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GREEN BROOK FLOOD CONTROL COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
LOCATION: Virtual Meeting         
             
DATE:  April 6, 2022        
 
MEETING CONVENED:  7:30PM 
 
Chairman Murray opened the meeting and took role call along with leading the Pledge of 
Allegiance.  He recited compliance with the Open Public Meeting Act. 
 
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Raymond Murray – GBFCC Chairman - GB 
Paul Woska – GBFCC Vice-Chair-Middlesex 
William Crosby – GBFCC Treasurer- NP 
Alek Peterson – USACE NY District  
Nate Wales - USACE 
Janelle Hobson – Offices of Asswmn. Carter 
Tom Slowinski – NJDEP 
Jack Hoffman – NJDEP 
Rich O’Connor – Engineer, GBFCC 
Doug Greenfeld – Middlesex County 
Anthony Panzarino – Middlesex County 
Melonie Marano – Somerset County 
Valarie Bogart – Somerset County 
Joe Skupien – Somerset County 
Michael Kirsch – Bridgewater 

Terri Albertson – Dunellen 
Jerry Searfoss – Green Brook  
Terri Briggs-Jones – Plainfield  
Alice Tempel – South Plainfield 
John Ferguson – South Plainfield 
 
Donna Frabizzio – Dunellen resident 
Diane Applegate – Dunellen resident 
Laura Mendoza – Dunellen resident 
Gwen Kane – Dunellen resident 
Nandini Checko – Green Brook resident 
Golda Harris – North Plainfield resident 
Nancy Piwowar – Plainfield resident 
Ellen & Mike Byrnes 
 

 
MINUTES 
The February minutes were approved. A copy of approved minutes is available on the GBFCC 
website. 
 
TREASURY REPORT 
Eight out of twelve communities have paid their annual dues along with one of three counties 
that has also paid in the first quarter of year.  
 
Bills presented for payment include Consulting Engineer, a fee for five years of web hosting, 
Tina Totten for notifications, and Winning Strategies. Bills were reviewed and found to be in 
order. Motion to approve bill list. Motion carried.   
 
CORRESPONDENCE  
Primarily just internal correspondence and some reminders on dues.   
 
The Commission was very saddened to learn that since our last meeting, Former Chairman Ted 
Bassman died. Ted was chairman immediately preceding me. He comes from an Army Corps 
background and was a fierce advocate for the Upper Basin portion of the project which directly 
effects Scotch Plains and towns nearby. The water that flows from the Upper Basin that does not 
go into the stream flows over land down Park Ave. and into Plainfield and wraps around into South 
Plainfield and Piscataway before it comes back into the Basin where Cedar Brook, Bound Brook 
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and the Green Brook all come back together before the Raritan. Ted’s passing was a great 
surprise to us. The Commission will sorely miss him. Please keep his family in your thoughts and 
prayers. 
 
We recently sent a letter to Scotch Plains reinforcing the need to replace Ted and offered to meet 
with any representatives there. Also reinforced that according to the GBFCC bylaws each 
municipality is entitled to have a Commissioner, an Alternate Commissioner, and a legislative 
liaison. This will be important as we look to study the Upper Basin alternatives.  
 
Also want to share that another regular attendee of the GBFCC meetings has died recently.  Bud 
Crede, from the Borough of Middlesex, along with his wife Louise, were at many memorial 
services, with a smile on and looking for updates on the project. Bud was very involved with the 
community with over four decades of community service. He will be missed at our meetings and 
for all that he has done for Middlesex Borough.   
 
 
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS – Alek Peterson, Project Manager 
 
We will start with the good news, which we shared back in February, that we are budgeted for 
$496 million through the Disaster Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act (DRSA). Glad that 
Ted Bassman was able to hear that good news at the February meeting. The $496 million is 
anticipated to be enough to complete the Lower Basin and Stony Brook. Still waiting on 
implementation guidance from our internal headquarters as to cost sharing. The $496 million 
includes both federal and non-federal but we don’t know whether DEP would be responsible for 
a cost share. As soon as we get any news, we will reach out.  
 
One of the things we will do is put together a new schedule to complete the project. There will 
be expectations from Congress, OMB, Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works, 
Headquarters, and other higher levels to expediate this project and get it implemented in a quick 
manner.  
 
