Recommendations offered by one or more panel members are listed whether or not they were discussed in detail or whether or nOllhey were supported by 
other paneliSIS. 

(2) 11.ree lypC!i or Commission :Ictions arc noted: "eM I'" dcnotes a eMI) ;amendment; "StaHly" denotes more llum a nominal amount of lime for nmalysisj and 
"Admin." denotes action wilhout an amendment or study. 

(3) TIle "Estimale of Resources" is an approximation of staff or monetary resources lhat would be needed. Estimates are not presented for eMil amendments. 

(4) Starr resources .lre shown in work months (wm) (the npproximale amount of s'.In lime neccsstlry 10 complete the task) by oUice. OUices arc indicated as 
follows: P - .)Ianning; S . Science; DR . Dcvclopmcnl Review; and 1'1' ·l)ublic ('rogcams. No entries are presented for less Ihan 1 work month. 

(5) Monetary enlries arc very preliminary estimates or costs assnci:ltcd wilh a consultinG contract or with the hiring of additional stnrr. No entries are 
given if costs arc cxpectcd to be Icss than $1,000. 

(6) Notes represent sla(f comments which may tic relevant to the Commission's evaluation of the recommendations. 
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Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff( 4) $$$(5) 

Growth Levels and 3.01a Establish developmentlhresholds in RGAs Study - $150,000 
Natural Resource based on average per capita impacts on 
Concerns Pinelands ecology. 

3.0tb 	 Re-evaluate RGA densities based on hydro- Study - $15,000 
logical impacts. 

CMP Densities 3.02 	 Re-evaluate individual municipal CMP Study 4~-P $30,000 
density allocations to determine if 
they adequately respond to area market 
conditions. 

3.03 	 Review certified RGA densitites to verify Study 12wm - P ­
if they can be realistically reached. 

3.04a 	 Require municipalities to have minimum CMP - ­
development densities to ensure efficient 
use of RGA land. 

tl) 	 R.·('o'"....~.ht.li..l\. "lIcre,1 It, "lie IIr 111"'(' I" .......... , ... 1.. , ..... e 1i.1.· .. whell .. :. nr "ullhey we." di.cu....dln del.il"r ....cll..'r .... n,.llhc), w"... A..I.' .... I('<. 10, 

...I"··I'·II,di••• , 

tl ) 	 11.r"" In""'" (·,'",m;..i"lIl1rll"... Arc n....'.I: ·CMI'·"CIIUI"SII (:MI'lIl11e."I,"clIl; "Slud,.. denules more Ihlln. nomlnalamuunl of lime: 'ur IInal)'.Io; All•• 
"AdRlln."dcllulcs nCllon ....ilhoul an lIR1cnd",c,,1 or Iludy. 

t~) 	 11.e ·1~liRl"lc ,,' It........ «:," it 1111 ""1,....1",,,11,," ,,' II1IU or ... u .. eln.)' 'C'OUICCI II"" "'"ul"'.e ... :"dcd. I!sllmol,," lI.e nlll I,..;scnlcd , .., eMI' IIRlc...hll" .. ' •. 


(~) 	 Sial( ,CIOUI(('. IUc sho"'n III wo.k monlh. ("'10) (Ihe: ""I"o.lm:>le amounl ofslal{ lime n"ccu"fl' 10 romplc:leIhe iask) by offlre. Ol(kc. arc indicaled •• 
'0110"11: r rl~lIn;n,; S . Science; DR . O('''"lol'",cnl Review; alld PI' • Public I',o&rom •. No c:nlria arc presellied lor leu Ihan I ..ark monlh, 

(5) 	 Mone..", enllie. ;ue "("y ." tllminal)' nl;1II3Ie. ul cosll A.soclaled ....111,. consullin& conlracl or wilh Ihe hirine of addilional sialf. No elilries alc 
,h'cn if ('(\SIIII.C cxl'c:clc:d 10 be less limn $1,000. 

(6) 	 NOles rel',,,,clIl stal( ('ommenlawhirh may k rdcvanllo Ihc Colllnlinion's evalualion of Ihe n:commendalionl. 

Notes(6) 

o Establishment of a method to predict per capita 
impacts may be technically difficult 

o Implementation of a per capita density 
system may be difficult 

o System to monitor impacts on a per capila 
basis will be difficult and expensive to establish 

o Different scenarios may be required due to various 
water supply alternatives 

o Coastal areas difficult to analyze 

o Market studies needed before RGA analysis begins 
o Market conditions change over time 
o Difficult to relate marke. studies (with specific 

time periods) to eMP prescriptions which are not 
time dependent 

o Will require analysis of municipal design standards 
o Test analysis done through PDC study identified 
several problems which have been corrected 

o More attention now focused on this issue during 
certification reviews but detailed analyses are 
not done 

o Question exists as to how much discretion to 
grant to municipalities 

o Little municipal discretion and relatively high 
minimum densities are likely to be controversial 

o Much municipal discretion and relatively low 
minimun densities will likely undermine purpose 

o To what extent should market conditions be 
considered in setting minimums? 
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Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

G 
-- ---- -~------ ----J - --"0-- Worksh0 il -R-- - - ---------d 

3.04b Require municipalities to set minimum CMP - - o Precludes development at densities less than the 
development densities at the theshold for POC theshold 
PDC use to ensure efficient use of o Municipal discretion is limited to that density 
RGAland. which it sets as the threshold for POC use 

o Questions may be raised on the extent to which 
these thresholds reflect market conditions 

Flexible Densities 3.05 Allow municipalities to modify CMP densities CMP' 	 ..- o Guidelines relative to CMP amendments to lower 
if they are determined to be inappropriate. densities have been established 

o Proofs are likely to be difficult to make 
o Unlikely to lead to many RGA density modifications 

3.06 Allow municipalities to raise densities if CMP .. .. o Will raise POC density thresholds 
they also reduce total RGA size. o Results in greater development efficiencies 

o CMP development standards may limit acheivement of 
higher densities 

o Municipalities now have some flexibility to lower .--1,..... ­
densities in some portions of the RGA and 

raise them in other portions 

< 


3.07 Allow municipalities to exempt certain CMP .. .. o May result in some loss of PDC opportunities 
projects or types of development from PDC o Municipalities now have some flexibility to 
requirements when they achieve a community ,': 

accomplish this, e.g., in affordable housing 
design or public policy goal. o May be difficult to establish universal guidelines 

that would apply equally to all RGA-; 

3.08 Permit RGA housing obligation trandel's CMP .. .. o Guidelines for permitting transfers need to be 
among RGA municipalities. developed 

o Environemntal considerations may be difficult 
to evaluate 

o Higher densities in some areas will raise PDC 
density thresholds 

o Lower densities in other areas may result in lower 
development efficiency 

(I) 	 Rcm...mc....,.........Ucr",lby n .. e ... PInt" I.~.. ('I nlt, ... I ...... ft.c li,led ,,"ell.er (Of ......I.e' ,,-e.e eli"".....,d 1ft ..cl.lI ........cl.."" ......... Ute, were: oUI'IMN...II., 
t"hC'f,\Anctbt •. 

(.1) 	 11,,''C'C' ')"1IC'. fl' ('l\ntmh,llllll .cU",,, A~ r nuct'.I: "':~U'" ..eno.... a CM.· a.uC'.....mcnt: -S&ud,- denmes mure lhaa. nomlna'amuun. uI.lmc 'Of ana'pb. And 
-Adnlln.- d~no'(" .,don .'ithou'an amC'ndnlltnl 01 'Iud)'. 

(,:I, 	 11",: "Etolhnalc ,,' I\""OUI("'"I, on "I·...oolmati .... u"lnll or nl<",c'AI} .".....,.c.I..". ,",uuld be ..c"ded. Etollmala ••c .. oll""""nl.d 'or eMI' omend, .. e..I,. 

(4) 	 $,off ""soureN ,,0. Iho..n I .. "'0.1< mo..th. (",n) (Ihc -rr.o,lmo'e aRlou .. 1 0"'_" lime ~.e"ol} 10 con'pl.,l" Ihe 1 ..1<)"1 0111.... Olne", ••e Indicaled •• 
'0110"": I' . rlannine; S • Sciencc; OR • OevdOrmCnl RcvleW; o .. d rr • rublic rroC ••ml. No cnlri ....e pracnlcd lor len Ihan I wo.k m .... th. 

(') 	 "'''n~'ol)' cnuiu OIl" vel)' I',dimin>l), ..'I.....eo ..1""'s ...,>cI"'~d ",1110. n",oulll.., ...nllOel ... wllh II.., hlrllli of .....'llnn.I •••II. Nn " .... ie•••e 
Ih'""U cotl' I,e UI"',I""10 be leulh.n 11,000, 

(6) 	 NOle. le!,'eHllt ,'all comm(n'" ....ich may 10" Ic:levonl10 'he: Couimi"ion'. evatu.lion oIl1.e recommend.lion •. 
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Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(!) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

3.09 	 Permit municipalities the option of allowing CMP - ­
density increases by accruing units from 
other RGA sites not built to maximum 
density. 

Performance 3.IOa Evaluate how eMP development standards Study 2wm-P ­
Standard Flexibility might be relaxed in RO~ to meet density lwm-S 

without adverse environmental impacts. ' 

3.10b 	 Evaluate how CMP development standards Study 2wm-P ­
might be relaxed in ROAs, in certain 
cases, to permit development to 
achieve public policy objectives without 
adverse impacts. 

Infrastructure 3,11 Identify ways to help municipalities finance Study 6wm-P ­
Needs infrastructure needs. 

(1) 	 R .. <runRlc ... bli..... "II...... lor one or nlor.. r:mcl ....IIII"'.. fI,e li.l<d ,"'Io"IIt." or 1>I.. lh.y",,,,,e di............ I .. dclan "" ",1.C'lher..., "'''lloey_.e .........'h·.II., 
t\ther l""ncU~.s. 

tIl 	 1\.""e two ..1t'''"lUd..I .... Acilon•••e ..... c .. , 'eMI" ..c ...... " a «:MI' o..",nd,,,,,nl; '"Siudy' den..."", mUle tI..... nomln.I ....... unl 01 lime lor .n.I~.I.; and 
'Adn.ln,· "enoleo.cllon ",llhoulan amcndme .. 1 Of IIU")'. ' 

") 	 l1>e """Iin,al. 01 Rnou...,.- ilan arl,...o,...",i.... of alall .,. ......."'... , rClou.ee.I",,1 would be .. eed.,... ""Ilmoia .'c hoi rracnlcd lor eMI' .mend......... 


(4) 	 51.n rClOU"'" .'c '"0''''' In wO(k ... o .. lho (",m) (Ihe .rl'.o.lm~le amounl oIllalf linoe n«clul)' 10 complete the lask) by oIlice, omeu .,e Indicaled u 
'0110"": t' . rbnnln,; 5 . Scieo,e; I.)R • Developmenl Review; Ind 1'1' • Public P.o,lam,. No enlria I.e pracnled for Ic", Ih.n I wOIIL mo .. d •. 

t~l 	 Mnnela'), .nl,in A.C veil' I"dimin.,} ."i..."lel 01 COil. a..odal..d with a ""...ulll", , ......." or ",II" lloe 1"rl"l oI.ddlllo".I"oli. No CIII,i•• a.e 

,i"en If coo...,e col>cCled 10 be I.......n Sl,OIl0. 


(6) 	 /'loin .el',••enl lull (ommenls .. hielo m.~ I.., ,cI.,vanllo Ihe wlllnliuioll" c¥alualion oI'''e recommend.lloM. 

. 

Notes(6) 

o Development levels will more closely approximate 
CMP zone capacity estimates 

o Will raise PDC density thresholds 
o Municipalities are likely to be pressed to 
·transferw lost units to specific sites 

o May not promote sound land use patterns on a long-
term basis 

o Municipalities may now seek rezoning if land 
development trends warrant density changes 

o Recognizes differences between management areas 
o Variable standards in other management areas 

may be sought 
o Oreaterdevelopment efficiencies will be realized 
in RGAs 

o 	Consensus on the degree of relaxation may be 
difficult to achieve 

o Commission may be viewed as ·writing oCr- RGAs 

o Variable standards in other management areas for 
public policy objectives may be sought 

o Consensus on which public policy objectives should 
be addressed may be difficult to achieve 

o Consensus on the degree of relaxation may be 
difficult to achieve 

o Provides a tool for achievement of important 
policy objectives 

o Evaluation may ultimately require outside expertise 
o Should involve consultation with the Office of 
State Planning and local governments 

o Recommendations are likely to be beyond Commission's 
ability to implement 
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Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3 

Topical. Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

3.12a 	 Design capital improvement plans for all Study - $100,000 
RGAs. .' 

3.12b 	 Require municipalities to include circula- CMP - ­
lion, community Cacility and utility service 
plan elements in their master plans for 
their RGAs. 

3.13 	 Design sub-regional land use plans for major Study - $50,000 
growth generators, e.g., Atlantic City 
Airport. 

Municipal Reserves 3.14 Identify Municipal Reserve Areas (MRAs) Studyl 6wm-P -
for all Rural Development Areas and CMP 
re-cvaluate standards converting MRAs 
to RGAs. 

3.15 	 Require delineation of municipal reserves CMP - ­
within RGAs to foster phased development. 

Housing Issues 3.16 	 Evaluate impacts of CMP density standards on Study - 530,000 
the provision of affordable housing. 

(I) 	 Rc.."'...I1.·...hli....~ ..lie.......,. ....(" ..r ...... c I':""'I ... ("... I .. ,,~ nl<: Ii.led ....eliler or ....llhc,. were dilCu'led In delAil or whcllo"r • .,. ... ,. lite,. we ..: Oul'IM"I" ....r 
"lhc. I';ln('li"~, 

(1) 	 111ftII.' 'Hoc,...r (·"...ntl..I"" "cllo"l nrc n....·,I: 'eMI'» dCllu":. A CMI' D .. lI:lIdmcnl. ·Slud,· denulca more Ih4n. numlnalamuun' of lime fnr Annl,~i•• "lid 
"Admin." dc .. ules Dclion "'ilhoul an amendment or Ilud)'. 

(~) 	 The ·lislim~lc ur Ib.uurct."l"I. lin ..1'I"o.i...:tIi.... 01 IlaU Of IIlo""'a,, relounealbnl .."uMh.: nceded. lit.lm..lc. arc .... I ...e.cnled fOf eMI' ame..d,"e..". 

(<I) 	 Siaff re'ou,CC~ I\.e .ho"'... in work monll .. (wm) (lin: "rl'foximale amounl of IIaU lime necessary 10 complele Ihe: lask) by oUlce. om!c. are: Indicaled •• 
10110..': I' . rbnnin,; S . 'Science; DR • Deve:lol'Rlcnl Review; and PI' . Public I'rograml. No e:nlnca are presenled (or leulhan I work monlb. 

(5) 	 Mon.:lary entries :me v"ry ".dimi""ry uti...:.le. of casu associalcd wilh a, comulling conlrael or wllb Ihe blrin, of addilionailiaff. No enlrie. are 
,i\'cn if (0,1. '" C ul'ec,.:d 10 be lu. I"an $1.000. 

(6) 	 Hall:. ,"(,.ncol Iialf commeots which mar be lelevanl 10 Ihe Commi ..i.,II'. evalu"Iion of the recommendation,. 

Notes(6) 

o M~y be viewed as an assumption of local prerogatives 
o Would provide mechanism to judge Cuture 

Pinelands InCrastructure Trust Fund applications 
o May require new staff expertise if detailed plans 
are to be prepared 

o Unless standards are developed to judge their 
adequacy, this may not result in meaningful plans 

o Just requiring municipalities to prepare plans 
may still represent a worthwhile first step 

o Enforcement of the requirement may be difficult 

o Estimate is based upon preparation of one such 
plan .~ 

o Atlantic City Airport planning may provide an 
opportunity for South Jersey Transportation Authority 
to address this issue 

o Not all RDAs will be appropriate as MRAs 
o Delineating boundaries may be contentious 
o Some communities may not want growth reserves 

• '~f 

':~ 

o New CMP standards or guidelines will be needed 
o May not be appropriate or necessary in all instances 

o May be difficult to judge since flexibility 

is already provided when municipalities propose 

affordable housing programs 


o May be viewed by some as contrary to Pinelands 

Protection Act prohibition on Pinelands afforable 

housing standards 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3 
Topical ,Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff( 4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

J 	 -I: 

3.17 	 Analyze the relationship between market Study 3wm-P $20,000 o Represents one element of Recommendation 3.02 
demand for high density (multi-family) 
development and certified municipal 
RGA zoning densities to determine 
whether CMP housing obligations respond 
to those demands. 

