TOWNSHIP OF BYRAM
SPECIAL JOINT MEETING
OF THE BYRAM TOWNSHIP COUNCIL,
RECREATION COMMITTEE & OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE
ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 2020 – 7:00 P.M.

TAKE NOTICE that a Special Joint Public Meeting of the Byram Township Council,
Recreation Committee and Open Space Committee will take place on Tuesday,
September 8, 2020 at 7:00 p.m. the meeting will be held, by remote audio / video
connection only, using Zoom. The public may connect using a computer or smart device
by clicking on the following link https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82378878704, or by calling
any of the following numbers US: +1 646 558 8656 or 877 853 5247 (Toll Free) or 888
788 0099 (Toll Free) to participate. When prompted, enter the Meeting ID Number: 823
7887 8704 followed by the # sign. Public will have the opportunity to comment at
appropriate times during the meeting. Formal action may be taken. The following is the
agenda to the extent known:
AGENDA
1. Call to Order
2. Open Public Meeting Statement
This meeting is called pursuant to the provisions of the Open Public Meetings
Law. This meeting has been electronically sent to the newspapers and uploaded
to Byram’s website, https://www.byramtwp.org/index.php/meetings/council not
less than 48 hours in advance of the meeting. In addition, a copy of this notice is
on file in the office of the Municipal Clerk.
3. Flag Salute
4. Discussion on the prioritization of projects identified in the 2020 Open Space and
Recreation Plan
5. Open to the Public
6. Adjourn

preservation efforts. These properties remain on the priority acquisition list in the appendix to this plan and are
also depicted on a map of targeted parcels.
There are four main categories for including targeted properties on the priority list. They are:
• Expansion of Existing Open Space Holdings
• Important Open Space/High Environmental Value Properties
• Greenway Acquisitions
• Trail Connections
The “greenway” concept that has driven the Township open space planning in the past remains a sound
foundation for future acquisition efforts. There are key connecting parcels that link existing preserved land that
should continue to be targeted for purchase. These parcels become more important as the Township pursues the
creation of a comprehensive trails network connecting state, local and private preserved lands with the
neighborhoods and the planned town center. This cohesive network of trails is achievable with the purchase of a
limited number of tracts. They are smaller parcels and, in many cases, may only need the purchase of a trail
easement or corridor necessary to make the connections.
There are several major large parcels that would fit both into a strategy to expand existing open space holdings
and constitute important lands due to their size and environmental characteristics. They include the Boy Scout
Camp at Mt. Allamuchy, the Tilcon properties, the Lake Lackawanna Properties (including the golf course) and the
Stag Lake Properties. While they currently appear to be in stable ownership, should they become available, the
Township needs to be prepared to pursue acquisition of all or a portion of any of these properties as necessary.
They would likely need to be purchased in partnership with other entities such as the Green Acres Program or the
NJ Conservation Foundation as have many of the other open space properties owned by the Township. The cost
estimating tool for use in projecting park maintenance costs in the Appendix to this document has provisions for
projecting acquisition costs as well and should be used to assess the necessary long-term investment needed to
acquire these priority properties.
Capital Investments
A list of potential capital investment and projects was developed as part of this plan. The Township may choose
to pursue all of these projects over the next 10 years, some of them, or decide to forego these undertakings
altogether. The decision concerning which of these investments to pursue is within the discretion of the Township’s
governing body. Some of these proposed actions may not be feasible from either a regulatory standpoint or
from a fiscal standpoint. However, that decision should be based upon the assessment of need, the utility of the
project, the regulatory environment that controls land use within the Township’s parks and the fiscal impacts. The
financial analysis should also inform decisions regarding the amount of the Township’s open space levy which can
be used to fund some of these initiatives or to support bonds for larger expenditures.
This list of candidate investments is presented without prioritization (they are presented in alphabetical order)
and reflects the issues that were raised by residents of Byram and the interested stakeholder groups
participating in the development of this plan. These were identified through the public outreach and research
process. None of them would be considered necessary for meeting the needs of the Township’s residents.
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Nonetheless, they each may provide a return of value to the Township through increased utility, improved quality
of the asset or new facilities. Ultimately the governing body must make a cost/benefit analysis of these projects.
Even implementing some of these proposals will require a multi-year approach with budgeting implications that
should be managed. The expectation of the residents should also be informed by this rational and structured
approach to implementation. The guiding principles should be what is feasible, what is necessary, what is fiscally
responsible and what provides the best return on investment to Byram’s residents.
• Dog Park
• Forest Stewardship Initiative
• Gazebo/Pavillion
• Handicap Accessible Facilities
• Neil Gylling Park Bathroom Renovation/Replacement
• Trails Development
• Artificial Turf Field & Lighting
• C.O. Johnson Field #8 Improvements
• C.O. Johnson Field House Improvements/Replacement
• C.O. Johnson Football Field Improvement/Replacement
• C.O. Johnson Walking Paths Improvement/Expansion
The list of candidate projects includes:
Recreation Programs
There is a need and a demand in the community for programming and events that serve a broader cross-section
of the population. These activities can be difficult to assess. There is rarely a dedicated constituency that is easily
identified as the youth sports groups are. Additionally, these activities do not have a built-in support system to
advocate and volunteer for the organization and the conduct of these programs. Specific activities identified
during the public outreach for this plan included:
• Outdoor Concerts
• Guided Canoe/Kayak Trips
• Adult Sports Teams
• Historical Walking Tours
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• To develop and maintain a list of suggestions for additions, modifications and updates to the recreation
programs, facilities, and policies.
• To work with the various sports organizations to ensure that our residents have a wide variety of athletic
choices available to them.
• To work with other organizations to provide various leisure, social, cultural, and educational programs for
Township residents.
• To ensure that our parks, fields, trails and facilities are maintained and accessible to all citizens of the
Township.
• Establish a policy manual.
The bulk of the committee’s current activities involve coordinating with the youth sports groups for use of the
Township’s parks. They have explored incorporating additional activities such as archery, hunting education and
fishing programs. However, undertaking these activities has proven difficult because of the volunteer commitment
required.
Publicly Available Opportunities
Other passive recreational opportunities define Byram’s open spaces. The ability to hike the forests, fish in the
Township’s lakes and streams, bicycle, kayak, hunt, and participate in other related outdoor activities is one of
the prime benefits of the public lands available to both residents and visitors. The Township is already a wellknown destination for fishermen, hikers, mountain bikers and trail runners. The maintenance and expansion of
these recreational opportunities will be an important aspect of managing the Township’s open space assets in the
future.
The township has hiking trails that are available in several Township parks and a system of walking paths at
C.O. Johnson Park. Allamuchy Mountain State Park has an extensive system of hiking and mountain biking trails.
One of the components of this plan is a vision of how to knit the existing trails together into a unified Townshipwide system. This will involve identifying missing links between properties, developing and maintaining trails and
increasing accessibility. There are also multi-use trails that can accommodate bikers and walking paths for users
looking for light exercise or who are accompanied by children.
The Township has two high-quality trout streams in the Musconetcong River and Lubbers Run. Fishing and
kayaking are available at Cranberry Lake, Jefferson Lake and Johnson Lake. The State of New Jersey maintains
a boating access facility at Cranberry Lake as well. State lands and selected municipal properties are
available for hunting in season.

New Initiatives
Providing for the future needs and demands for active recreational facilities is a priority for Byram Township. A
more difficult task is defining what the reasonably expected future needs will be. Projecting the costs for
developing new facilities is also a priority. This will allow the Township to make responsible fiscal decisions on
where to invest, how to invest and how to finance facility construction. These decisions will ultimately be within the
discretion of the Township’s governing body, but those decisions should be informed by this analysis.
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Decisions regarding investments in future facilities will need to account for several factors. The first of these is the
regulatory impact of the Highlands Act on Township owned properties. There are stringent limitations on
impervious coverage and soil disturbance that apply within the Highlands region. The Township is subject to many
of the stricter controls. There are substantial areas of wetlands, steep slopes, threatened and endangered
species habitat and other regulated features throughout Byram and these factors impact the open space parcels
the same way they impact the remainder of the community. There are exceptions and provisions in the Highlands
regulations that may provide a path forward for some projects. These include the ability to add up to 25% of
impervious coverage on a lot as determined by existing conditions on the effective date of the Act and the
ability to undertake linear development projects such as trails development.
The recreational lands within the Township are substantially affected by environmental constraints. Wetlands,
wetland and stream buffers, endangered and threatened species habitat and steep slopes are all common
constraints found on municipally held properties. Additionally, the township’s recreational facilities are all located
within the Highland Preservation Area and are subject to the strict limits on land disturbance and impervious
coverage contained in the Highlands legislation. Any future development would need to either be within the
parameters of the Act’s limitations or be done after seeking relief provided under one of the Act’s exceptions. A
map depicting the environmental constraints on the Township’s recreation facilities is contained in the appendix to
this report.
Assessing future demand should also be informed by population trends and enrollment history. As previously
discussed, Byram has shown a slight population decline over the past decade. The neighboring communities of
Stanhope and Netcong that share youth sports programs with Byram have seen similar drops in population. Even
if there is not a continued decline, the population of the Township should remain stable. This is the result of a
combination of environmental restrictions on building at the state and local level and larger demographic trends.
All youth sports programs show enrollment declines. (NOTE: The youth lacrosse program showed a slight increase
likely due to drawing participants from other spring sports programs) A 5-year history of each program is
contained in the appendix to this report.

Priority Land Acquisitions
When the Township began its open space planning efforts, there was substantial development pressure in the
community that threatened to both change the character of Byram Township and compromise the important
natural resources located there. The primary concern was protection of water quality and quantity. Those
circumstances have changed somewhat since the early 2000’s when the Township’s aggressive preservation
program began. There is a sentiment in the Township that there is sufficient preserved land within the community.
This is certainly understandable when evaluating the sheer volume of preserved acres of combined state, local
and private conservation lands.
The Highlands Water Protection & Planning Act that was enacted in 2004 changed the development landscape
throughout the Highlands region and had a large impact on Byram Township. The Highlands Act serves to further
many of the Township’s aims, primarily when it comes to protection of water resources and the community’s rural
character. While there is still a fair amount of small-scale development potential, the threat of large sub-divisions
or commercial centers being constructed in the Township has all but been eliminated by the Act. Additionally, for
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the first time in over 50 years, the development patterns in New Jersey as a whole have begun to change.
Acquisition priorities will no longer be driven by the threat of over-development.
A long period of sustained “smart growth”
policies combined with demographic and
market changes altered the housing market in
New Jersey. After several decades of
sustained growth and suburban expansion, the
rural communities in the state saw an easing of
development pressure over the past decade.
In some cases, including in Sussex County, the
rural “exurbs” have seen a slight decline in
population for the first time since the postWorld War II era. That change is evident in
Byram Township.
Nevertheless, there are still properties that
should remain preservation priorities for the
Township. There are still large tracts of
undeveloped land in private ownership that
are not restricted by conservation easements or other impediments to development. Even at low densities, these
properties have the capacity to impact the Township’s future and adversely affect the important natural
resources that have always driven the community’s preservation efforts. These properties remain on the priority
acquisition list in the appendix to this plan and are also depicted on a map of targeted parcels.
There are four main categories for including targeted properties on the priority list. They are:
• Expansion of Existing Open Space Holdings
• Important Open Space/High Environmental Value Properties
• Greenway Acquisitions
• Trail Connections
The “greenway” concept that has driven the Township open space planning in the past remains a sound
foundation for future acquisition efforts. There are key connecting parcels that link existing preserved land that
should continue to be targeted for purchase. These parcels become more important as the Township pursues the
creation of a comprehensive trails network connecting state, local and private preserved lands with the
neighborhoods and the planned town center. This cohesive network of trails is achievable with the purchase of a
limited number of tracts. They are smaller parcels and, in many cases, may only need the purchase of a trail
easement or corridor necessary to make the connections.
There are several major large parcels that would fit both into a strategy to expand existing open space holdings
and constitute important lands due to their size and environmental characteristics. They include the Boy Scout
Camp at Mt. Allamuchy, the Tilcon properties, the Lake Lackawanna Properties (including the golf course) and the
Stag Lake Properties. While they currently appear to be in stable ownership, should they become available, the
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Township needs to be prepared to pursue acquisition of all or a portion of any of these properties as necessary.
They would likely need to be purchased in partnership with other entities such as the Green Acres Program or the
NJ Conservation Foundation as have many of the other open space properties owned by the Township. The cost
estimating tool for use in projecting park maintenance costs in the Appendix to this document has provisions for
projecting acquisition costs as well and should be used to assess the necessary long-term investment needed to
acquire these priority properties.

