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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

January 25, 2023

Planning Division

Mr. Lou Chiarella

Assistant Regional Administrator for Habitat Conservation
Greater Atlantic Region Fisheries Office

National Marine Fisheries Service

55 Great Republic Drive

Gloucester, MA 01930

Subject: Invitation to be a Cooperating Agency in the Sea Bright to Manasquan General
Reevaluation Report (GRR) NEPA Documentation

Dear Mr. Chiarella:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District, in cooperation
with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP), is conducting a
reevaluation of the authorized Atlantic Coast of New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM)
Project.

Construction of the original CSRM Project area was mostly completed in 2001
and in 2015. NJDEP requested reevaluation of Section | (Sea Bright to Ocean
Township) and Section Il (Asbury Park to Manasquan). In response, the Disaster Relief
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2022 provided funds to prepare a General
Reevaluation Report. On October 18, 2022, the Corps and NJDEP signed the
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) on 18 October 2022 to initiate the
reevaluation study.

The PDT divided the 21 miles of project area into five different reaches. There
are two hotspots in Monmouth Beach and Elberon where there is a higher rate of
erosion. Along the shoreline, different townships have a variety of coastal storm surge
measures including existing sea walls, dunes, vegetation, sand fencing, promenades or
bluffs. In one of the reaches, the northern end experiences back bay flooding. Measures
being considered for the study include structural measures, nonstructural measures,
and Natural and Nature Based Features (NNBFs).

Pursuant to 40 CFR 1501, the Corps requests that National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) serve as a
cooperating agency during the required National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
process since NMFS has jurisdiction by law over threatened and endangered species.
The Corps will serve as the lead agency to ensure NEPA compliance for the project.
The Corps further requests that NMFS serve as a cooperating agency and the Corps
the lead on consultation requirements related to the Endangers Species Act (ESA)



Section 7 (50 CFR 402), National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 (36
CFR 800), Subpart C Consistency (15 CFR 930), and Magnusson-Stevens Section 305
(50 CFR 600). Pursuant to 40 CFR 402, the District will notify the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and NMFS of its lead role and NMFS’s cooperating role provided your
agreement to serve as a cooperating agency. All previously conducted surveys and
reports conducted by the Corps in accordance with NEPA compliance for this and
related projects will be provided to NMFS. Additionally, the Corps will include NMFS in
all future correspondence with Federal and state agencies.

Should your agency choose to assume cooperating status, your agency’s
specific responsibilities will include:

e Attendance and input during agency coordination meetings

e Comment and feedback on schedule, overall scope of NEPA document(s),
significant issues to be evaluated, environmental impacts, study and
assessment methodologies, and proposed mitigation (if applicable).

e Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the NEPA
analysis

e |dentification of issues related to your agency’s jurisdiction by law and
special expertise

e Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings

e Timely review of reports and NEPA documents

e Providing staff support at the lead agency’s request to enhance the latter’s
interdisciplinary capability

As a cooperating agency, your agency has the right to expect that the NEPA
document will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you
have the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency’s requirements
are not being met. The Corps expects that, at the end of the NEPA process, the NEPA
document(s) will satisfy your NEPA requirements including applicable alternatives,
environmental consequences, and mitigation.

Please advise us, within 30 days upon receipt of this letter as to your agency’s
willingness or unwillingness to serve as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process for
this project. Details will follow regarding further coordination on this project.

The Corps looks forward to your response to this request and your role as a
cooperating or participating agency on this study.



If you have questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please
contact Ms. Katherine Pijanowski at Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil .

Sincerely,
KPetan &(/WO&A/

Peter M. Weppler
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

CC:

Karen Green — Mid-Atlantic Field Office Habitat Conservation
Jennifer Anderson — Assistant Regional Administrator Protected Resources
Mark Murray-Brown — Protected Resources
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

GREATER ATLANTIC REGIONAL FISHERIES OFFICE

55 Great Republic Drive

Gloucester, MA 01930-2276

February 7, 2023

Peter M. Weppler

Department of the Army

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District
Jacob K. Javits Federal Building

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278-0090

RE: Sea Bright to Manasquan General Reevaluation Report (GRR)
Cooperating Agency Invitation

Dear Mr. Weppler:

Thank you for your January 25, 2023, letter inviting us to be a cooperating agency in the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process for the reevaluation of the Sea Bright to
Manasquan segment of the authorized Atlantic Coast of New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM) Project. The construction of the
originally authorized project is complete. In response to the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection’s request for a reevaluation of the Sea Bright to Manasquan section of
the project, the Disaster Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2022 provided funds to
prepare a General Reevaluation Report. The project area includes 21 miles of coastline in
Monmouth County, NJ divided into five reaches. Measures being considered for the study
include structural measures, nonstructural measures, and Natural and Nature Based Features
(NNBFs). In accordance with the Council on Environmental Quality’s NEPA Implementing
Procedures (40 CFR §1501.6, Cooperating agencies), we accept your invitation to participate as
a cooperating agency to help foster a collaborative process and interagency coordination on these
projects.

