2004 CROSS-ACCEPTANCE RESPONSES:

SUMMARY OF SUGGESTED CHANGES

(EXCLUDING MAP CHANGES)

GOVERNMENT RESPONSES

Key:

[Questionnaire.] 
= submitted questionnaire indicating substantial con-sistency with State Plan without major recommendations for changes.

[Auxiliary document.]  = document other than questionnaire or map changes.

[Map changes.] 
= submitted map changes.

CARTERET:  [Questionnaire.]

Recommended new State Plan goal:  “Put together a program on mass transit to lower the dependency on foreign oil.  Reduce air-water pollution and fund this through the tax on big industry producing oil, gas, etc.”

CRANBURY:  [Questionnaire; additional documents; map changes.]

Recommendation:  Create a new Planning Area for preserved farmland.  This category of land use is important to State policy but is not a good fit to any of the existing Planning Areas.

DUNELLEN:

EAST BRUNSWICK:  [Questionnaire; map changes.]

EDISON:  [Questionnaire; map changes.]

Recommendation:  that appropriate municipal services be regionalized at the county level or above to minimize expenditures on bureaucracy, waste, disposal, public safety, schools, and utilities.

Recommended new goal:  that the State Plan put more emphasis on transportation issues, especially intra-municipal circulation.  Thus, Edison recommends that studies, technical assistance, and transportation grants to local communities addressing transportation issues become part of the State Plan’s proposals to reduce transportation problems. 

HELMETTA:  

HIGHLAND PARK:  [Questionnaire.]

Recommended new goal:  Encourage sustainable design in the revitalization of communities and stronger linkages in transportation, land use, and redevelopment planning.  The importance of integrated transportation, land use, and redevelopment planning cannot be overstated in achieving a balanced, sustainable vision for the future of Highland Park.  The Borough has been working hard through all of its planning efforts to strengthen the economic core of the community in a way that is context-sensitive with respect to the natural, social, and built environments.

JAMESBURG:

METUCHEN:  [Questionnaire.]

Goals 1 & 5:  Metuchen would benefit by increased funding for transportation, including traffic calming and pedestrian safety.  Through-traffic on the Borough’s major arteries is the single greatest threat to the quality of life of its citizens.

Recommended new goal:  Coordinate State Agencies and Provide Smart Growth Funding Incentives.  The State needs to better coordinate its various agencies in embracing the State Plan so as not to hamper efforts to implement Smart Growth at the municipal level.  The State needs to distribute and award funding for local planning, transportation improvements, open space acquisition and enhancement, and other projects based on municipal adherence to the goals of the State Plan.

MIDDLESEX:

MILLTOWN:  [Questionnaire.]

MONROE:  [Questionnaire; map changes.]

Recommendation:  Create a new Planning Area for preserved farmland.  This category of land use is important to State policy but is not a good fit to any of the existing Planning Areas.

NEW BRUNSWICK:

NORTH BRUNSWICK:

OLD BRIDGE:  [Questionnaire; auxiliary document; map changes.]

Goal 1, implementation issues:  Plan Endorsement, especially for the  proposed Town Centre and the Strategic Planning Area, would ease future planning; traffic and utility infrastructure improvements are barriers to future development; the federal marine reserve at Seidler’s Beach prohibits a limited level of development that would end the continued trash dumping that degrades this preserved but unprotected area.

Goal 2, implementation issues:  development pressure and rising land costs.  The State’s recent Transfer of Development Rights Act has conditions that make it impractical.  Also, farmers are suspicious that they will get a fair price for their land under the Farmland Preservation Program, and education and promotion of the program might be considered.

Goal 3, implementation issues:  funding to implement cultural and tourism resources; reduction in outside agency impediments.

Goal 5, implementation issues:  balancing traffic management and environmental preservation.  Specifically, wetlands preclude routes that would substantially reduce miles traveled, fuel consumption, and air pollution.

Goal 6, implementation issues:  lowering land costs sufficiently so that the Township can partner with a developer to provide affordable housing.  Funding, tax, or other cost-lowering incentives are desirable.

Goal 7, implementation issues:  financial aid would lower financial barriers in developing recreational facilities in municipal open space.

Goal 8, implementation issues:  lack of Plan Endorsement is the chief hindrance to integrated planning.  Its benefits would serve both encourage and ease the preparation and integration of various proposed plans.

PERTH AMBOY:  [Questionnaire.]

Proposal:  Perth Amboy has set a high priority on becoming an Urban Center under the State Plan and proposes that the City be granted this status after appropriate petitioning and certification.