Potential Capital Investments
The following list sets forth potential capital investments the Township may make in its parks over the next
decade. The Township may choose to pursue all of these projects over the next 10 years, some of them, or
decide to forego these undertakings altogether. The decision concerning which of these investments to pursue is
within the discretion of the Township’s governing body. Some of these proposed actions may not be feasible from
either a regulatory standpoint or from a fiscal standpoint. However, that decision should be based upon the
assessment of need, the utility of the project, the regulatory environment that controls land use within the
Township’s parks and the fiscal impacts. The financial analysis should also inform decisions regarding the amount
of the Township’s open space levy which can be used to fund some of these initiatives or to support bonds for
larger expenditures.
This list of candidate investments is presented without prioritization (they are presented in alphabetical order)
and reflects the issues that were raised by residents of Byram and the interested stakeholder groups
participating in the development of this plan. These were identified through the public outreach and research
process. None of them would be considered necessary for meeting the needs of the Township’s residents.
Nonetheless, they each may provide a return of value to the Township through increased utility, improved quality
of the asset or new facilities. Ultimately the governing body must make a cost/benefit analysis of these projects.
Even implementing some of these proposals will require a multi-year approach with budgeting implications that
should be managed. The expectation of the residents should also be informed by this rational and structured
approach to implementation. The guiding principles should be what is feasible, what is necessary, what is fiscally
responsible and what provides the best return on investment to Byram’s residents.
Artificial Turf & Lights
One of the amenities requested during the public outreach sessions, including the interviews with the youth sports
programs, was the addition of artificial turf fields with lighting. This is a common request in suburban communities
in New Jersey. Weather concerns, particularly with Spring sports, often limit the use of natural grass fields, with
some years seeing the fields closed until early or mid-April, depending upon snowfall. There are many nearby
towns and school districts (including the Lenape Valley Regional District) that have recently installed or are
currently engaged in the construction of turf fields. A survey of the costs for exemplar projects is contained in the
appendix to this plan.
Area communities that have installed or are considering the installation of similar facilities can provide some cost
guidance. Roxbury Township completed the installation of a single artificial turf at Horseshoe Lake Park in late
2019 with upgraded lighting. Chester Township is investigating the installation of a double size artificial turf
and lights at Black River Fields. Both of these projects have similarities to the conditions at Byram’s C.O. Johnson
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Park. Chester Township also shares the characteristics of hosting youth sports programs for multiple municipalities
and being located in the Highlands Preservation Area. Both communities also have similar populations. (Byram
Township 7,933/Chester Township 7,838) These projects can provide guidance for estimating the scope of costs
that would be involved in field construction at C.O. Johnson.
Costs for a single turf field with lighting at Roxbury were approximately $1.5 million. The largest portion of the
expenditure was for site preparation. The approximate cost for construction and installation of a double-size
turf field as proposed in Chester Township would be $2 million including excavation and other site preparation
activities. The installation of the softball and multi-purpose fields at Lenape Valley High School cost was
approximately $1.5 million without new lighting. The precise costs at C.O. Johnson would be dependent upon the
specific conditions at the site. In addition to the costs for site preparation and turf installation, lighting would
increase the costs by approximately $100,000.00 per light stanchion (4 stanchions for a single field/6 stanchions
for a double field).
This would represent a substantial cost and investment by the Township. In addition to the installation costs, a fund
would need to be established for replacement of the field(s) in the 10-15-year time frame. While replacement
would not be as expensive as the initial installation, costs would likely be approximately $1million, meaning that
about $100,0000.00/year would need to be allocated to a replacement fund. Before committing to an
undertaking of this magnitude, there are several questions the Township must consider.
• Can a facility of this nature be constructed within the regulatory constraints on the site?
• Does demand for field space require this investment?
• Does added utility provided by turf fields warrant this investment/commitment?
• Can the cost of the facility be shared with the other communities using the field(s)?
• Can the uses contemplated be accommodated at the existing high school facility?
• Can equivalent use be achieved through investment in existing Township facilities?
• Is there an adequate return in value to Township residents to warrant this investment?
This is not an easy decision for the Township as there are compelling arguments both for and against the
construction of a facility of this nature. However, the reality of the regulatory constraints and the
accommodations necessary to allow for the construction may dictate the outcome.
Regardless of the decision concerning the installation of artificial turf, the Township should also consider the
installation of modern lighting. Lighting at the youth football field is outdated and inadequate. The remainder of
the fields, both baseball and multi-purpose, are unlit. There was interest among the user groups to provide
lighting to extend the hours of use. Currently, the youth sports programs rent portable diesel-powered lights for
practices. Lighting would end this practice and provide longer hours of use for both practice and competition,
particularly in late fall and early spring.
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C.O. Johnson Park -Field #8
The multi-purpose field at C.O. Johnson Park designated as “Field 8” is the most recent improvement at the park.
It is a traditional rectangular field that can be configured to regulation dimensions for multiple sports dependent
upon season or demand. When the field was constructed an underground irrigation system was installed. The
field in in excellent condition with a healthy high-quality natural turf surface and level grading. However, the
field has issues with drainage, particularly during the spring season. This often results in areas of standing water
on the field that render the surface unplayable. This facility is an important part of the Township’s ability to meet
its active recreation needs. Identifying and addressing the issues that are causing the drainage problem at this
field should be a priority. It will likely require an engineered solution that will take the field out of use for a
period of time. Planning the design and financing the repairs will need to be addressed as will accommodating
field scheduling issues during the time the field is out of service.
C.O. Johnson Park Field House Replacement/Improvements
The existing field house at C.O. Johnson currently serves several purposes. It provides meeting and storage space
for recreational programs operating within the Township. It is a designated polling place for elections. It houses a
concession stand used by the recreational programs during events. It provides a community space that can
provide a badly needed indoor facility for programs and meetings. It serves as a meeting spot for local scout
groups. It also needs updating and renovation. If improved, it can better meet these needs. The installation of a
generator system could allow the building to be used as a warming center in the event of an extended loss of
power in the Township. These events have occurred in the past and are likely to occur again.
The need to improve the field house was highlighted in the 2010 Open Space & Recreation Plan. The same
needs identified in that plan continue. The structure of the building is sound, but functionality is limited by the
building layout and the condition of the building’s interior. The outdoor bathrooms are inoperable. Space for
meetings and storage is limited and should be a factor in any renovation. Upgrading the building may also
require upgrading the building’s septic system. This would involve investigation into the permitting issues that
would accompany re-design or relocation of the septic field and possible upgrading of the system’s capacity.
The existing septic system is located beneath the handicapped parking area to the south of the building.
Any improvements to the existing structure should include renovation of the bathroom facilities. These bathrooms
were closed approximately 25 years ago. Maintenance and security of the bathrooms would need to be
addressed. These were contributing factors to closing these facilities. This would not alleviate the need for use of
port-a-potties as the distance between the field house and recreation fields would dictate the continued need for
these facilities. There was also strong support for retaining the concession area. This would also need
rehabilitation.
One consideration for evaluation is location of the building. The existing building is not in an optimal place for
servicing the active recreation fields at C.O. Johnson. The current site location is ideal for allowing access by
individuals with special needs or the elderly. There is very limited parking and the site is not easily accessible due to
the elevation change from lower parking lot. Options for moving the building are limited but should at least be
evaluated. This would necessitate trading of existing impervious surface for new as described in the discussion of
artificial turf. The Highlands regulations may be difficult to overcome. This would also necessitate the installation
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of electric utilities, water and a new septic system. These factors alone may preclude this approach and
necessitate rehabilitation of the existing building as the only viable option.
C.O. Johnson Park-Football Field Replacement
Replacing the youth football field was a request from the Lenape Valley Youth Football program. The existing
field is an 80-yard youth field that is no longer the standard for competition. Increasing the field dimensions to
a full 100-yard field with 10-yard end zones would likely require extending the space occupied by the field to
both the north and south. This may be challenging as space for expansion is limited. There are underground
utilities present and relocating perimeter fencing would impact other usable areas of the park. Additionally, the
football program plays the bulk of its games at Lenape Valley High School. The field at C.O. Johnson Park
would be used for practice and auxiliary games played on Monday nights when there would be a conflict with
the high school program. This may be able to be alleviated through schedule coordination. Upgrades to the
football field would also require a cost/benefit analysis by the Township as the increased utility may be
marginal.
Upgrades to the field would also make upgrading of the lighting prudent. A discussion of the need or usefulness
of installing lighting for the multi-purpose and baseball fields is found elsewhere within this section of the plan.
Upgrading the lighting for this field may be considered even if improvements to the field are not made. The
recreational sports programs, including the football program, currently utilize temporary diesel generated
lighting during their respective seasons. This solution is sufficient for practice situations but does not work for
competition. Incorporating updated lighting of the football field should be considered if the installation of
lighting for the other fields in C.O. Johnson Park is undertaken.
C.O. Johnson Walking Paths Improvement/Expansion
Related to the expansion and improvement of the township-wide trail system, the modification of the existing
paved walking paths through C.O. Johnson Park was an issue raised through the outreach process. The existing
paths are popular with Byram residents who use them for access between the existing recreation facilities as well
as for exercise. These paths provide a place for residents to walk and are an alternative to the Township’s more
rugged hiking trails. This includes parents with young children and older residents who might not feel comfortable
or physically capable of using the hiking trails. The repair, improvement and expansion of the walking paths has
been evaluated by the Township and is currently under consideration. Design and cost estimates have been
prepared. Additional paved paths would likely be permitted under the “linear development” exemption of the
Highlands Act, but this would need to be confirmed. If this project is pursued, the establishment of a defined
distance loop (¼ or ½ mile) to allow users to measure their walk or the addition of an exercise or “par” course
should be considered.
Dog Park
There was interest expressed during the public outreach effort in the creation of a community dog park. Dog
parks provide a safe space in which people can exercise their dogs and watch them play. Dog parks can
facilitate socialization with a variety of breeds and breed types. They can function as a social center for the
community and a place for residents to interact with each other, as well as for their pets to interact with other
dogs. If the Township chooses to proceed with creating a dog park, they will need to select a site, invest in the
construction and infrastructure to support the park and commit to regular monitoring and maintenance of park.
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The American Kennel Club provides guidance for the design of dog parks. There are minimum requirements
necessary to create a safe and useful space. An area of at least one acre is recommended. There are also
features that should be included. They are:
• Fencing, which needs to be at least five feet high to keep dogs safe.
• Park benches for owners to sit on.
• Waste bag stations and covered waste cans.
• Water fountains for dogs and people.
• Trees for shade, or shade structures.
• Hardscape areas and paths.
• Signage listing the park’s rules.
• Separate areas for large & small dogs
The site chosen for the dog park should be relatively flat and have permeable soils. If that isn’t possible, the
park should be designed such that erosion does not become an issue, water bodies are protected, and visibility
to all dogs is possible within the fenced in area. It is also important to provide a sufficient buffer between the
dog park area and other recreational facilities such as playgrounds, trails, ball fields, picnic shelters, game
courts, or any existing heavily used or programmed area. Another consideration will be that public land
dedicated to a dog park will no longer be available for general recreation purposes.
The Township will need to set a budget and choose a location for the park. Since the location would likely be
within an existing park, acquisition of land would not be an issue. While there are basic requirements to create a
park that meets the recommendations of the American Kennel Club, the Township would also need to determine
the size of the park and select which features to include in the park. The allocated budget will ultimately govern
the design of the dog park. Costs for construction of these facilities in other communities have ranged from
approximately $30,000.00 for a simple 100’ x 200’ facility to nearly $750,000.00 for a 4-acre park with
numerous amenities. The Township should expect to spend approximately $50,000.00 to create a 1acre facility.
Anticipated costs will include fencing, entrance gates, water supply, benches, plantings and facilities for
exercising and training dogs. The biggest expense would likely be the installation of fencing. Typical installation
costs for five-foot chain-link fence is approximately $17.00 per linear foot. A 210’ x 210’ (840 linear feet
enclosing approximately 1 acre) enclosure would cost on average $14,280.00 for the perimeter fencing alone.
There would need to be additional fencing to separate large and small dogs within the facility. Additionally,
these costs do not include regular ongoing maintenance, cleaning and care of the facility. The Township will likely
need to dedicate a significant amount of public works resources to these tasks and assign personnel to service the
site on a daily basis.
There are also a number of best practices for operation of a dog park which should be incorporated into the
park’s creation and management. They include assigning staff to monitor the park during periods of heavy use, a
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system of fines and warnings for users who don’t abide by the park rules, establishing hours of operation
consistent with other parks and a program to educate park users on dog etiquette, and to educate the community
about dogs and dog parks in general. Also, much like active recreational facilities, the ability to “rest” grass
areas to allow for regrowth and regeneration after periods of heavy use needs to be designed into the park.
Other operational considerations such as permitting in conjunction with dog licensing, charging a fee for access or
having a controlled gate access might also be measures incorporated into the rules controlling the park or the
design.
Forest Stewardship
The Township’s Forest Stewardship Plan contains a series of recommendations for projects designed to maintain
sustainable and healthy forests. The Township has acquired a significant amount of forested lands. The forests in
Byram, as they are in much of the northeastern United States, are facing a number of threats to the long-term
health of their eco-systems. Over-browsing by deer, invasive species, climate change and destructive practices
like unlawful ATV use have all had negative impacts on Byram’s woodlands. These impacts are visible and
measurable. Responsible stewardship of the forest assets of the Township requires intervention. This would also
necessitate dedicating adequate resources to this effort.
The Forest Stewardship Management Plan has identified specific steps that can be taken to improve the
conditions on the Township’s lands. These projects are segregated into distinct actions for each forested tract
owned by the Township. Some of them are ambitious labor-intensive undertakings that will require an investment
of funds and engaging outside contractors to perform the on-the-ground work while others may be accomplished
using volunteers. The largest projects are related to invasive species removal and control. This includes manual or
machine removal, application of herbicides or controlled burns as methods of dealing with this important issue.
Additionally, management of the deer population through a controlled hunt program should be continued.
Maintenance of the Township’s woodlands is an ongoing and multi-year undertaking. Incorporating
implementation of the Forest Stewardship Plan into annual budgeting is imperative.
There are grant opportunities to support Forest Stewardship projects from the State of New Jersey. Byram was
awarded a $10,000 grant under the state’s Resiliency Planning Program in 2019. Only projects carried out on
public property owned or maintained by a municipal or county government are eligible for grant funding.
Grantees are only reimbursed for expenses incurred. Work must be supervised by a NJ Approved Forester, a
NJ Licensed Tree Expert, a Society of American Foresters Certified Forester, an International Society of
Arboriculture Certified Arborist, or other professional who abides by the current forestry best management
practices and arboricultural industry standards. In addition to Open Space Funding and grants, selective
sustainable harvesting and the sale of timber should also be considered as a source of funding to support these
stewardship activities.
Gazebo/Pavilion
There was an interest in creating a gazebo or pavilion structure that could be used for picnics and gatherings
expressed both in the survey conducted and in the outreach process. There are limited places for a structure of
this nature with the most likely location being at Tamarack Park. This would require a close examination of the
regulatory restrictions on this property. The development of parking and playing fields at the site were likely
close to the limitations of the Highlands Preservation Area allowances for soil disturbance and impervious
coverage. If the Township elected to pursue the construction of an additional structure at this site, the availability
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of additional impervious coverage allowances would need to be determined. It is likely that there is some
minimal availability. The structure design would need to utilize a negligible footprint to meet the regulatory
requirements. If there is no additional impervious coverage allowance available, using the methodology of
“trading” existing impervious coverage for new could be considered. This would necessitate removal of existing
parking area in proportion to the new impervious surface of the structure. Cost estimates for similar structures are
contained in the appendix to this document.
Handicap Accessible Facilities
Children with disabilities experience fewer opportunities to participate in play, and therefore have fewer
developmental opportunities. The Township can play a role in serving its residents with disabilities by providing
accessible playground equipment as well as sensory experience installations. The portion of the population
needing special needs facilities is under-represented in the survey results. Nevertheless, the importance of
providing accessible recreation opportunities for the portion of the population that would benefit was raised
during the outreach effort. ADA accessible facilities should include the following:
• An accessible playground must have available, unobstructed routes to the playground and connecting play
equipment.
• The playground must include at least one of each type of ground-level play component on an accessible
route.
• At least 50% of the playground’s elevated play components must be on an accessible route.
• Ramps must have handrails on both sides.
• Playgrounds must use specific safety surfacing that has met ADA criteria. Additionally, this surfacing
should receive regular inspections and maintenance to ensure compliance.
In addition, the accessible facilities should be incorporated into the main play areas, not segregated. Some
features to consider include ramps, inclusive slides, ground-level play activities, sensory activities, inclusive swings
and wheelchair-accessible equipment. In terms of numbers, handicapped residents present a much smaller sector
of the community. Green Acres now requires grant recipients to provide accessible facilities within the
municipality as a condition for future funding awards. However, whether from a legal perspective under the
Americans with Disabilities Act, or from a policy perspective where inclusion is an important goal, the Township
should strive to provide adequate accessible recreational facilities.
Neil Gylling Park Bathroom Facilities
Neil Gylling Park is the main facility for the Township’s Girls’ Softball program. The site has a building with
restroom facilities and electric service that has not been in use for an extended period of time. There was interest
expressed in the potential for renovating or replacing the building. This was raised in both interviews with
stakeholders and in survey results. Currently there are port-a-potties in use at the park during the softball
season. Replacement or renovation of this building will be challenging. It may be possible to reconstruct a new
facility elsewhere within the park but that would be subject to the ability to find a suitable location. The entire
tract is constrained by regulated environmental features beyond just the impervious coverage limitations that
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constrain this site along with other township properties. The septic system would need to be evaluated.
Replacement would be difficult as wetland buffers and endangered habitat restrictions would likely preclude
any new disturbance. The electric service panel has been disconnected. Re-opening the building would require
reestablishing all services (septic, water & electric) in addition to any renovations. Connection to the public sewer
system at the Municipal Building site may be an alternative. The Township may also want to consider access to
rest room facilities at the municipal building across Mansfield Drive as an alternative to rehabilitation or
reconstruction of the existing building.
Trails Development
The development of a Township-wide trails system is discussed at length in a separate chapter of this plan. The
creation of a fully connected trail network will require Byram to invest in securing access to key properties that
link publicly owned lands to allow for existing trails to be extended or new trails to be created in order to
transform the current disjointed collection of walking paths. Lands within Allamuchy Mountain State Park, the
Byram Township Parks and the publicly accessible private properties, such as the Hudson Farms tracts, can be
knit together into a system of longer distance trails and loop trails to provide a myriad of hiking experiences.
This access may require fee acquisitions or access through easements. Maintenance of existing trails and
construction of new trails must also be accounted for in budgeting. These trails will likely include unimproved
walking paths such as the Tamarack Trail and multi-use trails such as the trail in Mansfield Woods or the
Jefferson Lakes connector. The creation of a more robust trail network will give residents greater use of the
Township’s parkland and serve as an attractive amenity for visitors. Costs will include trail construction, signs,
trail markers & posts, kiosks, maps and other amenities that will facilitate trail use or accompany the system.

Financing Improvements
The Open Space Trust Fund currently produces approximately $110,000.00 in annual revenue at its current rate.
This money is allocated towards debt service for past land acquisitions, park improvement projects, historic site
improvements and for costs incurred in conjunction with potential new land acquisitions. The Township has
consistently been able to leverage its open space funds with other available sources of funding with the result
that each dollar of open space trust fund money has been matched with at least two dollars in funds from other
sources and often more. The capacity of the Open Space Trust Fund to support major investments is limited. Even
with the retirement of the current bond debt in 2024, the amount of funds available can only be stretched so far.
The trust fund can support bonding for the candidate capital projects outlined in this plan. However, allocating
funding towards bond payments for even a single major project will compromise the ability of the fund to carry
out other functions at its current levy.
The Township has taken advantage of Green Acres low interest loans to help fund capital improvements. These
loans have been repaid using general funds of the Township. Repayment of these loans will be completed in the
next several years. They have supported substantial investments in the Township’s park system with over $2
million dollars being spent, primarily in the development of facilities at C.O. Johnson Park. This plan outlines a
11 separate potential capital projects. They will cost several million dollars if even two or three of the larger
candidate developments are undertaken. These major expenditures will almost certainly require long-term
bonding. If the Township chooses to pursue these major investments, an increase in the open space tax levy should
be considered. This would allow for the Township to carry out the multiple obligations outlined in this plan. If not,
the Township will need to consider alternate means of financing these projects or forgoing them.
Township of Byram Open Space & Recreation Plan Update

Recreation Programs
Non-sports recreation programs as well as active programs for adults should be considered by the Township. The
primary focus of the Township has consistently been on active recreational programs, primarily for youth sports.
This only meets the needs of a portion of the population. Youth sports programs in Byram, as in most communities,
represent the largest share of available activities. These programs are allocated the lion’s share of resources
and serve only a portion of the Township’s residents. During the public outreach effort, there were a number of
suggestions for activities that are not centered on organized youth sports programs. Some of them are feasible,
others are aspirational.
Byram has a strong sense of community and traditionally its residents have volunteered as coaches and
administrators for sports organizations and some adult activities. The Township discontinued the position of
Recreation Director, which had formerly been a full-time employee. The responsibilities of the position, such as
the allocation and assignment of field space are still handled by Township personnel and a sub-committee of the
volunteer recreation committee known as the “sports council”. This has allowed for cooperation among the various
youth sports programs and avoided conflicts for the use of available facilities.
Programming and planning for community events and activities such as “Byram Day” have likewise been
managed by volunteers working in conjunction with Township employees. The Township has a full-time employee
in the position of Community Relations Manager. This person is responsible for facilitating events that are being
sponsored by the recreation committee. This includes the coordination of vendors, drafting and issuing Requests
for Proposals (RFPs), overseeing purchasing and contract management and public communication. This individual
also manages facility applications and all recreation policy enforcement.
There is a need and a demand in the community for programming and events that serve a broader cross-section
of the population. These activities can be difficult to assess. There is rarely a dedicated constituency that is easily
identified as the youth sports groups are. Additionally, these activities do not have a built-in support system to
advocate and volunteer for the organization and the conduct of these programs. Specific activities identified
during the public outreach for this plan included:
• Outdoor Concerts
• Guided Canoe/Kayak Trips
• Adult Sports Teams
• Historical Walking Tours
• Outdoor Movie Nights
• Group Hikes
• Mountain Biking Activities
• Cultural Programming
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• Programs/facilities for Physically Challenged Residents
There was substantial support for these additional offerings. Without a sponsor or volunteer group adopting and
committing to implementing these endeavors, they would need support from the Township. Generally, a
comprehensive fully programmed recreation department would require a full-time position. This position was
formerly staffed but was eliminated due to budgetary considerations and the inability to operate within
statutory and auditing guidelines for municipal operations.
There is an opportunity to share programming with neighboring communities. Both Stanhope and Netcong
expressed an interest in joint programming or hiring a shared full-time recreation director to serve all three
communities as a shared service. This may eliminate some of the concerns that led to the Township eliminating this
position. Additionally, combining the resources of three relatively small communities may allow for a more robust
series of offerings. However, there are also impediments to this approach. Equitably using resources, fairly
allocating costs, the geographic location of programming and the desire for maintaining events that are unique
to each municipality would complicate this relationship. These obstacles may be surmountable, or they may be
too difficult to overcome. The potential advantages make it worth exploring a cooperative relationship.
Regardless of the approach, the demand for these recreational programs exists. Meeting the needs of a
broader demographic of the population is important for fostering a better quality of life and a stronger sense of
community. It is also important for providing value to as many residents as possible. The Township will need to
decide if sharing programs, re-establishing a dedicated recreation director’s positions (part-time or full-time) or
taking other steps to provide programming of this nature is the best method of meeting these community needs.
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Dog Parks
The following is some important information that should be considered while you are evaluating dog parks.