With the money in hand, we will hopefully be able to solve a lot of obstacles. So far, we have 
been assuming receiving $40 million total (federal & non-federal) per year and that limits us to 
the amount of construction contracts we can award each year. With $496 million, we will likely 
be able to award larger systems or segments with much larger construction contracts.  
 
Segments U-R-T: Borough of Bound Brook -– completed. 
 
Segment C-H-B-D: Borough of Middlesex –– ongoing construction.  
 
Segment I-J-K: Dunellen, Green Brook, & North Plainfield – would be the next system to 
construct. The design phase would take a couple years. Before design, we need to take surveys 
to inform the design team and that is a year or two.   
 
We are putting a draft schedule together to expedite all these systems. We will pursue a similar 
strategy to what we have been doing. While we build one segment, we are designing another 
segment at the same time, and then surveying a third segment. Once something is finishing 
construction, there is one finishing design and ready to be awarded in construction. And once 
that design is finished, surveys are done. You are always cycling through building & getting 
another contract ready.  
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Some internal feedback we received was to add more milestones. For example, permitting 
process, and design submittals so each stage can be tracked. We are working on that.  
 
While we ramp up our efforts to do surveys and complete design for system-wide contracts, we 
are still working to award construction and design contracts in the interim.  
 
Segments C-H-B-D:  
 
Segment B1, B2, B3 are completed.  
 
Segment C2, Contract 1 anticipate closing that contract out in June 2022.  
 
Segment C1 – Base floodwall has been placed. There is a gap which will be left for now until 
we can close off & build a levee on the other side of the brook. Don’t want to induce flooding on 
the opposite bank. Meanwhile, our construction contractor, Carbro, has substantially finished 
placing the culvert in the railroad tracks and building the pump chamber on real estate we 
already own. Some work still needed on the pump chamber & other finishing work. Contract for 
C1 will be extended for one year to give us time to acquire the real estate interest in 207 Pond 
Ave., a property we are condemning so we can build the levee, generator building, fuel cell and 
close the base gap. Also need a levee on the other side of the brook. Condemnation package at 
Division. Next step is to advance that to HQ and then to ASA and then to DOJ.  
 
Segment C2 & H - This would be the next contract and would be finished in tandem with the 
remaining C1 work just mentioned. Consists of two closure gates across South Lincoln Ave 
(right in the vicinity of the Green Brook field office) and all the flood wall monoliths to support 
those closure gates. There are various levee options, one of which is the Segment H levee, 
East of South Lincoln on the bank of the Bound Brook across from C1.  
 
We have the real estate in hand for the base of C2 & H contract. Aiming to award the base in 
September 2022 or early 2023.   
 
Remaining levees under C2 & H West of South Lincoln. Those would be additional options and 
we expect to exercise those around the Summer 2023.  
 
Segment C3 & C4 – Anticipating 95% design submission in early July from our architect 
engineering firm, Princeton Hydro. Anticipating an award date for September 2023. 
 
Segment B4 & C5 – to follow in FY2024. We have determined with our drainage analysis for 
the C5 levee, a pump station will be needed by Route 28. We have advised the Borough of 
Middlesex and coordinated with NJDEP on that.  
 
Mr. Peterson shared the bubble map on screen and reviewed each section of the project that 
has been completed, what is in the works now and what is upcoming. (This map can also be 
found on the website at www.gbfcc.org) 
 
Hopefully, after those, we would be ready with the first wide-scale construction project on 
Segment I-J-K and then continuing building by system. 
 
Upper Basin: DRSA has also budgeted $3.2 million to initiate and complete a General 
Reevaluation Report (GRR) for the Upper Basin to see if we could provide flood risk 
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management for the City of Plainfield. Also, the Cedar Brook overflow area where you get flows 
onto Route 22.  
 
We had put together a validation report to examine the feasibility of the Upper Basin authorized 
plan, which consisted of channel modifications & two earthen dry detention basins. 
Headquarters approved the validation report in September 2021. The report concluded that the 
Upper Basin features of the recommended plan are not economically viable. We cannot build 
them, therefore initiating a GRR to look at new, unauthorized alternatives in the Upper Basin to 
provide protection.  
 