3.18 	 Determine whether RGAs provide appro- Study 4wm·P $40,000 o Will require that areas within and outside the 
priate housing opportunities relative Pinelands be examined relative to employment and 
to employment projections. housing opportunities 

o Employment forecasts are somewhat speculative 
o Establishment of ·commutersheds· may be difficult 

Community Design 3.19 	 Prepare model mixed-use zoning and Study 4wm-P $50,000 o Model ordinances and design guidelines must be 
Issues 	 community design guidelines and provide developed before education efforts begin 

educational assistance on those o Municipalities may be unable to undertake detailed 
subjects. evaluations of their use without financial 

assistance 

3.20 	 Require municipalities to' include community CMP - - o Unless standards are developed to judge their 
design plan elements in their master plans adquacy, this may not result in meaningful plans 
and land development ordinances for o Standards, if developed, would be judgemental 
their RGAs. o Just requiring municipalities to prepare plans 

may still represent a worthwhile step 
o Enforcement of the requirement may be difficult 

3.21 	 Limit strip development. CMP - - o The new state highway access code may help to 
address this issue 

o Likely to be controversial as it has been in the past 

(I) Rcccunmcmlalium, oHen:,' hy onc nr mon~ .l:lIIc1 mClllhcl1l nrc 'i~lcd whether or nllllhcy wcre dbcu!I!lcd In dclnll or wheUII:ror nol Ihcy were !lu"porlcd hy 
"Iher .':mdi~I', 

(2) 11,rcc ')'l'c~ ur l'unllllb'sit", ncllu"s nrc lIute": "CMI'" ,Ienulcs • CMI' nmcmJmclIl; "Study" dcnoh:s mure than a numlnlll amuunt u( lime (or IlIlal)':;!!!j nnd 
"Admin," dcnutes nctiun wilhoul nn amcndmenl or slud),. 

(3) 11,e "Estimatc of Itcsourccs" is nn nl'.lroximnCion of sial{ or monclnry resourccs Ihnl would be needed. Estimalcs nrc no' presented for eMI' IImcmJmenl!l. 

(4) SlaU resources Inc shown in work monlhs (wm) (the apl)roximnlc amount or slaff lime nccessary to complcle 'he task) by office. QUices are indicaled as 
(olio",: I' • I'lanning; S - Sciencc; OR • Devciopment Review; and l'P ·l'ublic Programs. No entries are presented (or less than 1 work month. 

(S) Monetary cnlries are vcry preliminary cstimates of costs associated willt a conslllling (ontrael or with Ihe hiring or additional sta(r. No enlries are 
given if cosls arc eXJlcclcd 10 bc less Ihan 51,000. 

(6) Notes reprcsent stare comments which may be relevant to the Commission's evaluation of the recommendations.' 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members{lJ Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Industry Health 4.01 	 Collect and monitor land use and permit- Study 2wm-P - o Not clear how this data will be used 
ting data of Pinelands mining operations. 

4.02 Analyze CMP's economic impact on various Study 4wm-P .. o See Recommendation 2.10 
types of operations in the Pinelands. o May be difficult to separate CMP impacts w. 

other impacts 
o Data may not be available 
o Study estimate uncertain as the scope, 
etc., are unclear 

CMP Standards 4.03 	 Clarify language relating to maximum CMP - .. o Where several open areas for various types 
mining cell size of 20 acres. types of minerals exist, may not add~ess problem 

4.04 	 Extend excavation depth limit from 65' CMP - .. o Uttle additional impact, but penetration 
below surface to 65· below DSHWf. of clay layers in general may be a 

problem (see Recommendation 4.11) 
o May be difficult to determine level 
because of fluctuation .. c ~ 

o A practical change that will help miners 

4.05a 	 Specify that shoreline sloping requirements CMP .. .. o Clarifies an ambiguous situation 
(1 foot vertical to 5 feet horizontal) o Water's edge needs to be defined 
apply until water depth exceeds 7 feet. o Creates shallow wetland habitat and 

<', addresses safety issue 
o Upland sloping requirements along shore­

line still need clarification 

(1 ) RccommclUlatinns "Uerell hy olle nr more 1.lme! memhers nrc listed whether or nut they were l$il'lcul'Il'Icd In·detnll or whether nr nnt they were Itullputell hy 
,,'Iu:r plludists. 

ll) 11,reo 1)'llel'l or l'nmmbsiull netlons nrc noled: "eMI'" denolc:. n eMI' nmcndmcnlj "Study" denutc:s more thDn • nominulamount of lime ror nnnlysis; nud 
• Admin," denotes pelion wilhout an amendment or sludy. 

(3) 11.e "Eslimate or n.csourccs" is nn nl1prollimnlion or 1111(( or monetary resourceslhat would be needed. fililmale....c not p ..csenled fur eMit amendmenls. 

(4) StaH resourcC$ Rre shown in work monlh. (wm) (lhe approximate amount of starr lime necessary to complete lhe task) by oUice. OUices arc Indicaled as 
rOIlOWI: p. I'lanningi S - Science; OIl. • Development Reviewj and I'P • I·ublic Programs. No entries arc presented for less lhan I work month. 

(5) Monelary entries nrc very preliminary estimates or cosls associated with a consulting contract or wilh the: hiring or additional slaU. No entries are 
givcn if c051s are expected 10 be less Ihan $1,000. 

(6) Noles repre5enl staU comments which may be relevanllo the Commission's evaluation or lbe recommendations. 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff14) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

4.05b' Specify that shoreline sloping requirements CMP - - o Easier for industry to meet 
(1 foot vertical to 5 feet horizontal) 9 Creates little transitional wetlands 
apply for a linear distance of 7 feet from habitat 
the water's edge. o Safety issues may exist 

o Upland sloping requirements along shore­
line still need clarification 

4.06 Determine sloping requirements needed to Study - $10,000 o Addresses a practical concern 
stabilize underwater excavation pit walls 
away from the shore. 

4.07 Clarify re-vegetation policy flexibility CMP - - o Will help miners understand options 
in reclamation standards. 

4.08 Determine the impacts of making ,CMP wetlands Study ·6wm-S - o Implications extend well beyond resource 
standards comparable to state and extraction 
federal regulations, especially buffer o Natural resour~ impacts will be 
requirements and the possibility for substantial if changes are made 
wetlands re-creation and mitigation. o Mitigation is in its initial stages of 

development 

4.09 Permit firms with good compliance and CMP - - o Requires establishment of evaluative criteria 
mitigation records to mine in wetland for-good-records 
buffers with mitigation. o Implications for other types of use 

o Mitigation is in its initial stageS of 
development 

(I) 	 Itccm"IllCIUlaliull~ uUcrc,l hy une ur mon: 11anclmcmhcn orc li~'cd whcl"er or nul lhey wcre di:,,:u9!'1cd lndelall or whether or nol .hey were llulJIMlrted hy 
utlu:r I\,mciis'". 

(2) 	 11mzc 1)'I\C9 of ('ulUminaun ncllulls nre nolcd: "CM."· dcnulc:. R CMI' umendmenlj "Study" denules mure Ihan _ numlnal amuunt ur lime Cur lI.mly:dlli Alld 
"Admin." denolcs Bcliun withoul an amendment or study. 

.(l) 	 111c "UsliOlalc of Itcsourccs" is fin approximaliun or II"U or monetary resourceslhal would be needed. Estimate. are nol presented (or eMI' amendments. 

(4) 	 Staff resources arc shown in work months (wm) (Ihe approximale amount of staff lime necessary to complete the task) by orriu. OUices are indic:tted as 
follows: P • I'lanning; S • Science. DR • Developmenl Review; and 1'1' • I'ublie Programs. No entries are presented (or less than I work month. 

(S) 	 Monelary entries arc very preliminary estimates of cosls associated wilh a consulling contract or with the hiring of additionalslarr. No enlries are 
ch·cn if costs arc expected to be less lhan SI,OOO. 

(6) 	 Noles represent staU comments which may be relevant 10 lhe Commission's evaluation of lbe recommendations. 
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Estimate 

, 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) . Notes(6) 

4.10 	 Permit leaf composting and construction CMP .. .. o See Recommendation 5.09 which involves 
debris recycling facilities as accessory a CMP change concerning construction 
uses on mining sites. debris recycling on such sites 

o Should be considered when evaluating 
Recommendations 5.01 and 6.09 

Natural Resource 4.11 Study the impact of deep mining on Study .. $50,000 o Conclusions may result in wet mining 
Concerns· hydrology and water quality. becoming infeasible 

4.12a Prohibit new mining operations in the CMP .. - o Will not address significant lands 
Forest Area. already approved for mining and located 

next to existing mined areas 
o May not impact the industry if no new 

mines are being considered 
o Eliminates a land use option which 

municipalities now decide 

4.12b 	 Prohibit new mining operations in sensitive CMP 3wm-S .. o Sub-basins need to be identified 
sub-basins in the Protection Area. .. o Targets concern to least disturbed areas 

o Apparently may not impact the industry 
if no new mines are being considered 

o Limits a land use option which 
municipalUies can ~~cide -_............ _­

(I) 	 Rc('omnu::n,latiuns u((c·rc,1 by onc or more panel Olcmhers nrc lisled whether or nntthey were discullsed In dctnll or whether or not they were Ina.'ported by 
ulher l'nnclista. 

(2) 	 11.rc«: Iypes tlr Cummbsiun nelions nre nulcll: "CMI'" dCllutcs R CMI' .amelldmcilli "Study" denoles more thon _ numlnnl amount of tbne (ur nnulYIII!!; nud 
"Admin.'· denoles Bcliun without on amcndmcnt or sludy. 

(3) 	 11u: "estimale of Resources" is nn approximalion of staff or nlonetnry resources that would be needed. [!stimale. arc nol presented for eM... amendments. 

(4) 	 Staff rcsources arc shown in work months (wm) (tbe npproxlmatc amount of staff lime necessary 10 complele Ihe task) by office. OUlce. are indicated os 

(ollo,",-s: I) • 1)lanning; S - Science; Olt - Development Review. and PI· • l·ublic Programs. No entries arc presented (or less lhan 1 work monlh. 


(5) 	 Monelary enlries arc very preliminary estimates of costs associated with a consulting conlract or wilh the hiring of addhional staIr. No entries arc 

givc:n if cosls arc expeded 10 be less Ihan $1,000. 


(6) 	 Noles represent slaH comments which may be relevanlto thc Commission's evaluation 01 the recommendalions. 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

-.---.- .. - . 
daf

-~ 

4.13 Require documentation of all environmental 
conditions and impacts on mining appUca­
lions. 

CMP - - o Unclear what would be provided that is 
not currently available 

o Unclear how information not related to 
Pinelands standards will be used 

o Will add to cost of permitting 

4.14 Analyze applicability and success of 
current CMP reclamation standards. 

Study 6wm-S 
2wm-DR 

- o May be insufficient cases where reclamation 
has occurred to draw conclusions 

4.15 	 Design standards to require complete Studyl 2wm-S - o Will make re-vegetation more costly in 
restoration of Preservation Area District CMP Critical areas, and less costly in other areas 
lands and sensitive sub-basins, but allow 
more flexibility in other parts of the 
Protection Area. 

,. 
Permitting 4.16a Extend the mining permit renewal period CMP - - o Implements current policy, e.g., 
and Enforcement' from 2 to up to 5 years as a municipal the recent Maurice River ordinance 

. option. 

4.16b 	 Extend the mining permit renewal period CMP - - o Requires establishment of evaluative 
from 2 to 3 years as a municipal option criteria for -good- records 
and up to 5 years for municipalities o May encourage better local enforcement 
with good enforcement records. 

(1) 	 Rccolnmclulalinns oUcrel. hy one or more "aneI memhcrs nrc lillied whel"er or nnl lbey were.di~cu~~ed In dclnll or whelher nr nOllhey were llul'IMlricd by 
olltcr l'IUU.:li51s. 

. (2) 11.r.:.: Iyl'cs of ('ummi!lsi(lu arllnns nrc nOled: "CMI'" denutes Q CMI' nmclldnu:nt; "Study" denotes marc ,b"n • namlnal amount of lime for nmaly:.!.; and 
. "Admin." denoles aCIion withoul an amendmenl or study. 

(3) 	 11..: "Eslimate of Resources" is nn approximation of .laU ar monetAry resources Ibal would be nceded. Eatlmatca nrc nol presented (or eMI' amendments. 

(.. ) 	 St3U rcsour"cs IIrc shown in work monlhs (wm) (the approximate amounl of starr lime necessary to completc the lask) by orrice. Orricos are Indicated as 
follows: P • I'lanning; S • Sdence; DR • Development Review; and PP • Public Programs. No enlries arc presenled (or less than 1 work monlh. 

(5) 	 Monetary enlries :u'e very preliminary eslimates of COsls associated wilh a consulting conlracl or wilh the hiring of additional slaU. No enlries are 
given if cosls arc expected 10 be less than $1,000. 

(6) 	 ~oles r,cprcscnl slaff comments which may be rclevantlo Ihe Commission's evaluation or Ihe recommendations. 
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R E Worksh R d 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(41 $$$(5) Notes(6) 

4.17 	 Clarify the definition of the CMP's CMP .. ... o Recommendation 4.16 addresses most of 
final approval dates so that operato~, the concern, i.e., time IIlostll in a 
municipalities, SCS offices and the 2-year cycle during processing 
Commission proceed under idential o May be impossible to implement as the 
permit periods. events are sequential, pre-dating 

accomplishes nothing, and requiring all 
entities to use the Commission's 
date may require mine closures until 
that date 

4.18a 	 Permit municipalities to approve minor CMP .. - o May also be covered in Recommendation 
existing approved operations, e.g., new 7.13 
conveyors or towers, without Commission o Implications for other types of uses 
review. o IIMinorll needs to be carefully defined 

~:g 

4.18b 	 Permit municipalities with good CMP .. .. o May also be covered in Recommendation 
enforcement records to approve minor 7.13 
expansion of existing approved operations, o Implications for otber types of uses. 
e,g., new conveyors or towers, without o IIMinorll needs to be Carefully defined 
Commission review. ..• o Requires establishment of evaluative 

criteria for -good" records 
o May encourage better local enforcement 

4.19 	 Transmit all historical data regarding Admin. lwm-DR - o .May be time consuming, e.g., redundancy, 
permit renewals to municipal authorities. . p~r yr. multiple files, etc . 

(I) 	 Rccomnu:ml:.liu&l5 otrerellhy nne nr morc Il:mcl memhers ~re Jilltcd whether or nul 'hey were dbc:ulIlied In detnll or whether or nol they were lIulllKlrlcd lIy 

"Ihcr l'"udisIS. 


(2) 	 11,rec Iypl!l\ nf Couuni~sil\u "clions Arc noled: "Ct..W" denoll:. It eMI' Amendmenli "SIudy" denote. more Ihnn a nominal amounl of lime for analysis; and 

"Admin." denoles oclion without on amendment or study • 


. (3) 	 11,c "estimate of Ilcsourccs" is no approxim:lliun of staU or monetary resource. thllt would be needed. Rstimatcs Arc nlll presented fur eMI' RmendmclIls. 

(4) 	 Slalr resources are shown in work monlhs (wm) (the approximate amount or slaff lime necessary tQ complete the task) by oUice. Offices are indicated as 

follo"~: P . I'lanning; S . Sciencej DR • Development Reviewj and PP • Public I-rograms. No entries are presented 'or less lhan 1 work month. 


(S) 	 Monetary enlrics arc vel)' I'rclimilHuy estimates of cosls IIssocialed wilh a consulling cOlltract or witb the hiring or additional .laU. No enlrlcs are 

given if cosls arc expected 10 IJc less lhan $1,000. 


(6) 	 Notes represenl starr comments which may be rc1evanlto the Commission's evaluation or tbe recommendations. 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

4.20 	 Examine ways in which municipalities, the Study lwm-P - o Unknown if substantive recommendations 
Commission and the SCS offices can 2wm-DR will be identified 
better enforce mining and reclamation o Intergovernmental coordination will 
regulations. improve 

4.21 	 Examine ways in which municipalities and Study lwm-P - o Mining industry should participate 
the Commission can better enforce 2wm-DR o Unknown if substantive, relatively 
prohibitions on dumping and off-road inexpensive recommendations will be 
vehicle use on mined land. identified 

o Intergovernmental coordination will 
improve 

. 


. 


(l) Itcc,'mmclulatilln5 uHcrctl hy nne nr mort:' Iland mcn,hers nre li5lcd whcthcr or nul Ihey were ,li5cu5scd in detail or whether or nol lhey were IUlI'poried hy 
".llcr IllIllclil>ls. 

(2) 'Illrce ')'1'1."5 or CUmmi!\5iulI lu:liuns ftrc nnled: '·eMI"· denotes n eMI' .lIncndmcnii "Sludy" denotcs marc lhan a nominol amuun. or lime (or nnlllysis; and 
"Admin." dcnotes ftclion wilhoul on amendment or sludy. 

0) 111c "&tinmlc uC ltcsourccs" is lin npproxim:llion or shl(( or munclary resourccslh:11 would be needed. UslhRalcs arc nol rrc!'lcl1l~d ror eMI' amendnwIIls. 

(4) Stair resources arc shown in work monlhs (wm) (Ihe alll)roximale amounl or staU lime necessary to completc the task) by oUice. OUkes are indicalcd as 
(ollolA'S: P • I'lanning; S • Science; DR - Development Review; and PI) - Publ~c Programs. No enlries are presented (or less lhan 1 work month. 

(5) Monelary enlrics arc vcry 11rC\imin;lry eslimatcs o{ costs associaled with a consulting colltract or with the hiring or additional staU. No cnlries are 
given i( co:.t:. arc expecled 10 be \c!.s lhan $1,000. 

(6) Noles represenl sl;l(f commcnls which may be rclcvanllo the Commission's evaluation o( the recommendations. 