What?
Many dog parks are created and then never used again. This section will explain what is necessary for a dog park
and what should be considered when opening and operating in order to be successful.

What is required of a Dog Park?
Research suggests that a dog park should:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Have an area of at least 1 Acre, preferably 3 or more
Avoid square corners; a dog could feel trapped and become aggressive.
Do not be an empty open field. Do have trees, benches, or maybe a gazebo; shade is a must
Divide into at least two sections for big and small dogs
Have multiple entrances and exits, also make them double gated
Be very clean; owners dislike a dirty dog park (though the dogs might love it)

Research also suggests that when building a dog park, you should:
•
•
•
•
•

Plan and budget for an appropriate maintenance and cleaning schedule
Place signs stating the rules at the entrances, as well as within the park
Provide adequate disposable bags and refuse cans for cleanup
Get an active organization such as a dog park club, or a shelter to help monitor and sanitize, as well as
promote the park (BARKS, Stonehenge Kennel, OSCAR, Wise Animal Rescue)
Locate the park so that it is not directly adjacent to residential property lines.

Research suggests that to be successful a dog park must:
•
•
•

Be very clean, and usable by both dogs and humans
Make the rules very clear, and have clear enforcement strategy
Have a way for patrons to communicate with someone who oversees the park, and have a way to fill out
an incident report online (Vernon has this)

1

Why?
61% of people don’t use dog parks at all and say they likely never will. Everyone has their own reason for
going or not going. This section will cover why people do and do not go to dog parks.

Why People Go to Dog Parks
People and dogs enjoy that:
•
•
•

They live in cities or urban areas, and don’t have the room for their dogs to run around anywhere off
leash and dog parks give them that opportunity
Dog parks provide a space for dogs to be socialized, and a space for humans to interact with others
Dog parks can be a fun activity for dogs

Why People Don’t Go to Dog Parks
Behavioral Problems:
•

•
•

•
•

Defensive Aggression- When dogs feel scared or cornered, they can become aggressive in defense,
but owners usually don’t understand why the dog is acting aggressive and label the dog as mean and
generally aggressive.
Learned Disobedience- Dogs, if not handled properly, can learn that their owners really have no power
over them, and then they will disobey. This is when owners lose “voice control” of their dogs.
Owner Helplessness- An owner’s lack of knowledge and understanding can lead to a dog realizing that
their owner does not know how they like to play, and that their owner cannot help them if they are in an
uncomfortable situation. Some dogs play more aggressively than others.
Arousal- Some dogs can become so overly excited to go to the park and they can appear scary or
aggressive to other owners.
Owner Negligence- Owners think that they do not need to watch their dog while at the dog park, but
this can lead to that dog misbehaving and ruining someone else’s time at the park.

Poor Park Maintenance
• Maintenance is very important, and it is one of the biggest reasons that people do not attend parks,
and one of the biggest reasons that dog parks get poor reviews online, second only to aggressive
dogs.
• Dog parks that gain a reputation of being dirty quickly see the usage rate fall drastically, and usually
never see them rise again.

Internet Horror Stories
• Dog park review sites are filled with stories of bad experiences and stories of aggressive dogs that
dissuade people from giving dog parks a chance.

What Else?
Other things to consider based on information gathered from communicating with other towns in the area.

Denville
•
•
•

Denville charges an annual fee for use of the park. $35 for residents and $50 for non-residents
Denville also has a swipe access gate, so you can’t get in without a key which you receive
upon paying the annual fee
Denville has closed circuit cameras that monitor the park 24/7 that can be observed by animal
control as well as the police department

Morris County
•

Morris County simply warned that dog parks are “a lot of work”

Randolph
•
•

Randolph emphasized the importance of remembering to take dog vaccinations into
consideration
They suggested that no one under the age of 16 be allowed in the park without adult supervision

Hamilton
•

Hamilton posts park rules at their park as well as maps of the park and entrance details
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How to propose the Park?
It is important to understand situation and desires of all residents, rather than an individual or independent
organization. The most important part is establishing the need and support first.

Establish Need and Support
•
•

Identify that there is an actual need for a dog park in Byram. Do research and surveys in town to see if
anyone would utilize and benefit from a dog park.
Gain support for the project. Get people to be on board with the park whether they have a dog or not,
especially if they live near the potential site.

Create Proposal and Budget
•
•
•

Create project proposal and determine budget for the project. Include all materials, tools, man hours,
timeline, and anything else that will go into the project.
Also create a plan for the park’s look and feel. Where will the trees be planted? Gazebo? Water
fountains?
Establish the rules that will be implemented at the park and how they will be enforced

Propose Park to Council
•
•

Demonstrate the need and support that was gathered and present project proposal at a town hall
meeting and put the project up for resolution.
Suggest a partnership with an independent organization(s) such as BARKS, OSCAR, Wise Animal
Rescue, and/or Stonehenge Kennel to help with construction and monitoring the park once completed.

Execute Plan
•

Execute the plan as it was intended and open the park when it is ready.

Sources
Dog Park Questionnaire Version 5. City of Ann Arbor Parks and Recreation
Dog Parks: The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly. 2017. The Association of Professional Dog Trainers.
Establishing a Dog Park in Your Community. American Kennel Club.
Hart, Benjamin. Guidelines for Establishment and Maintenance of Successful Off-Leash Dog Exercise
Areas. Program in Veterinary Behavioral Medicine, Center for Animals in Society, School of
Veterinary Medicine.
Park Advisory Commission Dog Park Subcommittee. Recommendations and Guidelines for Dog Park
Site Selection, Design, Operations and Maintenance. 2013-2014. City of Ann Arbor Parks and
Recreation.
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Park Size (Acres)
Cost of Construction
Cost of Upkeep

Morris County
5
<$50,000
$10-$15k

Randolph
Not even 1/4
N/A
"Minimal

Mt. Olive
2
$50,000
"Very Low"

Hamilton
0.77
N/A
N/A

Denville
~1
$30,000
N/A

Who Maintains

The County

Parks Dept.

DPW

DPW

Maintained by
DPW, Operated
by Animal
Control

Ours of Operation

Dawn to Dusk

Dawn to Dusk

Dawn to Dusk

Dawn to Dusk

Dawn to 9:30

Busy Hours

N/A

When the
weather is nice

Morning,
Evening,
Weekends

Weekends

Weekdays after
5pm

Benches

Picnic Tables,
Two Gazebos,
Old Bus Shelter

Benches

Benches and
Gazebo

1 Double

Two entrances,
One main
one for each
entrance and
section.
emergency
Maintenance
exits
gate

Human Features

Benches

Entrances/Exits

Little section
has one. Other
sections have
separate
entrance and
exit. There is
also a
maintenance
gate.

How Many Sections

3 Sections,
Large, small, One Open Area
and unspecified

Registration/Vaccinations

"Most Likely"

Dogs must be
licensed and
registered to
Randolph, must
have rabies,
must be spayed
and neutered

Water Sources

No Water

Drinking
Fountains

2, Large and
Small dogs

2

All dogs
should be
vaccinated
and have a
Must be current license. Our
on rabies shots
ACO may
periodic drive
though checks
to insure
compliance.

Added water
this year

Drinking
Fountains

1

3 Sections,
Large, small,
and agility
Swipe card
access is given
for a fee, $35
for residents,
$50 for non
residents. 105
currently out.
Owners provide
health
certificate
2 Dog Pools,
Water Fountain,
Mister

BYRAM TOWNSHIP
DOG PARK SURVEY
PRELIMINARY RESULTS REPORT

SEPTEMBER 8, 2020

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
In early 2019, the Greener by Design Open Space Recreation Plan Survey asked residents what additional
recreational facilities the residents would like to see in Byram Township and dog park, among other facilities, was
identified.
As a result, a follow up survey had been created to determine the specific interest of the Byram Township
residents to develop a dog park funded using municipal funds.
Whether the resident had interest or not in the development of a dog park in Byram Township, we asked that they
take the time to participate and to be heard through this survey so that the Mayor and Council could accurately
and fairly assess the community’s level of interest to develop and maintain a municipal dog park in Byram
Township; as well as other priorities that were identified in the Open Space and Recreation Plan.
We sincerely thank the residents who took the time to participate and to help us better understand the desires of
the community which are now summarized in the following report.

SURVEY RESPONSE OVERVIEW
The most recent dog park survey presented to the Byram Township community resulted in 717 respondents.
•
•
•

•

Of the 717 respondents who participated in the survey, 695 were Byram Township residents representing 96.93%
and 22 were non-residents representing 3.07%.
The largest age group of respondents was the 45-54-year-old category with 199 respondents representing 27.95%
The recently adopted Byram Township Open Space & Recreation Plan identified 11 potential capital investments
for the next 10 years. Those items were ranked by respondents in this survey and the results have been provided
for your consideration. Of notable contemplation, the following items were identified in order of importance as
noted in the community survey results:
1. CO Johnson Walking Path Improvements/Expansion
2. Dog Park
3. Township Trail System Improvement/Expansion
4. Handicap Accessible Recreation Facilities
5. Gazebo/Picnic Pavilion
6. CO Johnson Fieldhouse Replacement/Improvement
7. CO Johnson Field #8 Improvements
8. Forest Stewardship Projects on Township Land
9. Artificial Turf & Lights at CO Johnson Park
10. CO Johnson Football Field Replacement/Improvement
11. Neil Gylling Park/Facility Improvements
Of particular interest, the ranking of projects in the survey was based on an average score which identifies the
overall standing. You will note that the percentages shown for a specific ranking of any one particular project
only represent the percentage of the respondents who selected that project and assigned it to a particular ranking.
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• For example: Dog park shows a 29.99% representation as the #1 selected project out of 717 respondents.
The 29.99% represents 215 respondents, while the remaining 70.01% of respondents when asked the
same question placed the dog park lower on the priority list with 22.73% which represents 163
respondents placing it last on the list.
• Therefore, based on an average score combining responses to the prioritizing of all 11 recommended
capital improvement projects, the list noted above represents the recommended order of priority as
identified by the community respondents.
• Also, of particular note, when asked about the priority to be placed on the use of municipal funds for the
construction of a dog park in Byram Township, 27.75% which represents 199 respondents placed it as
Highest Priority to be built before any other projects as soon as economically feasible. While the
remaining 72.25% which represents 518 respondents who placed it lower on the list. Again, you will also
note that 20.78% which represents 149 responded selected the option not to build the dog park.
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OPEN ENDED QUESTION REVIEW
Question #13 of the survey explicitly asked the participants for any additional comments or concerns they may have
regarding the development of a dog park in Byram Township.
Of the 717 people who participated in the survey, 336 opted to answer Question #13. The following is an excerpt of the
common themes identified among participant responses.
•

•

On that premise, Question #13 brought to attention some concerns of many of the respondents as follows:
o Byram Townships Geographical Features: 25 separate responses pointed out that Byram Township is not
an urban area, and has plenty of open space and woodland areas in which dogs can play, as well as
residents having ample property and a large concentration of fenced in yards, thus eliminating the need
for a dog park.
o Registration/Vaccinations: 20 separate responses brought attention to the idea of having a mandatory
registration for the park that includes the confirmation of current vaccines and an annual fee for park
entry. These 20 responses also include those who commented a concern about vaccinations and
unlicensed dogs.
o Access to Out of Town Users: 11 separate responses had voiced concerns about people from out of town
coming to use the park. Concerns actively voiced include the potential of non-residents not being
respectful of the area as they do not live there or care about it, increased traffic, as well as the increased
potential for crime and danger in the surrounding neighborhoods.
o Prospective Park Location: 33 separate responses stated that they did not want the park developed near
residential neighborhoods, not only their own, but none at all. Of those 33 responses, 12 specifically
mentioned opposition to the park being located at Mohawk View/Stonehedge.
Just the same, Question #13 also gave light to the people who commented directly in support of the park.
o 65 separate responses exhibited clear, undoubtable support and excitement for the park with common and
recurring quotes including “Great Idea” and “Long Overdue”.

Conclusion
In all, the objective of the survey was to assess the specific interest of the Byram Township residents to develop a dog
park funded using municipal funds and to determine where that project fell in the scope of priority with the 11 capital
improvement projects originally outlined in the Greener by Design Open Space Recreation Plan Survey.
Thus, the data captured in the community survey recommended by the Byram Township Recreation Committee and
authorized by the Byram Township Mayor and Council outlines clearly the communities view on the priority of capital
projects to be funded as noted above.
To that end, this report is provided to offer solicited community focused data to aid the council and provide direction in
the decision-making process as the council considers capital improvements and budgets for 2021.
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Q1 Are you a Byram Township Resident?
Answered: 717

Skipped: 0

Yes

No
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ANSWER CHOICES
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Yes

96.93%

695

No

3.07%

22

TOTAL

717
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Q2 If you are a Byram Township Resident, in which section of the Township do you reside?
Answered: 702

Skipped: 15
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Forest South

West Brookwood

East Brookwood

Tomahawk Lake
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Forest West

11.97%

84

Forest South

1.28%

9

West Brookwood

13.82%

97

East Brookwood

9.69%

68

Tomahawk Lake

1.85%

13

Cranberry Lake

13.96%

98

Forest Lakes

16.67%

117

Lake Lackawanna

8.97%

63

Lake Mohawk

6.70%

47

Other

15.10%

106

TOTAL

702
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Q3 If you are a Byram Township resident, which street do you live on?
Answered: 688
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Skipped: 29
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Q4 What is your age group?
Answered: 712

Skipped: 5
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Under 18

0.28%

2

18-24

2.67%

19

25-34

12.08%

86

35-44

25.00%

178

45-54

27.95%

199

55-64

18.96%

135

65+

13.06%

93

TOTAL

712
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Q5 The recently adopted Byram Township Open Space & Recreation Plan identified 11 potential
capital investments for the next 10 years. Please rank these projects in order from 1-11 (one
being this is the next project that should be completed and 11 the last) based upon your opinion
of which should be undertaken first.
Answered: 717
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Skipped: 0
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

TOTAL

SCORE

C.O. Johnson Football Field
Replacement/Improvement

1.95%
14

3.21%
23

6.28%
45

8.51%
61

9.21%
66

7.11%
51

9.07%
65

13.11%
94

14.09%
101

18.69%
134

8.79%
63

717

4.71

Neil Gyling Park Facility
Improvements

2.79%
20

5.44%
39

3.63%
26

5.58%
40

9.21%
66

8.23%
59

12.69%
91

9.21%
66

14.64%
105

16.74%
120

11.85%
85

717

4.66

C.O.Johnson Field #8
Improvements

3.35%
24

7.53%
54

7.25%
52

10.04%
72

9.76%
70

11.72%
84

11.16%
80

15.48%
111

11.99%
86

8.51%
61

3.21%
23

717

5.70

Forest Stewardship Projects on
Township Lands

3.77%
27

6.14%
44

9.21%
66

7.53%
54

10.04%
72

12.27%
88

14.09%
101

11.72%
84

10.32%
74

9.07%
65

5.86%
42

717

5.62

Gazebo/Picnic Pavilion

4.04%
29

9.48%
68

13.53%
97

13.95%
100

11.02%
79

10.32%
74

11.02%
79

10.88%
78

5.86%
42

6.14%
44

3.77%
27

717

6.44

C.O.Johnson Field House
Replacement/Improvement

7.67%
55

9.62%
69

11.16%
80

10.18%
73

7.95%
57

10.18%
73

11.44%
82

12.13%
87

11.99%
86

5.72%
41

1.95%
14

717

6.34

C.O. Johnson Walking Path
Improvements/Expansion

7.81%
56

12.41%
89

14.23%
102

15.48%
111

16.46%
118

11.44%
82

9.76%
70

5.02%
36

4.18%
30

2.51%
18

0.70%
5

717

7.33

Artificial Turf & Lights at C.O.
Johnson Park

12.13%
87

7.95%
57

5.72%
41

4.32%
31

6.28%
45

6.56%
47

5.30%
38

4.46%
32

7.67%
55

12.83%
92

26.78%
192

717

5.02

Handicapped Accessible
Recreational Facilities

12.97%
93

11.02%
79

9.34%
67

9.48%
68

8.79%
63

10.46%
75

7.11%
51

8.23%
59

12.27%
88

6.83%
49

3.49%
25

717

6.60

Township Trail System
Improvement/Expansion

13.53%
97

16.32%
117

12.27%
88

9.21%
66

6.83%
49

6.69%
48

5.30%
38

6.28%
45

4.04%
29

8.65%
62

10.88%
78

717

6.76

Dog Park

29.99%
215

10.88%
78

7.39%
53

5.72%
41

4.46%
32

5.02%
36

3.07%
22

3.49%
25

2.93%
21

4.32%
31

22.73%
163

717

6.82
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Q6 What priority would you place on the use of municipal funds for the construction of a Dog
Park in Byram Township?
Answered: 717