Waiting on implementation guidance from HQ so we can start that. The validation report also 
recommended we continue construction in the Lower Basin and Stony Brook. 
 
Just last week we had West Point Cadets come down and visit the project sites. We gave a 
briefing at the C1 site, and they got to see active construction with the pump chamber, culvert  
and flood wall. Then we split up into groups. One went to Lower Basin and saw the completed 
elements in U-R-T in Bound Brook. The other group visited elements not built yet at Stony 
Brook Segment L and the Upper Basin area. Ray joined us, along with a couple representatives 
from DEP, who could share local knowledge. Visit was very successful. 
 
 
Mr. Ray Murray: Especially for those on call today from Dunellen & Green Brook, please be 
aware that the Baltimore Real Estate Office for the Army Corps is sending out letters requesting 
Rights of Entry. I fielded calls from people that received requests for Rights of Entry for 
Segments I-J-K area too. The idea being that when the project gets to the area where the 
Bound Brook meets the Green Brook, back portions of Segment C and the portions of segment 
D on the other bank in Green Brook. Those cannot be constructed without inducing flooding in I-
J-K. So, the project will move upstream to I-J-K, working in the area of Madison Ave & Rock 
Ave. Then we’ll return to finish the project where the Bound Brook meets the Green Brook at the 
Sebrings Mill Bridge area.   
 
Mr. Doug Greenfeld: How is it measured/determined in design whether it would be a flood wall 
vs a levee?   
 
Mr. Peterson: When we initially formulate a project and go to authorize it, we would look at a 
couple of criteria. 1) Cost effectiveness of the feature. Is it economically justified? That goes into 
a cost benefit comparison and typically we recommend the most cost effective project. Levees 
tend to be more cost effective that flood walls. Typically, a levee is a quarter to a third of the 
cost of a flood wall. Some people may find them more aesthetically pleasing. 2) Space is the 
next constraint. Often, we are in a restricted areas. There are lots of properties with structures 
that go right along the banks and in those cases, we don’t have the room for a levee. If you 
were to accommodate the crest width and the two side slopes and width of levee, along with 
maintenance easements on either side of them, it is a lot of real estate cost. So we do a levee 
where we can, but sometimes we don’t have a choice and we have to put in a more expensive 
flood wall.  
 
One other thing, since Ray mentioned Rights of Entry (ROEs) for Segment I-J-K, we are looking 
to have our contractor go out & do surveys, including environmental delineations, borings for 
HTRW (i.e.. hazardous materials that would indicate we do not want to acquire the property) as 
well as geotechnical borings to get soil data (i.e.. is it suitable to support a pump station, or 
floodwall of a levee?). We are well underway with ROEs and hopefully soon we can get a date 
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& time for a public meeting to inform residents of Dunellen, North Plainfield & Green Brook 
about the project, the schedule, what steps are next, etc. Also try to get as many remaining 
ROEs signed as possible. This is to gain access to property to do surveys, not to build features. 
Although borings do disturb the earth a little bit.  
 
Mr. Greenfeld: I am the Planning Director for Middlesex County, and we are working on a 
county wide Greenway Plan. We would be looking for opportunities where levees are chosen & 
designed for possible dual use as bike & pedestrian routes where it provides a connection to 
other facilities. I would ask as you move forward on the design processes for the upcoming 
project that be a factor and coordinate with Middlesex County in that regard. We are in the 
planning process currently, and it is a long term plan with somewhat aspirational items and 
some low hanging fruit. We are planning for an interconnected network and the levees provide 
us an opportunity to do that. It would be great if we could schedule a meeting just to see where 
there might be future levees designed and how that may or may not integrate with our 
Greenway Plan.  
 
Mr. Peterson: Can I ask a favor? I assume the County Greenway Plan for Middlesex is being 
drafted right now and you don’t have something final. Is there anything that is in a complete-
enough form that would be useful to us internally? Perhaps even if it is something that isn’t 
ready for public consumption yet, but early design ideas that we could pass along to our 
surveyors to take that into account. Is that possible for us to get a draft? 
 
Mr. Greenfeld: Yes. We do have a draft. 
 
Mr. Peterson: OK. We’d like to see the plan to see what the County is planning and if there are 
spots that it meshes with our features or not. Definitely good if you can send along to me. 
Please send it to my email address.  
 