Because our role and degree of involvement as a cooperating agency is dependent on existing
staff and fiscal resources, our contribution to the process will be limited to participating in
project meetings and providing written comments in response to your documents prepared as
part of the NEPA process. We will provide technical information identifying aquatic species and
habitats of concern, identification of issues to be considered and evaluated during the NEPA
process and guidance on evaluating, avoiding and minimizing project effects to our trust
resources. At this time, we are unable to undertake any data collection, conduct analyses or to
prepare any sections of the NEPA documents as our staff and resources are fully committed to
other obligatory programs of NOAA Fisheries.
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Please note that our involvement as a cooperating agency does not constitute an endorsement of
this project, nor does it obviate the need for consultations required under the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA), Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(FWCA), and the Endangered Species Act (ESA). As project design moves forward, should
adverse impacts to EFH or other NOAA trust resources be anticipated, consultation with us
under the Section 305(b) of MSA and FWCA is required. Similarly, potential impacts to species
protected under the ESA should be coordinated with our Protected Resources Division. Please
also be aware the proposed timelines for all projects posted on the Permitting Dashboard that
include NOAA Fisheries milestones must be provided to us for review and approval prior to their
posting.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate as a cooperating agency on the Sea Bright to
Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM) Project. We look forward to
continued coordination as these projects move forward. If you have any questions regarding this
matter, please contact Jessie Murray (jessie.murray@noaa.gov) in our New Jersey field office
and Daniel Marrone (daniel.marrone@noaa.gov) in our Protected Resources Division regarding
threatened and endangered species listed by us under the ESA.

Sincerely,

2 7 ) |
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Louis A. Chiarella
Assistant Regional Administrator
for Habitat and Ecosystem Services

cc: K. Pijanowski, C. Alcoba (USACE NAN)
D. Youngkin (NMFS OPR)
J. Anderson, C. Vaccaro, D. Marrone (NMFS PRD)
J. Murray (NMFS HESD)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

January 25, 2023

Planning Division

Mr. Pete Lopez

Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 2

290 Broadway

New York, New York 10007-1866

Subject: Invitation to be a Cooperating Agency in the Sea Bright to Manasquan General
Reevaluation Report (GRR) NEPA Documentation

Dear Mr. Lopez:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District, in cooperation
with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP), is conducting a
reevaluation of the authorized ACNJ - Sea Bright to Manasquan Coastal Storm Risk
Management and Erosion Control Project.

This project dates back to the 1950s for authorization purposes and in 1992, a
nor-easter was the catalyst for funding efforts and coastal storm surge projects.
Construction on coastal storm surge projects in the project area were mostly completed
in 2001 and in 2015, New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection requested
reevaluation of Sections | and Il 2015-2021. A follow-up request was initiated in March
of 2021. Following that, USACE and the New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection signed the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement on 18 October 2022 to initiate
the new study.

The PDT sectioned off the 21 miles of project area into five different reaches.
There are two hotspots in Monmouth Beach and Elberon where there is a higher rate of
erosion. Along the shoreline, different townships have a variety of coastal storm surge
measures including existing sea walls, dunes, vegetation, sand fencing, promenades or
bluffs. In one of the reaches, the northern end experiences back bay flooding. Measures
being considered for the study include structural measures, non structural measures,
and NNBFs.

Pursuant to 40 CFR 1501, the Corps requests that the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) serve as a cooperating agency during the required National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process since USEPA has jurisdiction of Federal
Laws and Facilities. The Corps will serve as the lead agency to ensure NEPA
compliance for the project. The Corps further requests that USEPA serve as a
cooperating agency and the Corps the lead on consultation requirements related to the
Endangers Species Act (ESA) Section 7 (50 CFR 402), National Historic Preservation



Act (NHPA) Section 106 (36 CFR 800), Subpart C Consistency (15 CFR 930), and
Magnusson-Stevens Section 305 (50 CFR 600). Pursuant to 40 CFR 402, the District
will notify the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service of its
lead role and NMFS’s cooperating role provided your agreement to serve as a
cooperating agency. All previously conducted surveys and reports conducted by the
Corps in accordance with NEPA compliance for this and related projects will be
provided to USEPA. Additionally, the Corps will include USEPA in all future
correspondence with Federal and state agencies.

Should your agency choose to assume cooperating status, your agency’s
specific responsibilities will include:

e Attendance and input during agency coordination meetings

e Comment and feedback on schedule, overall scope of NEPA document(s),
significant issues to be evaluated, environmental impacts, study and
assessment methodologies, and proposed mitigation (if applicable).

e Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the NEPA
analysis

e |dentification of issues related to your agency’s jurisdiction by law and
special expertise

e Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings

e Timely review of reports and NEPA documents

e Providing staff support at the lead agency’s request to enhance the latter’s
interdisciplinary capability

As a cooperating agency, your agency has the right to expect that the NEPA
document will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you
have the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency’s requirements
are not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the NEPA
document(s) will satisfy your NEPA requirements including applicable alternatives,
environmental consequences, and mitigation.

Please advise us, within 30 days upon receipt of this letter as to your agency’s
willingness or unwillingness to serve as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process for
this project. Details will follow regarding further coordination on this project.

The Corps looks forward to your response to this request and your role as a
cooperating or participating agency on this study.



If you have questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please
contact Ms. Katherine Pijanowski at Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil .

Sincerely,

Peter M. Weppler
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

CC:

Dave Kluesner — USEPA, Region 2 NEPA
Mark Austin — USEPA, Region 2 - Environmental Review Team


mailto:Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil

From: Austin, Mark

To: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)

Cc: Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA); Nyer, Samantha; Schaffer, Anne
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Cooperating Agency Letter

Date: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 4:14:51 PM

Great,

Please let us know next steps when appropriate.
Have a nice day
Mark

Mark Austin

Environmental Review Team Lead

Strategic Programs, Office of the Regional Administrator
US Environmental Protection Agency Region 2
212.637.3954

From: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 3:41 PM

To: Austin, Mark <Austin.Mark@epa.gov>

Cc: Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Catherine.J.Alcoba@usace.army.mil>; Weppler,
Peter M CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Peter.M.Weppler@usace.army.mil>

Subject: RE: Cooperating Agency Letter

Hi Mark,

Thank you for the getting back to us. It is not too late to accept and there is no need for a formal
letter. This email can serve as a formal response.