Skipped: 0
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Highest Priority (Definitely build before any other projects as soon as economically feasible)

27.75%

199

High Priority (Definitely build in the next 3-5 years)

18.97%

136

Moderate Priority (Add in next 3-5 years but there are other more important projects)

14.09%

101

Low Priority (Build, but only after other projects have been completed)

8.23%

59

Very Low Priority (Doesn't interest me/ Don't care)

10.18%

73

Do not build

20.78%

149

TOTAL

717
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Q7 Would you be in favor of re-purposing an existing facility for the development of a Dog Park?
Answered: 713

Skipped: 4
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Q8 How far would you be willing to travel to use a dog park in Byram Township?
Answered: 674

Skipped: 43
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46
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13.80%

93

TOTAL

674
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Q9 If a Dog Park were built in Byram Township, how often to you estimate you would use this
facility?
Answered: 717

Skipped: 0

Every day
A few times a
week
About once a
week
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month
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a month
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Every day

3.91%

28

A few times a week

30.13%

216

About once a week

11.44%

82

A few times a month

8.93%

64

Once a month

2.37%

17

Less than once a month

6.69%

48

Never

36.54%

262

TOTAL

717
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Q10 What concerns would you have about constructing a dog park in Byram Township? (Check
all that apply)
Answered: 717
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Skipped: 0
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Safety

Noise
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Maintenance
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Homes
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Safety

48.40%

347

Noise

25.66%

184

Overuse

21.06%

151

Maintenance

60.53%

434

Proximity to Homes

28.73%

206

Cleanliness

70.43%

505

Conflict Between Dogs

51.32%

368

Animal Vaccinations

40.31%

289

Cost/Expenses

32.50%

233

Dogs Getting Loose

32.64%

234

Parking/Congestion

19.94%

143

Change of Landscape/Viewshed

13.39%

96

None

8.51%

61

Other (please specify)

9.48%

68

Total Respondents: 717
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Q11 Which locations in the Township would you like to see utilized for a Dog Park?
Answered: 715

Skipped: 2
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

C.O. Johnson Park

41.96%

300

Tamarack Park

28.25%

202

Mohawk View/Stonehedge

13.43%

96

Neil Gyling

19.02%

136

Byram Township School Fields

13.01%

93

Mountain Heights Park (Tomahawk Trail)

11.33%

81

None

26.85%

192

Other (please specify)

5.03%

36

Total Respondents: 715
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Q12 If a dog park is created in Byram Township, would you favor an ordinance prohibiting dogs in
other Township parks?
Answered: 706

Skipped: 11

Yes

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Yes

33.14%

234

No

66.86%

472

TOTAL
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Q13 Please provide any other comments or concerns you have about the Township's
consideration of the development of a Dog Park.
Answered: 414

Skipped: 303
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Q14 Please provide your valid e-mail address
Answered: 717
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Skipped: 0
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Q13 Please provide any other comments or concerns you have about the
Township's consideration of the development of a Dog Park.
Answered: 414

1 / 18

Skipped: 303
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Liability Concerns. Cost of mainenance

8/31/2020 2:55 PM

2

There is NO justification to spend our tax dollars on a dog park that will be used by a small
number of citizens.

8/31/2020 12:36 PM

3

We need the bathrooms repaired at CO before a dog park.

8/30/2020 6:34 PM

4

As for question 5. You are forced to provide an answer to prioritize which will skew ranking for
different programs. Also there appears to be a big overlap.

8/30/2020 11:13 AM

5

Excellent idea!!

8/29/2020 2:18 PM

6

There are many other things this town needs before even considering a dog park. CO Johnson
fields and field house should be upgraded and the fields should have lights. Neil Gylling needs
to also be upgraded.

8/29/2020 11:52 AM

7

Safety and maintenance of the park based upon owners who do not manage their dogs
properly. You see that everyday

8/29/2020 11:31 AM

8

I am very excited about a dog park.

8/29/2020 10:32 AM

9

So many things need to be improved I’m our town and I don’t think a dog park should be a
priority

8/28/2020 5:38 PM

10

It should be no where near homes.

8/28/2020 4:38 PM

11

You may want to reach out to Mount Olive to ask them about their dog park at Turkey Brook
Park. They have an area for large and small dogs and it is generally pretty clean. It is placed
far back from the other fields, so it doesn't interrupt sports games and noone gets hit by flying
baseballs/soccer balls etc.

8/28/2020 3:58 PM

12

I have owned dogs all my life. I walk my dog at least 5 times a day, and usually use CO
Johnson. I always pick up after my dog, do not impose my dogs on other people or other dogs.
Dogs are animals. Dog parks encourage owners to socialize, and do no improve the dogs life.
It is a lazy way for owners to exercise their animals without putting in effort.

8/28/2020 2:37 PM

13

A dog park is a great place for dogs to run free. If built don’t limit quieter spaces for dogs on
leads to take walks.

8/28/2020 12:57 PM

14

No

8/28/2020 11:21 AM

15

we dont need dog parks, in our areas there is a lot of land for dogs to go to, we need
playgrounds and parks for the families, a pool for the residents of the town just like other
municipalities provide, with the amuont of taxes we pay we should have more amenities.

8/28/2020 11:03 AM

16

I don’t know why a dog park is such a concern right now. Shouldn’t our schools be the number
one concern being that it’s so close to the start of a school year and there is almost no
communication

8/28/2020 10:36 AM

17

There are better things to use municipal funds on besides a dog park. An expansion of CO
Johnson basketball courts would be a good option along with others mentioned in this survey.

8/27/2020 10:12 PM

18

Na

8/27/2020 9:41 PM

19

None

8/27/2020 9:33 PM

20

Cleanliness and safety regarding aggressive dogs

8/27/2020 8:41 PM

21

Waste of township money and will cause nothing but problems.

8/27/2020 8:10 PM

22

Water fountains, covered seating

8/27/2020 7:43 PM

23

Many people are unemployed due to COVID. Wouldn't want to see people having to pay more
taxes when they are struggling financially.

8/27/2020 7:34 PM

24

it should not be a field of dirt, there should be divisions for small vs large dogs, free doggie
bags, an obstacle course, shaded areas, seating, and a water spigot if possible

8/27/2020 6:57 PM

25

I think it is a great idea. It could be perhaps like the dog park in Mt. Olive. separate small and
large dogs areas, and provide doggy bags.

8/27/2020 3:36 PM
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26

Shade for the park, access to water.

8/27/2020 3:32 PM

27

NONE

8/27/2020 12:55 PM

28

Would not want it in a neighborhood. Make sure enough parking. Make sure someone is going
to upkeep and clean.

8/27/2020 10:48 AM

29

I believe turkey brook park has an excellent design and differentiate by dog sizes.

8/27/2020 9:16 AM

30

Safety

8/26/2020 9:59 PM

31

Great idea cause dog owners in West Brook don't pick up after their dogs

8/26/2020 9:28 PM

32

Spend the money on making the sidewalks usable for people to walk their dogs. Low hanging
branches makes it impossible. Always snow covered in the winter.

8/26/2020 7:25 PM

33

Do not build

8/26/2020 4:46 PM

34

None

8/26/2020 2:59 PM

35

This is a complete lack of imagination with regards to town of Byram.

8/26/2020 2:50 PM

36

Rather than a dog park, I would rather a clean up (weeds & trash) of Johnson Lake, which has
so much seaweed that it is unusable. I live there & only paddle my kayak in April/May. After
that it is too weedy. I am tired of picking up bottles & trash every time I go for a walk/hike
around it

8/26/2020 2:49 PM

37

N/A

8/26/2020 2:35 PM

38

There are other needs for the town that are a higher priority and would be utilized more often.

8/26/2020 12:53 PM

39

Please not at Tomahawk Park. We have enough issues with Tomahawk Lake. Plus it would be
used by all Sparta residents as we are a very small ignored part of Byram.

8/26/2020 12:51 PM

40

There are several very irresponsible dog owners in my section of Lake Lackawanna the last
thing I would want to see is a dog park where they could be even less responsible. Everyone
thinks their dog is friendly and the next thing you know you have two dogs in A fight, please do
not waste your time on this dog park and while you’re at it get rid of the freaking chickens there
should be NO chickens allowed in Byram either we don’t have the proper amount of property or
space

8/26/2020 12:49 PM

41

No banning dogs based on breeds, only banning dogs based on evidence of behaviors

8/26/2020 12:42 PM

42

Leverage parking and non-residential location of CO Johnson for dog park. CO Johnson
already has many dogs there every day, would get maximum use and is central location.

8/26/2020 10:15 AM

43

The Open Space fund should be used to fence off an area for the dog park. There should be a
place for human to sit with cover. Also should be maintained with open space Funds.

8/26/2020 8:18 AM

44

None

8/26/2020 7:36 AM

45

During this time of covid there has been an influx of puppies. I think that a dog park is needed
now more than ever.

8/26/2020 7:15 AM

46

No concerns

8/26/2020 7:01 AM

47

waste of money

8/26/2020 6:39 AM

48

none

8/26/2020 5:39 AM

49

We need other things done before using money for a dog park

8/26/2020 12:32 AM

50

Na

8/26/2020 12:10 AM

51

It would have to be maintained and dogs would have to be registered and vaccinated.

8/25/2020 11:19 PM

52

A dog park is one of the last things this township needs.

8/25/2020 10:18 PM

53

Na

8/25/2020 9:45 PM

54

Lots of acreage in byram for people to walk dogs. Improvement should be put into CO first

8/25/2020 9:44 PM

55

A dog park is an appealing prospect for our community.

8/25/2020 9:43 PM
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56

Cost of maintenance

8/25/2020 9:40 PM

57

While I appreciate the value of a dog park for those residents of the township who would find it
appealing, I strongly oppose one in proximity to a residential area. Please see reasons for
objections listed in this survey, all of which are valid. I have voiced my objection to a dog park
in the field adjoining my property to the town and recreation councils. I attended the recent rec
council meeting, and noted that one member was clearly in favor of a dog park located behind
my property on Bridget Way. Rec council members should be approaching decisions with the
general public in mind, rather than personal preferences.

8/25/2020 9:17 PM

58

Not every dog owner is comfortable bringing their dog into a dog park. I walk my dog multiple
times per week in a township park on a leash and it’s delightful visiting the different
neighborhoods and the other walkers who also frequent the parks.

8/25/2020 9:15 PM

59

Improving the fields (specially CO) should be top priority for our children

8/25/2020 9:08 PM

60

With Covid still a concern there should be other things the township should focus on at this
time.

8/25/2020 8:50 PM

61

Wantage has a great dog park and Byram could/should use a similar model. Wantage has
welcomed dogs from other Sussex County towns all these years and Byram could/should be
welcoming/neighborly/friendly also.

8/25/2020 8:35 PM

62

Prohibiting dogs from other parks would severely limit owners who can currently walk to
existing parks, or who do not feel comfortable letting their dogs off leash with other dogs

8/25/2020 8:25 PM

63

Users keeping the park clean, i.e. Pick up after their dogs.

8/25/2020 8:24 PM

64

This is not the best usage of township funds. There are many other projects that should be
considered first.

8/25/2020 8:14 PM

65

This is something that would be a wondering addition to the tiwn

8/25/2020 7:58 PM

66

I think it would be a great benefit that many residents currently have to travel to neighboring
towns for

8/25/2020 7:55 PM

67

How about a children's’ park? I favor children’s park more than a dog park. How about one for
our kids that are home all these months during this pandemic and build something fun they can
do during these scary unpredictable times? That sounds good!

8/25/2020 6:58 PM

68

Byram is a rural/suburban town where most dog owners are already able to easily walk
neighborhoods. A dog park is Traditionally for city dwellers with no yards or safe place to walk.
Should be last priority.

8/25/2020 6:34 PM

69

a waste of money in an area where there are plenty of places to walk a dog

8/25/2020 6:21 PM

70

Desperately needed

8/25/2020 5:49 PM

71

Since I do not own a dog I do not have strong feelings about the dog park other than I would
like to see other projects completed first.

8/25/2020 5:48 PM

72

Na

8/25/2020 5:45 PM

73

We are in the last week of April and as a parent of a child in Byram planning to attend school,
we’ve yet to be sent any realistic plan for resources for virtual learning or access to websites
necessary for the school year, but our town is so tone deaf, that they’ve opted to send not only
one survey request for a dog park, but 2! Great prioritization by all parties of our local
government (heavy sarcasm)!

8/25/2020 5:00 PM

74

Overdue

8/25/2020 4:57 PM

75

With BARKS and all of the pet owners in town, it would be a great addition to the community.

8/25/2020 4:21 PM

76

From what I can tell most people own dogs and it would benefit most of the community

8/25/2020 4:19 PM

77

Great idea!

8/25/2020 4:09 PM

78

I have no interest in it. We live in a rural area with lots of space for people to walk their dogs.
I'm concerned a park will become a maintenance headache and eyesore.

8/25/2020 4:07 PM

79

None

8/25/2020 4:03 PM
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80

We all have property here, we do not need to waste money on a dog park. How bout more
human parks...

8/25/2020 3:56 PM

81

Don’t have a dog but think it’s good for Byram.

8/25/2020 3:52 PM

82

n/a

8/25/2020 3:48 PM

83

How would you police no dogs from other townships.

8/25/2020 3:47 PM

84

Majorly in favor, need some sort of method to keep owners accountable for the actions of their
dogs, pseudo lifeguard is ideal solution but probably too expensive

8/25/2020 3:44 PM

85

concern of non Byram residents use

8/25/2020 3:36 PM

86

We always go to Turkeybrook, our town needs something like this. Thank you.

8/25/2020 3:31 PM

87

There should not be a dog park in a residential neighborhood like Mohawk Ridge. It’s unsafe.
There will be an increase in traffic to these private residential streets where kids play. Increase
in accessibility to private homes and invades their privacy . In addition, kids play play at
Mohawk Ridge soccer field. I think our tax money would be better suited for other township
projects

8/25/2020 3:28 PM

88

Thank you

8/25/2020 3:27 PM

89

None

8/25/2020 3:17 PM

90

Stop wasting our funds, we are all about open space!!! Dogs can enjoy that space with us as
long as owners are responsible.

8/25/2020 3:13 PM

91

I think it may help if you included the estimate $ amount and/or percentage of the operating
budget that would be allocated to projects that are being proposed. People will be able to make
a more informed decision, if they understand the overall fiscal picture. It is my opinion that a
coherent plan to attract visitors and grow businesses anchored around our trail system and
natural resources may yield revenue and rateables that will have an overall benefit to the
Byram Twp. Community as a whole.

8/25/2020 3:09 PM

92

How many dogs are licensed in town, what is the revenue from that will it offset the cost of the
park and future maintenance.

8/25/2020 3:04 PM

93

We have so many other higher priority essential government services that money needs to be
spent on.. focus should be on reducing taxes not finding ways to spend more money on
unnecessary ventures which create additional maintenance burdens long after the initial
expenditure.. spend it on environmentally sensitive land not recreational fields.. or on modest
expenditures on historical preservation like old town cemetery

8/25/2020 2:59 PM

94

.

8/25/2020 2:52 PM

95

I have no dog

8/25/2020 2:49 PM

96

DO NOT WANT NOR AGREE TO A DOG PARK

8/25/2020 2:47 PM

97

I know a park is being considered in the Mohawk/Stonehedge field. Please consider an
alternative field due to the proximity of homes. My concern is for the safety of the families in
the area and overall maintenance.

8/25/2020 2:46 PM

98

Aside from a few courteous dog owners leash and pooper scooper laws are not followed today
- the entire roadside seems to be their dog park. I believe a dog park will either be a mess or
seriously under utilized waste of money.

8/25/2020 2:43 PM

99

None

8/25/2020 2:40 PM

100

Taxpayers with no dogs should not have to contribute to the building of a dog park.

8/25/2020 2:34 PM

101

Just get it done. Morris county towns have them and they are excellent. Although not for all
dogs and dog owners, it is an option that should be in place for Byram. Being an avid walker
and trail user, I see all of the underutilized space with fields (pre Covid) as well as our utterly
embarrassing lack of a field house and bathroom facilities. 1. Field house and score box at
CO, field house at Gyling, 2. Dog park, 3. Lights for baseball and soccer fields. Football field is
fine and it’s a dwindling program but probably the loudest critics. All in all, it’s embarrassing to
pay what we pay in taxes for the facilities we have on game days. Not having bathrooms is
beyond ridiculous and a dog park costs nothing for fencing, 3 or benches and a garbage can.

8/25/2020 2:33 PM
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102

Waste of money

8/25/2020 2:30 PM

103

A children’s park in East Brookwood

8/25/2020 2:28 PM

104

Desperately needed!