Mr. Greenfeld: We have a single page PDF of the concepts. 
 
Mr. Murray: What I will throw out there is that is much easier to try to integrate these trails on 
municipal-owned or county-owned property. Much harder when you are taking an easement 
across private property. That was always a big consideration in the Borough of Bound Brook.  
Also, who has ownership of the area after project completion. If there is an easement and 
someone gets injured on way up the levee, who is responsible. I am very much in favor of trying 
to integrate recreational use. People are generally doing it anyway in Bound Brook, but there 
are signs from the County that say “Don’t Go On Levee” because of the concern of an injury.  I 
enjoy the idea of people taking advantage of flat, drivable 10-foot wide surface on top of levee 
for recreation.   
 
There are several areas as you get to the Dunellen border with Plainfield where there is a switch 
to floodwalls proposed because of the proximity to the houses. On the Green Brook side there 
are several areas that are more levee oriented. So might be easier to integrate trails on the 
Green Brook side easier than the Dunellen side, especially near Jefferson Avenue. The City of 
Plainfield has a hiking trail that starts at Jefferson Avenue. We can look to integrate as we go 
forward.  
 
Mr. Murray reads a question from a resident in the online chat about the consideration for 
wildlife in the overall plan. Is that part of the environmental study.  
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Mr. Murray: I know there are several separate studies that must occur along the way with regard 
to the wetlands that will be disturbed and wildlife that may be in it, as well as wooded areas with 
the Indiana bats and migratory bird restrictions. Alek, can you elaborate on the wildlife 
considerations that are reviewed by DEP as the project moves forward?   
 
Mr. Peterson: When we design a segment or a system that we are getting ready to award for 
construction, one of the steps is coordinate with NJDEP Land Use Regulation Program (LURP). 
We need to acquire two permits. One is the Flood Hazard Act Permit which basically makes 
sure we are not inducing flooding either at the site or somewhere else. The other is the 
Freshwater Wetland Permit which says we are not unacceptably impacting wetlands or the 
riparian corridor, which often overlap. As part of the permitting process & the design we have to 
mitigate any impacts to the environment. We also coordinate with Green Acres within NJDEP, 
which is a program the State uses to designate land to preserve for the environment and/or 
recreation and you cannot build on it with out mitigation. We also coordinate with US Fish & 
Wildlife Service regarding endangered or threatened species in the area and if we are impacting 
anything. I am not a biologist to be able to give specific details of the permitting process, but that 
is the overall. If there is a question regarding mitigation, we can reach out to the project 
biologist, Kimberly Rightler.  
 
Mr. Murray: If you have further questions, feel free to email me through the Commission website 
and I can forward any questions to Alec and he can send to the project biologist. 
 
  
Mr. Murray reads another question from a resident in the online chat – Will there be a public 
portion?  Mr. Murray explains that right now is opportunity to ask Alek any questions you might 
have on project. Typically, Commissioners go first, but if anyone has questions, please go 
ahead.  
 
Ms. Golda Harris: I live on Weston Avenue in the apartments. My floor literally lifted after 
Hurricane Ida. Every time it rains, water seeps into basement, and it has lifted the floorboards in 
my apartment. I’m near the turn off on Route 22 where the new 7-11 is going in.  
Where in the basin am I on that map? Where is says Lower Basin in pink or in green by Stony 
Brook Basin?  
 
Mr. Murray: I’ll ask Alek to comment, but I believe you are Segment M on the map which is the 
area of North Plainfield that is below the Stony Brook to Route 22. You are right on the border of 
Segments L & M. As we alluded to earlier the project funding that is in place and the approved 
plan to this point, would include work in the Stony Brook portion of the project. There is a need 
to restudy the Upper Basin, which is Segments M-O-S, for alternatives to what was first deigned 
for the project. Some of it just can’t be built due to obstructions, costs, or environment concerns. 
There is $3.2 million dollars funded for the restudy of the Upper Basin portion. Hoping to get that 
underway sooner than later to get the planning moving for that portion. 
 
Mr. Peterson & Mr. Murray ask some questions to determine where the apartment complex is.   
 