Thank you,

Katie Pijanowski

From: Austin, Mark <Austin.Mark@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 3:15 PM

To: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil>

Cc: Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Catherine.J.Alcoba@usace.army.mil>; Weppler,
Peter M CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Peter.M.Weppler@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Cooperating Agency Letter

Hi Katie,
Apologies for not getting back to you. We had prepared an acceptance letter addressed to you but |



cannot find a copy of it anywhere. And yes Pete Lopez is no longer our Regional Administrator here
at EPA Region 2. Please direct these types on inquiries to me as | am the lead for all NEPA activities in
EPA Region 2.

I would like to accept your invitation to be a cooperating agency, if it is not too late. We can prepare
“another” more formal letter response to your attention if you require it. Again, apologies for not
responding and please let me know if this note suffices to participate as a Cooperating Agency.

Sincerely,
Mark

Mark Austin

Environmental Review Team Lead

Strategic Programs, Office of the Regional Administrator
US Environmental Protection Agency Region 2
212.637.3954

From: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 1:53 PM

To: Austin, Mark <Austin.Mark@epa.gov>

Cc: Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Catherine.J.Alcoba@usace.army.mil>; Weppler,
Peter M CIV USARMY CENAN (USA) <Peter.M.Weppler@usace.army.mil>

Subject: Cooperating Agency Letter

Good Afternoon,

I am following up on a January 25, 2023 email inviting the EPA to be a cooperating agency on the Sea
Bright to Manasquan General Reevaluation Report and NEPA.

Please note we have been made aware that Mr. Dave Lopez is no longer with EPA.
Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.

V/r

Katie Pijanowski

Katherine (Katie) Pijanowski

Biologist, Environmental Analysis Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New York District, Room 17-421

c/o PSC Mail Center
26 Federal Plaza



New York, New York 10278



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

January 25, 2023

Planning Division

Mr. Doug Piatkowski

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management
Division of Environmental Assessment
381 Elden Street, MS4042

Herndon, VA 20170-4817

Subject: Invitation to be a Cooperating Agency in the Environmental Review for the Sea
Bright to Manasquan General Reevaluation Report

Dear Mr. Piatkowski:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District, in cooperation
with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP), is conducting a
reevaluation of the authorized Atlantic Coast of New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM)
Project.

Construction of the original CSRM Project area was mostly completed in 2001
and in 2015. NJDEP requested reevaluation of Section | (Sea Bright to Ocean
Township) and Section Il (Asbury Park to Manasquan). In response, the Disaster Relief
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2022 provided funds to prepare a General
Reevaluation Report. On October 18, 2022, the Corps and NJDEP signed the
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) on 18 October 2022 to initiate the
reevaluation study.

The PDT divided the 21 miles of project area into five different reaches. There
are two hotspots in Monmouth Beach and Elberon where there is a higher rate of
erosion. Along the shoreline, different townships have a variety of coastal storm surge
measures including existing sea walls, dunes, vegetation, sand fencing, promenades or
bluffs. In one of the reaches, the northern end experiences back bay flooding. Measures
being considered for the study include structural measures, nonstructural measures,
and Natural and Nature Based Features (NNBFs).

Pursuant to 40 CFR 1501, the Corps requests that Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management (BOEM) serve as a cooperating agency during the required National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process since BOEM has jurisdiction by law over
mineral leasing in the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). The District will serve as the lead
agency to ensure NEPA compliance for the project. The District will notify the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service of its lead role and BOEM'’s
cooperating role provided your agreement to serve as a cooperating agency. The
District will also notify the State Historic Preservation Officer and NJDEP of BOEM’s
involvement and the District’s lead agency role.



All previously conducted surveys and reports conducted by the District
accordance with NEPA compliance for this and related projects will be provided to
BOEM. Additionally, the District will include BOEM in all future correspondence with
Federal and state agencies.

Should your agency choose to assume cooperating status, your agency’s
specific responsibilities will include:

- Attendance and input during agency coordination meetings

- Comment and feedback on schedule, overall scope of NEPA document(s),
significant issues to be evaluated, environmental impacts, study and
assessment methodologies, and proposed mitigation (if applicable).

- Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the NEPA analysis

- ldentification of issues related to your agency’s jurisdiction by law and special
expertise

- Assistance on consultation requirements for the Endangers Species Act
(ESA) Section 7 (50 CFR 402), National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
Section 106 (36 CFR 800), Subpart C Consistency (15 CFR 930), and
Magnusson-Stevens Section 305 (50 CFR 600)

- Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings and hearings

- Timely review of reports and NEPA documents

- Providing staff support at the lead agency’s request to enhance the latter’s
interdisciplinary capability

As a cooperating agency, you have the right to expect that the NEPA document
will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you have
the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency’s requirements are
not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the NEPA
document(s) will satisfy your NEPA requirements including alternatives,
environmental consequences, and mitigation.

Please advise us, within 30 days upon receipt of this letter as to your agency’s
willingness or unwillingness to serve as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process for
this project. Details will follow regarding further coordination on this project.



The Corps looks forward to your response to this request and your role as a
cooperating or participating agency on this study. If you have questions or would like to
discuss in more detail the project or our agencies' respective roles and responsibilities
during the preparation of this EIS, please contact Ms. Katherine Pijanowski at
Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil .

Sincerely,

Peter M. Weppler
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON. DC 20240-0001

February 6, 2023

Mr. Peter Weppler

Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District
Jacob K. Javits Federal Building

26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 10278-0090

Dear Mr. Weppler:

Thank you for your recent letter requesting that the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management
(BOEM) become a cooperating agency on the reevaluation of the authorized Atlantic Coast of
New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm
Risk Management (CSRM). The ACNJ CSRM Project may request or require use of sand
resources located in the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) to reduce potential damage and risk
from coastal storms.

BOEM welcomes the opportunity to participate in the preparation of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) document and agrees to serve as a cooperating agency since
BOEM has jurisdiction over marine mineral leasing on the OCS. As a cooperating agency,
BOEM expects to: participate and provide input in the NEPA process at the earliest possible
time; assume, on the request of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers New York District
(USACE), responsibility for developing information and preparing environmental analyses for
which BOEM has special expertise; make available staff support, at the lead agency's request, to
enhance the interdisciplinary capability of USACE; provide comment on NEPA documents; and
use our own funds to accomplish these responsibilities.

BOEM recognizes the importance of participating in the required Endangered Species Act
(ESA) Section 7 consultations; Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) consultation (Section 305); National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) Section 106 process; Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 176 general conformity process;
and Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) Section 307 consistency process. BOEM
recognizes USACE as the lead federal agency for consultations for the project.

As the lead federal agency for ESA Section 7 and the EFH consultations, USACE must notify
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) of
its lead role and BOEM’s cooperating role. BOEM expects that USACE, as lead agency, would



work with BOEM to ensure existing biological opinions from the USFWS and NMFS are
applicable to BOEM’s part of the Federal action and/or expect to jointly submit the ESA
Section 7 and EFH assessments to the USFWS and NMFS, if applicable. BOEM expects
USACE be the lead federal agency for NHPA Section 106, CZMA Section 307 compliance, and
CAA Section 176 process, if applicable, with BOEM acting in a consulting role. BOEM
requests that USACE notify the New Jersey Department of Environment Protection’s Historic
Preservation Office and Coastal Management Program of BOEM’s involvement in the
undertaking and proposed action. We would greatly appreciate being included on all
correspondence to other federal, state, and other agencies concerning this project. BOEM
welcomes the opportunity to review and provide comments on any draft documents or
correspondence regarding consultations.

BOEM also recognizes the unique legal relationship of the United States with federally
recognized Tribal Governments. BOEM expects USACE to consult with Tribal Historic
Preservation Officers to comply with Section 106 responsibilities and notify those Tribes of
BOEM’s involvement. Consistent with Department of the Interior policy, BOEM must also
engage in Government-to-Government consultation if the proposed project may have tribal
implications. We assume USACE, as the lead federal agency for the project, would make this
determination, involving BOEM, and, as circumstances warrant, invite interests of expression of
potentially affected Tribes to initiate Government-to-Government consultation. If a consultation
is requested by one or more Tribes, BOEM would participate in the consultation process to
ensure effective collaboration and informed Federal decision-making.

In addition to participating in the environmental review, we also would appreciate the
opportunity to participate in Project Delivery Team meetings. Topics of interest to BOEM
include the identification of OCS sand resources, interpretation and management of geophysical
and geological data, and design and use plans for borrow areas located on the OCS. BOEM
scientists can provide special expertise and contribute upon request. Should the USACE
formally request to use OCS sand in the ACNJ CSRM Project, BOEM will determine if the
Project is qualified using the criteria specified in 30 CFR 583.305. BOEM considers criteria
such as the design, feasibility, and potential environmental risks of the Project, whether the
Project can be constructed in a manner that does not pose a threat of serious harm or damage to,
or waste of, any natural resource or the marine, coastal, or human environment, and whether the
Project is consistent with applicable environmental laws and their implementing regulations.
BOEM looks forward to working with your team. If you would like to discuss any of these
items further, please contact Deena Hansen at (805) 402-6762 or by e-mail at
Deena.Hansen@boem.gov.

Sincerely,

Geoffrey Wikel
Marine Minerals Resource Management Branch
Marine Minerals Division


mailto:Deena.Hansen@boem.gov

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

January 25, 2023

Planning Division

Mr. Eric Schrading

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, New Jersey Field Office
4 E. Jimmie Leeds Road, Suite 4

Galloway, NJ 08205

Subject: Invitation to be a Cooperating Agency in the Sea Bright to Manasquan General
Reevaluation Report (GRR) NEPA Documentation

Dear Mr. Schrading:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District, in cooperation
with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP), is conducting a
reevaluation of the authorized Atlantic Coast of New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM)
Project.

Construction of the original CSRM Project area was mostly completed in 2001
and in 2015. NJDEP requested reevaluation of Section | (Sea Bright to Ocean
Township) and Section Il (Asbury Park to Manasquan). In response, the Disaster Relief
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2022 provided funds to prepare a General
Reevaluation Report. On October 18, 2022, the Corps and NJDEP signed the
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) on 18 October 2022 to initiate the
reevaluation study.

The PDT divided the 21 miles of project area into five different reaches. There
are two hotspots in Monmouth Beach and Elberon where there is a higher rate of
erosion. Along the shoreline, different townships have a variety of coastal storm surge
measures including existing sea walls, dunes, vegetation, sand fencing, promenades or
bluffs. In one of the reaches, the northern end experiences back bay flooding. Measures
being considered for the study include structural measures, nonstructural measures,
and Natural and Nature Based Features (NNBFs).