8/25/2020 2:23 PM

105

In an area where many dog owners have ample personal property for their dogs it seems
inappropriate for all tax payers to invest in a dog park very few would use. Also most dog
owners fail to leash dogs nearby which would need to be better addressed prior to opening of a
dog park.

8/25/2020 2:21 PM

106

None

8/25/2020 2:19 PM

107

None

8/25/2020 2:16 PM

108

All dogs who 7se parkshould have to be registered for dog license in Byram and have shots

8/25/2020 2:13 PM

109

Stanhope and Netcong utilize C.O. Johnson as well, for sports and recreation, and should be
encouraged to use the dog park as well, even for a small fee

8/25/2020 2:13 PM

110

Have dog owners register their dogs. This way the town can somewhat control that users dogs
are up to date with shots. Do not allow non neutered dogs to use the park. Charge a user fee
and have a dedicated account where that monie collected will go in to the dog park for
maintenance and upkeep.

8/25/2020 2:09 PM

111

I think it’s a really dangerous idea. I have three dogs that I can exercise without bringing them
with other dogs I don’t know. There is a ton to consider before this can even be a reasonable
idea. Vaccines. Rules. What happens with a dog fight - because that WILL happen.
Cleanliness. Who is controlling this? I wouldn’t feel comfortable having it too close to
playgrounds.

8/25/2020 2:09 PM

112

Field alongside tennis courts at CO Johnson (between courts and lower lot) is basically unused
and would be perfect size requiring Minimal investment.

8/25/2020 2:07 PM

113

Please put a walking path in parts of North shore road. In cranberry lake. Many people walk
this road daily. Also put in speed bumps. Many cars speed down this road. Thanks

8/25/2020 2:07 PM

114

Charge a fee, keep up with dog registration, and proof of shots. Keep a key code entry to
minimize outside traffic if not a “member”

8/25/2020 2:07 PM

115

People do not clean up after their animals. Dog parks become disgusting.

8/25/2020 2:07 PM

116

a township pool could provide revenue

8/25/2020 2:06 PM

117

I think there are so many other facilities we could concentrate on than a dog park

8/25/2020 2:04 PM

118

So many dogs get sick or hurt at dog parks. I have a dog and I don't plan on using a dog park.

8/25/2020 2:03 PM

119

None

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

120

I am not in favor of a dog park AT ALL. There’s plenty of park space. We don’t need an area
just for dogs. There are many other projects listed that I believe would benefit the community
more. I think it’s asking for trouble

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

121

Denville requires dog owners to register their dog before being allowed access, that is
something I would like to see if we added a dog park.

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

122

Would need to ensure there is regular trash disposal/maintenance, supplies & gates. May also
need separate space for small vs big dogs

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

123

I answered as best as I could as I do not have a dog currently

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

124

Overuse by non-residents of surrounding communities. (How far away is the next nearest Dog
Park?)

8/25/2020 2:02 PM

125

This is would be a good place for dogs to be able to run around and get exercise.

8/25/2020 2:01 PM

126

Same as above

8/25/2020 2:01 PM

127

I live in stanhope and we don't have a dog park, so one in Byram would be great. Especially
when the kids are having their rec games

8/25/2020 2:01 PM
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128

Na

8/25/2020 2:00 PM

129

We have lots of sidewalks and trails that people can walk their dogs on. I think of dog parks as
more necessary in urban areas where that isn’t the case. I just think money would be better
spent in other areas but I don’t have a problem with one being put in. I personally will not use it
with my dog regardless (disease, conflict between dogs, etc).

8/25/2020 2:00 PM

130

waste of money and space.

8/25/2020 2:00 PM

131

None

8/25/2020 2:00 PM

132

None but don’t understand how survey taken for town plan was never addressed previously
and now we are onto a dog park.

8/25/2020 2:00 PM

133

I don’t know why it hasn’t been done earlier

8/25/2020 1:59 PM

134

Let’s get it done we pay enough in taxes at least use it for something good .

8/25/2020 1:59 PM

135

With the amount of parks and open space already available, I feel it is unnecessary

8/25/2020 1:59 PM

136

None

8/25/2020 1:59 PM

137

None

8/25/2020 1:59 PM

138

Na

8/25/2020 1:58 PM

139

none

8/25/2020 1:58 PM

140

Worry about the existing parks that we have now before finding a dog park. These kids need a
good field to play on that has bathrooms instead of porta potty as well as a decent concession
stand.

8/25/2020 1:58 PM

141

N/A

8/25/2020 1:58 PM

142

How is this a township priority? Improve the fields and the bathrooms at CO Johnson. Focus
on building up commerce.

8/25/2020 1:57 PM

143

I have a pitbull and I would usually travel 45 minutes to take her to a dog park. If there is one
in Byram which would be a walking distance for me, it would be very convenient

8/25/2020 1:57 PM

144

None

8/25/2020 1:57 PM

145

Would like to see some agility equipment like dog tunnels or jumps.

8/23/2020 1:28 PM

146

Think this is a great idea and would love to see a well implemented dog park

8/23/2020 1:21 PM

147

N/A

8/23/2020 11:53 AM

148

A Dog Park is an amazing way for people to be together safely. I have made many friends in
the Wantage Dog Park. Please visit this park to see the way a Dog Park can be run properly!

8/23/2020 8:29 AM

149

To make sure there is a water source for dogs and the upkeep , garbage for waste

8/22/2020 4:32 PM

150

Don’t build it There are no facilities at NG fields. The building is unsafe and unsecure. The
bleachers and backstops are ancient and the fields are in poor condition. The announcer booth
at CO is falling down. The field house is in poor condition. Residents are forced to use port a
Johns. The baseball fields are rock hard, back stops and bleachers are ancient. The taxes in
this town are high, and when residents go to watch their children play sports, which have high
fees to start with, they have to use a port a John. It’s embarrassing Clean up And update what
we have, before you create more area to be maintained when you can’t maintain or renovate
what you have already

8/22/2020 11:12 AM

151

The dogs are permitted in all Township parks on a leash. I think there other priorities in the
Township that should be prioritized. Streets and Roads are at top of list.

8/22/2020 9:12 AM

152

Great idea

8/21/2020 8:56 PM

153

Great idea but lets get on it!

8/21/2020 3:56 PM

154

I feel that the neighboring residents should be in favor of the location of the Dog Park.

8/21/2020 10:40 AM

155

No concerns, this is an enhancement to the townships recreational facilities

8/21/2020 8:07 AM
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156

Cover from sun, seats, watering station for the dogs is important.

8/21/2020 1:26 AM

157

None

8/20/2020 8:21 PM

158

I think having a dog park will be a great way to meet new people and have dogs socialize.

8/20/2020 4:07 PM

159

Forest Lakes, have any any dogs and it would be great to see a Dog park in CO Johnson

8/20/2020 3:40 PM

160

Dog parks are not a good idea. There is plenty of open space to bring a dog to play.

8/20/2020 8:56 AM

161

I feel the town is in need of other things besides a dog park. Put our money to better use
please...

8/20/2020 4:47 AM

162

N/a

8/19/2020 9:04 PM

163

Forest Lakes, have any any dogs and it would be great to see a Dog park in CO Johnson

8/19/2020 7:18 PM

164

-

8/19/2020 3:31 PM

165

Dogs fighting, owners not picking up after dog relieves themselves

8/19/2020 9:38 AM

166

Long over do. Consider a dog membership fee, nominal & collected yearly) for accessibility to
the park. Fees collected can go to maintenance & up keep.

8/18/2020 7:21 AM

167

N/A

8/18/2020 7:02 AM

168

none

8/18/2020 3:53 AM

169

money Cleanliness Monitoring

8/17/2020 11:13 PM

170

Bad idea

8/17/2020 10:11 PM

171

Should absolutely NOT be near residential homes

8/17/2020 8:18 PM

172

Long over do. Consider a dog membership fee, nominal & collected yearly) for accessibility to
the park. Fees collected can go to maintenance & up keep.

8/17/2020 7:43 PM

173

We support a Dog Park.

8/17/2020 3:28 PM

174

My property overlooks one of the proposed sites. This would be unsightly, the debris would be
horrendous - because it would be a dog park, people come from all over (can’t effective police
that) and the debris in and around would be horrible. The parking isn’t enough. The noise would
be horrible dogs barking. This would also effect property values since some of the houses
boarder the area. This is NOT the right location for a dog park!!!!!

8/17/2020 11:34 AM

175

Property values

8/17/2020 9:53 AM

176

I’m concerned about space and it attracting a lot of out of towers driving through the
neighborhood. Especially Mohawk development

8/17/2020 8:48 AM

177

Our back yard is adjacent to Mohawk Ridge field and putting a dog park in that area will effect
our daily lives on many levels. I am not in favor of dog parks as there are usually scuffles
between dogs and I would never utilize one. That being said, I won't be able to just let my dog
out in our yard. She will always try to run down there. Also the amount of traffic that will come
through our quiet neighborhood is concerning. It is not a fair option to those of us that have
houses next to the field, as it will decrease the value of our home and make it difficult to sell.

8/17/2020 8:37 AM

178

Putting a dog park in a now quiet and safe residential area without the majority of those
resident’s agreement is irresponsible. Put the dog park by the police station. Let the out of
town people park there and trash it as many many other dog park locations have experienced.
Is there nothing else you can think of to spend money on? How about safe walking trails,
bathrooms for the softball field that are plentiful clean and ALWAYS working Two more
SOFTBALL fields so the town stops favoring boy’s sports and gives girls a chance to excel in
their own town.

8/17/2020 7:24 AM

179

A waste of our money. Byram is one of the most natural beauty, well kept homes, clean, one
of the safest towns in the country! We do not want or need this!

8/17/2020 6:19 AM

180

Funding should be used elsewhere to benefit residents.

8/16/2020 11:59 PM

181

I think it’s a great idea!

8/16/2020 11:14 PM
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182

Taxes

8/16/2020 11:01 PM

183

None

8/16/2020 10:33 PM

184

No dog parks

8/16/2020 10:31 PM

185

This is an unnecessary project and cost for the taxpayers of Byram. This park will bring more
people and animals from other areas and towns into our neighborhood. I for one am a dog lover
but am opposed to the possibility of this park being built. (I'm told it's proposed at the soccer
field on Sandra lane)This park will bring nothing but problems to the neighborhood especially
unknown persons frequenting the neighborhood possibly with other intentions. Construction of
a dog park will negatively affect the quality of life in the area AND when that happens..the
VOTERS will remember!!!

8/16/2020 10:30 PM

186

It’s great idea for the dog.

8/16/2020 10:28 PM

187

I love dogs, but I do not think dog parks are a good idea. I think the money would be better
spent on town recreational sports for the kids (after Covid). IE- field hockey, lacrosse, yoga
program, etc

8/16/2020 10:28 PM

188

Besides safety of my children, and noise pollution, the idea of bringing non locals into our area
during a pandemic is very unappealing.

8/16/2020 10:28 PM

189

N/A

8/16/2020 10:24 PM

190

I Love dogs, all of them. I don’t own any, and I don’t feel there is a need for a dog park In
Byram. All of the houses in these neighborhoods have enough property of their own to facilitate
their own dogs, With out this unnecessary expense on us the tax payer. I would not feel safe
or comfortable with outsiders coming into our neighborhood Simply to allow their dog to play,
seriously, who’s idea was this? Personally not a good idea On so many levels. 1. Safety 2.
Creepers lurking using their dog as an excuse to be in close proximity to woman and children.
3. Tax payers funding this park that they will never use, and then, will have to deal with
outsiders coming into our neighborhoods, our safe havens. In these uncertain times, please
DO NOT add yet another level of concern on the shoulders of families that honestly have
enough going on in their lives right now. Thank you.

8/16/2020 10:22 PM

191

don't waste mohawk on a dog park, fix the drainage, and it will be used again by soccer or lax

8/16/2020 10:03 PM

192

This is not conducive to the neighborhoods that are at risk. Please re-consider this idea. The
last thing these neighborhoods need are people from out of town traveling in and putting out
families at risk.

8/16/2020 10:02 PM

193

Keep it away from homes.

8/16/2020 9:40 PM

194

I feel that there is no safe place for a dog park in BYRAM. The areas you mentioned are either
residential or public parks that are completely in use for sports and activities either by the
schools or recreation sports. This should be the least On the list and I do not think takes
precedent over the other options. In addition, I think adding a dog park would bring in nonBYRAM residents which would be a huge safety concern

8/16/2020 9:10 PM

195

Come on Byram! How about more restaurants or fixing fields!! A REAL bathroom at CO
Johnson please!

8/16/2020 8:01 PM

196

A park for dogs should not supersede space for human recreation. The area behind my house
is used for organized games as well as those that are just for fun. This space is a treasure,
and should not be lost for a dog park. Personally, I’d be happy to travel a distance of more
than 30 minutes to use a dog park located in an area more rural than Byram Twp. Using our tax
dollars for a dog park not even be s consideration.

8/16/2020 3:22 PM

197

Only Byram residence, pay to access (yearly) use combo lock that would change each year to
avoid handouts an over use.

8/16/2020 2:09 PM

198

No other concerns. Just location.

8/16/2020 1:57 PM

199

It is not a concern. This is a LONG overdue project!!!

8/16/2020 1:30 PM

200

I do not want to see a dog park anywhere near a residential area, particularly over at Mohawk
Ridge. Funds would be better served making improvements to CO Johnson Park.

8/15/2020 9:48 PM

201

Recent developments have included using Mohawk Ridge. The idea of more traffic through this

8/15/2020 9:41 PM
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quiet development is unnerving. Kids are always riding bikes on these presently safe roads.
Since the stay at home Covid restrictions, I have witnessed children using this area for quiet,
harmless play. Why cant town residents use Stonehenge dog kennel for a dog park? This
kennel has dog daycare and ample space for dogs to run. Also, why the need for a dog PARK?
Most residents have ample yards for dogs to run and play.
202

Well behave dogs should be allowed in other parks Leashed Unfortunately some dog owners
do not clean up after their dogs on kid area etc now It is sad

8/15/2020 9:44 AM

203

Out of towners coming to use the park

8/14/2020 8:19 PM

204

Cleanliness is very important. Dog can get so many diseases from unkempt parks.

8/14/2020 5:59 PM

205

none

8/14/2020 8:57 AM

206

N/A

8/14/2020 8:05 AM

207

None

8/14/2020 6:08 AM

208

I suggest using open space funds to build and maintain the dog park.

8/13/2020 9:05 PM

209

We pay too much in taxes for there to be a dog park in my backyard

8/13/2020 6:03 PM

210

I'm concerned about the noice and danger of untrained dogs and strangers in my neighbood.
Also, I feel while living in a rual area not a city, it is not necessary. We all have backyards for
our pets.

8/13/2020 5:16 PM

211

I would not want to see a dog park in a residential area. I also don't feel it should be integrated
to our established areas with the exception of Tamarack Park, which at this point has not been
a good use of our township funding. If the NG fields could have any money invested into them,
they would be a potential great site for softball tournaments that could be hosted there,
especially with the school softball fields being so close. The disparity between the attention
paid to our girls sport programs compared to the boys is alarming. The fact that the NG space
is being listed as an option for a dog park location is an insult to the girls in our community, as
I would assume this would mean getting rid of one of the softball fields. i would love to see the
money being considered for this dog park, and other improvements like the options for CO, be
first put towards the NG fields.

8/13/2020 4:30 PM

212

I don't agree with a dog park

8/13/2020 4:20 PM

213

No need for a dog park

8/13/2020 3:59 PM

214

Very concerned about turning our quiet neighborhood and safe streets into a speed zone with
high traffic areas. I have also highlighted additional concerns including cleanliness of area,
noise, crowding, and change in scenery.

8/13/2020 3:58 PM

215

There should not be a dog park in the middle of a residential area such as the Mohawk ridge
section. And dogs should be permitted in other parks. We have not encountered families with
dogs at the township parks that are not respectful of others. There haven’t been any issues.
As of now Tamarack park has been a waste of money. If Byram is so inclined to have a dog
park then put it there. Not in the middle of a neighborhood, near schools or the crappy
embarrassing so called softball fields. Those fields really should get the same care that Byram
gives to CO. The girls are just as important as the football and baseball players.

8/13/2020 3:56 PM

216

Na

8/13/2020 3:43 PM

217

Mountain heights park and Tomahawk trail can’t absorb any extra traffic. If you couple dog
park traffic with water park traffic... recipe for disaster.

8/13/2020 3:41 PM

218

A dog park absolutely should not be in a residential Byram neighborhood. It would have a very
negative affect on the quiet beautiful neighborhoods we have.

8/13/2020 3:11 PM

219

A dog park is not appropriate in a private community.

8/13/2020 3:09 PM

220

Personally I am not interested in a dog park (not a dog owner), but I support the effort to build
one because dogs and their owners should have a safe place to recreate. Thus I am for the
project but have no advice to offer on where to put it. I am also in favor of dogs being allowed
in other parks as long as leash laws are obeyed and dog owners pick up after their pets.

8/13/2020 3:04 PM

221

I am a dog owner and dog lover. I do no believe locations in neighborhoods should not be
considered. There are safety and noise concerns. Our neighbors should not be inconvenienced

8/13/2020 2:51 PM

10 / 18

Byram Township Recreational Facilities-Dog Park
in any way to add a dog run. We all have yards. Thank you for the opportunity to voice my
concern.
222

Separate large dogs from smaller dogs

8/13/2020 2:38 PM

223

None

8/13/2020 12:28 PM

224

I don’t want taxes to go up.