Mr. Peterson: You are on the cusp between Stony Brook & Upper Basin. Segment L is the only 
planned segment for the Stony Brook and that plan consists of channel modifications. That 
would involve changing the channel cross section along the length and sufficiently armoring it so 
that it holds. The plan would hope to enlarge the capacity and allow the water to exit quickly 
before it has a chance to back up. As you may know, the initial six deaths that occurred in the 
project area happened in the Stony Brook area around Route 22 when flood waters came down. 
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So our plan would be to enlarge the channel and get the floodwaters through more quickly so it 
doesn’t have time to rise and cause over-bank flooding. The same plan would have been 
planned for Segment M in the City of Plainfield but that is part of the Upper Basin, and you 
cannot do the channel modification plan without the Oakway & Skytop detention basins because 
you would induce flooding downstream. You need to make those changes in tandem. Since we 
found it was not economically feasible to build those Upper Basin detention basins, we need to 
look at unauthorized plans as part of the study of the Upper Basin to see what can be built. 
Channel modifications in Segment L of the Stony Brook has been designed so that channel 
would not induce flooding downstream.  
 
Ms. Harris: And one last thing, who shall I contact?  
 
Mr. Murray:  www.GBFCC.org to see the maps. You can also see my email address on that 
page – Ray Murray. If you want PDFs of the maps, you can email me. The maps do change 
over time since the plan was first made in 1986, but it gives you an idea of what the original 
thoughts were on the project. Reach out to the Borough of North Plainfield and talk to the 
Engineering Department to see what their take is on your specific issue. If your problem isn’t 
going to be remedied by this project, you can see if there is anything they can do that might be 
able to help.  
 
Nancy Piwowar: Thank you for this meeting. I think I understand that the L & M sites are going 
to have a new study done.  
 
Mr. Murray: Not the Segment L. The Segment L plans are approved and funded and will likely 
be constructed in a similar format of what was envisioned. The Segment M will need to be 
looked at again. Although the portion designed for M could be built, it could induce flooding 
elsewhere and we are not allowed to do that. They need to figure out something to do up further 
up the mountain to slow the water down before escaping and going to the City of Plainfield.  
 
Ms. Piwowar: I just want to offer to you & I don’t know whether appropriate or not. I am a local 
historian and I have been doing a lot of work historically along that stream from the 
Revolutionary War. I know that Army Corps did archeology back in the day, but we are 
uncovering more and more information. I can provide my email. I currently have NJIT students 
mapping out where old militia posts were.  That may help you or may not. Someone mentioned 
being concerned about the wildlife, and I am concerned about the archeological remains in that 
area. I want the Army Corps to be aware of the new information, especially along Rock Ave. 
area. It turns out that where the ball fields were, that was where one of the Sutlers had his home 
(no longer there) and there is a graveyard at the top of the hill, and I want you to be aware, so 
nothing is disturbed.  
 
Mr. Murray: Absolutely. Send that email to me & I will forward to Alek for consideration. When 
there are areas of historical concern, they require surveys to be sure they won’t disturb an area 
that has historical significance. There was a lot of that that occurred in the Borough of Bound 
Brook as you can imagine since it was a Revolutionary War battle site. There were a lot of 
archaeological digs done as the project moved through the Borough of Bound Brook. Any 
information you want to share, I will send along to Alek.  
 
Ms. Piwowar: It is not meant to stop any work, just want to enhance the information available. 
Thank you.  
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Mr. Peterson: When we look to design a construction contract, we have an archeologist on the 
project team. We do cultural resource investigations. We will typically start with phase one 
consisting of document & data searches to see what is in the area. If needed, we will do test pits 
and other things. Any information you provide, will be shared with the project archeologist.  
 
Donna Frabizzio: I’m from Dunellen. Alek mentioned there would be a meeting for the I-J-K 
area. Any idea on a date? 
 
Mr. Murray: We don’t have a date yet. The idea would be to raise awareness of the project, 
especially if they might be new to the area in the last couple years. Also, to encourage people to 
sign the Right of Entry forms and return that to the Army Corps so they can get onto properties 
to do survey work, wetland delineation, soil samplings to look for contamination, etc. Also look 
to find out the stability of the soil to build on. Letters have gone out. I have received calls about it 
and people are concerned about people on their property. Much of what they are looking to do 
is just get onto properties to survey and other work up front so they can begin the design 
process. Typically, they ask for a three-year window to complete, but we are certainly going to 
push for it being done in less time than that. Once they get into design, we have a better idea if 
we need to acquire real estate or if easements are needed, etc.   
 
