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THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING!

MEETING PURPOSE
• Provide information about the Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright to Manasquan, 

New Jersey, Coastal Storm Risk Management General Reevaluation Study.

MEETING FORMAT
• Short presentation
• Question and answer session

Public feedback is an important part of the study process.

The Study Team appreciates your time today.
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ASKING QUESTIONS AND PROVIDING COMMENTS

• Submit your questions and comments through the chat
o The Study Team will provide answers during the presentation and the Q&A Session

• There will be an opportunity for you to ask questions and share comments during the Q&A 
Session if time allows
o We will use the Raise Hand function and you will be able to unmute

Chat
Raise
Hand
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BACKGROUND AND EXISTING PROJECT

Long Branch, NJ
2020
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STUDY AUTHORIZATION AND BACKGROUND

Construction of the project was 
initiated in 1994 and 

completed in 2000 (with the 
exception of Elberon, Deal, 

Allenhurst, and Loch Arbour, 
which was completed in 

2016).  The project is 
periodically renourished.

Report and Project 
Authorization

Construction 
Completion

NJDEP Requests 
Reevaluation of 

Section I & II 
2015-2021

New Study 
Initiated in 2022 

The Project report recommending Federal action was 
submitted it to Congress in 1956.  The original 
construction project was authorized under the River 
and Harbor Act of July 3, 1958, as modified by the 
Water Resources Development Acts of 1986, 1988, 
and 1992. 

Original Request – 2015, utilizing 
Sandy funds, funding was not 
received

Follow Up Request – March 2021

USACE and the New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection signed a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement on 

18 October 2022.

Study authority is Section 216 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
of 1970 (33 USC 549a).

100% Federally funded under Disaster Relief Supplemental 
Appropriations Act, 2022, Public Law 117-43.
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Tentatively 
Selected Plan

Milestone
22 Aug 2025 Command 

Validation
Milestone
Jan 2026

Feasibility Cost 
Share Agreement
18 Oct 2022

Draft Report 
Release

24 Oct 2025

Alternatives 
Milestone

24 Feb 2023

SCHEDULE

Public Info Session
20 Nov 2023

Final Report 
Transmittal

Jan 2027
Chief’s 
Report

July 2027
(ready for 
potential 

WRDA 2028)

Scoping
Alternative Evaluation 
& Analysis

Feasibility Level Analysis of
Selected Plan, Optimization

Washington 
Level 

Review

The Draft Integrated General Reevaluation Report and Environmental Assessment was released on October 24, 
2025. The public comment period is ongoing and closes December 23, 2025.

Public Info 
Sessions
Dec 2025

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027

WE ARE HERE

*SCHEDULE NOT TO SCALE
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Sea Bright to Manasquan, Monmouth County, NJ.
21 miles shoreline
Section I - 12 miles from Sea Bright to Loch Arbour (formally Ocean 
Township)
Section II - 9 miles from Asbury Park to Manasquan 
– Beach erosion control, coastal flood risk reduction.

– 100-ft-wide berm, +9.3 ft NAVD88 (+12 ft mean low water).
– 6-year renourishment cycle per Section, 50-year period (through 

2047 & 2049).

EXISTING PROJECT

Recent beach nourishment (hydraulic placement of dredged material)

Grading sand to develop berm
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STUDY SCOPE
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I

Opportunities to Improve the Existing Study:  
• High rates of erosion in Section I (Monmouth Beach and Elberon): measures that could manage this risk could 

be completed within the existing authority; therefore, Section I is not the focus of this study. Will be addressed 
within an Engineering Documentation Report (EDR)

• Inundation risk in Section II: measures that could manage this risk this would require additional authority.
This Study: Focuses on Section II and aims to investigate and determine if there is a technically feasible, 
environmentally acceptable, and economically justifiable recommendation for federal participation to improve 
the existing project.  