8/13/2020 11:48 AM

225

n/a

8/13/2020 11:48 AM

226

We are against the creation of a dog park.

8/13/2020 11:37 AM

227

None

8/13/2020 11:03 AM

228

Turkey Brook Park in Mount Olive has a nice model dog park. Would love to see a dog park in
town. I know many members of Forest Lakes would like to have one.

8/13/2020 10:09 AM

229

To make sure there is both a small dog and large dog area to keep small dogs safe/away from
larger dogs.

8/13/2020 10:02 AM

230

None at this time, but not an advocate of this.

8/13/2020 8:15 AM

231

Dog park needs to have adequate disposal bags. Additionally park should have plenty of
seating for visitors.

8/13/2020 7:45 AM

232

n/a

8/13/2020 7:41 AM

233

Dog owners can walk their dogs on the streets as they presently are doing. It’s another costly
park the is a waste in that it will be unused and not maintained

8/13/2020 6:27 AM

234

Municipal dog parks in other rural communities like Byram, have put them in but have later
realized how unclean they are. It will become a maintenance problem. Additionally, residents of
Byram have yards unlike other municipalities which have multi tenant units with no yards.

8/12/2020 11:25 PM

235

I'm not in favor of a dog park. No one is in favor of a dog park. Why waste money

8/12/2020 8:43 PM

236

This is a total waste of tax dollars

8/12/2020 8:37 PM

237

Thank

8/12/2020 8:24 PM

238

Long overdue!

8/12/2020 8:22 PM

239

Great idea!

8/12/2020 8:05 PM

240

Na

8/12/2020 7:43 PM

241

Tax dollars could be better spent.

8/12/2020 7:21 PM

242

I don't understand the need when we can barely afford a municipal building and we all live near
wooded areas.

8/12/2020 7:06 PM

243

The creation of a dog park is not a necessary use of funding. Avoidance of dog parks has
always been recommended by my veterinarians due to lack of owners vaccinating their dogs.
Also I have found in the past that many owners do not have a good understanding of how to
properly socialize their dogs.

8/12/2020 7:04 PM

244

It must be safe for all concerned.

8/12/2020 6:57 PM

245

With much more pressing needs to spend valuable financial resources (like maybe a town hall
we could be proud of and deserve) I think a dog park is idiotic! What percentage of our
residents would actually take advantage of it? Eliminate people without dogs and then what
percentage of what is left over would use it? Minimal at best

8/12/2020 6:55 PM

246

A dog park would be a great addition to the town. People are always looking for places to let
their dogs have some outside fun, especially when they don't have that much property. I think
Long Valley is the closest area that has a dog park. It would be a great incentive for the area.

8/12/2020 6:55 PM

247

I feel that this is an inappropriate use of township funding. Given the current COVID-19
climate, a dog park is the absolute last place funding should be provided. Let’s look for better
safe solutions to keep human beings able to keep active in a socially distant, safe way.

8/12/2020 6:34 PM

248

It`s been long over due

8/12/2020 6:34 PM
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249

Everyone deserves an outlet for energy (including pups and dogs). I would like to have a space
fenced in, well equipped for dogs. Agility type set up? As long as residents clean up after their
dogs ... lets give it a chance! I don’t even own one, but I respect Byram residents.

8/12/2020 6:29 PM

250

Expenditures during this tough time. We should be concentrating on school consolidation and
other high return projects to in part reduce property taxes

8/12/2020 6:23 PM

251

Please put in a dog park!

8/12/2020 6:16 PM

252

none.

8/12/2020 6:11 PM

253

Long overdue. Ideally would have more than one fenced area so that smaller dog breeds and
puppies can be separate (also separate areas would be helpful to separate dogs that may not
get along). A water fountain and/or spigot would be nice for giving water to dogs. Pleased to
hear this is being considered. Speaking as a resident of the Lake Lackawanna community
(300+ households & many dogs), it would be nice if one of the LLIC parcels could be used,
either by long-term lease, purchase, or just a collaboration. Some have road access, but would
need to consider wetlands (across from Golf Course or between the bridge and Lackawanna
drive at the uppper/northern part of the lake. Good luck!

8/12/2020 6:00 PM

254

Safety. Law suits. Noise. We live in the county why do we did a dog park. Waste of funds.

8/12/2020 5:57 PM

255

See previous comment.

8/12/2020 5:51 PM

256

I think a dog park would be a very nice idea for our dogs to be able to run and be off leash
safely.

8/12/2020 5:51 PM

257

Forest Lakes, have any any dogs and it would be great to see a Dog park in CO Johnson

8/12/2020 5:48 PM

258

n/a

8/12/2020 5:43 PM

259

My only comment is that as a dog owner without a fenced yard I would love a dog park so my
dog can run. As of now I need to try to take him to Mount Olive and he doesn't do so well in
the car so we never go. Something local would be great!

8/12/2020 5:37 PM

260

Use the park as selected, as almost nobody currently uses except a Car now and then. Use
open space funds exclusively too.

8/12/2020 5:30 PM

261

I don’t have a dog and would not like to see money used for such a purpose. How about
making a splash pad for youNg children to play in?

8/12/2020 5:23 PM

262

I think it would be great to have the dog park near the BARKS animal shelter and the Police
Station at Neil Gyling Park!!!

8/12/2020 5:21 PM

263

I’m always concerned, as a professional dog trainer( for The Seeing Eye), that the general
public does not know enough about dog behavior to identify, recognize, and safely address
escalating issues between dogs. It’s for that reason, that while I have multiple dogs, I would
potentially only bring them to the park on off peak hours.

8/12/2020 5:12 PM

264

None at this time

8/12/2020 5:12 PM

265

Stop spending money! It is NOT the responsibility of Government to provide recreation for the
public. STOP creating more work and more maintenance cost. STOP expanding governmental
reach.

8/12/2020 5:08 PM

266

Will small dogs and large dogs have their own separate areas?

8/12/2020 5:03 PM

267

Social distancing and lack of maintenance causing animals to become sick.

8/12/2020 5:01 PM

268

I have two dogs. After having had dogs for the past 19 yrs and knowing the behavior of dogs, I
would be concerned about a dog getting hurt or worse. Some don’t believe in vaccines either
so that is a big concern as well.

8/12/2020 4:58 PM

269

We pay for our dogs license, give us a park

8/12/2020 4:51 PM

270

Forest Lakes, have any any dogs and it would be great to see a Dog park in CO Johnson

8/12/2020 4:50 PM

271

ssdd

8/12/2020 4:48 PM

272

na

8/12/2020 4:43 PM
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273

Great for the community

8/12/2020 4:36 PM

274

As a resident that lives next to the proposed dog park on Stonehedge lane, I am OPPOSED to
the dog park. Many children utilize the field for everyday activities such as lacrosse, soccer, or
having fun with their friends. By placing a dog park on Stonehedge lane the children of this
area will not have a safe place to go to to play their activities. Furthermore by placing a dog
park on Stonehedge lane their will be a lot of noise that will be coming from the field. This is a
normally quiet area with no outside traffic besides the residents of this area. As stated before
many small children live in this area and if a dog were to get loose it could encounter a small
child who could be afraid of dogs. Please consider moving this proposed dog park to another
location in Byram.

8/12/2020 3:27 PM

275

I live in the neighborhood where the dog park is being proposed. We already have a kennel. It
will be loud, dirty, and we will have too much unwanted traffic. The town does not keep up the
the parks we already have.

8/12/2020 3:04 PM

276

None

8/12/2020 2:49 PM

277

I think it would be a great way to meet neighbors as well as exercise our furry friends!

8/12/2020 2:21 PM

278

I would hate to see the loss of a current, flat sports park for use as a dog park. Dog parks
should be a place of interest and variety, not a fenced-in lawn.

8/12/2020 1:51 PM

279

None

8/12/2020 1:36 PM

280

People not knowing how to control their dogs, leading to conflicts.

8/12/2020 12:40 PM

281

There needs to be an area within for smaller dogs.

8/12/2020 12:38 PM

282

I think a dog park would be an asset to the community. It would be a safe place to allow your
dog to be off leash.

8/12/2020 9:54 AM

283

Ideally would love it walking distance in my neighborhood. I’m sure many are, but my
neighborhood is filled with dogs with owners who enjoy walking them and socializing.

8/12/2020 8:22 AM

284

A dog park is no necessary as we have beautiful endless trail systems local to Byram as well
as a dog park right in Mount Olive. The concern is noise and safety of neighbors around this
dog park.

8/12/2020 8:21 AM

285

It’s not necessary !!!!!!! Tax dollars need to be WISELY utilized.

8/12/2020 8:12 AM

286

Shaded area in the park a must

8/12/2020 6:50 AM

287

N/A

8/11/2020 10:46 PM

288

Why do we need a dog park if we are expanding the trail system across the whole town? Just
let people walk their dogs on the trails and pick up after themselves.

8/11/2020 10:46 PM

289

Just as neighbors across the street from CO Johnson fought permanent lights I would hope
that the township would consider the effect a dog park would have on homes that are actually
adjacent to a proposed dog park.

8/11/2020 9:24 PM

290

Dog park should not be in a residential neighborhood

8/11/2020 9:04 PM

291

The reason i moved into my neighboorhood was because of the location. I certainly do not
want a dog park practically in my backyard when I have my own unfriendly dogs outside in my
yard daily

8/11/2020 8:38 PM

292

We are not in favor of having a dog park implemented in the Lake Mokawk/Stonehenge field!

8/11/2020 7:19 PM

293

I would love to have a safe place for dogs to play and interact with each other.

8/11/2020 6:03 PM

294

Just another expense for overtaxed township

8/11/2020 5:58 PM

295

Would like to see Byram reach out and get feedback from other area towns that have installed
dog parks and find out what lessons they have learned. Use this information to guide decision
making.

8/11/2020 5:35 PM

296

None

8/11/2020 5:12 PM

297

None

8/11/2020 4:51 PM
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298

Dog safety

8/11/2020 4:45 PM

299

No dog park

8/11/2020 4:43 PM

300

Waste of money. You have a high population of kids who use fields every single day. Imrpove
this first and then you can put dogs second.

8/11/2020 4:43 PM

301

None

8/11/2020 4:43 PM

302

There should be monthly fee which gets you a pass into the dog park, you must be a resident.
It should be closed and.locked up during certain times (like the park) someone should be on
site you check passes and if there is an issue then ask people to leave... Or if there is a dog
fight and owner flees with dog.

8/11/2020 4:26 PM

303

none

8/11/2020 4:13 PM

304

Difficulty walk-in dogs on streets

8/11/2020 4:43 AM

305

Dogs getting sick and possible dog cpnflicts

8/10/2020 5:22 PM

306

Unfortunately too many people don't clean up after their dogs in their own neighborhood and I
fear a dog park would be just as bad or worse. The same is true of people overestimating the
good behavior of their dogs. So I worry about cleanliness and people not paying attention to
their dog. A dog park could be an asset for residents but I think it is far down the list. We live
in a fairly rural setting that offers many parks and outdoor spaces for dogs. I'm not sure the
cost of building and maintaining a park is a priority.

8/10/2020 12:30 PM

307

Great idea for a dog park!

8/10/2020 12:04 PM

308

First of all, I never even heard of this proposal until I went to the Web site for something else.
"Sneaking" it in is not a good plan. No one I have spoken to has even heard of this being
proposed. It’s poor management by the Township and advisors to consider this location. The
noise will be over overbearing just like the soccer field was. It was a place to take the kids to
yell and scream all day because they can do it at home. So the residents here have to deal
with it. Some people don't clean up after their dogs as it is, how will this change things? Not all
dogs can get along with each other and people for that matter. I'm certain hourly rules will not
be maintained or enforced. I'm concerned about constant barking, dogs fighting and the safety
of the residents and in particular the children. It's obvious that the public works and the police
will be obligated to do more maintenance and enforcement, a poor choice of using resources.
This is poor management. If a dog park would be considered it should be more centrally
located in the township, away from residential areas. People walk their dogs for exercise for
both dog and human already. Rarely, and I mean rarely, do I see people and dogs interacting
with each other. They pass each other by and maybe say Hi! This is not a downtown area
where no one has the room to roam. Besides residents here have a pretty decent amount of
land at their homes for Fido to amble about. It will be a waste of money and resources,
speaking as a resident I am strongly opposed to a dog park here.

8/10/2020 10:16 AM

309

All this needs to be is a fenced in area with some benches and access to water. No need to go
crazy with design. I would suggest a couple of smaller areas for smaller dogs that do not need
lots of space to run.

8/10/2020 7:47 AM

310

Not at Tomahawk Trail. We suffer enough with Tomahawk Lake, noise, traffic etc. Give us a
break. If it is built.....have it somewhere else. Let's share burdens.

8/9/2020 10:41 PM

311

no concerns. there are a lot of byram residents who have dogs. a dog park would be an asset

8/9/2020 9:28 PM

312

Please do not consider using Mohawk Field as a dog park. There are MANY houses that
surround this area, and it is unrealistic for so many reasons. Safety being my #1 concern. This
is a quiet and safe neighborhood, and should remain that way. Thank you

8/9/2020 9:49 AM

313

I heard talks about it being at Mohawk Ridge field . That field is the reason we bought our
house , there are kids out there every day practicing sports and just being active . It’s bad
enough having a kennel in the neighborhood and hearing dogs bark all the time . I’m totally
against a dog park at Mohawk ridge .

8/9/2020 8:43 AM

314

I do not want a dog park on Stonehedge soccer field!!

8/8/2020 10:34 PM

315

I do not want ppl from other towns coming into Byram to use Dog Park. The world us crazy
right now

8/8/2020 10:01 PM
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316

Proximity to houses, noise, safety concerns if a dog gets loose, lost property value.

8/8/2020 9:31 PM

317

No comments

8/8/2020 8:13 PM

318

Charge a yearly user fee, give paid member a key card to unlock the gate. This will give you
info on who uses the dog park. Use the fees collected to help offset maintenance of the dog
park.

8/8/2020 6:59 PM

319

Ridiculous idea.

8/7/2020 12:21 PM

320

tons of people walk their dogs in west brookwood with no problems

8/7/2020 5:40 AM

321

I think people need to know their dog and whether it will be aggressive or not. Also, people
should clean up after their dog but sometimes don't. We would need someone able to maintain
cleanliness.

8/6/2020 11:20 PM

322

Upon entrance to the park, there should be a snake gate area for a new dog to be separated
from dogs already in the park to come up and get acquainted to the new dog. Poop bags and
waste receptacles should be conveniently located within the park. Dogs must have up-to-date
license and rabies tag displayed on collar or can be asked to leave.

8/6/2020 4:14 PM

323

I think a dog park would be an added benefit to the town

8/6/2020 8:16 AM

324

This would help the other fields since currently people often let their dogs run (and bathroom)
on them without cleaning up after them.

8/6/2020 6:58 AM

325

Bring in outsiders, undesirables.

8/5/2020 11:59 PM

326

Dog park is great idea to foster relationships among citizens.

8/5/2020 11:15 PM

327

there are other facilities our community could use before we consider a dog park.

8/5/2020 9:54 PM

328

I don't see a necessity as most residents have large enough private yards.

8/5/2020 7:20 PM

329

N/a

8/5/2020 7:19 PM

330

I would expect enforcement of leash laws in other parks

8/5/2020 5:15 PM

331

It seems like a waste of money.

8/5/2020 4:46 PM

332

When park is created they need to have a small dog side and a large dog side with rules
clearly stated like no feeding dogs at park and no small children etc. Other local dog parks are
chaos because people can follow rules

8/5/2020 4:44 PM

333

The dog park in my previous town went well so as long as it's maintained properly i don't see
an issue

8/5/2020 3:41 PM

334

There should be two. One for large dogs and another for small dogs.

8/5/2020 12:45 PM

335

I thinks some members of the town would benefit from the dog park if it is done properly. I
couldnt use it because my dogs are mean but if the recreation committee and the township
government work well together to design and implement the park in a way which the residents
become excited to use the park it will be successful

8/5/2020 12:03 PM

336

N/A

8/5/2020 12:00 PM

337

it would be a nice development for us.

8/5/2020 11:49 AM

338

Many, many dogs in this community would love a dog park and so would the owners.

8/5/2020 11:49 AM

339

i think we have bigger priorities

8/5/2020 10:33 AM

340

I think dogs should be allowed in other parks provided they are leashed and picked up after.

8/5/2020 9:23 AM

341

Please do not put a dog park anywhere near residential homes. Noise would be a Big issue
and property values will drop.

8/5/2020 9:16 AM

342

Please think this through, completely. Prior projects and Township facilities are not properly
kept up. Skate park, River Road park, CO Johnson park, etc. Also, who is going to maintain
this dog park. Not all owners will clean up after their dog(s). Furthermore, you will have people
from other towns use the park. What is the town going to spend on legal matters when there's
an incident at the dog park, that brings on a lawsuit? Who's going to monitor the park

8/5/2020 8:35 AM
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throughout the day and night. Dog parks are also known to be a place that dogs and cats get
dumped/abandoned.
343

It would be nothing but trouble for the town, maintenance, and insurance wise.

8/5/2020 8:28 AM

344

I am particularly concerned over the idea of a dog park on Stonehedge Lane. That park is just
down the street from my home. With a dog park there, I would no longer feel safe with my
young children playing outside. Property values would plummet. We’d be listening all day to
dogs barking and there would be increased road traffic, which would make the streets less safe
for walking and lead to further road deterioration. There are other nonresidential areas that
would be much better locations for a dog park. Having a dog park on Stonehedge Ln is a truly
horrifying prospect.