Ms. Frabizzio: What time frame we are talking about? Years? I live on a dead end of Mountain 
View Terrace. My home is about 10 feet from the Brook. We have been flooded multiple times. 
During Ida, we lost 3 floors. We have had reconstruction done, but I don’t know if we can 
survive another flood and I don’t know how long we can wait for them to get back here to do 
something.   
 
Mr. Crosby: I have been waiting for 50 years.  
 
Mr. Murray: Unfortunately, Commissioner Crosby lived on Somerset Street back in the day 
when this project first started. People have been trying for decades. Realizing it took from 1973 
to 1986 to even move the ball forward at all. Then it took from 1986 to 1999 to develop a plan 
that was reasonable and could be constructed. And then we started to get some funding, and 
that was right around the same time that Hurricane Floyd devasted Bound Brook.  
 
We all took our lumps during Ida. My building here took on 58 inches of water in the rear 
stairwell. It can’t come too quickly. The good news, after waiting for so long, is that the Federal 
Funding is there to take us up through the Stony Brook. Now it is just the timing of getting the 
surveys, design and out to bid. To the extent that someone gets a Right of Entry request, please 
ask whatever questions you need to satisfy your comfort. Realize that it is part of our job here at 
the Commission, to be a point of contact and to make sure that you are happy when they leave 
your property. If there is a mess, or ruts, or it isn’t left nicely, that’s why we are here. If you can 
get the Right of Entry forms  back as soon as possible, that helps. Also spread the word to your 
neighbors and encourage them to do the same. Just because you get a little pink or blue flag on 
your property, doesn’t mean they need your property, it simply means they may need access as 
part of the surveying and design implementation. It is by no means giving your rights to the 
property away. If there are any requests for a permanent piece of your property, or an easement 
across your property, that would come later as a completely different request. This is just for 
access to start the design.  
   
Ms. Frabizzio: This is not a buyout then?  
 



 9 

Mr. Murray: No, it is not a buyout. Sometimes because of how the stream is moving, portions of 
the project are not going to be built the way we originally thought. There are some properties 
where the Army Corps may offer a buyout where they didn’t intend to, but the stream is too 
close to the house now. There are other considerations too. Sometimes they may acquire 
properties just for access into backyards, but all of those decisions come after they decide how 
best to design and implement the project. 
 
Ms. Frabizzio: So roughly talking about 3 – 5 years?  
 
Mr. Peterson: I put together a draft schedule internally. The team is reviewing it & there will be 
more detail coming so I don’t want to commit to an exact time frame, but I speculated possible 
awarding a construction contract for Segment I-J-K in fiscal year 2026 
 
Ms. Frabizzio: For the next four years, they can keep raising my flood insurance until this gets 
done. 
 
Mr. Peterson: Typically, after we finish a project or a system, we would seek from FEMA a 
Letter of Map Revision, which we would enable the residents in the area to go back to their 
mortgage lender and hopefully reduce or eliminate their flood insurance. Sometimes the local 
municipalities will recommend that people keep the flood insurance though.  
 
Ms. Frabizzio: At this point, I cannot live without flood insurance. I have been flooded 6 times.   
 
Mr. Murray: Those that live or work near the stream certainly understand. It is unfortunate it has 
taken so long but having the Federal funding now will greatly help. If we hadn’t started in 1973, 
we wouldn’t be here today. You need not look far upstream to the Borough of Manville to see 
the devastation that they get time and time again from the Raritan and the Millstone, but they 
never got a project started. And now the benefit of doing the project is not great enough that the 
Army Corps wants to undertake it. For the Corps to get involved, the benefit must be more than 
the cost. At their last study, due to real estate values and things of that nature, they determined 
that for every dollar they spent on the project they would only get back 45 cents of benefit. 
Congress would not fund something like that. They have a tough road to navigate to get flood 
relief.  
 
Ms. Frabizzio: Are you affiliated with the Blue Acres Program?   
 
Tom Slowinski, NJDEP:  I was about to ask you if you applied for Blue Acres?  
 