STUDY SCOPE AND PURPOSE

II
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PLAN FORMULATION PROCESS
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• Risk to human life, health, 
and safety from coastal 
storms

• Storm damages due to 
erosion, inundation, and 
waves in Section II

• Better manage 
system and consider 
regional interactions

• Update the project for the 
latest technology, 
engineering standards, 
and guidance

• Benefit the environment
• Improve recreation

In the study area through 
the period of analysis:
• Manage the direct and 

indirect risks to human life, 
health, and safety caused 
by coastal storms

• Manage structure damage 
and other national 
economic development 
impacts caused by coastal 
storms, including flooding 
and erosion

• Cannot increase erosion 
rates

PROBLEMS OPPORTUNITIES OBJECTIVES CONSTRAINTS

CONSIDERATIONS
• Cannot reduce public 

access
• Impacts to community 

resilience
• Impacts to structures and 

on-land facilities
• Impacts to environmental 

and cultural/historic 
resources

• Impacts to existing utilities
• Induced flooding

PROBLEMS, OPPORTUNITIES, OBJECTIVES, 
CONSTRAINTS, AND CONSIDERATIONS
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Focuses on Section II and aims to investigate and determine if there is a technically feasible, environmentally 
acceptable, and economically justifiable recommendation for federal participation to improve the existing 
project. 

Costs and benefits presented in the report and this presentation are the incremental costs and benefits to add to 
the existing authorized project.  

If this study does not find an acceptable alternative, the existing project would continue to be replenished 
periodically based on needs and funding availability.

PLAN FORMULATION STRATEGY

II
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SCREEN MEASURES SCREENED BASED ON:
• Meeting objectives, avoiding constraints.
• Technical feasibility.
• Environmental acceptability.
• Likelihood of economic justification.

SCREEN ALTERNATIVES BASED ON P&G CRITERIA:
• Completeness
• Effectiveness
• Efficiency
• Acceptability

SCREEN ALTERNATIVES BASED ON P&G CRITERIA:
• NED - National Economic Development
• RED - Regional Economic Development
• EQ - Environmental Quality
• OSE - Other Social Effects (life safety, recreation, community resilience)

SCREENING CRITERIA
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SECTION II - MEASURES CONSIDERED
Nature-Based Solutions Reduced wave height

Submerged Artificial Reefs

Reinforced Dunes

PLANTINGS
SHEET PILE WALLS
GEOTEXTILE
ARMOR STONES

Nonstructural

$

Acquisition

Structural (cont’d)
Floodwalls/Seawalls

Groin 
Modifications

N

Breakwaters

N Back 
passing

N

Relocation FloodproofingElevation

Berm Modifications

DESIGN
ELEV.

Dunes

PLANTINGS
Structural
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ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION AND SELECTION
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INITIAL ARRAY OF ALTERNATIVES: SECTION II
Alternative Description

1 No action (existing authorization)

3 - Berm & Dune Combinations (dune crest height & berm width)

3a +14 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3b +16 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3c +18 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3d +20 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3e +16 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3f +18 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3g +20 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3h +14 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3i +16 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3j +18 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3k +20 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3l +16 ft NAVD88 & 40 ft

Alt 5 – Nonstructural

5a In 1% FEMA AEP + FFE <10 ft NAVD88

SECTION II

locally 
implemented

II
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FINAL ARRAY OF ALTERNATIVES: SECTION II
Alternative Description

1 No action (existing authorization)

3 - Dune & Berm Combinations (dune crest height & berm width)

3a +14 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3b +16 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3c +18 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3d +20 ft NAVD88 & 140 ft

3e +16 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3f +18 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3g +20 ft NAVD88 & 100 ft

3h +14 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3i +16 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3j +18 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3k +20 ft NAVD88 & 60 ft

3l +16 ft NAVD88 & 40 ft

Alt 5 – Nonstructural

5a In 1% FEMA AEP + FFE <10 ft NAVD88

3i - Dune & Berm
(16 ft 60 ft)

+9.3 ft NAVD88 

60 ft

+16 ft NAVD88 

3j - Dune & Berm
(18 ft 60 ft)