Pursuant to 40 CFR 1501, the Corps requests that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) serve as a cooperating agency during the required National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process since USFWS has jurisdiction by law over
threatened and endangered species. The Corps will serve as the lead agency to
ensure NEPA compliance for the project. The Corps further requests that USFWS serve
as a cooperating agency and the Corps the lead on consultation requirements related to
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 7 (50 CFR 402), National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 (36 CFR 800), Subpart C Consistency (15 CFR
930), and Magnusson-Stevens Section 305 (50 CFR 600). Pursuant to 40 CFR 402,



the District will notify the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries
Service of its lead role and NMFS’s cooperating role provided your agreement to serve
as a cooperating agency. All previously conducted surveys and reports conducted by
the Corps in accordance with NEPA compliance for this and related projects will be
provided to USFWS. Additionally, the Corps will include USWFS in all future
correspondence with Federal and state agencies.

Should your agency choose to assume cooperating status, your agency’s
specific responsibilities will include:

e Attendance and input during agency coordination meetings

e Comment and feedback on schedule, overall scope of NEPA document(s),
significant issues to be evaluated, environmental impacts, study and
assessment methodologies, and proposed mitigation (if applicable).

e Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the NEPA
analysis

e I|dentification of issues related to your agency’s jurisdiction by law and
special expertise

e Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings

e Timely review of reports and NEPA documents

e Providing staff support at the lead agency’s request to enhance the latter’s
interdisciplinary capability

As a cooperating agency, your agency has the right to expect that the NEPA
document will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you
have the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency’s requirements
are not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the NEPA
document(s) will satisfy your NEPA requirements including applicable alternatives,
environmental consequences, and mitigation.

Please advise us, within 30 days upon receipt of this letter as to your agency’s
willingness or unwillingness to serve as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process for
this project. Details will follow regarding further coordination on this project.

The Corps looks forward to your response to this request and your role as a
cooperating or participating agency on this study.



If you have questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our
agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please
contact Ms. Katherine Pijanowski at Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Peter M. Weppler
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

CC:

Wendy Walsh


mailto:Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil

From: Schrading, Eric

To: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)

Cc: Walsh, Wendy; Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA); Weppler, Peter M CIV USARMY CENAN (USA);
Ciappi, Michael A

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: [EXTERNAL] Sea Bright to Manasquan GRR Cooperating Agency

Date: Tuesday, January 31, 2023 11:25:27 AM

Attachments: FWS NJ Coop Agency Letter 25JAN2023.pdf

Katie,

Thanks for the invitation to be a Cooperating Agency on the Sea Bright to Manasquan GRR
Project. The USFWS would like to be a Cooperating Agency and looks forward to working with
the NY District on this project. Please let me know if you need a formal letter regarding our
commitment to be a Cooperating Agency or whether this email will suffice.

Thank you.

Eric Schrading, CWB

Field Supervisor

New Jersey Field Office and Delaware Bay Coastal Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

4 E. Jimmie Leeds Road

Galloway, New Jersey 08205

0: 609-382-5272

C: 609-576-3400

From: Pijanowski, Katherine A (Katie) CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil>

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2023 3:34 PM

To: Schrading, Eric <eric_schrading@fws.gov>

Cc: Walsh, Wendy <wendy_walsh@fws.gov>; Alcoba, Catherine J CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Catherine.J.Alcoba@usace.army.mil>; Weppler, Peter M CIV USARMY CENAN (USA)
<Peter.M.Weppler@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Sea Bright to Manasquan GRR Cooperating Agency

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Good Afternoon,

Please see the attached letter inviting USFWS to be a Cooperating Agency on the Sea Bright to



Manasquan General Reevaluation Report and NEPA. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
guestions.

V/r,

Katie Pijanowski

Katherine (Katie) Pijanowski

Biologist, Environmental Analysis Branch
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New York District, Room 17-421

c/o PSC Mail Center

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278

Katherine (Katie) Pijanowski

Biologist, Environmental Analysis Branch
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New York District, Room 17-421

c/o PSC Mail Center

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

February 13, 2023

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

Environmental Analysis Branch

Ms. Jennifer T. Nersesian
Superintendent

Gateway National Recreation Area
National Park Service

210 New York Avenue

Staten Island, New York 10305

Subject: Invitation to be a Participating Agency in the Sea Bright to Manasquan General
Reevaluation Report (GRR) NEPA Documentation

Dear Ms. Nersesian:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District, in cooperation
with the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP), is conducting a
reevaluation of the authorized Atlantic Coast of New Jersey (ACNJ) Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, NJ Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM)
Project.

Construction of the original CSRM Project area was mostly completed in 2001
and in 2015. NJDEP requested reevaluation of Section | (Sea Bright to Ocean
Township) and Section Il (Asbury Park to Manasquan). In response, the Disaster Relief
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2022 provided funds to prepare a General
Reevaluation Report. On October 18, 2022, the Corps and NJDEP signed the
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) on 18 October 2022 to initiate the
reevaluation study.

The PDT divided the 21 miles of project area into five different reaches. There
are two hotspots in Monmouth Beach and Elberon where there is a higher rate of
erosion. Along the shoreline, different townships have a variety of coastal storm surge
measures including existing sea walls, dunes, vegetation, sand fencing, promenades or
bluffs. In one of the reaches, the northern end experiences back bay flooding. Measures
being considered for the study include structural measures, nonstructural measures,
and Natural and Nature Based Features (NNBFs).

As part of the environmental review process for this project, the District is
required by law’ to identify, as early as practicable, any federal and non-federal
agencies that may have an interest in the project and invite such agencies to become

" Section 2045 of the Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2348), as amended



participating agencies in the environmental review process?. This letter is a formal
invitation to participate as a participating agency for the Study.