Ms. Frabizzio: I did.  
 
Mr. Slowinski: It sounds like you are a repetitive loss.  Were you substantially damaged? Was 
the damaged greater than 50% of the value of the house? That is what they look at. They look 
at substantial & repetitive. If you applied, try again. Keep trying.  
 
Ms. Frabizzio: I applied in 2016 & I called quite often but nothing. I spoke to someone last week 
and she told me that it is state funded, and they are waiting for money from the Governor. We 
have an application, through FEMA, which was sent to us and that is federally funded. I don’t 
know which one to apply for.  
 
Mr. Murray: Tom Slowinski is with the State of NJ - DEP. NJDEP is the non-federal sponsor for 
our project. Federal government pays for 75 cents of each dollar, and the State of NJ pays the 
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other 25 cents. What Tom is suggesting is that you fill out the new application for Blue Acres 
funding. There is funding available. It is not a ton of money, given that you have entire 
communities that are applying for buy-outs and assistance, but if you have been repetitive and 
with the most recent storm if you are damaged more than 50% of its value. You would be high on 
the list, more than someone with minor damage. What he is suggesting is that you make that 
application to the Blue Acres. 
 
Ms. Frabizzio: I have applied for Blue Acres. I call there all the time – I think they know me by 
name by now. My question is whether I should fill out the Federal application as well as the State 
application? 
 
Mr. Murray: There are different programs. Blue Acres is state program. There are federal 
programs for buyouts, but those are usually initiated by either the County or by the local 
municipality. For example, in Green Brook, we have initiated Flood Mitigation Grant applications. 
We have done several rounds through the State of New Jersey with FEMA, to buy homes out. To 
date, we have purchased and knocked down three homes. We have purchased two others and 
awaiting specs to knock those down. But again, those were initiated by the municipalities. We are 
now knocking down homes which were applied for in 2018 by going through the State Office of 
Emergency Management. You might want to check with Bill Robins in the Clerk’s Office to see if 
they have any intention of filing an application for Hazard Mitigation Buyout. That is Federally 
funded thing. There may be opportunities to cost the Borough even less than normal because of 
what happened during Hurricane Ida, the Federal Government is funding at 90% level instead of 
a 75% level. The Borough share of it may be less. I am not positive, but there is another round of 
funding that just got extended. If the Borough is going to do it, that might be worth getting involved 
with. Following Ida, Somerset County undertook a program to do buyouts as well. So not only is 
Green Brook Township doing buyouts, but Somerset County as well. There are a few options but 
if it is going to be a Federal Buyout, it is probably going to be initiated by the Borough or the 
County to get a mitigation project moving forward. Blue Acres is a totally separate program so 
apply to both.  
 
Ms. Frabizzio: That’s what I wanted to know. And stay in contact with my Mayor. Thank you very 
much. Appreciate the help.  
 
Mr. Slowinski (joined back in after losing power):  She said she was substantially damaged & 
repetitive?  
 
Mr. Murray explained what he had told Ms. Frabizzio while Mr. Slowinski was offline.  
 
Mr. Slowinski: Okay yes, keep applying & keep trying.  
 
Mr. Peterson: I wanted to introduce everyone to Nate Wales. He has been a Planner in our New 
York District and had served as the Planner for the Upper Basin Validation Study. He would have 
served as the Planner for Upper Basin GRR, but he took a job with PPMD. Now he is a Project 
Manager. Nate will be managing the Upper Basin GRR for new flood risk management 
alternatives in that area.  
 
Mr. Wales: Good evening. As Alek said I was the Planner on Upper Basin for past four years. 
Played a significant role in drafting the Validation Study that determined the recommended plan 
from 1997 to build channel modifications in Plainfield was not economically justified anymore. 
Now we are moving into the general reevaluation and will be looking at other measures that may 
include non-structural measures such as raising people’s homes vertically out of the flood plain 
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or ring walls, as well as other channel modifications or locations to build a dry detention basin 
other than at Oakway or Skytop. I will be managing that study as well as assisting Alek with the 
construction in the Lower Basin and Stony Brook. The idea, which we hope our management will 
approve, is that there will be two Project manager points of contact in case of one of us is on 
vacation, etc. Now we simply need guidance from our Headquarters to kick off that GRR. The 
person that will take on the role of Planner for the GRR is doing the plan formulation and coming 
up with best practices, Maya Dehner. She has extensive experience as a planner and a 
hydrologist.  
 