I 
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Solid W Worksh R daf.. 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm~ of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notcs(6) 

1Policy Framework S.Ola Partnership agreement with DEPE Admin. 2wm-P - o Pinelaods protection given equal weight 
for Pinelands and SWMDs to create and implement 2wm-DR to goals of other agencies 
Commission Pinelands solid waste policies. o Ensures coordinated governmental policies 

o Consensus may be difficult to reach because 
of competing objectives 

o Question arises as to what policies exist, 
absent agreement 

S.Otb 	 Establish an independent regulatory framework Admin. 6wm-P - o Pinelands protection given paramount 
with affirmative Pinelands oriented goals. 3wm-DR consideration 

o Governmental coordination could be pursued . 
but conflicting policies may still exist 

o Except for affirmative goal setting, 
reflects current policy framework 

o Affirmative goals may be difficult, if not 
impossible, for Commission to implement 

o Requires greater solid waste management 
expertise within the Commission 

S.Ole 	 Rely on statewide policy and seek . Admin. Ongoing - o Commission would assume a "lobbying" role 
to influence and ensure its implementation relative to Pinelands protection goals 
where appropriate. o Pinelands protection may be given less 

weight than other governmental goals 

S.Old Play an advisory role to DEPE and SWMDs. Admin. Ongoi~g - o Commission would not playa major role in 
setting solid waste policy 

o Pinelands protection would be a secondary 
consideration 

o Pinelands requirements could not inhibit 
im~lementa(i()n of solid waste ~Ians 

«I) 	 1l.-.lIIC1ldo'''''' offered by one or more pend _mbcn lOR lit'''' wlKtb« or not !My _ ........... 10 clcld ell" wbctb« or _they "ue 'IJfPOf1t" by 
acber panella.... 

(J) 	 ........... I)'pft e>t Coommloolon 1oCtIon. .... not..!: "eM'" cIcnot.,.. eMP _en4&nm1: "Stu4( cIcnot.. 11101'11 ....... nocaInIII-o of lime ( .. anlIIpll; ..... 

•.....~........... 1Id1on wkbout lin 1IIDm4_ or ......,. 


(l) 	 1lM "l!.tlmalcof Il_'laton 1If'fWIIm.clon of ....... or moocIMJ_lhal-.14 be ...... 1!'.edaIat.. In _ ~forCMP-c....s-nIIL 


(4) 	 SIaIJ.--- lOR obown 10 WO<t IDOIIlbI (_) (\be approJImm amount of IIlIIff '1mc-...y1O-a*tIl\betaok)":r office. ()ffioa uclnclkatcll .. 
roao-,· ~s; s· Sdencc; DR· ~ Ilntcw; .... pp. PublIc Pro...- No cnIria In praallC4 for"" !ban I WO<t aoonllL 

($) 	 MonctaI')' cnuief ""' W1'J fRllGII.....,_lbna... of _II ..ada.... MIll • COOlullln'_« ..... \be blrtn,of ..s.tItIon.a 1taR. Nocnlria Me 


pen 1l ....1I11t'C c:xpcd"'10 be .... !ban 11.* 


(') 	 1'101.. ~ ItaR _1IIbkb -r be rdevanllO \be CommIMlon', cwluatlon of lb. rec>OallllClldallonl. 
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Solid W WorkshooR dar. 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or Morc Panel Mernbers(l) Action(2) Staff( 4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

, 

Facility Siting 5.02 	 Prohibit mass burn incinerators in the eMP - - o Exceptions for small scale, specialized 
Pinelands. facilities need to be carefully defined 

o Generally consistent with current state 
policies 

5.03 	 Prohibit composting facilities for mixed eMP - - o Impacts upon several current proposals 
municipal solid waste in the Pinelands. o May promote source separation 

5.04 	 Encourage source separation of Admin. lwm-PP? - o Methods to ·encourage" are unclear 
hazardous materials from municipal waste lwm-DR? o Recommendations 5.03, 5.19 and 5.20 may 
streams. provide an impetus 

5.05 	 Prohibit hazardous waste processing eMP - - o Will require exportation of Pinelands 
facilities in the Pinelands .. source hazardous waste 

5.06 	 Prohibit landfills for municipal solid eMP - - o Reaffirms existing policy 
waste in the Pinelands. 

5.07 	 Limit separation, reuse and conversion eMP - . o Limits impacts to "disturbed" areas of the 
facilities (not including mixed MSW composting Pinelands 
and mass burn) to RGAs and Pinelands, o Siting may be controversial due to location 
Towns. Facilities could service: within population centers 

1. 	Any Pinelands municipality and Allantic, o Reflects current Pinelands policy relative 
Burlington, Cape May & Ocean Counties. to waste importation 

2. Any Pinelands municipality and 	 o Broadens current Pinelands waste importation 
county. 	 policy to include 3 additional counties with 

relatively small proportions of their land 
mass in the Pinelands 

-~--

(I) 	 Il~ oIfm:4 .., _ « IIDOR a-d man""" IIf'C 101t:4 "",.111« or not lb(OJ were dIoc:uoM4ln detall« wbccbcr or IIOlIhcJ were aupported .., 

oc.ber parodIm. 

(1) 	 1lvM IJrn nl C:-ml..1on 8dbw .... nott:4: "eM" de""," • eMf' ............... ; "l'i.Iu.ty. dmolft IIIOA til..,.nc>aIbuI_ of tlme'or III..,....: 1114 
"AoImln." dcnaIl't ooctlon ....houI ton ~ or oIu.ty. 

(J) 	 TIM "£I....... of a_alala ~ of.1.aff or...,....., -.u. tbat.......w.,., 0ftIk;l 8111__ .... not pracntc;l for CMf'........tmm1l. 


(4) 	 SIaIt.-.... lIhown In II'OC't _1bI (-) (11M approllnMte _ of .taI. tknc IIeCIl'tIUJ 10 CIlIDfIc!.e 11M WIt).., oCtIc:e. Offioct _1ndIc:aIe4 .. 
roe-.: r .1"IannIn.. 5 • Sdmoo; DR. • Dcwfopmcnlllnlew; .... f'f'. f'vWk Pro.,...... No cntrlea .... pr~ f« ....1hon I wet IIIOftIb. 

(J) 	 NOMtacJ mlriro ... "'"' pmlmInarJ nllmalea of _1.1IIOIOda1t:4 ...lbe coneubln. eon ....... or willa Ibc 1Ikln,of addldanal.taff. No colriea .... 

p..:n.-. .... ~t:410 lie Ina &ban 1I.00Q. 

('1 	 "_~1hII_1J IIIbkb IDIJ lie rdnant 10 11M Commluloo'. cvaluadoo of 11M ~ 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3)


Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff( 4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 


3. Alternative #1 above plus exceptions o May be difficult to define the exceptions 
for small amounts of specialized waste. o Recommendation 5.12 may offer an alternative 

\ 

·4. Alternative #2 above plus exceptions o May be difficult to define the exceptions 
for small amounts of specialized waste. o Recommendation 5.12 may offer an alternative 

5.08 Consider exceptions to facility 	 eMP - - o Reaffirms current policy 
prohibitions where necessary to remediate 
hazardous waste sites. 

5.09 Consider exceptions to facility 	 eMP - ­ o Continuation of mine sites will be 
prohibitions to permit processing of encouraged 
construction and demolition debris at o Ancillary use may be difficult to judge 
existing industrial and mining facilities. -~ 

Regional 5.10 Study how to encourage regional facilities Study 4wm-P - o Inter-district approaches may be 

Considerations to serve multiple Pinelands municipalities 
 difficult to implement 

and determine which types of facilities o Commission's role may be questioned 
should be so encouraged. o DEPE role needs to be considered 

5.11 Prohibit the siting of regional or large eMP - - o May preclude several current proposals 
subregional composting facilities in the understudy
Pinelands. a May prejudge the results of 

Recommendation 5.10 

5.12 Permit exceptions to waste importation eMP - - o May represent a reasonable alternative 
limitations when part of a regional to Recommendation 5.01, #3 and 4 
approach toward solid waste management. o May encourage regional approaches among 

solid waste districts 
o Ensuring better overall protection of the 

Pinelands may be difficult to determine 
(I) 	 R.-ommdatJo.. oftCR4..,_ or more ptorICI_mbcn ICclitl • .t1Wbdhct' ornollh","'""c dltc:uue.tln dctall..-wbcIbcr..-_ thcJ-lUftIOI1ed by 

oIhcor ,.,..11011. 

(1) 	 'I'twft IJrH of c-.mINIon Id"- ... _e« 'eM,. cknotn I CMP 1fbC'nItcnmt; 'Study' d._......... than .1>OGIIn.. _ 01 tIaN ,..- anaIpIt; ..... 

'AdaM.' ....... nldloa w.4!hout 1ft ............... at' OICucIy. 


(1) 	 11M "'EatIaIau: 011.......,....,.,.· .. eo ~ of NaIf..-~~ thai wouI.t be lIftO:k4 EotIaw.. arc _ pracnICd r..-cwp.-ndmenl&. 

(4) 	 SuIJ -..::a ... ahown In -.1r.1D<lOIbe (-) (Ihc .."...u-e _ oI...,r tIaN MotUIIIJ aooomplcte Ihc aut).., office. Ofn- ... ~ .. 
folcJoq;'. Plannlna; S. ~ DR· ~ Rrn-; ..... ".Public PJ-o...-.. No entdca .... ,.....uc.I few .... dwll-.1r._th. 

(S) 	 Noneuqt entrla .... ....,. prdImllWJ cstImaln of ..,... UIIOdaud MIb • -..ukIQI MfIlnct or ..Ib Ib, bIrin, of ..&dltIonII NaIf. No entdca ..
JIwn r _ arc apcc:t.... ao be .... dwI ,,000. 

('» Nota ~NaIf CCIIIXPCOtI lObIdlatolJ be rdo:1Iant ao Ihc Commluloo'• .-IUltIoQ oIlbe r_lIICfIdadont. 
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Solid W Worksh "( R dar--. -- ­-

Estimate 
Rcc. Recommendations Malle by One Comm. of Resourccs(3) 

Topical Area # or More Pancl Mcmbcrs(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

5.13 	 Create a committee of municipal and county Admin. twm-DR - o Relationship to Solid Waste AdvisolJ 
representatives to explore regional Committee needs to be considered 
solutions. o Commission convening mayor may not be 

most constructive avenue 
o DEPB involvement may be helpful 
o Can be incorporated into Recommendation 
S.10 

o Consensus may be difficult to achieve 

Performance 5.14 Encourage "closed" compos.ing facilities 	 . .CMP . 0 Costs to applicants may be high

Standards for non-vegetative waste. 


5.15 	 Permit the reuse of waste oil from oU· CMP - - o Enforcement of ·waste" classifications 
contaminated soil in manufacturing may be difficult 
processess. 

5.16 	 Permit the direct application of oil- CMP - - o Enforcement of ·waste·classifications 
contaminated soils not classified as a may be difficult 
waste by DEPE inroad paving and similar o Uncertain· if adequate safeguards exist to 
projects. prevent groundwater contamination 

5;17 	 Require applicants to finance CMPI - - o Costs to applicants may be high 
independent monitoring of sites where Study o Monitoring would help to address questions 
oil-contaminated soil is land applied. on groundwater impacts 

5.18 	 Implement the pending agreement between Admin.! - - o Monitoring will require staff involvement 
DEPE and PC on the use of sludge-derived CMP o The changing standards and resulting 
products. quality make resultsproblematic 

(I) 	 Itftommtnclatlona oHcn:d..,one or IDOR pndmcmbc:,.. .... 1Iatc4 Weibel' or _Ibey.·cr. dUcuote.tlnddall or WelhCl'or_1bcy Mr..upporteol b)' 
Olbcr pwIIola. 

(I) 	 '1'IIRc IypCI ol C:Jmmlulon IIdIono .... _c4: ~... 01__.... CMP emmdll1Clll; "StudY' cknot..morclb.tn a -m-I1IIDOUtIl of lime for -"'II; __ 
·Admln.· cImoI.. ..,tlnft..tlbc>ut an -..-or .....t)'. 

(1) 	 n.. "&IbeIe of 11._"11111 ~ ol aWf or ~ raourcca lbal wouI4 be accac.t I!Idma... _DOt pcamtc4 for CM'.....n<ImmIa. 

(4) 	 $I.tf ~ .... ohown In w..t _Ib.t {-I (!he .ppro~ amounc ol .... lime IICCCUuy I.OClllllpIdc!he ....).., offkc. 0fIlca arc 1ndlc:a1c4.
,0l000.: , . 1'I.wInIn~ s· Sdeooc; DR" DewIopa>cm 1I.mr.; .... P' .1'ut.IIc: rro...,... No cntrIct .... pracnIc4 for leu Ibdl w..t IIIIOnIh. 

") 	 Nonft.IlJ men.. .... WfJ pnIlmlnuy ..1JmaI. ol """.. -.da1c4 ..tlb • _h1na~ «..tlb lb. bIdn, of aoIdItIonaIliaff. NO men....IJIwn , __ apectc41.O 1M _IbIDa_ 

(') 	 Hoc. n:pnamlltaff OOG:IOIC'DI.I wbIctI_, be mn.nll.O!he Commlulon'o cvaluatJoo ollbe r_mcnoIadonol. 
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Estimate 

Topical Area 
Rec. 

# 
Recommendations Made by One 

or More Panel Members(l) 
Comm. 
AClion(2) 

of Resources(3) 
Staff( 4) $$$(5) 

5.19 Permit land application of compost derived CMPJ - -
from source-separated municipal solid Study 
waste with an on-site monitoring 
program. 

5.20 	 Prohibit land application of mixed eMP . -
municipal solid waste compost except as 
part of a limited study and after DEPE 
has developed standards. 

5.21 	 Do not require impervious cover CMP 
for closed vegetative and construction 
debris landfills. 

5.22 	 Do nol require impervious cover eMP 
for certain types of closed municipal 
landfills. 

5.23 	 Seck amendment to existing State Resource Admin. 
. 

lwm-DR -

Recovery Investment Tax Fund legislation 
to broaden use for landfill capping. 

5.24 	 Permit flexibility in reuse of closed eMP . ­
landfills as source of financing for 
capping. 

(I' 	 " __IId.'...... oft""" by OM ""IQOR peoet_mI>cn In: ••tcd .melber.,.. -1bcJMInI 4Itcuucd In clctal.,.. Wctbu.,.. -1bcJ wen: aUPfOC'Iecl by 
otbcc pandbt&. 

(1) 	 n-..".... of C'<'mtIIIMIon M1n. .... _cd: "eM,. cIcnoI.... CMF~.. "'Stu..,. cIcnoIa _dMnalJOallnlof.-.nl old.d«......,.; and 
"Admln.° cIcnoIn M110n wi.hauI M -...-.,.. ......,. 

I') 	 n. "'E'.IIlINlc of Il__' II.., ~ 01 ttatr ..... IDCInCUIJ.--1baI. wouIcI be IIICCdc4 EeII_ .... _ pRMnIcd ' ...... CMF IIIDCndmall&. 

(4) 	 SI..n ~..,~ In -n: IDOntbo (WID) (the~. U>OUnI 01 ttatrllmc -.rJsooompldc the INk) byoClb. 0ftIcct IIR indicated u 
folowo: P • Plannlnr; S • ~ DR • Ondopmcnt Review; and rr .PuWIc Prop-oma. No cncriet _ ~ r.......... tMn 1-':IIIOnIb. 

(5) 	 Monctat)' cntrin .., ""Y pn:IImInooj admalca ol_1a ...oo.tcd with. -wn,COfItnoct « with 11M bhin, ol..wwon.a ttatr. No cnlrlca ... 
pvcn II_Lt .., apcctcd SO be .... 1hMl 11.000. 

(6) 	 NOla rcpc-amI """ GOIIImmtI Wldlma, be rdcvant.., the CommINlon', cq/".don of lite I'C'OOGIIIICIlCIJonI. 

Notes(6) 

o Unlikely in the near future 
o Monitoring will require staff involvement 

o Variable quality of waste may limit 
usefulness of study results 

o Study will require staff involvement 

o Difficult to know whether other wastes 
were landfilled at these sites 

o Difficult to judge type of wastes 
landfilled 

o Need to coordinate with DEPE 

o Types of possible uses and their impacts 
need to be evaluated 
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A Worksh R dar 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made ~y One Comm. of Resources131 

· I 	 ­

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 	 Notes(6) 

Health of the 6.01 Coordinate with Dept .. of Agriculture to Study lwm-P - o Would complement other economic 

Industry categorize its data into Pinelands 
 monitoring programs (see Recommendation 2.01) 

and non-Pinelands areas. o Uncertain as to what specific data might be 
available 

o State may not have the resources to easily 
accomplish 

o Full OIS may be necessary 

6.02 	 Do regional share trend analyses of changes Study - S30,OOO o Net farm income data may not be readily available 
in net farm income and land and equipment o Land purchase data may be unreliable 
purchases within and outside the Pinelands. o Equipment purchase data may not be readily 

available 
o Uncertain if results .will be informative 

6.03 	 Study farmers' perceptions and attitudes Saudy $20.000 o Statistical survey would be required -
toward future of industry within and o External factors may cloud any eMP­
outside the Pinclands. related conclusions 

o Business attitudes can change quickly 

6.04 	 Do regional share trend analyses of farm Study 6wm-P - o Could be coupled with Recommendation 6.02 
size and crop production acres within and o Unlikely that CMP-related conclusions would be 
outside the Pinelands. reached 

o Full G IS may be necessary 

6.05 	 Do regional share trend analyses of changes _Study - S30,OOO o Independeililand value studies already undertaken 
in agricuUuralland values within and o Land values may not be indicative of industry's
outside the Pinelands. health 

(I) 	 Recommendalions offered by one or more panel memben arc lisled whelher 01 nOllhey were discussed In del,.11 01 whelher 01 nOllhe, were: supporled b,­
olher panelisl5. 

