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We thank you for allowing us the time to make this short presentation. 

Let me start with a bit of history:  Twenty two months ago, Pete Saklas made a 
presentation recommending a preservation strategy featuring voluntary participation 
and a set of zoning incentives intended to encourage and help property owners 
preserve historic homes.    After a modest amount of communications we have heard 
a number of concerns.  We have looked at them carefully.  They are legitimate 
concerns, but they are not show stoppers.  The most disturbing comment is that a 
program to encourage historic preservation is unnecessary.   

Unnecessary?????      Let me make three points. 

First:  Spring Lake historic homes are critically important to this Borough.   They are 
etched in the memories of both residents and visitors.  They are a crucial element 
that makes Spring Lake a charming town to visit and to call home.  Historic Spring 
Lake developed, not as a subdivision, but on a lot by lot basis from the late 1800s to 
the start of WW-II, resulting in over a dozen diverse and unique architectural styles. * 
The map of homes we have awarded over the past 19 years shows them across the 
Borough. ** These Victorian era and later historic homes create variety and an 
interesting appeal that is truly unique among New Jersey communities. Preservation 
of the Borough’s unique character is essential to our prosperity, property values, and 
attractiveness to current and prospective residents. It is what draws people to our 
town.  

Second: For a variety of reasons these homes are disappearing.  At the start of WW-II, 
there were ±1100 homes in Spring Lake.  700 of those pre-War houses remain, but an 
ever-increasing number disappear annually. Large and attractive replace many of the 
tear downs of these unique treasures.  In the short term, the loss of a few historic 
homes is not particularly noticeable, but this process is incrementally converting 
Spring Lake into a town very much like many upper middle-class New Jersey 
communities. *** This is not a hypothetical concern: it is real, happening as we speak.  

Third:  The Preservation Alliance on behalf of our 300 members has been working on 
this issue for over 20 years.  We have had public meetings, discussions with many 
residents and visitors, and discussions of various proposals with the Planning Boards 
and Councils.  We conducted surveys and collected names on petitions.  We can state 
as fact that the residents of our Borough want to see historic homes preserved, but do 
not want any action that mandates preservation. 

We are aware of a number of issues with our proposal and have carefully considered 
all of them.  You have a handout that deals with these in detail. They do not – 
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individually or collectively – warrant inaction. The Preservation Alliance has done the 
spade work.    We have done a thorough job of examining New Jersey precedents and 
proposed a realistic, doable concept for action.   

A quick summary. 

• The historic homes in Spring Lake are important to what makes our Borough a 
wonderful place to live and visit. 

• There is no support for an ordinance to mandate preservation of historic homes 

• We have proposed a voluntary program.  We vetted that program with the 
Planning Board, many citizens and interested parties, and each of you. It is a 
proactive approach conveying to all that the Borough recognizes the 
importance of preservation 

• We reject the conclusion that it is unnecessary. 

• The only other choice is to do nothing. 

• Historic preservation is an objective of the Municipal Land Use Law, the State 
Development Master Plan, the County Development Master Plan and the 
Borough’s Master Plan.   

Every time a historic home is demolished, and people ask what can be done, do you 
want the facts to be that this Council chose the do-nothing option?  We hope not.   

Where do we go from here?  Here is what we recommend.   

The process to develop a preservation ordinance including the required guidelines for 
determining which properties are eligible for voluntary historic designation, the 
guidelines for preservation of the historic appearance of the home will take some 
time.  In order to comply with the State Municipal Land Use Law, the Master Plan 
should be revised so that its recommendations are in line with the proposed 
ordinance. Our original proposal was to do that via an interim update to the Historic 
Preservation Element.  Given that the Master Plan update is going to start in the next 
few months, we propose to carry out the process of developing the ordinance and its 
related guidelines in concert with the Master Plan update.  Doing so will include a 
comprehensive public participation process for the preservation proposal, as well as 
input by the Planning Board, Borough staff and Council.  If process shows positive 
support, adoption of the preservation proposal can follow shortly after the approval 
of the Master Plan.   

We think we have made a case that preservation of our historic homes is necessary.  We have 
proposed a concept that is doable, and a process that is also doable.  We assume that process 
will be a Master Plan that recommends implementing our proposal, and we will supply final 
draft documents to do so. 

  2



We recognize that you cannot, and should not, approve implementing our proposed concept 
tonight.  But, we are asking that you, informally, approve proceeding with the process.   

Last, we request you don’t kick the can down the road.  If and when you feel our proposal is 
unnecessary or not feasible let’s discuss the reasoning.  If you then decide our proposal is not 
necessary or doable, tell us so we can devote our time, talent and treasure on other projects. 

Thank you for your time. 
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