Margate now opposes groin planned by Ventnor
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MARGATE  Despite saying a month ago that it did not want to officially oppose the state's plan to construct a groin at the city's border with Vent-nor, the city has formally asked the state to abandon the plan.
In a letter sent last week to the state Department of Environmental Protection, the city asks the state to consider not building the groin (usually called a jetty) or to reduce its proposed size by 50 percent. 
 I've never been in favor of this project and I still think it won't work,   City Commissioner John Swift said.  We're not trying to be anti-neighbor, but this position does serve a bit of a strategic purpose. By opposing this, perhaps we can get to the state to consider downsizing the project as a compromise.   
The state has proposed building a $1 million, 560-foot groin that would extend 310 feet into the water near Fredricksburg Avenue. The groin is designed to protect Ventnor's portion of a $25 million beach-replenishment project it entered into with Atlantic City. The groin is engineered to sit low enough to hold Ventnor's beaches in place without blocking the natural flow of sand to Margate, according to state engineers.
The city retained Norbert P. Psuty, of the Rutgers University Institute of Marine and Coastal Science, to study the plan. During a presentation to the city commissioners last month, Psuty said he believes that initially the project would have little effect on Margate's beaches, but over time would lead to erosion.
During the meeting the commissioners, saying they wanted to be good neighbors, said they would not oppose the groin's construction, but would ask that it be reduced in size. That position, however, has changed.
 I think what happened is that we saw Dr. Psuty's written report,   Mayor Vaughan Reale said.  We do want to be good neighbors, but I think we always said as long as it wasn't detrimental to our beaches. I think the report states in no uncertain terms that it will be detrimental.  
Ventnor officials were caught off guard by the change in position.
 I am surprised by this and I wasn't aware that they would be taking this position,   Ventnor Mayor Tim Kreischer said.  One of the main reasons we embarked on this project was to protect our Boardwalk. That Boardwalk is enjoyed by everybody on Absecon Island. If it was lost in a storm, there would be no agency that would reimburse us to rebuild it. It would just be gone. 
 The state engineers are telling us that this project would have a minimal effect on Margate,   Kreischer said.  I think the Margate commissioners are being shortsighted.  
Psuty's report states that over time, the groin would become exposed, creating a scalloped beach on the Margate side of the groin. Eventually, Psuty feels the groin would block the natural migration of sand to Margate .
The city's letter to the DEP also asks for public hearings on the project and the answer to several questions, including whether the groin would be needed if Margate had participated in the replenishment. The city is also asking whether the groin would be needed if they now participated in the project.
Reale said he could not releases specifics, but the city is still willing to work toward a compromise and explore other options to protect the beach.
 We want to work with Ventnor,   he said.  We don't want to make this our issue. But the project has to be designed so that it won't hurt our beaches. Our feeling is that this fix will hurt our beaches and that leaves us with two options that we're obligated to pursue, either A: fight the project, or B: work to a compromise. I would be disappointed if one community would build something to the detriment of a neighboring community without trying to work something out.  
Kreischer said Ventnor officials are willing to meet with Margate officials, as they have in the past, to discuss the project.
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