(2) 	 Tluee Iypes of Commission aClions Ire nOled: 'eMP' denoles I eMP Imendmenl; "Sludy" denoles more Ihan a nominallmounl of lime for analpis; and 
"Admin.· denoles IClion wilhoutln amendmenl or stud,. 

(3) 	 The "Estimale of Raourca" is In aprrollimalion of 51aff 01 monelary rauurcCI Ihat would be needed. Eslimales Ire: nol presented 'or eMP amendmen... 

(4) 	 Stll" f(~oun1l.'ll .re IIhuwn in wOlk munths (wm) (111e IIppllllim.le amount of start time nrre511l1r), In (:omille.e the IlIsk) by office. Offices are Indicated u 
follo~: P • Plannina; S • Science; DR . Developmenl Review; Ind PP • Public Plo,r.ms. No enlria arc presented for less Ihan I work montb. 

(5) 	 Monetary tntria lie very preliminary eMimata of ClOSIS associated wllh a consul lin, conlract or willilhe hiring of additionallla". No entries IIC 
liven i_f ClOSt, arc expected 10 be las Ihan SI,OUO. 

(6) 	 Noles represent slaU commenls which may be relevanl 10 Ihe: Commission', evaluation of Ihe rerommendations. 
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Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comma of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

eMP Standards 6.068 	 Prohibit farm subdivisions in both eMP - ­
agricultural production areas. 

6.06b 	 Re-examine 10 acre farm subdivision Studyl 2wm-P ­
requirement in the Agricultural Production eMP 
Area, and develop eMP standards to prevent 
subdivision and development contrary to 
the long-term maintenance of a viable 
agricultural land base. 

6.07a 	 Reduce the maximum permitted floor area of eMP - -
agricultural commercial establishments. 

6.07b 	 Tie the maximum permitted floor area of eMP 
agricultural commercial establishments 
to location and traffic impacts. 

6.088 	 Permit exceptions to certain site 
development standards for farm labor 
housing: 

1. seasonal high water table 
," 

2. wetland buffers 

(t) R_n4atlone 0((""" by one 01' mora panel momben arc hied '""....a- oc OOCIMy lIIere 4locutMd .. de... 01' twbcIbcr or nollbq _e IUfPOC1cd by 

0Ibct' p_lltll. 


(I) 	 Thmt tn- 0( Cnmmluloo adlone _ noIC'd: "eMf" dmoI"". eMP emmdmml; "SI.o4(' oIenoIalDOr.1b1O • 00III>InaI_0( daMI tOl' anaIp"; and 
·AdmIn.';knot" IIo<tIon wi... .,... an ................ or Itu.ty. 

(') 	 'Iba "&tlmalco( R_'Ia.~ 0( tII.t( or moncfJII)'~ IbM would be DeIIde<L l!atlmala .._ pracntcd fOl'CMP .-ncImmt&. 

(4) Surf ~ arc ohown In won: IIIOnIbI ( ...... ) ( ..... awro....c 1IIDOUI1t0( .."" daM nc--, to GOCIIfIde ..... tuk)byolllcc. 0R\c:a enln4ketc4. 

folowt: P - nannln,: S -~DR· DcwIopmcm Review; I11'III pp. Public Pro.....L No ent""", ~ fOl' .... tIwi I wort IIIOOIb. 


(S) 	 MoncwJ ...Irico .... ....., pntI~ aWnala 0( 00111 uoodatc4..t1b. conMJIlln, CDIItrllCt or wi........ bIr1na 0( a.WIIJoneI tII.t(. No cnIdea .... 
___ If co.u .... apcdc4 to be .... "'a.o 11.000. 

(6) . 	 N_~ tII.t( _IIMdda.,.., be rdhuIlto ..... Commlulon·. evaluation 0( Ibc_mcndadont. 

Notes(6) 

o In use elsewhere 
o Exceptions would need to be carefully structured 

o Provisions strengthened during last eMP 
review 

o Other than prohibition on subdivision or 
larger area requirements, uncertain what other 
improvements may be possible 

o Uncertain if a real problem exists 
o Involves policy decision as to whether 

individual farm stands, or larger establishments 
which may serve several farms, are appropriate 

o May limit marketing opportunities 

o Rationale exists for variable sizes but it 
may be difficult to implement 

o May set precedent for exceptions relative to 
other land uses 

o Legal basis needs to be explored 

o A two foot limit is generally consistent with 
DEPE requirements 

o Could be limited to already disturbed areas 

o Buffer requirements are already variable except 
for septic disposal fields 

o May be of limited benefit to berry operations 
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Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comma ol Resources(31 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

3. nitrate/nitrogen standards. 	 o Uncertain if many farm tracts are smaller than 
required for septic dilution 

o Would further contribute to nUrate-nitrogen 
levels in groundwater 

6.08b 	 Treat farm labor housing as a ·presump- eMP . - o Ties into an existing eMP mechanism for relief 
tive· hardship when considering waivers o May not fully address all problems 
of strict compliance. 

6.09a Permit vegetative compost facilities in eMP - - o Incorporates interpretation into eMP 
Agricultural Production Areas. . 0 Source of vegetative waste and relationship 

to primary farm use should be addressed 
o See Solid Waste Recommendations 5.03 and S.21 

relative to composting 

6.09b 	 Permit small-scale vegetative compost eMP - - o Incorporates interpretation into eMP 
facilities in Agricultural Production o Source of vegetative waste should be addressed 
Areas. o Relationship to primary farm use less of a 

concern 

6.10 Actively promote vegetative composting Admin. Ongoing 	 - o Dept .. of Agriculture or Cook College 
through public educational efforts. 	 initiative may be better received in farming 

community 

Permitting 6.11 Promote uniformity of municipal permitting Admin. Ongoing - o May be incorporated within Development Review 
Procedures procedures relative to agricultural Recommendation 7.03 

development. o Will require frequent briefings due to 
turnover 

o May be viewed as an infringement upon 
, 	 Il!uni<:!paj prer()~~tiv~

~ 

(I) 	 RlCCOmmendalions oUered by one or more panel RlembelS arc lisled whether or lIotlhcy werc discussed in detail or whether or not they were lupported lIy 
olher panelists. 

(2) 	 Three Iypc:s of Commission actions arc no led: 'eMP' denotes a eMP amendment. "Study' denolel more titan a nominalamounl of time for lnalysis; and 
•Admin.· denole., lelion wilbout In amendmenl or Iludy. 

(l) 	 The "Estimate o' Ruourcu" Is an approximalion 0' 5Iafl or monelary re.sources thaI would be needed. Estlmalu Ire not prescnled for eMP amendmepla. 

(4) 	 Sian ruoureu arc &hown in work monlhs (wm) (Ibe: approximale amount of llaff time ncceuary to rompicle the lask) by office. Orfices arc indicalcd .. 
follo~: P • Planning. 5 . ScIc:IICe:; DR • Development Review; and PP • Public Programs. No entries arc pruentcd for leu Ihan I work month. 

(5) 	 Monctary cnlries ue very preliminary eSlirnalu of roslli assodaled wilh a ronsultins rontraci or wilh the hiring of addilional stalf. No enlries arc 
,iven If rosls arc expcc:led 10 be leu Ihan SI,tJ(X). 

(6) 	 NolCS represent siaff rommclIlS whith may be: relevant 10 the Commission's evaluation o. the: rerommendations. 
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A WorkshooR dar 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members111 Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) . NOles(6) 

.;.POCProgram 6.12 Examine ways to increase monetary Study 4wm-P o PDC study completed in 1988 
benefits of the POC program to farmers. o PDC Bank is currently undertaking a project 

relative to receiving areas 

6.13 	 Allocate POCs to active farm land CMP .. .. o Impact upon total PDC allocations and 
outside the Preservation Area, APA and SAP A; opportunities for their use needs to be 
choices include: considered 

1. 	Limit allocation to farm land in o Reduces impact on total POC allocations 
Forest Areas; or o May impact upon Forest Area density transfer 

program 

2. Limit allocation to concentrated 	 o Uncertain if state plan or county agricultural 
areas of agriculture. development areas should be the focus 

o May impact upon density transfer programs in 
Forest and Rural Development Areas 

6.14 	 Study changes in POC value as compared Study .. 540,000 o Uncertain how results will relate to decision-
with changes in growth area land values, making 
within and outside the Pinelands. 

6.15 	 Provide all eligible property owners with Admin. 36wm .. P? .. o PDC Bank is contacting property owners, although 
estimates of POC entitlements. estimated allocations are not provided 

o Estimates will not be reliable and may lead 
to later problems 

o Resources may be better targeted to interested 
property owners 

6.16 	 Study the economic rationale for the IDR Study .. 520,000 o IDR rationale is well established 
concept. o Benefits of such a stu~y_are unclear 

(I) 	 R_cocI.1iono ofI'CR1I by one OC' ...... .,..,a memben ""' lIaIeIt 101Ic:1bcr OC' -!hey __ dlKuuc41n detaII« 101Ic:Ibcr OC' -1bcJ lftrC ouppoc1e4..,. 
I'.II.I.I«pncllatt.­

(J) 	 'Ibnc rn'C' 01 C.-ml....... tM:tIoow .... _..4: "eM" dmoI...CMP MlcocImmI: "SIuoIy" 4cnoI.. mon Iban. nomInll _ 01 tIaM 'or"""...... 

•".......". d<Mt.. 00<11m wllboul "" ............... or lIudy. 


(J) 	 1M "I!Ada>alc 0I1t_·1t IIIIlIj>IIC"ODmMlon oI.taft OC' ~.-n:n!hat -..14 be nedc4 btlma\allR -,....melt rOC' eMP .mcnclmml.l. 

(4) 	 StaII.....,.,.--erc ohown In -"moolho (_) (\he .I¥0....c _ 01 oIaff tlmcncOC'Olll}'lDoomplclclbe ...... ) by oI'nce. omc... IIRlocIkatelt II 
folowo: ... Plannln" S • Sdcnce; DIt· DrwIopmmt Rewkw; ..... PP •Public Pro........ No mIrla .... pRlCatl>4 foc, .... than l-,,_Ih. 

($) 	 Monc1&rJ mllko lire WfJ pnIImIna'1 allol.la 01_.. ...oo.1e4 wtIh • _ullin, coonlOld 0( wl\h Iho bIrina oIo4oIIlIonII.taft. No cnlria OR 
p.mlf _II ""' apcde4 ID be Ieoo than Sl,00Q. 

(Q 	 N_ npracnt oIaff _tAl w.bktlma, be ~IID Ibe Commt.lon', cvalUlIion 01 !he mxlDImcndallonl. 
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A Worksh R d
'£ '- .. 

Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Res~urces(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) 8taff(4) $$$(5) 

Natural Resources 6.17a 	 Tailor best management practices based Study 6wm-S ­
on appropriateness to the unique and 
special characteristics of the Pinelands. 

6.17b 	 Study groundwater quality criteria to Study - 540,000 
determine best management practices. 

6.18 	 Support Dep'" of. Agriculture's best Admin. Ongoing ­
management practices program through 
public education efforts. 

6.19 	 Discourage agricultural uses in Pinelands Study 4wm-P ­
headwaters. 

Miscellaneous 6.20 	 Playa more prominent role in educating Admin. lwm-DR ­
farmers about state and national 
req uircmcnls. 

6.21 	 Seek reform of state farmland assessment Admin. lwm-P ­
legislation to benefit actual farmers. 

-
(I) 	 Recommendalions offered by one or more pand members are li51ed whelher or bOt they were discU55ed in delail or whelhef or nOllhey were lupporled by 

olher panc:lllll. 

(2) 	 Three lyra of Commission aClions are nllll'd: 'CMP' dcnoles a CMP amendmenl; 'Sludy' dcnoles more Ihan a nominal amounl of time for anal)'5l1; and 
"Admin.· denoles aclion wilhoulan amc8IJmenl or lludy. 

(l) 	 The "Eslimate of Resourccs' II an approximation of Slaff or monelary resourccs Ihal would be: needed. Eslimates are nol presc:nted for CMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Slafr resources are shown in work monlhs (wm) (the approximale amount of staff time necessary 10 complele Ihe lask) by office. Orriccs are indicated H 

follows: P • Plannin,; S . Science; DR Development Review; and PP • Public: Pro,rams. No entries are presented for less Ihan I work monlb. 

(S) 	 Monetary enlries are very prcliminary cstimales of COlli associaled wilh II consuldn, conlraet or wilh Ihe hirin, of addltionals.aff. No entries are 
,iven if 0051$ are: expected 10 be: less Ihan SI.OOO. 

(6) 	 NOles represenl sian commenls which may be relevanllo the Commission', evaluacion of Ihe u:commendalions. 

Notes(6) 

o May constrain current agricultural practices 
o May require outside expertise re: agriculture 
o Likely to be very complicated unless limited 

to known impacts 
o Recommendations may be controversial, absent 

more detailed research on some issues 

o Likely to involve extensive, long-term 
monitoring 

o May not significantly increase data on 
parameters of primary concern 

o Dep't. of Agriculture efforts may be better 
received in farming community 

o Practices may not reflect special attributes 
of, and concerns in, the Pinelands 

o Uncertain Uland exchanges or other techniques 
are feasible 

o Extensive.agricultural areas are already located 
in headwaters 

o Other agencies and organizations may be better 
suited for this role 

o Specific changes would need to be evaluated 
o Should involve coordination with the Dept •• 

of Agriculture . 
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Topical Area 
Rec. 

# 

Development Review Workshop Recommendations 

Recommendations Made by One 
or More Panel Members(l) 

Estimate 

Application Forms 7.01 Clarify the basic types of information 
required to be submitted for different 
types of development. 

Admin. 4wm .. DR 

7.02 Develop and distribute a handbook on 
the application process to applicants and 
other state agencies. 

Admin. 2wm-DR 
2wm,:,PP 

7.03 Hold an annual one·day workshop on the 
application process to educate new local 
officials and to discuss revised 
procedures. 

Admin. lwm-DR 

7.04 Improve coordination with DEPE by 
ensuring that the Commission receives 
copies of relevant ·CP1- forms. 

Admin. 

7.05 Expand application form to include notice 
that stream encroachment permits. etc.• 
may also be required. 

Admin. 

Applicant 
Information 

7.06 Prepare and distribute a -Living in the 
Pinelands- document to explain the 
reasons for submiuing various pieces 
of information. 

Admin. 2wm-PP 

(I) Rcoommendalions offered by one or more panel members Ire listed wllelher or nol tbey were discussed In detail or whelher 01 nOlllley were IUpporled by 
olber ,anclblS, 

(2) 

(1) 

Three lyres of Commission arlions arc noted: 'eMP' denotes a eM' amendment; 'Study" denotes more than a nominal amount of lime for analysis; and 
"Admin." denoles action wllhout an amendment or Iludy. 

The "estimate of RCIOurccs' Is an allpJOJlimallon of ".U or monelary rC5oura:a Iha. would be needed. Estimalcaare not presented for eM' amendmenta. 

(4) 511n rClOurccs are shown in work monlhs (wm) (Ihe approJlimate amounl of alaff lime necC5sary 10 complele Ihe taSk) by office. Offia:s arc Indicaled .. 
follows: P • Flannin,. 5 • Science; DR Devc;lopmenl Review; Ind PI' • Public Prolrams. No entries arc prcsenled for less than I work monlh. 

(5) Monetary enlfies Ire very preliminary cMimatc.\ of (lOsts associated with. conslliling conlract or wllh the hiring of additional "a". No enlrica Ire 
,iven If (lOSIS arc expected 10 be less than 11,000. ' 

(6) Notca rcprcscnillaft (lOmments which may be relevanflo tbe Commission's evaluation of the recommendatioos. 

," 

Notes(6) 

o Could reduce incomplete applications 

o Handbooks can become too complex for easy use 
o Each state agency may need a separate handbook 
o Could have cost implications depending on design 

and production arrangements 

o May help identify problem areas earlier 
o Attendance may be uneven 

o May not be easy to accomplish or sustain 
o Screening for relevancy may be difficult 
o System to track and cross· reference CPt forms 
with Pinelands applications may be cumbersome 

o Difficult to list every conceivable permit 

o Other formats (e.g., video) should be considered 
o Might be more valuable if geared to a broader 

audience 


o Could have cost implications depending on design 
and production arrangements 
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D 	 . --_._ ..•. _-- R- - - Worksh .. R d 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resou.rces(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Applicant 7.07 Identify all the information that may Admin. 2\\1111- DR .. o May encourage applicants to spend money 
Information ullimately be required at the beginning of unnecessarily 
(continued) the application process as a way of 

minimizing the potential for delays. 

7.08 	 Inform applicants early in the application CMPI .. .. o May be viewed as an attempt to circumvent ·due process· 
process of the likelihood of approvals or Admin. o May not always be possible 
denials. 

7.09 	 Draft and make available to applicants Admin. 4wm-DR .. o Individuality of applications may make categorizing 
a list of precedents (previous Commission difficult 
actions) relevant to their applications. ' 0 Interpreting ·precedents· may not be easy for 

single family applications 

7.10 	 Establish a ftregulator of the day" Admin. - . o Applicants may still prefer to speak with fttheirft 
procedure as a means of improving reviewer 
responses to telephone inquiries "Yhich o May not be most productive use of a -regulator'S· 
involve substantive issues. time 

7;11 ' 	Distribute estimates of expenses normally Studyl 2wm-DR .. o Range of expenses likely to vary widely from 
incurred during the application process (a Admin. application to application 
range of likely costs) for various o ftProfessionals· may argue that quality of services also 
professional services. varies 

Exemptions! . 7.12 	 Improve the efficiency of the application Admin. 2wm·DR .. o May result in slower review of other types of applications 
General Permits 	 process by establishing new staff review or if a s91ution involves staff shifts 


procedures for certain types of development CMP o May result in less rigorous review of some types of 

applications. applications but more staff time for other reviews 


(I) 	 Recommendalions oUered hy olle or Dlore panel memhe:" arc lisled wllclher or nOllbey were discussed In delail or whether or not they were lupporkd by 
other panelists. . 