Should your agency choose to assume to engage as a participating
agency, your agency’s specific responsibilities as a cooperating agency will
include:

. Attendance at and input during agency coordination meetings

. Comment and feedback on the schedule, overall scope of the NEPA
document(s), significant issues to be evaluated, environmental impacts,
study and assessment methodologies, range of alternatives and
proposed compensatory mitigation, if applicable

. Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the NEPA
analysis

. Identification of issues related to your agency's jurisdiction by law and
special expertise

. Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings and hearings

. Timely review of the administrative and public drafts of the Draft
Integrated Feasibility Report/NEPA document and Final IFR/NEPA
document;

. Providing staff support at the lead agency's request to enhance the

latter's interdisciplinary capability.

As a participating agency, your agency has the right to expect that the NEPA
document will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you
have the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency’s requirements
are not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the NEPA
document(s) will satisfy your NEPA requirements including applicable alternatives,
environmental consequences, and mitigation.

Please advise us, within 30 days upon receipt of this letter as to your agency’s
willingness or unwillingness to serve as a participating agency in the NEPA process for
this project. Details will follow regarding further coordination on this project. Ms.
Katherine Pijanowski, Coastal Section, will serve as the major point of contact for any
NPS involvement in this project, and can be reached by email at
Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil in the event that you would like additional

2 Designation as a "participation agency" or “cooperating agency” does not imply that the participating
agency supports the proposed project or has any jurisdiction over, or special expertise concerning the
proposed project or its potential impacts. A "participating agency" differs from a "cooperating agency,"
which is defined in regulations implementing the National Environmental Policy Act as "any Federal
agency other than a lead agency which has jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to any
environmental impact involved in a proposal (or a reasonable alternative) for legislation or other major
Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment" 40 CFR 4 - 1508.5.


mailto:Katherine.Pijanowski@usace.army.mil

information regarding this matter. The New York District looks forward to successful
and productive relationship with NPS regarding this project.

Sincerely,

Petan WW

Peter M. Weppler
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

CcC:

Patti Rafferty



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

October 22, 2025

Environmental Analysis Branch

Mr. Eric Schrading

New Jersey Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
4 E. Jimmie Leeds Road
Galloway, NJ 08205

Subject: Section 7 Endangered Species Act Coordination for Sea Bright to Manasquan,
New Jersey CSRM GRR

Dear Mr. Schrading:

The purpose of this letter is to request formal consultation under Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 for the Sea Bright to Manasquan, New Jersey
Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM) study. This CSRM study would improve
upon Section Il of the existing Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet Beach Erosion Control
Projects. Section Il consists of 9 miles of shoreline from Asbury Park to Manasquan
Inlet.

The existing project consists of a beach template with no dune and a 100ft wide
berm with 40ft of advanced fill placement. The existing berm was built to a +9.3ft
NAVD88 elevation. Construction of the existing project was completed in 2000 and the
most recent renourishment cycle took place in March 2024. The recommended
alternative of the subject study and associated General Reevaluation Report (GRR)
aims to enhance the existing project.

The proposed enhanced design template consists of a dune and berm feature.
The dune has a crest elevation of +16ft NAVD88 and a crest width of 25 ft, with
landward and seaward slopes of 1V:5H. The berm would have an elevation of 9.3ft
NAVD88 and a width of 100 feet with up to 40ft of advanced fill. A foreshore slope of
1V:10H is defined from the seaward edge of berm to MLW (approximately -2.7ft
NAVD88). Seaward of MLW, a 1V:40H slope is held until the design profile meets the
existing offshore profile. The extent of the dune would vary based on local conditions
and topography, though the seaward toe of the dune would generally extend
approximately 90ft east of the existing project baseline. To maintain the existing berm
width at the same elevation, the berm would extend 52 ft further seaward than the
existing project and up to 92 ft if advanced fill is implemented into the design.

Because the proposed design template would not reduce the width of the berm, the
template would shift waterward by approximately 52 feet, impacting about 56.75 acres.
The approximate difference in surface area & volume between the Selected Plan 100ft



and 140ft berm widths for advanced fill above MHW is 169 acres, volume is 1.37M cy.

Quantities for initial placement if advanced fill of 40 feet were recommended are shown
in Table 6, which would move the template approximately 92 feet waterward, impacting
about 100.41 acres.

Table 1. Anticipated volumes of existing projects and the TSP.

Existin +16 ft Dune, Difference +16 ft Dune, 100 ft Difference in
Pro'ectg 100 ft Berm in Quantit Berm + 40 ft of Quantity
) (TSP) Y ladvanced fill
Initial Fill (cy) 1.041.000 | 2.155.000 | 1,114,000  B.525,000 D 484,000
ze;;‘our'Shme”t Fill b 299,000 | 2,454.000 | 155,000 D 454,000 155,000
Total Project Fill 4 o35 000 | 9.517.000 | 1.579.000 10,887,000 b 639,000

(cy)

Due to construction equipment limitations, the contractor is unable to place sand
exactly as the design or design + advanced fill template is specified. Therefore, the
engineer specifies that the contractor build the construction template. The construction
template consists of the fill volume needed to create design or design + advanced fill
templates. It is expected that construction template will quickly be reworked by the wave
climate to create the design or design + advanced fill templates as intended. The length
of the construction template varies based on the existing profile and amount of fill

required.

The existing authorized borrow area for the project is the Sea Bright Offshore
Borrow Area located approximately 15 miles from the midpoint of the project area.