8/5/2020 8:22 AM

345

People would stop bringing there dog to parks that require leashes and letting them roam free .
A designated park designed for that purpose would be great for this community that homes
many dogs

8/5/2020 7:48 AM

346

Let's be certain it will actually be used.

8/5/2020 6:38 AM

347

Please consider splitting the areas into a small dog and large dog area. Mount Olive has a
great example.

8/5/2020 6:35 AM

348

None

8/4/2020 11:35 PM

349

Maybe we could charge a small usage fee that would allow the township to maintain the facility
as well as help to help spay and neuter animals at BARKS.

8/4/2020 10:55 PM

350

I would suggest restricted access with residents paying a nominal fee and non- residents a
higher fee. Funds raised can be applied against maintenance costs.

8/4/2020 9:36 PM

351

Hire people who know what they are doing. Include animal behaviorists, people who have
experience building successful dog parks, environmentalists. No good having if it is poorly
designed or unusable.

8/4/2020 7:24 PM

352

I think each dog should have proof from vet that fecal test of clean

8/4/2020 6:36 PM

353

Of all things to waste money on. I am a dog lover and I have a dog. However, we are a rural
area and we have yards. This is silly. How about installing some electric car chargers near
businesses instead. This will help us stay green and attract business patrons. I can’t believe
you didn’t insist That the new Quick Chek install them.

8/4/2020 5:56 PM

354

I think a dog park would improve the value of homes in Byram. I have concerns, but I would
like to see one built. For the record I’m not a dog owner.

8/4/2020 5:28 PM

355

Dogs should be leashed at township parks, but still allowed.

8/4/2020 5:24 PM

356

None

8/4/2020 5:17 PM

357

X

8/4/2020 5:16 PM

358

I favor people projects over animal projects probably because I dont own a dog

8/4/2020 5:13 PM

359

None

8/4/2020 4:45 PM

360

-

8/4/2020 4:43 PM

361

It is about time to have this kind of area in the township.

8/4/2020 4:34 PM

362

Taxes and use of money

8/4/2020 4:29 PM

363

Need to have means of making sure rules and regulations are followed by the park users.

8/4/2020 4:27 PM

364

None

8/4/2020 4:13 PM

365

Should not be on or near school grounds for safety and security of school children and access
to visibly to watch schools/plan access even on weekends

8/4/2020 4:12 PM

366

Should not be built on or near school grounds for safety of the children & the surrounding
grounds.

8/4/2020 4:11 PM

367

Many communities have dog parks, it’s time for one to be available in Byram. I don’t have a
dog, but I think many dog owners in Byram would use a dog park. I also think it would be

8/4/2020 4:08 PM
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useful.
368

Build the dog park

8/4/2020 4:04 PM

369

As to Item 12, Service Dogs should be allowed any park, only if they are appropriately
identified.

8/4/2020 4:02 PM

370

Many people around here have yards or live in a neighborhood and don’t need to have a dog
park they could use there yards or walk there dog in the neighborhood.

8/4/2020 4:00 PM

371

N/A

8/4/2020 3:59 PM

372

Waste of money. Use existing trails to walk your dogs.

8/4/2020 3:55 PM

373

Regular upkeep, functioning water fountains for both owner(s) and dog(s), trash taken care of
often to avoid smell.

8/4/2020 3:52 PM

374

Love the idea of a dog park, but I’d still like the option to have my leashed dog able to go to
the other parks for walks, especially if the dog park is further away from my home.

8/4/2020 3:47 PM

375

Please don’t waste tax money on a dog park. Buy every student in Byram Township schools a
chromebook and put air conditioning in each of the classrooms instead.

8/4/2020 3:44 PM

376

Although I have three dogs, this is only a moderate priority to me.

8/4/2020 3:11 PM

377

None

8/4/2020 3:05 PM

378

No concerns. I think a dog park is a great idea!

8/4/2020 3:03 PM

379

It would be a great benefit for dogs to socialize with other dogs.

8/4/2020 3:01 PM

380

No comment

8/4/2020 2:57 PM

381

I think it would be a nice addition to our town, but not if it is going to be too expensive or
difficult to maintain.

8/4/2020 2:49 PM

382

None

8/4/2020 2:24 PM

383

I’m in favor of a dog park but will never be in favor of turf fields at co

8/4/2020 2:24 PM

384

How about spending some money getting our power lines underground so we stop losing power
every time a fucking deer farts

8/4/2020 2:16 PM

385

Long overdue!

8/4/2020 2:15 PM

386

Have 2 sections- small and large dogs. Sign indicating rules of maintaining a safe and clean
dog park. All dogs should have licenses/ inoculations.

8/4/2020 2:05 PM

387

Turkey brook and others have problems with aggressive dogs and owners lack of policing the
park

8/4/2020 2:04 PM

388

a dog park is an area for dogs to play, to prohibite them in other parks would not allow walks
etc. Some people may not take their dog to a dog park

8/4/2020 2:01 PM

389

Im surprised to see a survey specific to the dog park. Given then amount of other really
important projects identified in the 2019 recreational planning process, I feel like equal weight
should be given to some of the other considerations. On the dog park issue specifically, I think
it’s a great idea, but we must budget for maintenance and upkeep in both the short- and longterm. This seems like a hard sell given that the town has a difficult time paying for and
implementing maintenance of its existing recreational facilities. There are no operating
bathrooms at COnJohnson Park. The trail system is torn up and missing blazes in places!

8/4/2020 1:59 PM

390

No interest in spending any money on a dog park. Municipal or Open Space

8/4/2020 1:58 PM

391

None

8/4/2020 1:57 PM

392

It would be nice to have a large open spot for dogs to run and play off-leash. However, dogs
should still be permitted ON-LEASH at other locations. Perhaps enforce on-leash better
elsewhere. Also, make sure the dog park se away from main roads - I may have suggested
Tamarack Park, but 206 is too close, I think.

8/4/2020 1:53 PM

393

To maintain a safe environment, I would strongly suggest that the dog park be divided between

8/4/2020 1:49 PM
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small and large dog breeds. Also, as a safety consideration, children should not be permitted
into the dog park unless they are accompanied by an adult.
394

We have way too many sport fields in Byram, a dog park would be a welcome change.

8/4/2020 1:48 PM

395

For out of town residents have a season pass sold that gives them combination to a locked
gate. This will generate funds to off set expenses. Hire a teenager to clean the park daily using
the funds from season passes to pay salary.

8/4/2020 1:47 PM

396

None

8/4/2020 1:47 PM

397

None

8/4/2020 1:47 PM

398

I think residents should be issued a key card with licenses to ensure we are accountable for
our dogs.

8/4/2020 1:46 PM

399

I don't have dogs and don't particularly enjoy them... But I don't agree with requiring dogs only
at one park. I also have 14 dogs in the 8 houses surrounding my property so I know there are a
lot of dog owners who may benefit from a dog park (not sure if they would actually use it
though since most people have a good amount of land in Byram).

8/4/2020 1:44 PM

400

None

8/4/2020 1:43 PM

401

We don’t have a dog, so we don’t really have much input.

8/4/2020 1:40 PM

402

Na

8/4/2020 1:40 PM

403

I do not currently have a dog, although on the rare occasion when I dog sit for a friend I have
no problem walking at the existing parks or in my neighborhood. (Note: I am an advocate of
scoop your poop!)

8/4/2020 1:39 PM

404

Not safe

8/4/2020 1:38 PM

405

None.

8/4/2020 1:38 PM

406

I think it’s a great idea!

8/4/2020 1:37 PM

407

no questions. Like I said earlier Tamarack park is the best location. That park is a waste of
space as is and no one ever is there. Just put it there period and end of discussion.

8/4/2020 1:36 PM

408

Can’t have chickens but our dogs need a park? with public funds? Please, no.

8/4/2020 1:36 PM

409

I don’t have a dog, but I’d love to see a dog park happen. I’m a dog lover and feel we have
more than enough space to provide a space for them.

8/4/2020 1:36 PM

410

NA

8/4/2020 1:35 PM

411

We need facilities for families, not dogs.

8/4/2020 1:30 PM

412

None

8/4/2020 1:30 PM

413

I don't feel a dog park is necessary

8/4/2020 1:29 PM

414

None

8/3/2020 3:49 PM
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April 17, 2019
Via Email (morgera@byramtwp.org)

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

Mr. Michael Orgera, Byram Township DPW Supervisor

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E., Byram Township Engineer

SUBJECT:

Estimated Engineering & Construction Costs for
Proposed Walking Paths at Carl O. Johnson Park
Byram Township, Sussex County

Dear Michael,
As requested, I have prepared cost estimates for the construction and paving of various walking paths
within Carl O. Johnson Park. A summary of the estimated costs for paths to be constructed and/or paved within
the park are as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Paving Outer Loop Trail, 10’ wide .................................... $ 20,000.00
Proposed Field No. 1 Path, 5’ wide .................................... $ 15,000.00
Proposed Field No. 3 Path, 10’ wide .................................. $ 25,000.00
Proposed Interior Paths, 5’ wide ......................................... $ 20,000.00

Total Estimated Costs .................................................................. $ 80,000.00
Please note that all paths will be 5 feet in width except for the outer loop trail and the proposed Field
No. 3 path. Those paths will be 10 feet in width to allow for proper maintenance vehicle and emergency vehicle
access. All paths will be constructed to meet ADA requirements. Also note that the above estimates do not
include repairs to existing paths. Per our conversations, the Township DPW will repair these paths as needed.
A markup of a map showing the locations of the paths is attached. I trust this map and these estimates
will be satisfactory for your use. If you need any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Very truly yours,

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E.
HAROLD E. PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Byram Township Engineer
CLS:cls
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Joseph Sabatini - Byram Township Manager
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April 17, 2019
Via Email (morgera@byramtwp.org)

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

Mr. Michael Orgera, Byram Township DPW Supervisor

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E., Byram Township Engineer

SUBJECT:

Estimated Engineering & Construction Costs for
Various Improvements at Carl O. Johnson Park
Byram Township, Sussex County

Dear Michael,
Based on our discussions and a visit to Carl O. Johnson Park, I have prepared cost estimates for a
number of projects that the Township is considering. A review of these projects and the estimated costs for
each project are summarized below:
1.

Tennis Court Repairs & Re-Coating: The tennis courts have several cracks in the surface that
have formed at the pavement seams running along the long axis of the courts. The overall
structure of the courts is in good shape but the cracks along the pavement seams need to be
repaired. Due to the age of the courts, it is recommended that the cracks be repaired, the entire
court surface be re-coated, and new nets be installed. The estimated costs for this work are as
follows:
Court Crack Repairs ........................................................................$ 10,000.00
Color Coating System ......................................................................$ 30,000.00
Line Striping ...................................................................................$ 3,500.00
Tennis Court Nets & Hardware .......................................................$ 1,500.00
Engineering Design & Bidding .......................................................$ 2,500.00
Construction Inspection ..................................................................$ 2,500.00
Total Estimated Costs ................................................................... $ 50,000.00

2.

Stairs Adjacent to Concession Building: The stairs adjacent to the concession building are
timber rail constructed stairs with the tread portion of each stair filled with asphalt. A single
hand rail on the football field side of the stairs. During my site visit, I found that the asphalt
filled tread area has settled and has become a trip hazard that should be repaired. I also noted
that the hand railing was loose in some areas. At a minimum, I recommend that the asphalt
tread section of each step be removed and new asphalt be placed between the timber stair. The
railing should also be tightened/repaired as needed.
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The above discussed repairs will address the current issue but will not remove the long-term
maintenance of the stairs. Since the stairs are wood timber stairs, they will continue to
deteriorate over time and will need to be replaced in full. That being said, it may be decided
that it would be in the best interest to replace the stairs with new concrete stairs with railings
that meet current construction standards. My estimate to replace the existing stairs with
concrete stairs with new railings would be $50,000.00.
3.

Stairs Adjacent to Roseville Road Parking Lot: The stairs adjacent to the Roseville Road
parking are also timber rail constructed stairs with the tread portion of each stair filled with
asphalt. The railings for these stairs are also made of wood but have metal hand rails on each
side of the stairs. During my site visit, I found that a number of the wood timber treads were
deteriorating and the asphalt tread area has settled in various locations. The wood railing was
also found to be aging and becoming splintered in locations. At a minimum, I recommend that
the timber members be replaced as needed and the asphalt tread section of each step be
removed and new asphalt be placed between the timber stair. The railing should be inspected
closely and portions be repaired as needed.
The above option will again address the current issue but will not remove the long-term
maintenance issue related to these stairs. Since the stairs are wood timber stairs, they will
continue to deteriorate over time and will need to be replaced in full. I estimate that it will cost
approximately $20,000.00 to replace the stairs with concrete stairs with railings that meet
current construction standards.

I trust this information will be satisfactory for your use. If you have any questions or need any
additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Very truly yours,

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E.
HAROLD E. PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Byram Township Engineer
CLS:cls
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Joseph Sabatini - Byram Township Manager
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May 29, 2020
Via Email (jsabatini@byramtwp.org)

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

Mr. Joseph Sabatini, Byram Township Manager

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E., Byram Township Engineer

SUBJECT:

Carl O. Johnson Park - Field #8
Byram Township, Sussex County

Dear Joe,
As you are aware, Field #8 at Carl O. Johnson Park is a field which use is being greatly hindered due to
poor drainage during wet times of the year. This condition has been occurring for many years and is mostly
related to the topsoil utilized during the construction of the field back in 2004. At that time, the topsoil used on
that field was topsoil that was available on the property and topsoil that was imported from outside sources.
The tight budget available for the project did not permit the installation of subsurface drainage or the addition
of sand admixtures to the topsoil material to help promote stormwater infiltration. Over the years, this topsoil
layer has settled and compacted and is not permitting the proper infiltration of water into the ground.
Since the field is being closed so often due to wet conditions, the Township recreation leagues are
asking that the Township take steps to make this field more useable during wet periods of the year. There are a
number of options that the Township could consider to address the wet conditions on this field. A review of
various options for consideration is as follows:
1.

Decompaction & Topdressing: A major issue with the field today, is that the topsoil has
become compacted and does not allow water to infiltrate deep into the root zone areas. If the
topsoil layer was loosened, water infiltration would be increased and less water would lie on
the surface of the layer. To decompact the topsoil layer without causing major damage to the
field, deep tining or vertaquake loosing of the soil can be completed. This process would likely
need to be completed multiple times (once in spring and once in fall) to truly loosen the soil.
The cost for deep tine aeration would be approximately $3,000 per each aeriation.
After the initial decompaction, it is recommended that the field be topdressed with washed
topdressing sand. The sand would be spread uniformly over the field and drag matted so the
sand would fill into the aerated holes that were created with the deep time aeriation. The cost
for the topdressing sand and the placement of the sand by an outside contractor is estimated to
cost $4,000.00. The total cost of this option (assuming the field is deep tined twice) is
estimated to equal $10,000. It should be noted that a turface material could also be used to
topdress the field. This material would serve to fill the aerated holes in the same manner and
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would also provide water absorption characteristics that would help dry a field during rain
events. Placing turface over the entire field would add another $10,000 to the cost of this
option.
Pros: The deep tining and topdressing will serve to decompact the topsoil layer and promote
infiltration of water deeper into the layer. The decompacted layer will serve to move
more water off the surface of the turf area and it will promote better grass growth since
the root zone will be deepened. Field play can resume immediately after the field is
topdressed.
Cons: This option will help water to infiltrate deeper into the topsoil later but it will not fully
remove the water from the field. Due to budget constraints, it was decided during
design to not crown the field and grade the field in one plan towards the fenced pond
area. This results in runoff needed to travel over 200 feet from the highest point of the
field to the lowest point of the field. With a topsoil that is not free draining, the field
areas on the low side of the field will be have more water on the surface and will likely
remain in a wetter condition. The process of decompacting and topdressing will not be
a one-time fix and will need to be continued on a yearly basis to get the full benefit.
2.

Waterwick: With the entire field draining in one direction, an option to help move the water
off and away from the field may be considered. One option would be to install drainage system
that would “wick” water away for the field. Waterwick is a process that makes slices into the
topsoil later at 12 inch intervals and fills the slices with kiln dried sand. This process allows
water to infiltrate into the ground surface but will also allow for water to be “wicked” away
from the surface to underdrain piping that would be installed around the perimeter of the field.
The estimated cost for this process is $50,000.
Pros: The waterwick system will serve to make slices every 12 inches and will decompact
the topsoil layer and promote infiltration of water deeper into the layer. With slices
being filled with sand, water can then be wicked away from the field. The infiltration
of water deeper into the soil layer will again promote better grass growth since the root
zone will be deepened. Field use can resume immediately.
Cons: Over time, the sand filled slices may become closed due to grass growth and grass
clippings being allowed to sit on the field surface. With the entire field sloping to one
side, I also question whether the slices would become full of water near the low end of
the field and the water would overflow onto the field. This would mean that the high
side of the field would be dry but the low side of the field would be wetter. The filling
of the slices also means that the process may need to be redone in the future.
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Field Trench Drains Installation: A more aggressive option that would provide physical
drainage into the field would be to install field trench drains within the field. This option
would include the placement of 12” wide trenches diagonally across the fields at 20 to 25 foot
intervals to collect stormwater and move the stormwater off the field. The trench drains would
consist of a 3 to 4 inch drain pipe, 12 inches of clean stone and washed concrete sand as a
topping to the stone trench. The drain pipe would be connected to a perimeter drain pipe and
the collected water would be discharged into the adjacent pond area. The sod over each trench
would be cut prior to the excavation of the pipe trench and then would be placed back over the
trench once the drains are installed. A 3" opening in the sod would be left without sod and
filled with sand. This opening will allow runoff to drain directly into each drain. Over a
season, this trench opening will close with the grass on each side of the small opening. The
estimated cost for this repair would cost approximately $100,000. Sod over trenches will need
to take hold before play can be allowed to resume.
Pros: This option will provide a physical drain every 20 to 25 feet and serve to better remove
water from the field.
Cons: This option is more costly over the two previous options. Also, the cutting and
resetting of the sod will require that the field be out of service until the sod takes hold
and the field is safe for use. It estimated that the field would need to be out of service
for at least one month. This option also does not address the compaction of the topsoil
areas between the trenches. In order to promote good grass growth, deep tining on
some regular schedule (annually or bi-annually) may still be warranted.