(2) 	 Thr« I)'pes 0' Commb,\ion actions arc noled: 'eMP' denotes a CMP amendmentj ·Sludy~ denoles more lhan a nomlnalamouol o. lime f~ analys15; aDd 
•Admin.· denoleS action wilhoul an amendment or Ilody. .. 	 . 

(1) 	 The '&llmale of Resourccs" L, lin 1I1'I,mxllllBllun tlf lIan or monelary rc.\ourcc:& Ihal would he: needed. Eslimala arc nol presenled for CMF amc:ndmcnll. 

(4) 	 Siaff rcsources arc shown in work monlhs (wm) (Ihe al'l'JOJeimale amounl of lIaff lime necessary 10 complde the lask) by oUice. Ofrica arc lndic:akd .. 
follows: P • Plannin,. S· Science; DR . Developmenl Review; and pp. Public: Prolrams. No enlries arc pu:.scnted (or las lhan I work monlil. 

(S) 	 Monelary enl(k~ arc \Try pldiminary eMirnalc! of costs associaled with a c.onsullin& conlracl or wilh the bifinl oladdilional &laU. No enlries arc 
,iveD If roses arc: ellp«lc:d 10 be less Ihlln SI,IIIIO. 

(6) 	 Noles reprcsenl staU comments which may he: relevanl to the Commlssioo's cvalualion of Ihe rc:commendalions. 
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D R- .... - -- ­ -- ­ - - - - Worksh R d 
'"" 

Estimate 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

Exemptions/ 1.13 Expand the list of activities that are Studyl 2wm-P -
General Permits exempted from CMP application requirements: CMP 
(continued) 

1. Transmission and fiber optic utility CMP 
lines 

2. Bicycle paths and sidewalks that are CMP 
adjacent to existing roads 

3. Fences 	 CMP 

4. 	 Replacement of underground storage tanks CMP 

S. 	 Single family dwellings in sewered CMP 
ROAs with no wetland issues 

6. 	Small uses (e.g., propane tanks) CMP 
on existing impermeable surfaces 

1. Small concrete slabs 	 CMP 

8. Migrant/farm labor housing 	 CMP 

(I' 	 Recommendalion$ oUered b,. one Of more panel memben an: lisled whelher or notthc)' wefe discussed In delall or whelher or nollhe)' were IUPJlOfIcd by 
olher panelists. 

(2) 	 Three lyres o' Olmmlnion actions arc noled: 'eMP' denolCla CMP amendmenl; 'SI1I4y' denoles more Ihalla nomlnalamounl of lime for anllysis; aacS 
"Admin.' dellotes Ictlon without all amelldmenl or 11114,.. 

(3, 	 The "ElIllmlle of Resources' II an Irrro.lmalion of Ilan or monellry resources Ihat would be needed. ElItimalCl Ire nol prescnled 'or CMP amendmenll. 

( .. ) 	 Siaff rC$Ources Ire shown in work months (wm) (the 'prfoaimale amounl of staff lime necessary 10 complete Ihe lask) by oUia:. Offices ale Indicated II 
follows: P • Plannin,. 5 • Science:; DR • Dcvclormenl Review; and PP • Public Programs. No enlries are presenled for less Ihan I work mOIlIIi. 

(5) 	 Monellry enllies I,e very rrdimiRary c.'uimales of COSIS associlled with a mRsullin, mnllael or with the hlrin, of Idditional tlilarl. No entrica arc 
,ivcn If cosls a.e expected to be 'ess than SI,OOO. 

(6) 	 Notes repfesellt staU commenls which may be rclcvantlo the Olmminloll's evaluation of the remmmendaliollS. 

Notes(6) 

o May be difficult 10 aDive at consensus on list 
o Reduces staff time spent on very minor appUcations 
o May require more enforcement efforts 
o Places greater responsibility on municipalities 

o Cultural resources and endangered and threatened 
species occasionally found along linear 
developments 

o Cultural resources and endangered and threatened 
species occasionally found along linear developments 

o Occasionally, this results in clearing of more 
vegetation beyond the paths '_i~ 

./~ 

o Contaminated soil and its disposal may become an issue 

o Recommendation 1.15 is an alternative 
o May raise questions when PDC use is required 

o Delineation of ·sma1l8 may be debatable 

o Recommendations 6.0Sa and 6.08b are alternatives 
o May be difficult to maintain water quality 
o Difficult to differentiate from other, non-exempted 

activities 
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D R WorkshooR daC.. 	 ... 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) 

Exemptions/ 7.14 Establish a general permit procedure Studyl 
General Permits for certain types of public development CMP 
(continued) (e.g., road widenings). 

7.15 	 Require the use of administrative CMP 
officers in certain cases (i.e., sewered 
lots with no wetlands). 

7.16 	 Require.the use of administrative CMP 
officers on a·lltrialll basis incer.ain 
municipalities (e.g., Hamilton, Pemberton 
and Winslow) where existing staffing levels 
are sufficient to support such a system. 

Certificates of 7.17 Make.obtaininga certificate of filing CMP 
Filing . before. proceeding to the municipal level 


an option for applicants, not a 

prerequisite. 


7.1Sa 	 Do not address an application's consistency Admin. 
with CMP standards in Certificates of 
Filing. 

7.18b 	 Make certificates of filing more informative Admin. 
and specific in terms of identifying 
potential issues and possible solutions 
early on in the application process. 

{II 	 R~""erM"'_OI'--''''''''_bcn .... ''e4M>o1bcr''_lhC1w_~Ia'''''OI'~or_Ibq__ IIIIfI'Of'Ie4''' 
odIct'pow>diaII. . 

(I' 	 1'bn-t lJra"'c.-.IIoIon .......... _c4:"CM"*not...CNf'~ 'SI....,.--..._.......~_"' ....,or.....,........ 
".A4ft>lft.. *not.. ec:doowilboo<ll.., ~ QI' .....".. 

el, 	 1lM"EaIIcuI."'R_·"-~"'"","OI'IDOCIItI.ICJ___Wl.-.wk""'" ..............._..-...forCNr~ 


(4) 	 sua __IIbowIlIa....t; ....e-)(IIM~._"''''''"clmc~COCOllllflclAlIIMIMk)..,GIIloc. 0CtICII0 ... 1ocIIcacoId.. 
I"""'"' r· ~s·~ DR· DcwJora-l RnIcw; .... rr· PuNc Pro...-. Notnllta .... ,.-...rOl'.... eben 1wet ~ 

(S) 	 N...-..y cnlria ..... -,proII=I!nc<)' ..1!mAI... of --~wIIb.--"ln._ or .tIb1bl.....'"...t4ItIonoI ..... No__... 
;-.......... ~IO ..............._ 

C'l 	 "-..-""'" 00111011<11111 WIdl mor" RIcVDIIl to Iboc-looloo'. fMlluadooo( 11M ~ 

Estimate 
of Resources(3) 
Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

2wm-P . o Puts greater emphasis on education 
twm-DR o MOAs are cuRenlly being used for this purpose 

- - o Recommendation 7.13 (#5) is an alternative 
o Training of local officials may be difficult due 

to turnover and part-time employment 
o Requirement may not be well received. as no one has 
·volunteered- to use existing provision 

- . o Requirement may not well be received, as no one has'.' 

IIvolunteeredft to use existing provision 
o Recommendation 7.13 (#5) is an alternative 

- - o Will result in more -call-ups· 
., 0 May not result in any discernible improvements to 

the process 
o Municipalities may object to such a decision 

resting solely with applicants 

e - o May result in smoother municipal processing 
o Will result in more -call-ups· 
o May not result in any discernible improvements 

to the process 

- - o May result in fewer -call-ups· 
o May be viewed as disrupting further municipal 

prerogatives 
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DeveloJ!ment Review Workshop Recommendations 

Topical Area 
Rec. 

# 
Recommendations Made by One 

or More Panel Member~!l 

Certificates of 
Filing 
(Continued) 

7.19 The Commission should continue tQ provide 
guidance on applications to applicants and 
municipalities with the ultimate goal 
of turning day-to-day functions over 
to municipalities. 

Admin. 

7.20 Improve education of municipal officials 
(engineers/planners) re: CMP standards and 
encourage municipalities to have expert 
staff available (on retainer) for use by 
applicants in addressing routine CMP 
issues (e.g., cultural resources and 
wetlands buffer analysis). 

Admin. lwm-PP 
lwm-DR 

7.21 Encourage/expand the cooperative review 
process (i.e., Hamilton's system) between 
the Commission and select municipalities 
and give applicants the option of pursuing 
concurrent review. 

Admin. lwm-DR 

7.22 Inconsistent certificates of filing should 
specifically indicate that a Bcall-up· will 
result if issues are not resolved. 

Admin, 

Intergovernmental 
Coordination 

7.23 DEPE Coastal Area policies should adopt 
CMP standards to reduce confusion. 

Admin. lwm-DR 

(I) Recommendations oUered by one or more panel memben Irc listed whether or nol Ihey were di5cusscd in delall or whetber or noltbey wac lupported bJ 
otbc. pandbll. 

(2) Three lyra of Commission actions arc noled: 'eMP' denotes a eMP amendmenl; "Study" denoles mOle than a Aomlnalamount or time for Inal,,1I; and 
•Admin" denota aellon wilhoUI In amendment or Itudy. 

(3) The 'Esllmalc of Resources' Is an appmximallon 0' IlaU or monelilry resources th.t wouid be needed. Eatlmalc:s arc 1101 prescnled lor CMP ImcndRIClIlI. 

(4) 

(S) 

Sian resources arc shown In WOI. months (wm) (the approximatc amounl of ..an time necessary to complete the lask) by offlcc. Ofria:a a,c Indicated II 

follows: P • Plannina; 5 • Sciencc; DR . Development Review; and PP • Public Proarams. No enUles a,e presented for less than I work mon.l!. 

Monetary entries Ire vcry (,fcllmlnary e.\timilles of costs associated ....ith a con5ultln& contract or wilh thc hiring 0' additionailian. No cnlrica I,e 
liven If costs .arc: expected to be less thon SI.IlUO. 

(6) NOles represent starr commenls which may be relevant to thc Commission's evaluation or Ihe ,ccommendalion ... 

Note~ 

o Very dependent upon changing municipal staff 
capabilities 

o Type and level of guidance to be continued may 
be viewed differently by different parties 

o May expedite completion of applications 
o Financing costs of municipal experts may be 
controversial 

o Varying degrees of expertise may result in problems 

o May expedite completion of applications 

o May be perceived as a threat to municipal authority 

o DEPE may be reluctant to make changes in CAPRA 
regulations 

o CAFRA may have different objectives that should be 
included 
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--"c 

R Worksh R d 
Estimate 

Topical Area 
Rec. 

# 
Recommendations Made by One 

or More Panel Members(l) 
Comma of Resources(3) 
Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

Intergovernmental 7.24 DEPE should delegate the authority t~ Admin./ lwm-DR ­
Coordination issue stream encroachment and sewer CMP 
(continued) extension permits to the Commission. 

1.25 	 For major applications, pre-application Admin. - ~ 

meetings should be held jointly with 
Commission and DEPE staff. 

1.26 	 DEPE.should assign certain reviewers to Admin. . -
Pinelands Area and CAFRA applications 
and they should work in coordination 
with Commission staff. 

1.27 	 Execute Memoranda of Agreement with Admin. 2wm-DR ­
state agencies (e.g., SCS) in order to 
eliminate duplicative review and resolve 
any regulatory conflicts. 

Miscellaneous 7.28 	 The Commission should hold periodic meeting~ Admin. lwm-DR ­
with people involved in the application 
process to facilitate an exchange of view-points 
and communicate new/revised procedures. 

1.29 	 Applicants should be provided with access Admin. . ­
to the Commission's data (e.g., wetlands; . 
endangered species). 

_ ............_.. _-- , ---- ­

(I) 	 Recommeodallons ofll:red by one or more (land ml:mbe:u arc lbled whelher or nOlthe), were discussed In delall or whelher or not they wac lupporlcd b)' 
olhe.·pandiua. 

(2) 	 Thrc:c: types 0' Q.nlmisslon IClions arc IIl1lcd: ·CMP· delloicsi CMP Imendmenl; "Siudy" denoles more Ihan I nomlnillmouol of time (or lall".. Ind 
•Admin." denotes Iction wllhoulln Imendment or alud)'. 

(1) 	 The "Estlmale of Resourccs' Is an l(lpm.IIIII"loo of IlaU or monelary rc:suurccslbat would be: oeeded. Estlmllcs Ire nol ,rcacnled fo, CMP Imcadmen ... 

(<I) 	 slarr resources 1'1: shown In work munlhs (wm) (Ihe approximlle amouol of Iliff time ncussary to complele Ihe lask) b)' orrioc. OUiccsl.e Inclkalcd u 
follows: P • PilonIn" S • Scielloc, DR • Developml:nt Review; Ind PP • Public Prog.lIIS. No enlrics are prcacnted for leu than I work monlh. 

(S) 	 Monellry enlrles arc wef)' preliminary "Iimales of cosls associaled wilh a consulllni con III" or wilh the hirinl of addilionaillafl. No enlria; arc 
sivcn If COSIS lIe expected 10 be: less Ihan Sl,(n). 

(6) 	 NOla; replcsenl Ilaff commenls which may be rdevanlto Ihe Commission', evalualion 0' Ihe recommendaliolls. 

Notcs(6) 

o Perhaps wetlands and other programs should be 
included as well 

o Can be pursued only if funding to support additional 
staff resources is made available 

o Availability of all parties may inadvertently 
lengthen the process 

o Deciding when to include DEPE may not alwa)'S be 
obvious 

o DEPE staffing levels, other demands, and turnover 
may make this difficult 

o Initial step may be to set priorities 
o Negotiation with state agencies may be time consuming 
o Time estimates are uncertain as number of MOAs 
is unknown 

o Some data (e.g., endangered and threatened species, 
cultural resources) is withheld to protect the 
resources from ·collectors" 

o Uncertain how an efficient system can be established 
'----C()nsider~~pace alld financ;iallilllitalions 
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__ 	 - Worksh dD 	 . _.._._ • _._.._. R .... .- R.. 	 ... 
Estimate 

Reco Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Miscellaneous 1.30 	 The Commission should work toward providin! Admin. - $3,000 o May require dedicated telephone line or computer 
(continued) 	 applicants with the ability to link up equipment 

with the LAN to review the status of o Cost dependent on extent of information made 
applications. available 

1.31 	 Analyze alternative appeal p~'Ocesses Study 2wm-P - o Expedited review procedures may result in a l~ 
(e.g., dispute resolution). twm-DR adequate record being available for appeals 

1.32 	 Require meetings with applicants after CMP - - o May actually lengthen the process due to schedule 
a second incomplete leller is sent in an or conflicts 
effort to shorten the -incompleteness- Admin. o Mandatory requirement may not be well received 
process. 

:~~ 

1.33 	 Require that applicants be present at CMP - - o May actually lengthen the process due to schedule ­
all mectings bctwccn Commission staff and or conflicts 
consultants. Admin. o Mandatory requirement may not be well received 

1.34 	 Increase the number of Commission staff and Admin. - $90,000 o Estimated costs reflect two positions which increase 
provide for greater continuity of review, current permitting/enforcement staff to authorized 

~~particularly in terms of staff assigned levels 
to municipalities and major development o Additional financing would be needed at a time 
applications. when state budgets are declining 

--~ 

(I) 	 Recommendalh.n! oUered by one or more I.anel members arc Iisled wbether or nol Cbey were dlscus!Cd in delall or wbelbcr or nOllbe), were'lipporlC4 by 
olber pandi!lS. 

(2) 	 11Irce typc5 of Commiulon acllons arc nllled: ·eMP· denolC! a CMP amendmenl; "Slud)'· denolC! more Iban.a nomlnalamounl of time for an.lfIIs; and 
•Admin.o denolC! action witboul an amendmenl or Iludy, 

(1) 	 11Ie "Eulm.le or RcsouICC!·1s an .pprollimalion or lIaff or monelary ICIOurCC! Ib.1 would be needed. ElIlim.lC! arc nol prc:scnlcd for CM' amendmenlS. 

( .. ) 	 Slarl resourCe! arc shown in wOlk months (wm) (tbe approximale amounl of slaff lime 'necessary 10 complele 1.le lask) by oUice. Offices arc Indlcalcd u 
folloW!: P • Plannin,; S • Science; DR - Dc:velopmenl Review; and PP • Public Proll.ms. No enlriC! arc prC!enlcd for less Iban I work montb. 

(5) 	 Monetary cnlriC! .re vcry preliminary eMimalC! of coslS auocialcd wilb a'colI$uldo, wnuaci or with Ibe bifin, or additionalslaff, No enl,le! arc 
livcn If roslS arc cxp«lcd 10 be leu Iban SI,(1OO. 