NJ DEP – Tom Slowinski  
 
Mr. Slowisnki: NJDEP: Again, just to reiterate. GBFCC.org has an updated bubble map with 
fresher dates, so check that out. It will be updated again for sure.  
 
Our office is tied into the National Flood Insurance Program and the Community Rating System 
with FEMA. Recently, out of the 553 participating communities (including the Meadowlands Sports 
Exposition Authority) we sent out new flood plain stringent ordinance requirements. It is strict. It 
is up to the town to adopt it or they can make even stricter and adopt it. So far, in the Green Brook 
Basin, only one town has adopted it - North Plainfield. Kudos to them. I am just really surprised. 
Dunellen is in progress with a deadline of July 18. Middlesex Borough in progress with a deadline 
of July 18. Piscataway in progress with a deadline of July 18. South Plainfield in progress with a 
July 18 deadline. The other towns, I don’t know what you are waiting on. These flood plain 
ordinances need to be adopted and enforced. These projects don’t work 100% if you are not 
enforcing floodplain ordinances.  Of course, we want the storm frequency to be within the design 
too. It is important that these ordinances be adopted & enforced. Bound Brook, Bridgewater, 
Green Brook, Plainfield, Scotch Plains, Warren, Watchung – what are you waiting for? Waiting 
for the next Ida? That’s all I have to say.  
 
Mr. Murray: I’m going to stop you there. It doesn’t happen in a bubble. A great expense goes into 
becoming CRS rated. If you don’t have in-house counsel or in-house professionals to do this, it 
doesn’t happen on its own. That is not to say that people can’t enforce ordinances to restrict 
things. Some of the towns you just mentioned, the crap from their communities flows in and 
deposits itself in the pond behind my building. They can write all the ordinances they want, but if 
they are not enforced it doesn’t do much.  
 
This project, from my view, will obviate any need to go through that CRS process. All the areas 
that flood will be taken care of by this project.  If we didn’t’ have to wait 50 plus years to get to this 
point, we wouldn’t even be having this conversation. It doesn’t happen for free. If the State wants 
to send us a bunch of money or send consultants down to help us get CRS rated, I’ll be happy to 
work with them. It doesn’t happen for free.  
 
Mr. Slowinski: You don’t need that much to strengthen your ordinance and adopt it.  
 
Mr. Murray: Adopting it is only one part of it. Trying to get CRS-rated is a lot more expensive than 
just adopting the ordinance. To enforce it is the biggest part of it. One community in particular of 
those you mentioned, I have logs laying all over the pond in my backyard. They didn’t float in from 
my backyard, they came from upstream. Enforcement is a big part of it.  
  
Mr. Slowinski: It was more than Mother Nature that stopped that train.  
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Mr. Murray: Yes, absolutely multiple factors, but having the ordinance in and of itself isn’t going 
to do anything without enforcement behind it.  
 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE COUNTIES  
 
Middlesex County –  
Doug Greenfeld: No comment. 
 
Somerset County – 
Deputy Director Marano: No comment. 
 
Valerie Bogart: No comment.  
 
Joe Skupien: Looking forward to finding out about the local share.  
 
Mr. Murray: We are all anxious to know that. We might be reaching out to Winning Strategies to 
get us an answer since it has been a couple months now. If it becomes the case that we need to 
lobby for a State match sooner rather than later, we need to start doing that. Don’t want to be in 
a position where we have to come up with that match up front and then we can’t get it from the 
State of NJ. I know Alek is trying to get that answer too from Headquarters.  
 
Union County – No representative present 
 
GBFCC ENGINEER – Rich O’Connor 
Nothing to report.   

 
ADDITONAL QUESTIONS / COMMENTS  
None.  

 
MEETING ADJOURNED:  8:59 pm 
 
 
Upcoming GBFCC meeting dates: 
 
Wednesday, June 1, 2022, 7:30 pm 
Saturday, August 6, 2022, 9:30 am (in person) 
Wednesday, October 5, 2022, 7:30 pm 
Wednesday, December 7, 2022, 7:30 pm 
 
 
 