Multiple additional borrow areas off the coast of Belmar (approximately 4.5 miles

offshore from the project area) are currently being investigated in a separate effort and
are anticipated to be used for this project. Initial construction is expected to occur in
2029 with renourishment at the currently authorized 6-year interval. The GRR effort

does not extend the renourishment period of the authorized project. The final

renourishment of the project is expected to occur in 2049. Initial fill volume is estimated

at 2,155,000cy with an estimated renourishment quantity of 2,454,000 cy per

nourishment cycle, for a total fill volume of 9,517,000 cy over the remainder of the

project life.




The proposed action includes the removal of approximately 2,155,000 cubic
yards of sand using either a cutterhead or hydraulic dredge. Historically, a hydraulic
dredge has been used for work in this area. Placement of the dredged (sandy) material
will likely be via pipeline to the receiving beach.

With the attached Biological Assessment, the District has determined that the
proposed action may have adverse for the identified. With the implementation of best
management practices and avoidance of work between March 15 and August 15 to the
extent practicable, construction of the project would not require additional mitigation
measures.

The District requests your review and assistance in this consultation process to
fulfill our consultation responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. If you have
any questions or require further information, please contact the undersigned at 917-790-
8634, or Ms. Katie Amirr via email at Katherine.Amirr@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Peter Weppler,
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

Enclosures
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

October 22, 2025

Environmental Analysis Branch

Ms. Karen Greene

Habitat and Ecosystems Services Division
Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office
James J. Howard Marine Sciences Laboratory
Highlands, New Jersey

Subject: Essential Fish Habitat Assessment for Sea Bright to Manasquan, New Jersey
CSRM GRR

Dear Ms. Greene:

The purpose of this letter is to request Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) consultation
under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Management Act (MSFCMA) for
the Sea Bright to Manasquan, New Jersey Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM)
study. This CSRM study would improve upon Section Il of the existing Sandy Hook to
Barnegat Inlet Beach Erosion Control Projects. Section Il consists of 9 miles of
shoreline from Asbury Park to Manasquan Inlet.

The existing project consists of a beach template with no dune and a 100ft wide
berm with 40ft of advanced fill placement. The existing berm was built to a +9.3ft
NAVDB88 elevation. Construction of the existing project was completed in 2000 and the
most recent renourishment cycle took place in March 2024. The recommended
alternative of the subject study and associated General Reevaluation Report (GRR)
aims to enhance the existing project.

The proposed enhanced design template consists of a dune and berm feature.
The dune has a crest elevation of +16ft NAVD88 and a crest width of 25 ft, with
landward and seaward slopes of 1V:5H. The berm would have an elevation of 9.3ft
NAVD88 and a width of 100 feet with up to 40ft of advanced fill. A foreshore slope of
1V:10H is defined from the seaward edge of berm to MLW (approximately -2.7ft
NAVD88). Seaward of MLW, a 1V:40H slope is held until the design profile meets the
existing offshore profile. The extent of the dune would vary based on local conditions
and topography, though the seaward toe of the dune would generally extend
approximately 90ft east of the existing project baseline. To maintain the existing berm
width at the same elevation, the berm would extend 52 ft further seaward than the
existing project and up to 92 ft if advanced fill is implemented into the design.

Because the proposed design template would not reduce the width of the berm, the
template would shift waterward by approximately 52 feet, impacting about 56.75 acres.



The approximate difference in surface area & volume between the Selected Plan 100ft
and 140ft berm widths for advanced fill above MHW is 169 acres, volume is 1.37M cy.
Quantities for initial placement if advanced fill of 40 feet were recommended are shown
in Table 6, which would move the template approximately 92 feet waterward, impacting
about 100.41 acres.

Table 1. Anticipated volumes of existing projects and the TSP.

Existin +16 ft Dune, Difference +16 ft Dune, 100 ft [Difference in
Pm.ecf 100 ft Berm |  Sronc Berm + 40 ft of Quantity
J (TSP) y advanced fill
Initial Fill (cy) _ |1,041,000| 2,155,000 | 1,114,000 3 525,000 2.484.000
Renou”(scr;';‘e”t Fill {5 299.000|  2.454.000 155,000 2,454,000 155,000
Total FE;‘;‘;’“ Fill 17 938.000| 9,517,000 | 1,579,000 10,887,000 2,639,000

The construction template consists of the fill volume needed to create design or design
+ advanced fill templates. It is expected that construction template will quickly be
reworked by the wave climate to create the design or design + advanced fill templates
as intended. The length of the construction template varies based on the existing profile
and amount of fill required.

The existing authorized borrow area for the project is the Sea Bright Offshore
Borrow Area located approximately 15 miles from the midpoint of the project area.
Multiple additional borrow areas off the coast of Belmar (approximately 4.5 miles
offshore from the project area) are currently being investigated in a separate effort and
are anticipated to be used for this project. Initial construction is expected to occur in
2031 with renourishment at the currently authorized 6-year interval. The GRR effort
does not extend the renourishment period of the authorized project. The final
renourishment of the project is expected to occur in 2049. Initial fill volume is estimated
at 2,155,000cy with an estimated renourishment quantity of 2,454,000 cy per
nourishment cycle, for a total fill volume of 9,517,000 cy over the remainder of the
project life.

The proposed action includes the removal of approximately 2,155,000 cubic
yards of sand using either a cutterhead or hydraulic dredge. Historically, a hydraulic




dredge has been used for work in this area. Placement of the dredged (sandy) material
will likely be via pipeline to the receiving beach.