(6) 	 NOIC! IcprC!enlllaf{ oommenlS which may be relev.nllo ahe Commluion's evaluation of Ihe recommendations. 
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S M ~~. ,_. ' ... Workshop R d 
Estimate 

Rcc. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Aclion(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

Design Year Storm 8.01 Adopt stormwater standards which prevent CMP - o May increase flood hazards -
municipalities from requiring 100 year 	 o An approach that seeks to serve a variety or 
storm design for flood control purposes objectives (Recommendation 8.03a or 8.0:3b) 
(i.e., not allow stricter municipal may result in a belfer balance 
standards ). o Some municipalities would resist 

8.02 	 Allow developers to take credit for CMPor lwm-DR - o Establishing the -amountlt to be credited will 
ttexfiltration,· i.e., conveyance from Admin. require evaluation 
the basin to groundwater during storm 
events. 

8.03a 	 Revise CMP standards to require recharge CMP - - o Would provide almost equivalent infiltration, 
for all impervious surfaces up to a . equivalent·groundwater quality and Dood control 
IO-year storm and the use of 2-, 10- and o Some portion of large.r, infrequent storms 
lOO-year storms to control rate. would not be recharged 

8.03b 	 Develop a two-part stormwater management CMP - - o May increase applicant expenses 
strategy:. first-flush storms/infiltration 	 o Is not specific as to how this would be done 
and larger storm events/detention. 

8.04 	 Further define and clarify the term CMP - - o Implements current practice in part 
"impervious surfacelt (e.g., to include 

gravel parking lots). 


8.05 	 The Commission and SCS should establish Admin. 2wm-DR - o Would assist applicants and prevent improper 
consistent guidelines on the use of TR-55. use of guidelines 

(I) 	 Il_n,bllona 01(,,""" '" _ .,.. more pand m..mbcn onlltt<'41Obc1bcr ot" not they "ere cII.......,.1n detail ot" whclbu (K not Ihc:y were IIIpIIOfIC'd '" 

0Ibcr ....... ".1.. 


(n 	 . 'Jlncr Iyj>ft 01 Coolmlulon aocdona on not..d: "eMf" cknOlft a eMP U>mdmC'nt; 'Stud( de_III IDOR Iban .. nomlnll 1-..of lime I.,.. aM"''', Iftd 
·Admln.· dcnOIft acUon wllbouI lift aa>encbcnl ot" Jludy. 

(l) 	 Tbc "EadlDlltc 01 aClOUrCCl- It 1ft .pfl'U'llmalion 01 .lIIff ""1IKlCIcrlar} .-..thaI_W... D«'dr4. E.otI_a .... ROC ..-......ot" CMP ~nla. 

(4) 	 StaR ......,.,...,"" ace lho_1n ..ott montlll , ..... ) (lb. IrrroJdmatr amount 01 II,," lime neca.." In QXIJp.... tIIe tNt) '" oIlk:cr. 001_ we 1ndIcat<'4 .. 
f......., P • t'l.nnlna; S • Sdmcc; Oil. DndopmmI RnInr; .... rP • PuI>Ik Pm"...... No mtrIn .... , ...... nt<'4 rot b Iban I"""," _Ih. 

(5) 	 Monf:Ut)' mtrIc:J an: WfJ prdlmlnllJ allmal.. 01 -II auoda..... willi a conlukln, ~ ot" wllllillc bldnS of tddkIonIl olliff. No mtrIn .... 
afwn I ClOCIU are apca<'41o be ..... 1ban Sl.ooo. 

(') 	 Nola ITpR'H'nt ""'" ~wldeh IDIJ'" RkvlInllo tile Comml..Ion'. evalu,1Ion 01 tile I"C:OJaImmdllllonL 
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S , ... ----- M 	 Worksh"h 

( Rec. Recommendations Made by One 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) 


Stormwater: Water 8.06 	 Study the "net renovating potential" of 
Quality 	 soils to determine whether the CMP 


stafldard discouraging recharge in 

excessively drained soils should be 

eliminated or revised. 


8.07 	 Eliminate CMP standard discouraging 
infiltration in deep aquifer recharge areas. 

8.08a 	 Revise CMP stormwater standards to 
clarify that both water quality (non­
degradation standards) and stormwater 
retention requirements (infiltration 
from all impervious surfaces) must be met. 

8.08b 	 Revise CMP stormwater standards to permit 
relief from either water quality or 
retention requirements when necessary, 
based on such factors as soil type and 
land use type. 

1. 	 Limit infiltration requirements to 
relatively clean sources (e.g., 
rooftops) 

2. 	 Require "pre-treatment" of stormwater 
to controUmanage stormwater run-off 
from roads and parking lots 

CI, 	 R""""",md.'~_ ..a<R<l.., ........ ""'"' pond ....ml>«o ..... u••<4 """,.ltn or _,It., w....~ ..........."""'Ilwr .... -,tt., -.. ""1'1""1~.. .., 

.......,.,.....u.... 


(I) 	 1lwn !}faot Commletloo ......... we notftl: 'eMf'" dmola • eMP ammdmclll; 'Stu¥dmola IlIOn.....,............ _ ot time 'or ...oIpIa. an4 

•.Ado:Dlft.. dmola IId.Ioa wIIbouI ... omcndmcnt .... tt...t,. . 

(I, 	 The "&dmatc ot It_o..... opprmIlDIIIIon ot lUll .... 1IMlnd.VJ ~ 1haI...................... 1!odaaoI...... _ fRM1lI<4 for eMP --.4menu. 


(4) 	 Staff .-.--- ..... ""'- .. won. montbIIl.... ) (dM al'f""lIIm••• _ ot oIaff dmc -..y10 _plde \be LIlt).., offlu. 0fIka ...........1<4 .. 

r~ P • 1'IonnInJ; 5 • ~DR· DndopmcnIllcvlcw; ..... rp . Public Pro .......... No CWIa ... pracnlbl 'Of... 1haa 1 won. month. 


,$) 	 Mond.uJ ""tria .... WI} prdiml'*J eallo>ala ot -.. -oo.t<4 ..... a ~_ or ...1b Ibc bIdn,olll4clldonol lUll. No ~tria .... 
........r_..... """""' ........... .....,II.OOIl 

(6) 	 NOI.. ...,..- ...a.....-........ ....,. ..~ 10dM c.-mlM.....•• moIu., ..... otdM.....,.,.~ 


d ..Op R... ,- ------ -- ­

Estimate 
Comma of Resources(3) 

Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

Study 12wm-S ­

CMP . ­

CMP - -

Studyl 12wm-S ­
CMP 2wm-DR 

CMP 

CMP 

·" 

Notes(6) 

o Similar in part to Recommendations 8.08 and 8.12 
o Variations in soil types and horizons may make 

results difficult to apply 

o Removes a seldom used standard and, 
when applicable, difficult to implement 

o Removes the mistaken tendency to focus only 
upon the infiltration aspect of water management {~ 

o Does not recognize the need for flexibility 
in applying the standards 

o Study portion similar to Recommendation .8.06 
o Would result in no infiltration in some cases 

to protect water quality ~~ 

o Implements current practice to some extent 

o May result in a variety of stormwater structures, 
perhaps at more expense 

o May require more land 

-
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d ..s M WorkshooR--	 -c::;J. --- - --- -- ...._. - .._.... -_.­

Rec. Recommendations Made by One 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members( 1) 

3. 	Require ·pre-treatment· of stormwater 
before it reaches infiltration basins, 
particularly for commercial uses 

4. 	Develop alternative strategies to deal 
with situations where recharge is not 

-possible or where solubles are a 
problem (e.g., use of wet ponding and 
wet basins as well as non-structural 
alternatives like wet meadows) 

8.09. 	 Amend the CMP to require a minimum 
separation of basins from the water table 
that varies by soil type. 

8.10 	 Prohibit certain vegetative maintenance 
praclices (e.g., commercial fertilization 
and herbicide/pesticide services). 

S.ll 	 Undertake hydrologic studies to de'erm.ine 
the ultimate impacts of headwaters in the 
Pinelands on coastal systems. 

S.12 	 Study effects of retention and detention 
on water quality. 

(II 	 R-...I.u.-oIt..... ..,_.......... pand_........clhlcd .....<llw:for:n04Ih<y ..... 41.............IaI"' ........... ornaclbcJ_.lUfPOC'Icd.., 
0IIIer ......1L 

(2) 	 ,",,"1Jpa '" ~ ......... _<4; -a.tP" "'-aa eM!' - .........nt; "StuocIf' oImoIa IIIORlbooa-m.l_"'''' ror.....,...; ..... 
."..................... .....,... .........................,. 

I') ...... ~. a_'" ............._Ion'" ""'"or-O<l_,.... -...... JMCdcd. __
'" 	 I!.odm&... ,..,.-.....ror:CM!'_.......... 


If) 	 5lofI_-"-..--....(-)(....~-"'....,f..-,IO-,kt........,..,Gftkc. orn... .... lndIc:atc4 .. 

r~'·~S.,,*-Dl·~ R......... ". i'ublkl'ro.,... .... mttIoa ... ,..,.-.....,....... 1bIQ l....t IIIOIlIII. 


(SI 	 ~-- ... ...,~....u.n.... '"_-.do.... MIb • ..,.,. .... In._orMlb .... bIdn,'" ........... .wr. No ............

;-1_... CIIpCd..t ................Il_ 


(f) 	 """....".-...n_......._' ... .....--"" .... c-a.toolon·.cvoIu.IIon"' ....-.-,.. 


Comm. 
Action(2) 

CMP 

Study/ 
CMP 

CMP 

CMP 

Study 

Study 

Estimate 
of Resourcesi31 

Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

o May require more land 
o Implements and specifies current practice 
of requiring renovation in some cases 

3wm-DR o Given wetland standards, such cases would 
be few 

o Creates new habitat 
o May partly address Recommendation 8.20 if erosion 
of wet meadows nol an issue 

.. - o Determining.the ·variation·would require 
evaluation 

, 
.. - o Will not eliminate individual homeowner use 

o Difficult to enforce 
o Relationship to agricultural practices may 

cause difficulties 

- $100,000 o DEPE may be able to fund some aspects of 

this 


o Differentiating STP from agricultural impacts 
from non-point source development in ROAs may 
be difficult 

12wm-S - o Study component similar to Recommendations S.06 
andS.OS 

o Would provide answers to a research area 
lacking in analysis 

-
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.......... _-_ ......... -- .
s M-----0 - --- - --- WorkshooR d' 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) 

OtherCMP 8.13 Determine what incentives could be 
Standards provided to developers who use best 

management practices. 

8.14 	 Establish specific standards on clearing 
to limit the amount that is permitted 
based on the type of development involved. 

8.15 	 Examine the possibility of adopting 
"dimensional criteria" to improve storm-
water management design and lessen the 
amount of runoff that must be managed. 

8.16 	 Establish maximum impervious surface 
ratios. 

8.17 	 Other CMP standards should be examined 
to determine what, if any, impact on 
stormwater management exists. 

8.18 	 Require a certain percentage of 
landscaping be done with native specieS 
or low maintenance plants when open 
fields are developed. 

(I) 	 R~ 00'...... .., ont ... ""'",....,. _ben ..... h.C<I.t.ctl>tr or -11><1""'."''''''''. In ...............Ihcr or-1beJ wen ""I'I"""c .. .., 
DIbcr pondIou­

(I) 	 'Il:Irft tn- '" CommIooIon II<lIono arc _«I: "eMr ... _ • eMI' .........atc'IH; 'Stud:( denoIa IDOOt IbM.aocaInII_ '" dmt for -'Job; ....s 
·A.....·...-....ru.....tc.boue WI. --'-'" or ......". 

(J) 	 Thc~.'"R_".. "" ~", ...n: «-MY_III.. ...,.,... .............. E.odauI.. __ ,...,...........orCNl'ommd-...
. 
(4) 	 51"" _ ............. In wortt monIIIo (_Hili• ..,....,um••• _"' ..." 1Inw~ 1D ........... II><_'.,.oITIot. om.,................... 


,........, r .1'1onnin,; s· SQmoc; DR • ~ J\nIcw; .... ,1'. p""",, Pro....... "0cnuia ..e,..c..atod ......... IbMlwortt""",1II. 


(J) 	 Mooot.rJ ctllria _ """ ~ COI.bMa "'-'I oaodotcd..till .......uIlln'_~ or..tillll><bIrln,,,, ~ IIJoIr. NoIIIIriaI_

r-1f_ .... ~IO .............. II.GOQ. 


(6) 	 Not... rcpnocnI .."" __MIktI ",., ... rdnant 10 11M CommIH""". cwIuotIon "'lb. _mcndaIlona. 

Estimate 
Comm. of Resources(3) 
Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) 

Studyl 2wm-P -
CMP 

Studyl 2wm-P ­
CMP 

GStudyl 2wm-P 
CMP 

Studyl 2wm-DR ­
CMP 

Studyl lwm-DR ­
CMP lwm-P 

CMP - ­

• 

Notes(6) 

o Density bonuses may be one possibility if in­
creases in impervious surfaces can be controlled 

o Implications for other uses that use BMP's 

o Not clear how this is different from the current 
"minimum clearing necessary" standard 

o If limits are below what is "necessary,· 
will preclude, or make more costly, certain 
types of development 

o Will remove several municipal community 
character prerogatives 

o Billancing against other public goals may 
be difficult to achieve 

o May be beller to provide incentive to do, e.g.p 

see Recommendation 8.13 

o May conflict with municipal parking 
requirements and preclude some dev~lopment 
if very strict 

o Methodology on which to base analysis does 
not exist; review by a technical committee 
may represent best approach 

o Costs of landscaping may be high 
o Likely to be resistance from developers and 


property owners 

o Native species may be harder to establish 


in such circumstances 

o Uncertain as to the regional benefits 
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d ..S M 	 WorkshlOP R~. 

Estimate . 
Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comma of Resources(3) 

Topical Area # or More Panel Members( 1 ) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$15) Notes(6) 

Maintenancel 8.19 	 Determine the frequency of infiltration Study 4wm-DR - o Data may not be sufficient to draw conclusions 
Enforcemcnt 	 system failure, the reasons for o Relationship to maintenance may be difficult to 

failure and the nalure of the establish 
problems caused by failure. 

8.20 	 Develop consistency between eMP and SCS eMP - - o Results of Recommendation 8.19 may have an 
stormwaler management guidelines; resolve impact on this recommendation 
conflict between eMP standard of no o May result in discharge directly to a wetland 
disturbance in wetlands and SCS desire to in certain. infrequent cases 
allow minimal wetland disturbance as a o Recommendation 8.08, #4 may represent an 

. means of preventing erosion: 	 alternative approach 

8.21 	 The Commission should require developers eMP - - o Bonds would be in place permanently to ensure 
to submit stormwaler maintenance plans which maintenance 
would be enforced through maintenance o Added cost to development 
bonding. o Municipalities or cOunties would assume 

responsibility 

8.22. 	 Require the use of multiple infiltration eMP - - o May increase development costs 
devices to minimize problems caused by o May increase maintenance costs 
the failure of any cine device. o More experlise may be required 

.;8.23 	 Enter into a cooperative agreement wi~h SCS Admin. - o Legal authority needs to be explored 
whereby SCS is given the power to enforce 
eMP clearing standards. 

Education 8.24 	 Hold an annual one-day workshop on storm- Admin. - - o Relates to other proposals for workshops 

water management for municipal officials 

(using DEPE model ordinances and BMP 

manual). 


41) 	 RtoOIIDmcnd••1ono o{ftn:4 bJ one or more panel m.mbcn arc 1111«4 wbtlhcr nr noIlhc~ ....r. <Ii_,.oIln ...... 01' wbtlb<r or not they ftrC "'I'P'l'f1tol bJ 
other paneu.tt. 

(1) 	 Tbret IYI'ft 0{ CnmmlNioo lICIinM an: not«4: "CMI'" denot.,. • eMP amcnclmcnl; "S1udy" dcnot..more than • nocaInaIlIDOUQl 01 time (or anaIyola. and 
•Admin.' dmoI .. IICUon '"'thout an amendment 01' .tudJ. 

I)) 	 'IlIot "&dm.,. 0{ Rnouna' II .... ..,prodmatIM 0{ awr or mon<tlfJ raourcn Ih.l would be nccdc4. Eallmatc. an: no( ,,",",nt«4 (or CMP amcndmcnle. 

,., 	 Slaff "'""0""""'" .......... In...". IQOOtha (_, (the *M'f'.a1ml't IIrOOUIII 01.,.(( time MCC'•..., 10CiOmf!Iet. the \aIII.) 111 oIflcc. omen an: indicated .. 
fol\oows: P .I'\onnlns; 5 ~ Sdtn«; DR • ~ Rnktor; and VI' • pubUc Prouaml..... mira.,. an: ......nt«4 ror IcM Iban I toOrlmontb. . 

(S) 	 MondJIIJ mtrlft an: YCfJ pnllmlllIfJ athnata 01 coo" .......uI«4 wIib. -.ullina contract or ,",Ib the blrinlcl addltlonllalafl. No aurIa arc 
sivmll-II an: apcdc'lllObe be tbanSl.ooo. 

(6) 	 NOI.. R'J'"'OmlltaII _IJKQ" ....k:b maJ be rckvanilO the CnmmlNlon'. eva ..... don 01 the rcoomm.ndal!om. 
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s- .~. - - - - - M WorkshlOP R d 
Estimate 

Rcc. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resourccs(3)
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) St8ff(4) $$$(5) 	 Notes(6) 

8.25 Encourage developers to educate homeowners Admin. - - o How this might be accomplished effectively 
on the use and benefits of stormwater is unclear 
management" techniques (e.g., maintenance 

of existing cover, etc.). 