+9.3 ft NAVD88 

60 ft

+18 ft NAVD88 

3e - Dune & Berm
(16 ft 100 ft)

+9.3 ft NAVD88 

100 ft

+16 ft NAVD88 

1 - No Action
(Authorized Project)

+9.3* ft NAVD88

100 ft

40 ft

* +7.3 ft NAVD88 + 2 ft berm cap
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FINAL ARRAY COSTS AND NED BENEFITS:
SECTION II
INTERMEDIATE SEA LEVEL CHANGE (SLC)

Intermediate SLC
Price Level: FY 2025
Federal Discount Rate (FY 2025): 3%

Alternative

1 - No Action

Existing Project
(no dune, 100 ft

berm width)

3e - Dune & Berm

(16 ft NAVD88 
dune & 100 ft
berm width)

3i - Dune & Berm

(16 ft NAVD88 dune 
& 60 ft berm width)

3j - Dune & Berm​

(18 ft NAVD88 dune 
& 60 ft berm width)

Renourishment Vol. [CY]​ 7,930,000​ 9,510,000​ 8,606,000​ 9,446,000​
Incremental First Costs​ $0 $52,052,000 $32,064,000 $58,671,000 
Incremental Costs 
(AAEQ)​ $0 $2,605,000 $1,434,000 $2,712,000 

Incremental Benefits 
(AAEQ)​ $0 $2,755,000 $444,000 $2,590,000 

Net Benefits (AAEQ)​ $0 $150,000 -$990,000 -$122,000
Benefit-Cost Ratio (BCR)​ - 1.06 0.3 0.96
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Alternative

1 - No Action 
Existing Project
(no dune, 100 ft 

berm width)

3e - Dune & Berm

(16 ft NAVD88 dune & 
100 ft berm width)

3i - Dune & Berm

(16 ft NAVD88 dune & 
60 ft berm width)

3j - Dune & Berm​

(18 ft NAVD88 dune & 
60 ft berm width)

National Economic Develop. No additional Benefits $150k AAEQ net benefit -$990k AAEQ net benefit -$122k AAEQ net benefit

Regional Economic Develop. . $52M first cost $32M first cost $59M first cost

Environmental Quality . Temporary impacts Minor impacts due to 
reduced berm width

Minor impacts due to 
reduced berm width

Other Social Effects .
Contributes to life safety 

and community resilience.
No impacts to recreation.

Contributes to life safety 
and community resilience.

Minor impacts to recreation.

Contributes to life safety 
and community resilience.

Minor impacts to recreation.

Complete  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes

Effective × No  Yes  Yes  Yes

Efficient × No  Yes × No × No

Acceptable × No  Yes  Yes  Yes
Price Level: FY 2025 
Federal Discount Rate (FY 2025): 3%
Elevations NAVD88

FINAL ARRAY P&G ACCOUNTS AND CRITERIA
Tentatively Selected Plan
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TENTATIVELY SELECTED PLAN
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ALTERNATIVE 3E, 16 FT NAVD88 DUNE / 100 FT BERM 
TENTATIVELY SELECTED PLAN - OVERVIEW 

3e - Dune & Berm
(16 ft 100 ft)

+9.3 ft NAVD88 

100 ft

+16 ft NAVD88 

+16 ft NAVD88 crest elevation dune from Asbury Park to Manasquan.

• Requires an estimated 1.1 Million CY of additional fill material for initial 
construction.

• Minimal additional fill material required following initial construction during 
renourishment, estimated to be every six years. 

• 25 ft dune crest width, 92 ft dune footprint, 1V:5H landward and seaward dune 
slopes.

Extension of project footprint to maintain a 100 ft width (+9.3 ft NAVD88 elevation).

• Seaward extent of berm extends 52 ft beyond current berm.

No change in recreation benefit because berm width beyond the dune will remain 
the same.  

Enhanced life safety.

Investigations ongoing to determine appropriate borrow area.