With the attached EFH assessment, the District has determined that the
proposed action would not have a significant adverse effect to EFH and would have no
more than a minimal (temporary and local) impact for the species and life stages
identified. With the implementation of best management practices (MEC screens; turtle
exclusion devices) and avoidance of work between March 15 and August 15 to the
extent practicable, construction of the project would not require additional mitigation
measures.

The District requests your review and assistance in this consultation process to
fulfill our consultation responsibilities under the EFH Amendment. If you have any
questions or require further information, please contact the undersigned at 917-790-
8634, or Ms. Katie Amirr via email at Katherine. Amirr@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Peter Weppler,
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

Enclosures


mailto:Katherine.Amirr@usace.army.mil

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090

October 22, 2025

Environmental Analysis Branch

Ms. Jennifer Anderson

National Marine Fisheries Service
Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office
Protected Resources Division

55 Great Republic Drive

Gloucester, MA 01930

Subject: Section 7 Endangered Species Act Coordination for Sea Bright to Manasquan,
New Jersey CSRM GRR

Dear Mr. Schrading:

The purpose of this letter is to request informal consultation under Section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 for the Sea Bright to Manasquan, New Jersey
Coastal Storm Risk Management (CSRM) study. This CSRM study would improve upon
Section Il of the existing Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet Beach Erosion Control Projects.
Section Il consists of 9 miles of shoreline from Asbury Park to Manasquan Inlet.

The existing project consists of a beach template with no dune and a 100ft wide
berm with 40ft of advanced fill placement. The existing berm was built to a +9.3ft
NAVDB88 elevation. Construction of the existing project was completed in 2000 and the
most recent renourishment cycle took place in March 2024. The recommended
alternative of the subject study and associated General Reevaluation Report (GRR)
aims to enhance the existing project.

The proposed enhanced design template consists of a dune and berm feature.
The dune has a crest elevation of +16ft NAVD88 and a crest width of 25 ft, with
landward and seaward slopes of 1V:5H. The berm would have an elevation of 9.3ft
NAVD88 and a width of 100 feet with up to 40ft of advanced fill. A foreshore slope of
1V:10H is defined from the seaward edge of berm to MLW (approximately -2.7ft
NAVD88). Seaward of MLW, a 1V:40H slope is held until the design profile meets the
existing offshore profile. The extent of the dune would vary based on local conditions
and topography, though the seaward toe of the dune would generally extend
approximately 90ft east of the existing project baseline. To maintain the existing berm
width at the same elevation, the berm would extend 52 ft further seaward than the
existing project and up to 92 ft if advanced fill is implemented into the design.

Because the proposed design template would not reduce the width of the berm, the
template would shift waterward by approximately 52 feet, impacting about 56.75 acres.



The approximate difference in surface area & volume between the Selected Plan 100ft
and 140ft berm widths for advanced fill above MHW is 169 acres, volume is 1.37M cy.

Quantities for initial placement if advanced fill of 40 feet were recommended are shown
in Table 6, which would move the template approximately 92 feet waterward, impacting

about 100.41 acres.

Table 1. Anticipated volumes of existing projects and the TSP.

Existin +16 ft Dune, Difference +16 ft Dune, 100 ft Difference in
Pro.ectg 100 ft Berm | " "0e8  [Berm + 40 ft of Quantity
) (TSP) Y ladvanced fill
Initial Fill (cy) 1.041.000 | 2.155.000 | 1.114.000 _ B.525,000 b 484,000
(Fiir)‘ou”sr'me”t Fill b 299,000 | 2.454.000 | 155,000 D 454,000 155,000
(Té’;?' Project Fill 7 938 000 | 9,517,000 | 1,579,000  |10,887.000 b 639,000

Due to construction equipment limitations, the contractor is unable to place sand
exactly as the design or design + advanced fill template is specified. Therefore, the
engineer specifies that the contractor build the construction template. The construction
template consists of the fill volume needed to create design or design + advanced fill
templates. It is expected that construction template will quickly be reworked by the wave
climate to create the design or design + advanced fill templates as intended. The length
of the construction template varies based on the existing profile and amount of fill
required.

The existing authorized borrow area for the project is the Sea Bright Offshore
Borrow Area located approximately 15 miles from the midpoint of the project area.
Multiple additional borrow areas off the coast of Belmar (approximately 4.5 miles
offshore from the project area) are currently being investigated in a separate effort and
are anticipated to be used for this project. Initial construction is expected to occur in
2029 with renourishment at the currently authorized 6-year interval. The GRR effort
does not extend the renourishment period of the authorized project. The final
renourishment of the project is expected to occur in 2049. Initial fill volume is estimated
at 2,155,000cy with an estimated renourishment quantity of 2,454,000 cy per
nourishment cycle, for a total fill volume of 9,517,000 cy over the remainder of the
project life.




The proposed action includes the removal of approximately 2,155,000 cubic
yards of sand using either a cutterhead or hydraulic dredge. Historically, a hydraulic
dredge has been used for work in this area. Placement of the dredged (sandy) material
will likely be via pipeline to the receiving beach.

With the attached Biological Assessment, the District has determined that the
proposed action may affect but is not likely to adversely affect listed species. With the
implementation of best management practices and avoidance of work between March
15 and August 15 to the extent practicable, construction of the project would not require
additional mitigation measures.

The District requests your review and assistance in this consultation process to
fulfill our consultation responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. If you have
any questions or require further information, please contact the undersigned at 917-790-
8634, or Ms. Katie Amirr via email at Katherine.Amirr@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Peter Weppler,
Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch

Enclosures
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