8.26 Draft and distribute a document on Admin. 2wm-PP - o Also see Recommendation 7.06 that suggests 
stormwater management to homeowners and a similar document 
local officials to emphasize the value 

of water quality. 


8.27 The Commission and DEPE should develop a Admin. 	 $40,000- o Would provide examples beyond the lengthy BMP 
site design manual, using various sites as guidelines currently available 
examples, to show how landscaping, 
slormwater and other standards can be 
successfully implemented, 

-:.:f 

} 

(I) 	 Recommendalions oUerc:d I>y one or more panel members are Iisled whelher or nOllhe), were dbeussed in delail or whelher or nOllhey were supporled by 
olher panelists. 

(2) 	 Three lyre' of Commi~5lon .('Iions arc noled: 'CMP' dcnoles 8 CMP amendment; "Study' denotcs more than Ii nominalamounl 0' tinll: '0' 8nalysls; and 
•Admin," denolC's action withoul an amendmenl or Siudy, 	 . 

(3) 	 The 'Estimate of Resourccs' is an approximalion 01 SIal( or monelary fCSOUfCCS thaI would be needed. Eslimales arc nol prcsenled lor CMF amendmenlL 

(.) 	 Slar, ,esour('C's .re shm"n in wOlk mOllth~ (wm) (the al'llrtll{imale amounl of slafllimc: neccssary 10 eUlnplcle Ihe lask) by nUke. Olfic~ Ire indicaled as 
follows: I' . Planning: S • Sdcnce; DR . Dcvc:illl'mcni Review; and PP . Public P,ograln5, Nil cnlrles arc presenled fot less Ihan I wOlk morllh. 

(S) 	 Monelary entrics arc very preliminary eMimales 01 costs associaled wilh a consulting conlracl or wilh Ihe hiting 01 addilianal5laU. No enlrics are 
given if costs arc expecled 10 be less Ihan sun>. 

(6) 	 NOles represcnl SlaU cummenls whit-h may be rdevanllo Ihe Olmmission'5 evalualion 0' the recommendalions. 
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WaterS ·r· ....Iv Policy Worksh lOP R dar 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by '9ne Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) 

State Water Supply 
Policy . 

9.01 Support legislation to authorize DEPE 
to implement critical area water supply 
measures. 

Admin. -

9.02 Work with DEPE to ensure that waler 
supply planning and wastewater planning 
are coordinated. 

Admin. 2wm/yr-P 

9.03 Coordinate water supply research projects 
among Commission, DEPE and USGS by 
holding periodic meetings. 

Admin•. -

9.04 Encourage DEPE to identify ·preferred· 
alternatives in the state water supply 
master plan. 

Admin. -

9.05 Encourage DEPE to reflect the cooperative 
DEPE/Commission water supply policy in 
the state water supply master plan. 

Admin. -

Conservation 9.06 Encourage DEPE to adopt a statewide 
water conservation policy. 

Admin. -

(I» 	 Recommendalion, offered by one or more panel members Ire Ibled whelher or not they were discussed in delait or whether or not they were lupportcd by 
olher panclislS. 

(2) 	 Thrcc Iypes of C"mmLulon aeliun1l arc nuled: 'eMP' denolcs a CMP amcndmenl; "Study" dCllotc~ mOle Ihan a nominal amount of time for analysu: and 
•Admin." dcnoles aellon wilhoul an amendmcnt or &ludy. 

(1) 	 The 'admale 0' Resourccs· is an approllimation or lIa" or monetary resourca thai would be nceded. atimates arc not prcscnted for CMP amendmenlS. 

(4) 	 Siall rCSOUIl-cs arc Jhown In work mOllllls (wm) (Ihe _ppmllimale amounl or lliaU time RCl"CSsary 10 complele the lask) by office. Offices are Indlca.ed a. 
follows: P • Plannin,; S • Sl:icnfe; DR . Oevelnpmenl Review: and PP • Public: Programs. No enlrics arc presenled ror less than I work monl~. 

(S) 	 Monelary cnlrics arc very preliminary cslimales of oosls associaled with a consulling contract or with the hiring of additional5laff. No enlrics arc 
,iven if (OslS Ire ellpectcd 10 be Icss than 5I,UlIO. . 

(6) 	 NOles reprcsenl slaff (Ommc:nts which may he relevant 10 Ihe Commission's evaluation of the recommendations. 

$$$(5) Notes(6) 

. o Provides framework for comprehensive solutions to 
critical water supply problems 

o DEPE could direct more use of the Kirkwood-Cohansey 
under certain conditions 

- o DEPE is already moving in this direction 
o Difficult to do, absent a more regionalized perspective in 

terms of water supply service 

- o Water Resources Institute might be asked to serve 
as coordinating body 

o Commission involvement in other studies will be 
promoted 

o Should not be viewed as a substitute for Commission 
participation in technical study committees 

o In some cases, coordination with other government 
agencies and private utilities may be productive 

- o Environmental policies may be better reflected 
o May focus attention on other than the most expedient 
alternatives 

- o Increases awareness of the policy 

- o Provides a statewide policy framework 
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W s 'rr Iv Policv Worksh op R d 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members( 1) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

9.01 	 Require municipal land development Studyl 2wm-P - o Specific standards will need to be developed 
ordinances to incorporate water CMP o Consultation with DEPE would be helpful 
conservation requirements. o Costs and benefits of standards may not be clear 

o Orientation to new development may result in limited 
benefits 

o Standards may prove to be controversial and 
difficult for the Commission to enforce 

9.08a 	 Require purveyors and municipalities that CMP - - o Stops short of requiring specific conservation 
will be serviced to address water conservation measures :x~ 

when water supply system developments o Should prompt more thought about Conservation, although 
are proposed. few affirmative steps may be taken 

o Can be coordinated with DEPE to avoid duplication 
relative to ·supply· side requirements 

o Private utilities may have difficulty getting 
cooperation from municipalities, particularly if 
they aren'tlocatcd in thc Pinelands 

'­

9.08b 	 Revise short-term water supply policy Admin. - - o Stops short of requiring specific conservation 
to require that conservation measures be measures 
addressed by purveyors and municipalities o Should prompt more thought about conservation, 
that will be serviced. although few affirmative steps may be taken 

o Can be coordinated with DEPE to avoid duplication 
relative to ·supply· side requirements 

o Private utilities may have difficulty getting 
cooperation from municipalities, particularly if 
~hc:Y CI!c:!1'tJocate~ ill-'ItC:~Ilc:lands_,L-	 - ­

(I) 	 Reoommcndalion~ IIUefC~d tI)' nile or mure rand memhc:u ••e lisled wll4:ther or no. the), were discussed In detail or whe.her OJ nOllhe), _re suppor.cd by 
olhe, panells".· . 

(2) 	 Three ')'pet of Commission aClinns arc noled: 'eMP' denotes a eMP amendmenl; "Siudy' denotes morc Ihan a nominal amount of lime for anal)'li&; and 
"Admin." denotes aetioll without an amendment or Ilud)'. 

(3) 	 The "Esllmale o' Rcsour.:es·l~ an BI'l".udllllllilln or 1111[( or muncla" .c:.'Ioun:cs I.... would be nccded. Estimates arc nol presen.ed fur eM' ameml_nll. 

(4) 	 Siaff resources arc shown In work munths (wm) (Ihe al'l"rolllmalc amounl of "a[( lime n«essa" 10 roml"lele Ihe lask) by officc. Ofticcs Ire indbled as 
'ollows: P • Plannin,; S . Sciencc; DR • Dcvelopmenl Review; and PI' • Public: PrograDlS. No enlries arc prcsenled for less than I work month. 

(S) 	 Monela" elllric.'! arc very I"rciiminar), c."imatcs of OO~II associaled with a ronsullinl ronlJacl or with the hifing of addillonalltaff. No enlrics .re 
liven If CO$U arc cl(pceted 10 be less dum SI.III1U. 

(6) 	 NOles represent slatl oommcnis which ma), bc rclevanllo the Commission', eval\lalian of the reoommendalians. 
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.... J J 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm, 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2j 

9.09 	 Become more active in educating the Admin. 
public on the benefits ofwater 
conservation. 

9.10 ' Reaffirm CMP requirements to treat CMP 
water from hazardous waste remediation 
processes to CMP water quality standards 
and to recharge it 

.9.11. 	 Reaffirm CMP requirements to recharge CMP 
treated wastewater. 

Pinelands 9.12 More aggressively coordinate water Admin. 

Commission/DEPE supply policies with affected parties. 

Shorl-Term 

Water Supply Policy 


. 9.13 	 Revise short-term water supply policy Admin.. 
to i.dentify what specific water supply 
alternatives should be considered. 

(I) 	 Iltcommmd.lioRl oUercd by OM .... IIIOR pand mcmbcn arc Ialeol qctb... Of _!bey "'ue 4iKuucd In ...1111 .... 'IObcther« -1bcJMr' IUpponC' by 
other pancn..... 

(1) 	 'Ibm I)'pO 01 Comm\Qlon ........... DOIcd: "CMI'" oIcnot....eM' ommd_nt; 'Siudy" oIcnota _Ibm.nomInaIlIIIIOUnl 01 time (Of -'YIlt. IlO4l 
'AcImIn.' oIcnot... .c:tIon Miboutan ~Ofllucly. 

(1) 	 1bc"&llmalc 01 R_"II.apfflDIlIIIIIIon 0I1I.aff Of -1IrJ__dial would be nccdc4. e.u-ClIn _ praenIcoI foe CM' IUDCIJoImcntL 

(4) 	 SIaIt ~Me obown In -- a>ontbo (-) (lbe ~c ......... oIlialllIaw ncotIMrJ'" _pIctc 11M 1IIl) by ufIIcc.. 0fII0c0 In Indkatcd • 

folawl: r· I"IannlnJ: 5 .~;DR • Dcvdopa>mt Rntcw; IlO4l ,r .l'ut.llc Pro........ No cnute. IR pracn1c4 f« .... !i- 1~mondI. 


(S) 	 Mooe1.VJ mula an: wry prdlminarJ ClIImala 01_11 auod..... Mib • conauItIn, COOInId « Mib Ibe bhtn, oI ....lllooalllAff. No cmrIca arc 
pwn I C>OIU an: apcdcd ... be lea IhID aClOG. 

(f) 	 Not... ~ IIAff __wbktI_, be rdcw1Int to lIN Como!IuIon', cvelUlltion 01 11M _mcn401looo. 

daf 
Estimate 

of Resources(3) 
Staffl4) $$$(5) 

2wm-PP . 

lwm-S ­

Notes(6) 

o Although it applies to a larger geographical area than 
Recommendation 9.0&, DEPE may be reluctant to 
implement it for wells located outsi~e the Pinelands 
Area 

o Enforcing the requirement, may be difficult, absent 
formal regulations 

o An effective program is likely to be very time 
consuming 

o Statewide approach may be more effective 

o Reflects current policies 
o Policy does not elaborate on types of recharge 
o Waivers are the means.of getting relief when 

recharge or non-degradation is not practical or 
desirable 

o Reflects current policies 
o Policy does not elaborate on types of recharge or 
siting criteria 

o Waivers are the primary means of getting relief when 
recharge is not practical or desirable 

o Periodic meetings seem to be the preferred approach 

o Would provide clearer guidance 
o Alternatives geared to specific areas and/or 
c;()Jlditions ~be difficult to briefly describe 

I 
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WaterS Iv Policy Worksh op R daf 
Estimate 

Rec. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resources(3) 
TOj!ical Area # or More Panel Members{)) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 

.- - '1""1"".1 J 

9.14 	 Revise short-term water supply policy Admin. - - o Places purveyors on notice 
to reference well siting criteria if the 
Kirkwood-Cohansey is to be used. 

9.1S 	 Revise well siting guidelines to Admin. 3wm-S SIS,()()() o Broadens orientation from application requirements 
specify approval ~nd disapproval to substantive standards 
criteria. o May lead to eMP amendments 

o Absolute approvaVdisapproval criteria will be 
difficult, if not impossible, to specify 

o Will provide more guidance to purveyors 
o Hydrology expertise is needed to supplement staff 

.. 
resources 

9.16 	 Incorporate Commission well siting Admin. Iw-DR - o Consolidation will improve their usefulness to 
guidelines into DEPE guidelines. applicants 

o DEPE would embrace and help implement the guidelines 
.-~~o Will require inconsistencies to be resolved 

9.17 	 Revise short-term water supply policy Admin. - - o Encourages a more regionalized perspective 
to require that water supply proposals o May not result in regionalized approaches, absent 
consider regional service needs. direct Commission planning and intervention 

-- ,- -- - - , ­

(1) 	 Recommendation. oUered by one or more panel members are Ibted whether or not they were discussed in detaU or whether or not they were .upported by 
other panelist., . 

(1) 	 Three lypes or Commission aelion. are noted: "eMP" denota a eMP amendment; "Study" denota more than a nominal amount o( time (or analJlb; and 
"Admin." de nota aelion without an amendment or .tudy. 

(3) 	 The "Estimate or Resources" is an approdmatlon or .taf( or monetaay resoun::a that would be needed. Bellmata are nol presented for eMP amendments. 

(4) 	 Staff resources are .hown in work month. (wm) (the approximate amount of .laf( lime nccessaay to complete the lask) by o(face. Offices are indicated as 
follows: P - Planning; S - Science; DR - Development Review; and PP • Public Pro&ram •. No entria are presented for less than 1 work month. 

(5) 	 Monclaay entries are veay preliminaay estimata of coslt aasoclated with a colUultinl contract or with the hirinl of additlonal.Iarr. No entria are 
liven i( costs are expected to be less than SI.OOO. 

(6) 	 Note$ represent atarr comments which may ~ relevant 10 the Commission', evaluation of the rcc:ommendaliolU. 
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Wi Qualitv Worksh .. R daf 
Estimate 

Rcc. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Rcsources(3) 
Topical Area # or More Panel Members(l) Action(2) Staff(4) $$$(5) Notes(6) 
Primary Water 10.01 Determine natural phosphorus levels in Study 3wm/yr-S ? o A minimum five year study is thought to be 
Quality Parameters Pinelands streams. necessary 

o Laboratory costs may be high to yield 
reliable results 

10.02 	 Develop chemically based characterizations Study 6wm-S - o Staff estimate presumes ,that characterizations 
of Pinelands streams. are based upon existing data 

o Existing data will not permit characterization 
of all Pinelands streams 

o Long term environmental monitoring program 
addresses this to some degree 

Implications 10.03 	 'Examine land use implications of non-point Study 12wm -S - " 0 Staffes.imate is based upon a characterization 
pollution sources on water quality by of water, quality according to land uses 
watershed. o Will depend upon data developed through 

Recommendation 10.02 
o Quantifying impacts according to land uses 
. represents a much more complicated endeavor 
o Long term benefits of such a study are significant 

10.04 . 	 Determine ecological impacts of gradual Study 6wm-S ? o A detailed study design would be required 
changes in primary water quality parameters. before costs can be estimated 

o Staff estimate is based upon preparation 
of a study design 

o Study could be technically complex and expensive 
depending on whether a field surveyor an 
experimental approach is used 

o May depend upon data developed through 
Recommendation 10.02 

o Long term benefits of such a study are significant 

(I) 	 Rcoommendaliun5 oUered by one or more I'and members arc lisled wbetbe. or 00' tbey were discussed In detail or whether Of Rot they were luppor.cd by 
olher panelislJ. 

(2) 	 Three: Iypc:s of Commission aCliun5 arc noled: 'eMf' denotes a CMf amendment; "Stud,' denotes more than a nominal amount 01 dme for analysis; ...d 
•Admin." denotes aclion wilhoul an amendment or Ilud)'. 

(l) 	 The ·E.~timale 01 Rcsourccs" is an apl'ruximation of .taU or monelary ,aouICCltha' would be needed. Eslimates a.e 001 presentcd (or CMP ameadmc:nta. 

«.) 	 51alf rCSIUlU'CI arc _11I)\vn In Wtlll 1II11111b5 (wan) (.be apl)(oaimate allllluni of alaU lime IItcl'~5l1ry to mml,kle Ibe tIl5.) b, nUlce. Offka .rc Indkalcd al 
lollo~'$: P . Plannln,: 5 • Science; OR . Dcvc:l,'pment Review; and PP . Public: Pro,rams. No cnllie! arc prescnled 'or leu Ulan I Wllrk moal'" 

(S) 	 Monetary enlries arc very preliminary c.~.imale5 of (lOS" associaled wilh a ~nsullinl oonlract or with Ihe hi. In, of addldonalltalf. No c:nlries.,e 
,i\'Cn If cosh are C:X(ICdcd 10 be las Ihan SI.IXX). 

(6) 	 NOll'S r('llJ('~('nl 51aff (lmUIIl'nl~ whkh nllly be relevanl 'u the: Commi~sion'l cvaluatlon ollhe rccommendations. 
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R dar 
Estimate 

Rcc. Recommendations Made by One Comm. of Resourccs(31 
Topical Area 
Water Quality 
Policy 

# 
10.05 

or More Panel Members(l) 
Develop an approach to water quality 
management based upon Comprehensive 
Management Plan management areas and 

Action(2) Staff( 4) 
Studyl 2wm .. P 
eMP 2wm-S 

$$$(5) 
? 

SUb-basin chara((teristics. 