II
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DRAFT DESIGN RENDERINGS
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• Draft TSP renderings demonstrate the relative height above ground of the proposed dune at a 
given location.

• Approximate height above ground will range between 0 – 7 feet at a given point based on 
existing dune crest elevations and current berm conditions.

• Draft renderings are for communication purposes, only.  They are based on historic survey 
data and do not represent exact dune crest elevations and current berm conditions. 

• Feasibility-level design renderings = early stages of design

DRAFT DESIGN RENDERINGS
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AVON-BY-THE-SEA, NJ NEAR GARFIELD AVE
Existing Condition

TSP Draft Rendering

= WHERE THE PHOTO WAS TAKEN

Visible Height Above Ground Varies
Ground Elevation (on beach) 
~ 10ft NAVD88 

+16ft NAVD88

Avon-by-the-SeaShark River Inlet
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SEA GIRT, NJ NEAR BROOKLYN BLVD

Existing Condition

TSP Draft Rendering

Sea Girt

= WHERE THE PHOTO WAS TAKEN

National Guard 
Training Center

Current Dune Height 
~15ft NAVD88

ON-GRADE BEACH ACCESS 
EXAMPLE

• ADDING ON-GRADE BEACH ACCESS SIMILAR 
TO SOUTH NJ EXAMPLE ABOVE

• INTERMITTENT DUNES  CONTINUOUS DUNE 
SYSTEM

Proposed Dune Height 
~16ft NAVD88
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MANASQUAN, NJ NEAR OCEAN AVE
Existing Condition

TSP Draft Rendering

= WHERE THE PHOTO WAS TAKEN

Visible Height Above Ground Varies

Ground Elevation ~ 13ft NAVD88

+16ft NAVD88
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MANASQUAN, NJ NEAR RIVERSIDE DRIVE

Existing Condition

TSP Draft Rendering 

Visible Height Above 
Ground Varies

Ground Elevation ~ 11ft NAVD88

+16ft NAVD88

= WHERE THE PHOTO WAS TAKEN

Manasquan
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NEPA COMPLIANCE

Compliance with multiple laws, executive 
orders and regulations include:

o Clean Air Act 42 U.S.C 7401-7671g

o Clean Water Act 33 U.S.C 1251 et seq

o Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) of 
1972 U.S.C. 1451-1466

o Endangered Species Act of 1973 - 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 1531 et seq.

o Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act – Essential Fish Habitat 
Amendment (MSFCMA-EFH) 16 U.S.C. 
1801-1882

o Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) 54 U.S.C. 306108

Current Agency Coordination:

o Draft Report Released (10/24/2025)

o Biological Assessments/coordination documents for 
compliance with ESA and EFH were prepared and 
send to both NMFS and USFWS for concurrence 
(10/27/2025)

o Draft FWCAR sent to USFWS (11/25/2025)

o Programmatic Agreement to be amended and 
coordination between NJSHPO, signatories and 
consulting parties ongoing
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ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species
(IPAC ACCESSED 03 DEC 2025)

ENDANGERED
– Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis)
– Roseate Tern (Sterna dougalli dougalli)
– Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) (PROPOSED)

THREATENED
– Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus)
– Red Knot (Calidris canutus rufa)
– Northeastern Beach Tiger Beetle 

(Habroscelimorpha dorsalis dorsalis)
– Seabeach Amaranth (Amaranthus pumilus)

CANDIDATE
– Monarch Butterfly (Danaus plexippus)

Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species
(SECTION 7 MAPPER ACCESSED 03 DEC 2025)

ENDANGERED
– Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus)
– North Atlantic Right Whale (Eubalaena glacialis)
– Fin Whale (Balaenoptera physalus)
– Leatherback Sea Turtle (Dermochelys coriacea)
– Kemp's Ridley Sea Turtle (Lepidochelys kempii)

THREATENED
– Green Sea Turtle (Chelonia mydas)
– Loggerhead Sea Turtle (Caretta caretta)
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CULTURAL RESOURCES
The District performed a cultural resources effects 
assessment and has made the determination that 
Alternative 3e has the potential to adversely effect 
several historic properties and one historic District:

• Ocean Grove Camp Meeting Association Historic 
District, Boardwalk and Pier

• The Asbury Park Convention Hall
• Howard Johnson Pavilion
• Asbury Casino and Carousel

The District is coordinating these effects with the 
New Jersey Historic Preservation Office (NJHPO) 
and other interested parties with the release of the 
draft report proposing to amend the existing 
Programmatic Agreement for the Project to establish 
a process for avoiding, minimizing and mitigating 
effects to historic properties.
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WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE?
– The Draft Integrated General Reevaluation Report is out for public and agency review through 23 December 

2025. 

– We will evaluate those comments and confirm with NJDEP and the Chief of Engineers the path forward and 
whether the Alternative 3e remains the plan we want to pursue.

– Team will refine and optimize the project based on feedback and agreed upon path forward.  

– A Final Integrated General Reevaluation Report will be submitted for State and Agency and Washington 
Level Review.

– A Chief’s Report recommending authorization of the project will be sent to Congress.

– If authorized and appropriated for by both Federal and non-Federal entities and agreements are executed, 
detailed design of the project would begin.  

Task/Milestone Date*
Final Integrated Report Submitted January 2027
Chief of Engineering Report Approval July 2027

If authorized and appropriated for, earliest dates:
Pre-Construction Engineering & Design October 2027 – November 2028
Construction 2031

*Subject to authorization, 
appropriations, and 
agreements.
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– The Tentatively Selected Plan specifies a +16 ft NAVD88 crest elevation dune and 100 ft wide berm inclusive 
of the northern extent of Asbury Park, NJ through the southern extent of Manasquan, NJ

– The Tentatively Selected Plan is draft and details are subject to change based both on new information and 
your feedback.

– A project has not yet been approved or funded by the U.S. Congress, State of New Jersey, or local 
government.  There is no impending construction or permitting for the proposed improvements.  The 
continued nourishment of the existing project will not be impacted by this study. All nourishment activities 
within the existing project area will continue to be based on needs and funding availability.

– Release of the draft integrated report provides a formal opportunity for public and agency coordination.  We 
want to hear your questions and feedback about the information shared today.

– Environmental coordination is ongoing. 

– The non-federal sponsor, New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection, supports the release of this 
document for further feedback.

SUMMARY
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STUDY CONTACT AND COMMENT SUBMITTAL
33

Project WebpageDraft Integrated Report Comments
 Send any questions and/or comments to 
 Seabrightmanasquan@usace.army.mil

 60 Day Comment Period:
 24 October – 23 December 2025

Study Contacts 

 Jason Shea
  Project Manager
  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
  New York District

 Katherine Amirr
       NEPA Lead
       U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
 New York District
Contact: seabrightmanasquan@usace.army.mil

https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Mission
s/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-
Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-
Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-
Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
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THANK YOU

Project Website
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-
New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-
Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/ 

Send additional questions or comments to: seabrightmanasquan@usace.army.mil

Jason Shea, Project Manager

Katie Amirr, NEPA Lead

Andrew Seaman, Lead Planner

https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
mailto:seabrightmanasquan@usace.army.mil
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Q&A SESSION

The Study Team will answer all open questions from the chat box first, then, if time allows, open the 
microphone to participants to verbally ask questions and provide feedback.

Ground Rules
– Be respectful of participants and the Study Team
– If there is time for verbal questions & answers following the responses to the questions and 

comments provided in the chat box, please raise your hand (see raised hand icon button in the 
task bar; located at top of MS Teams screen).

– We will then recognize individuals to ask one question at a time (please) to allow time for others to 
ask their questions.

Project Website
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-
New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-
Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/ 

https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
https://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Projects-in-New-Jersey/Sandy-Hook-to-Barnegat-Inlet/Seabright-to-Manasquan-General-Reevaluation-Report-Feasibility-Study/
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