PISCATAWAY:  [Questionnaire.]

PLAINSBORO:  [Questionnaire; auxiliary documents; map changes.]

Recommended new goal:  “Strong encouragement of transit-oriented development and multi-modal transportation planning, along with better coordination of transportation and land-use planning.”

SAYREVILLE:  [Questionnaire.]

SOUTH AMBOY:

SOUTH BRUNSWICK:  [Questionnaire; auxiliary documents; map changes.]

South Brunswick’s responses to the County’s Cross-Acceptance Questionnaire are listed below.  In a separate document, South Brunswick had additional comments on the State Plan.  This document is appended to the present summary of questionnaire responses.

Goal 1:  revitalize cities & towns:  resistance of developers to imposing municipal obligations, especially regarding tree replacement and traffic impact fees.  Improved State legislation empowering municipalities is desirable.

Goal 2:  Conserve natural resources:  tree replacement ordinance frequently challenged by developers.  Improved State legislation empowering municipalities is desirable.

Goal 5:  provide adequate public facilities and services at reasonable cost:  there needs to be an expansion of State funding leading to lowered reliance on property tax; difficult to raise capital for land purchases.

Goal 7: preserve & enhance areas with historic, cultural, scenic, open space, & recreational value:  difficult to meet demands for active recreation fields.

Goal 8:  ensure sound & integrated planning & implementation:  occasional difficulty in working with other municipalities.

SOUTH PLAINFIELD:

Environmental Commission:  [Map changes.]

SOUTH RIVER:

SPOTSWOOD:

WOODBRIDGE:  [Questionnaire; auxiliary documents.]

Recommended new goals:  1)  Real and substantive initiatives to create affordable housing opportunities.  As indicated in a Township survey, present costs of housing and land acquisition currently are an insurmountable barrier to affordable housing production.

2)  Substantive incentives to create improvements in mass transit/public transportation within the most densely populated areas in the State.

MIDDLESEX COUNTY:  [Questionnaire; map changes.]

Recommended new goal:  Recommended State Goal 9: Promote Cost-Effective, Environmentally Sensitive Mobility for People and Goods Statewide (Transportation is a fundamental attribute of human activity. It deserves to be treated as a separate goal in the State Plan.)

   
Middlesex County has long advocated multi-modal transportation within the County and the region. The County Planning Board has produced and adopted the Middlesex County Transportation Plan (May 1999) and the Middlesex County Bicycle Pedestrian Plan (March 2002). These plans are maintained with the input of the Middlesex County Transportation Coordinating Committee and the Middlesex County Bicycle and Pedestrian Task Force. 


The County continues to seek the implementation of roadway, transit, bicycle and pedestrian improvements that meet County needs and prevents or mitigates regional traffic impacts on local communities. 


The County plans for and maintains the County road system within Middlesex County. Through the County Subdivision and Site Plan Review process the County Planning Board achieves the improvement of County roads and drainage facilities to facilitate movement to accommodate trips generated by new development. The County also seeks to coordinate mass transit services to most effectively serve the County’s residents and workers. The County regularly advises State agencies and seeks to communicate public transit needs to the State. The County considers “mass transit” to include all forms of fixed route and demand responsive transportation. This includes service to the elderly and disabled.

NEW JERSEY WATER SUPPLY AUTHORITY:  [Map changes.]

NONGOVERNMENTAL RESPONSES
THE BRUNETTI ORGANIZATION:  [Map changes.]

DELAWARE & RARITAN CANAL COALITION:  [Auxiliary document; map changes.]

PLAINSBORO TOWNSHIP: (Objects to map changes proposed by D & R Canal Coalition.(
CONGREGATION OF THE MISSION, ST. JOSEPH’S SEMINARY:  (Objects to map changes proposed by D & R Canal Coalition.(
LAWRENCE BROOK WATERSHED PARTNERSHIP, INC.:  [Auxiliary document; map changes.]

NEW YORK - NEW JERSEY BAYKEEPER:  [Auxiliary document; map changes.]

Recommendation:  that areas in Planning Areas 1 and 2 should be changed to PA 5 for two reasons.  1.  The new act that fast-tracks development in PAs 1 and 2 does not exempt Critical Environmental Sites from development; PA 5, however, would protect these areas from the imposition of fast track development criteria.  2.  There are developed areas in PAs 1 and 2 that are simultaneously habitats important to threatened species and that therefore should be included in PA 5.  See map changes for details.