-	 --_... - ­

(I) 	 Reoommendalionl offered b)' one or more rand meml>t:" .re lilled whclher or Jlollhey were discussed ia delail Of whether or nol Ihey were IUpporled b)' 
olher panclists, 

(2) 	 Th,('e Iypes 01 COillmlullln 1Il'Iilll\S Ire allIed: "('Mr" dcnlllesa CMr amendmeat; ·Slud)'· denoles mllre Ihan a nomlnal.moulIl 0' lime '(If anal)'ll"' and 
•Admin," denoles action withoul.n .mc:ndmenl or Ilud)'. 

(1) 	 The "EslimalC: of Rcaourccs" is an arrrollimalion of Ilarr or monelary resourc:ca Ihll would l>t: needed. Estimales.re nol prc:.sc:nlc:d for CMP amcndmenll. 

(4) 	 Slarr rC'l<OUleC'J InC' shown In "'(lIlt mlllllhs (wnl' (Ihe .PI"odm.le amounl (If Ila" time ne.:essal), IlIwRlI,lcle Ihe 11511) b), oUice. Olliccs arc indkaled as 
(ollu\II\: P • Pillnoing; S • Science; OR . Ocvdopmenl Review; and PP • Public ProIIiRiS. No entries IIrc p.eKnted for leas Ihan I worll monlh. 

(5) 	 Monelary enlries Ire very pre:liminar), (,5limalcs or oosts associated with.a oonsulling oonl.ael or wilh Ihe hiring or addilionalilaft. No entries arc 
,i\/'Cn ir 00515 arc expected 10 be less than SI,OIlO. 

(6) 	 NOles rcprnenl 51arr c:ommcnl5 which may he: n:lc\'lInt 10 Ihe: Commission', evaluallon or Ihe re('llmme:ndalions. 

~ 

~ 

Notes(6) 
o Approach recognizes differences between 

management areas and sub-basins 
o Technical panel would serve as working group 

to develop methodology and scope of work 
o Approximately six months would be needed to 

develop a scope of work 
o Uncertain at this time how much time or money 

might be needed to proceed with the work plan 

,< 

.,'.t 
r~ 

~. 
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ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS OFFERED BY 

PINELANDS COMMISSIONERS 


AUGUST 20, 1992 

Revised September ,4, 1992 


NOTE: ITEMS WITH "*" WILL NOT BE CONSIDERED FOR ACTION ON AUGUST 
21, 1992 BECAUSE THEY INVOLVE STUDIES OR ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS 
REQUIRING STAFF TIME OR MONETARY RESOURCES 

Recommendation 1.01b - CA Cooperate with DEPE to conduct 
reqional share trend analyses of farmland assessment ap­
plications for woodlands - study.* 

Recommendation 1.13b - Alan Determine whether the Commis­
sion may be liable for damages in the event the requirement 
for permission from other property owners whose land is to 
be crossed is eliminated - Study.* 

Recommendation 1.14b - CA Clarify the circumstances which 
lead to cultural resource surveys for forestry applications 
- Admin. 

Recommendation 1.17c - SL The Commission should deleqate 
its forestry permit review and enforcement responsibility to 
DEPE and develop appropriate standards for forestry that 
DEPE would be required to administer - Admin/CMP.* 

Recommendation 1.17d - BM Analyze development review proce­
dures relative to forestry, concentrating on: - Admin.* 

o 	 the content of forest management plans in order to seek 
consistency with that required for farmland assessment 
for woodlands. 

o 	 appropriate municipal roles in reviewing and permitting
forestry activities. 

o 	 delegation, with relevant conditions, of permitting and 
enforcement responsibilities to OEPE. 

o 	 the need for certificates of filing When permit
renewals are sought. 

Recommendation 1.21b - CA . Require that prescribed burn­
inq on public lands be consistent with the ecosystem and a 
forestry management plan - CMP. 

Recommendation 1.22b - CA Permit harvesting in the Pine 
Plains region only for ecologically sound management to 
maintain or restore natural communities and habitat - CMP. 

Recommendation 1.22c -CA Permit development of 100 units or 
more in areas of extreme fire hazard, including the Pine 
Plains and primary Pine Plains fireshed~ only if life and 
property are not in jeopardy and if natural fire regimes and 
fire dependent species will not be affected - CMP. 

1 
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Recommendation 1.26 - CA Establish a holistic and ecologi­
cally sound forestry management policy for the Pinelands 
Area - Study/CMP.* 

Recommendation 1.27 - CA Prohibit the harvesting of Atlantic 
white cedar on public lands, except for pilot programs,
til a cedar management policy is established - CMP -
recommendation 1.23. 

un­
see 

Recommendation 1.28 - MH study the number of landowners en­
rolled in qovernment proqrams linked to forest manaqement 
assistance and subsidies as compared to the number of ap­
plication received by the Commission regarding forest 
management and how many of those applications were approved 
- study.* 

Recommendation 1.29 - MH Examine trends through an analysis 
of data from federal and state programs of forest health 
monitoring - Study.* 

Recommendation 1.30 - MH Analyze trends in the u.s. Forest 
surveys conducted every ten years - Study.* 

Recommendation 1.31 - MH study trends in endangered and 
threatened plants and animals with regard to· forest manage­
ment practices - study.* 

Recommendation 1.32 - MH Analyze trends in forest related 
activities (i.e, foresters, sawmills, woodcutters, boat 
builders, decoy carvers and other crafts) - Study.* 

Recommendation 1.33 - MH Survey professional organizations 
on how current CMP regulations affect forest practices ­
study. * 

Recommendation 1.34 - CA Revise the current CMP construc­
tion quidelines for fire management to be mandatory ~equire­
ments - CMP. 

Recommendation 1.35 -: SL Analyze the appropriateness and 
economics of introducing non-native species in the Protec­
tion Area and determine the extent to which introduction of 
such species would be acceptable - study•• 

Recommendation 1.36 - CA Permit only compatible reforesta­
tionin the Pine Plains region - CMP. ­

Recommendation 2.10b - Alan Examine the economic viability
of boat building, forestry. agriculture, glass making and 
home occupations and analyze ~he impacts of CMP regulations 
on the health of same in the Pinelands - study.* 
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Recommendation 2.10c - MH Examine the economic viability of 
all businesses/commercial activities and analyze the impacts
of CMP regulations on the health of same in the Pinelands ­
study. * 

Recommendation 2. 12 - MH Conduct regional share trend 
analysis of tax appeals made before and since the adoption 
of the CMP to determine impacts on municipal finances ­
study. * 

Recommendation 2.13 - MH The Commission should include 
specific findings on the economic impacts of proposed amend­
ments to the CMP as part of the formal rulemaking process -
Admin. 

Recommendation 2.14 - JM For all studies, the Commission 
should develop criteria that will assure that cause and ef­
fect relationships may be defined - Admin.* 

Recommendation 3. 04c - Be ··Examine the benefits and 
feasibility of establishing minimum residential development 
densities in Regional Growth Areas - Study•• 

Recommendation 3.06b - Be and CA Allow municipalities to 
raise densities if they also reduce total RGA size, provided 
that PDCuse, water quality and hydroloqy are not adversely 
affected - CMP •

• 
Recommendation 3.09b - BC and CA· Permit municipalities the 
option of allowing density increases by accruing units from 
other RGA sites not built to maximum density, provided that 
poe use, water quality and hydroloqy are not adversely af­
fected - CMP. 

Recommendation 3.1Sb - BC· Permit municipalities to establish 
municipal reserves within Regional Growth Areas - CMP 

Recommendation 3.1ab - Be Determine whether RGAs provide
appropriate housing opportunities relative. to employment 
projections and affordable housing requirements - Study•• 

Recommendation 3.19b Be Select and work with one 
municipality on a pilot project to develop community design 
guidelines and ordinances - Admin •• 

Recommendation 3. 20b Be Select and work with one 
municipality to include community design plan elements in 
its master plan and "land development ordinance for its RGA -
Admin.· 
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Recommendation 4.120 - Ann Eliminate resource extraction as 
a permitted use in Forest Areas and develop standards to 
prohibit the expansion of existing mining operations in the 
least disturbed sub-basins within Forest Areas and the 
Preservation Area District - CMP. 

Recommendation 4. 12d - BC Examine the benefits and 
feasibility of limiting new and the expansion of existing 
resource extraction operations in other relatively undis­
turbed sub-basins in the Protection Area - Study.* 

Recommendation 4.16c - SL Require the extension of the min­
ing permit renewal period from 2 to 5 years as well as an­
nualmunicipal inspections/certifications - CMP. 

Recommendation 4.18c - CA Permit municipalities to approve 
minor expansion of existing approved operations, defining 
specific activities and locations, without Commission review 
- CMP. 

Recommendation 5 .. 07b - BC Limit solid waste collection, 
separation, reuse and conversion facilities to Regional 
Growth Areas and Pinelands Town Areas. -Except for small 
amounts of specialized wastes, these facilities could only 
service one or more Pinelands municipalities or other 
municipalities in Atlantic, Burlington, Cape May and Oc~an 
Coun~ies. The following variations would be permitted: ­
CMP 

1. 	 vegetative landfills or vegetative composting 
facilities could be sited in Agricultural Production 
Areas if they are ancillary to an active agricultural 
use. 

2. 	 transfer stations or vegetative composting facilities 
could be sited on properties previously used as 
landfills in any management area provided that they 
only serve the municipality in which they are located. 
Other qualifying municipalities could be serviced only 
if the scale of the facility is not appreciably in­
creased. 

3. 	 exceptions to the waste importation limits could be 
permitted through intergovernment memoranda of agree­
ment when part of a regional approach to solid waste 
management which clearly benefits the overall protec­
tion of the Pinelands to a greater extent than the 
strict application of the waste source policies on in­
dividual waste streams. 

_This 	policy would not apply to solid waste landfills, com­
posting facilities for mixed municipal solid waste or to 
mass 	burn facilities. 
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Recommendation 5.o1c - Alan LImit solid waste collection, 
separation, reuse and conversion facilities to Regional 
Growth Areas and Pinelands Town Areas. Except for small 
amounts of specialized wastes, these -facilities could only 
service one or more Pinelands municipalities or other 
municipalities in Atlantic, Burlington, Cape May and Ocean 
counties. The following variations would be permitted: ­
CMP 

1. 	 vegetative landfills or vegetative composting 
facilities could be sited in Agricultural Production 
Areas if they are ancillary to an active agricultural 
use. 

2. 	 transfer stations or vegetative composting facilities 
could be sited in Pinelands Villages and on properties 
previously used as landfills in any management area 
provided that they only serve the municipality in which 
they are located. Other qualifying municipalities 
could be serviced only if the scale of the facility is 
not appreciably increased. 

3. 	 exceptions to the waste importation limits could be 
permitted through intergovernment memoranda of agree­
ment when part of a regional approach to solid waste 
management which clearly benefits the overall protec­
tion of the Pinelands to a greater extent than the 
strict application of the waste source policies on in­
dividual waste streams. ­

This policy would not apply to solid waste landfills, com­
posting facilities for mixed municipal solid waste or to 
mass burn facilities. 

Recommendation 5.07d - CA Limit solid waste collection; 
separation, reuse and conversion facilities to Regional 
Growth Areas and Pinelands Town Areas. Except for small 
amounts of specialized wastes, these facilities could only 
service one or more Pinelands municipalities or other 
municipalities in Atlantic, Burlington, Cape May and Ocean 
counties. The following variations would be permitted: ­
CMP 

1. 	 vegetative landfills or vegetative composting 
facilities could be sited in Agricultural Production 
Areas if they are ancillary to an active agricultural 
use. 

2.-	 transfer stations or vegetative composting facilities 
could be sited in Pinelands Villages and on properties 
previously used as landfills in any management area 
provided that they only serve the municipality in which 
they are located. Other qualifying municipalities 
could be serviced only if the scale of the facility is 
not appreciably increased. 
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3. 	 exceptions to the waste importation limits could be 
permitted through intergovernment memoranda of agree­
ment when part of a regional approach to solid waste 
management which clearly benefits the overall protec­
tion of the Pinelands to a greater extent than the 
strict application of the waste source policies on in­
dividual waste streams, limited to Pinelands counties. 

This policy would not apply to solid waste landfills, com­
postinq facilities for mixed municipal solid waste or to 
mass burn facilities. 

Recommendation 5.18b - MH Permit land application of sludge 
derived compost - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.19b - Be Permit land application of compost 
derived from source separated municipal solid waste on a 
trial basis and with an on~site monitorinq program - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.19c - JM Permit land application of com­
post derived from source separated municipal solid waste on 
a trial basis and with an on-site monitoring program, ~ 
cluding the Preservation Area - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.19d - CA Permit land application of com­
post derived from source separated municipal solid waste on 
a trial basis and with an on-site monitoring program, ~ 
cluding the Preservation and Forest Areas and other sensi­
tive sub-basins - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.25 - MH Permit recycling activities and 
the storage of currently prohibited wastes if .state and 
federal standards are met - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.26a - MH Permit temporary storage of cur­
rently prohibited wastes at approved facilities - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.26b - MH Permit temporary storage of cur­
rently prohibited wastes for six months at approved 
facilities - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.27 - MH Determine what currently prohibited 
wastes already exist in the Pinelands and what future volume 
of such wastes may be anticipated - study.* 

Recommendation 5.28 - MH Examine the extent of recycling, 
decontamination, and disposal of currently prohibited wastes 
currently being conducted in the Pinelands - study.* 

Recommendation 5.29 - MH Determine where existing currently 
prohibited wastes are being disposed of and what options for 
disposal will remain in the future - study.* 
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Recommendation 5.30 - MH Permit the use of soil amendments, 
including sludge derived compost, as necessary for restora­
tion of resource extraction operations - CMP. 

Recommendation 5.31 - MH Permit the reuse of currently
prohibited wastes after suitable decontamination in com­
pliance with state and federal requlations - CMP. 

Recommendation 6.06c - MH Analyze the legal implications
of prohibiting farm subdivision - study•• 

Recommendation 6.15b - BC The Commission should formally 
request that the poe Bank advise and counsel landowners on 
determining poe allocations - Admin. 

\ 

Recommendation 6.22 - SL Expand the current CMP exemption
for the improvement, expansion, construction or reconstruc­
tion of structures used exclusively for agricultural or hor­
ticultural purposes to include structures used primarily 
for, or in support of, agricultural or horticultural ac­
tivities (this would include multi-purpose storage 
facilities and migrant labor housing) - CMP. 

Recommendation 7.03b - JM Hold annual workshopi§l on the 
application process to educate new local officials and to 
discuss revised procedures - Admin •• 

Recommendation 7. 06b BC Prepare a "Living in the 
Pinelands" brochure to explain the reasons for land use and 
environmental requlations and describe how residents can im­
prove environmental protection - Admin •• 

Recommendation 7. 12b - Ann Examine ways to streamline 
general development review procedures, including: - study. 
o 	 expanding the list of "exempted" development review ac­

tivities. 
o 	 utilizing general permits or memoranda of agreement. 
o 	 reducing review of municipal or county permits after 

prior approvals have been affirmed by the commission. 
o 	 simplifying permit procedures for site remediation ef­

forts •. 
o 	 modifying staff practices to accelerate review of rela­

tively small and straightforward applications. 

Recommendation 7. 13b - Be Incorporate into the list of 
"exempted" development those activities which are comparable 
to current exemptions. Some activities already exempted 
would be clarified as well - CMP. 
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Recommendation 7. 13c - CA Incorporate into the list of 
"exempted" development those activities which are comparable 
to current exemptions, modified depending upon the manage­
ment area and sensitivity. Some activities 'already exempted 
would be clarified as well - CMP. 

Recommendation 7 .. 25b - CA For major applications, pre­
application meetings should be held jointly with Commission 
and DEPE staff, as well as appropriate municipal officials -
Admin. 

Recommendation 7.33b - JM strongly encourage that applicants 
be present at all meetings between Commission staff and con­
sultants - Admin. 

Recommendation 7.35 - CA Develop standards for regional 
projects to assess cumulative impacts - Study/CMP.* 

Recommendation 7.36 - CA Conduct public hearings on applica­
tions which seek waivers of strict compliance on the basis 
of compelling public need, - CMP. 

Recommendation 7.37 - Alan Limit third party appeals in or­
der to reject those that are clearly not meritorious ­
Admin/CMP. 

Recommendat-ion 8. 08c - BC Clarify CMP requirements that 
water quality goals apply to stormwater management and in­
corporate the following requirements into the CMP: - CMP 
1. 	 require "pre-treatment", of stormwater to control and 

manage run-off from roads and parking lots. ' 
2. 	 require "pre-treatment" of stormwater before it reaches 

recharge basins, particularly for commercial uses. 

Recommendation 8 <I 08d - MH Clarify CMP requirements that 
water quality goals apply to stormwater management and in­
corporate the following requirements into the CMP: - CMP 
1. 	 require "pre-treatment II of stormwater to control and 

manage run-off from parking lots. 
2. 	 require "pre-treatment" of stormwater before it reaches 

recharge basins, particularly for commercial uses. 

Recommendation 8'.09b - Be Generally require a minimum 
separation of 2 feet from stormwater basins to seasonal high 
water table. Best available technology would be required 
when site conditions do not permit a 2 foot separation ­
CMP. 

Recommendation 9.09b - BC Become more active by participat­
ing with other state agencies in an approach to water con­
servation - Admin.* 
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Recommendation 9 .l~:' - BC Place a limitation on the 
withdrawal of water from the RIC aquifer pendinq completion 
of the RIC study - CMP. 
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