4.

Recondition Topsoil Layer & Install Field Drainage: This option would include tilling the
existing field, placing layers of sand and compost on the tilled field, re-tilling of field,
regrading the field, and then seeding, fertilizing and straw mulching. The goals for this option
would be to provide a topsoil layer that will have a looser composition, allow for infiltration
downward into the topsoil layer and promote better grass growth since the root zone will be
deepened. Without drainage being installed, it is estimated that this will cost $100,000. If this
option is chosen, I would recommend that the Township consider installing field drainage at the
same time to assure that no problems with drainage will occur after the field is established.
With the addition of drainage, it is estimate that this option would cost $150,000. If seeded
conventionally, this field would be out of operation for 1 season.
Pros: The reconditioning of the topsoil layer will serve to decompact the topsoil layer and
promote infiltration of water deeper into the layer. This will allow more water to
move off the surface of the turf area and will promote better grass growth since the root
zone will be deepened.
Cons: The reconditioning of the entire field will be a costly project and will remove the field
from play for approximately 1 year. This option will require care to assure that none
of the field irrigation system is damaged during this process.
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Full Field Reconstruction: The costliest grass field option would be to fully reconstruct this
field. The reconstruction of the field can be completed in a number of ways. One way would
be to strip the topsoil layer and replace the topsoil with a higher quality material that has a
higher sand and organic content. Another method would be to strip the topsoil, import fill
material, regrade the field to place a crown in the field and then place an imported topsoil
material on the regraded field. The Township could then consider placing a stone drainage
layer over the subgrade before placing the new import topsoil back on the field. Physical
drainage piping as discussed above in other options could also be installed. The costs for
reconstructing the field would vary greatly depending on the level of reconstruction that is
desired. For discussion purposes, I estimate that fully reconstructing this field could range
between $150,000 and $250,000.
Pros: The reconstruction of the field will provide a “new” field for Byram Township that will
drain more efficiently and fully eliminate the wet conditions that exist today.
Cons: The reconstruction of the existing field will be a very costly project. The project will
include import of considerable amount of material and will require the resetting of all
sprinkler heads on the field. For best grass growth, it would be recommended that the
field be conventionally seeded. This will remove the field from play for approximately
1 year.

6.

Install a Synthetic Turf Field: A final option that the Township may consider is replacing
the field with a new synthetic turf field. The construction of a synthetic turf field would
require the excavation of the existing field, removal of the underground irrigation system,
construction of a field drainage system and placement of a synthetic turf field. The
construction of a turf field would be very costly but would provide a field that can be used all
year round with no weather constraints. The field would also will require minimum yearly
maintenance. The estimated cost for replacing Field #8 with a new synthetic turf field would
be $700,000.
Pros: A new turf field can be utilized all year round with no weather constraints and can be
used more frequently without damaging the field surface. The field can be striped for
multiple sports (soccer, football, lacrosse, etc.) and multiple age groups (7v7 or 9v9)
and will have minimum maintenance on a yearly basis. Once constructed, the field can
be placed in service immediately.
Cons: The construction of a new turf field will be an expensive project to construct initially.
The synthetic turf surface will also need to be replaced every 12 to 15 years. The cost
to replace the turf surface would range between $350,000 and $400,000.

As shown above, there are a number of options available to address the wet conditions that are being
experienced on Field #8 at Carl O. Johnson Park. The option that is eventually chosen will need to balance
budget constraints, maintenance requirements, and the urgency that the field needs to return to active use.
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I trust this information will be useful and will assist the Township and determining how to proceed in
addressing the wet conditions that exist today on Field #8. If you have any questions or wish to set up a time to
discuss these options in greater detail, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Very truly yours,

Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E.
HAROLD E. PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Byram Township Engineer
CLS:cls
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Joseph Sabatini
Fwd: CO Johnson Park Irrigation Estimates
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CO Johnson Park.pdf
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Joe,
Just for reference:
Thanks
Mike
Begin forwarded message:
From: Cory Stoner <cstoner@hpellow.com>
Date: August 3, 2020 at 4:14:50 PM EDT
To: Michael Orgera <morgera@byramtwp.org>
Subject: CO Johnson Park Irrigation Estimates
Mike,
Attached is a map showing a “rough” estimate for the cost to install in-ground irrigation systems on each field at CO Johnson Park. I believe these numbers are decent numbers but are subject to change depending on the number of fields
that are done at one time. For example, I am sure we can get better prices if you bid 2 or 3 of these at one time. On the other hand, you decide to do just one field, the cost for only one field may be higher than what I have here.
Field #1 - $20,000
Field #2 - $20,000
Field #3 - $30,000
Field #5 - $30,000
Field #4/6 - $40,000
Field #7 - $10,000
We spoke about the cost to drill a new well. The cost to drill the well at Tamarack park was $25,000. We also spend $5,000 to the hydrogeologist to determine the best place to drill. The cost for well pump, controller, deliver pipe and
other accessories was another $40,000.
Cory L. Stoner, P.E., C.M.E.
Harold E. Pellow & Associates, Inc.
17 Plains Road
Augusta, N.J. 07822
Phone: 973.948.6463, Ext. 213
Fax: 973.948.2916
cstoner@hpellow.com<mailto:cstoner@hpellow.com>
www.hpellow.com<https://us-east-2.protection.sophos.com?
d=hpellow.com&u=aHR0cDovL3d3dy5ocGVsbG93LmNvbS8=&e=bW9yZ2VyYUBieXJhbXR3cC5vcmc=&t=bS9RUk1zc2JDMHBTQWtpRk9paGNsajIyOFE5Mks3RmduMDdhZ1oyRTFWaz0=&h=b3f0b41176d042069dc896666b0069c1>
[cid:image001.png@01D669AF.7A0576A0]

Byram Township Town Council
Byram Township Municipal Building
10 Mansfield Drive
Byram Township NJ 07874
Phone: (973) 347-2500

12/16/2015

RE: Byram Recreation Committee recommendation to Byram Township for capital
improvements to our town’s recreational facilities. 4.01 FINAL DRAFT FOR REVIEW

Dear Council,
The Byram Township Recreation Committee (BRC), on behalf of Byram Township residents would like to
recommend to the Byram Town Council and other Town Departments and Committees the following
prioritized plan for capital improvements to our town recreational facilities. We believe this plan not
only represents the desire of the residents in Byram Township but it also improves the quality of life for
our total population. It will act as a statement to all, resident s and nonresidents that Byram is a
desirable place to live, raise a family, visit, own a business and a town that is beneficial to be associated
with both personally and economically.
The plan focuses around maintaining and improving our current recreational facilities (active and nonactive). The plan requires a significant investment and funding for these capital improvements. The
Recreation Committee prefers that all improvements are addressed in a single or two phased approach
as this is a complete plan for the town. Leaving any part behind or delaying any part would affect the
total plan and groups of individual’s using these facilities. However, we understand that the town has
limited resources and may need to put this plan into a multi-phased approach. For that reason we have
prioritized each part of the plan into two levels. The first character in the priority key represents a
suggested time-lined approach to implementing the plan. Under ideal circumstances we are
recommending these dates be considered for the priority levels:
1. Priority Timing High 2017 or sooner
2. Priority Timing Strong, 2018 or sooner
3. Priority Timing Meaningful, 2019 or sooner
CO Johnson Park (COJ) has often been referred to as the “face of Byram” and our “recreational town
center”. It is our most used facility therefore much of this plan focuses on COJ. It is the BRC
recommendation that the Township conducts a comprehensive assessment of these recommendations
in the form of a professionally prepared master plan so that further priorities can be assigned in a
realistic manner. We ask that this committee be actively involved with further discussions and
prioritizing before, during and after a master plan is completed.
The second character in the priority key is placed on the need for the individual item. An outline of the
priority levels is recorded below.
Sincerely,

The Byram Township Recreation Committee

DRAFT: Ver.4.01
Assessment authored by J.Figiel

Byram Recreation Committee recommendation to Byram Township for capital improvements
to our town’s recreational facilities.
Priority Level – First character (Timing):
1. Priority Timing High, Importance to the community is significant and high. Need is significant for
number of people and groups requiring these items. Timeline is urgent.
2. Priority Timing Strong, Importance to the community is desirable and formidable. Need is
significant for the number of people and groups requiring these item: as lack of having this
improvement would affect additional town oriented organizations and groups. Timeline is
important as it will affect users of this item and others while a Band-Aid solution remains in
place.
3. Priority Timing Meaningful, Importance to the community is desired. Need is important for the
number of people and groups requiring these item: as lack of having this improvement would
affect additional town oriented organizations and groups. Timeline is not consequential as it will
not significantly affect users of this item.
Priority Level – Second character (Needs & Wants):
A.
B.
C.
D.

Priority Need High – Public opinion is strong and often heard without solicitation.
Priority Need Strong – Public opinion is strong when topic is open to discussion.
Priority Need Meaningful – Public has requested, when the topic is being discussed.
Priority Need Useful - Public has requested, but there is an understanding of cost vs. benefit so it
might not be a top priority.

The BRC total plan for capital improvement to our town focuses on the four most visible and used (or
required) recreational areas of our town. CO Johnson, the new Tamarack Park, Waterloo Park and our
current “groomed” trails. These areas have high exposure inside and outside of our town and we
believe they represent “the face of Byram” to all that use it.
•

(1A) CO Johnson – COJ has often been referred to as the face of Byram and our Recreational
Town Center, is our most used facility.
o (1A) Field house upgrades
 (1A) It is the RC opinion that the Field House, in its current condition is a
detriment to our towns brand and it is nonfunctional to our community. It
requires a complete overhaul. The question then becomes can it be gutted and
renovated or should it be demolished and rebuilt. If renovation is not a feasible
or cost effective alternative than a rebuild should include:
• (1A) All items below
• (1C) Possibly a larger multi-purpose room
• (1C) Additional meeting rooms, possibly on a 2nd floor.
• (1D) Roof top access to a safe and covered broadcast area.
o Line of site and PA addressing football field.
o Line of site and PA addressing baseball Field One (1).

o

• (1B) efficient ventilation, heating and cooling.
• (1D) Ability to view a projected video both inside and outside.
• (1D) Covered picnic or table area
 Items below should be considered for an upgrade with or without rebuild of the
Field House
• (1A) ADA Compliant
• (1A) Bathrooms Renovations:
o (1A) Accessible from both inside and outside the facility
o (1A) Easy to clean and maintain
o (1A) Open most if not all year long or at a minimum when park
and facility is open
o (1A) No danger of leaking into basement storage areas.
o (1A) The BRC does not see the existing restroom as upgradeable
and is recommending a complete modernization.
• (1B) Kitchen Renovations
o (1B) Use accessible from inside
o (1B) Access accessibility from outside (same as current) with
locking security window (upgraded from current).
o (1B) Electrical current upgraded for needs and use of
community.
o (3C) Industrial and cost effective fundamental equipment (sink,
oven {gas}, stove top, refrigerator).
• (1A) Multi-purpose room upgrade.
o (1A) Meaningful and secure access
o (1A) Easy to clean and maintain and low maintenance design
o (1B) WiFi
• (1A) Storage Upgraded (up and down stairs)
o (1A) Clean, well lit and safe
o (1A) Free from risk of plumbing issues or water damage.
o (1A) Meaningful and secure access
(2B) Athletic Field Upgrades: *The upgrade to COJ athletic field coincides with the
upgrade of the new Tamarack Park as the sports and recreation centers of Byram. It has
long been contested that we have too few athletic fields for the size and population of
our town and the many youth and adult recreational sports/activities requiring use of
these athletic fields. Today, all users are forced to share these limited resources, often
limiting one or more organization to be left behind without appropriate facilities to use
or limited times to use them. The overall plan focuses COJ fields as the football and
baseball center for our town, and focuses Tamarack Park as the soccer, field hockey, and
lacrosse centers of our town. Other sports and activities would of course have access
and use of these fields as permitted and since COJ is our primary recreation park it
should always be used as a multi-purpose venue for any major recreational or special
event.
 (2A) ADA Compliant
 (2B) COJ should be equipped with electronic and automated lightning detection.

(2B) Field 8 upgrade*
• (2B) Upgrade to drainage system to make the field usable under normal
weather conditions.
• (2B) Addition of a walking/running track
• (2B) Stands, score board, broadcast station, shed, and gear (goals)
appropriate for a primary town football field but also usable for a semi
multi-sport environment (soccer, lacrosse, field hockey, etc. Not
baseball).
• (3D) Lights adequate to play night games.
• (3C) Additional parking
 (3C) Field 4 and Field 6 upgrade*
• (3C) F4 upgraded to accommodate 50/70 style baseball as well as
standard 46/60 play
• (3D) F4 Removable fence in outfield.
• (3D) Lights adequate to play night games that accommodate both F4
(baseball) and F6 (multi-purpose).
 (3D) Field 3 upgrade*
• (3D) Lights adequate to play night games.
• (3D) Safe and finished paths for walking to the field that also aid in
appropriate drainage.
 (3D) Field 1 Upgrade
• (3D) Lights adequate to play night games.
• (3D) Safe and finished paths for walking to and around the backstop
(possibly connecting to the path behind F4) and approaching the field
from the field house area. This path should also aid in appropriate
drainage
(2B) The new Tamarack Park (West)
o (1A) ADA Compliant
o (2B) Tamarack Park should be equipped with electronic and automated lightning
detection.
o (2B) Athletic Field Upgrades
 (2B) Field (large field) upgrade*
• (2B) Stands, score board, broadcast station, shed, and gear (goals)
appropriate for a primary town soccer, field hockey and lacrosse field
but also usable for a semi multi-sport environment (Other recreational
activities TBD)
• (3D) Lights adequate to play night games
• (3D) Addition of a walking/running track
• (3D) Safe and finished paths for walking to and approaching the field
that also aid in appropriate drainage
 (3C) Field (smaller field) upgrade*
• (3C) Stands, score board and gear (goals) appropriate for a primary
town soccer, field hockey and lacrosse field but also usable for a semi
multi-sport environment (Other recreational activities TBD)


•

(3D) Lights adequate to play night games
(3D) Safe and finished paths for walking to the field that also aid in
appropriate drainage
o Field house requirements
 (3A) Bathrooms:
• (3A) Accessible from both inside and outside the facility
• (3A) Easy to clean and maintain
• (3A) Open most if not all year long or minimally when park and facility is
open
 (3B) Kitchen or Snack Stand
• (3B) Accessible from inside
• (3B) Accessible from outside (same as COJ) with locking security window
• (3B) Electrical current for needs and use of community
• (3C) Limited but Industrial and cost effective fundamental equipment
(sink, oven {gas}, stove top, refrigerator)
• (3D) Covered picnic or table area
(3C) Outdoor Theater or Stage: The need to hold events in Byram (ex: Byram Day, etc.) at a
resilient a location with an accessible, multi-purpose stage available for plays, speeches, bands
and other public performances. This can be accomplished in one of 2 ways:
o Mobile Approach – if a venue is not deemed ideal for a permanent location the option
of a stage on a trailer would be the preferred approach. Further details TBD. A few
pictures and general examples can be seen on the follow web sites however the BRC is
not endorsing these or any specific mobile-trailer-stage at this time.
 http://www.stageline.com/
 http://www.apexstages.com/
 http://www.wengercorp.com/acoustics/showmobile-mobile-stage-andcanopy.php
o Permanent Approach – location open to discussion and TBD.
 (1A) Disability access to all facilities
 Because so many Byram residents consider COJ park the town’s recreational
center, a possible location for this structure might be east Tamarack park
(https://www.google.com/maps/place/40%C2%B058'03.2%22N+74%C2%B043'
13.1%22W/@40.967552,-74.720312,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x0:0x0)
Or more descriptively known as the property adjacent to Roseville and
Tamarack.
Special considerations and concerns for this specific location include
o Residential approval
o Parking
o Sound and noise control
• Other Byram locations are certainly an option open to discussion. In any and all
locations the following qualities should be considered:
• (3C) Seating is natural (no permanent seats) but the seating area is
leveled for better visual and auditory purposes.
• (3C) Electrical access
•
•

•

•

•

• (3D) Covered stage
• (3D) Natural, leveled or layered seating
• (3C)Acoustically correct backdrop
(1A) Upgrades and maintenance to Byram’s many trails, paths and open space recreation areas.
Byram Township is known as the "Gateway to New Jersey Trails" (Biking, Hiking and
Sightseeing). There are many trails and open space properties that dot the Byram Township
topography yet many of these properties are “islands”, with no direct or indirect access and/or
parking. Additionally, inclement weather and normal depreciation of existing trails and paths
has left some unusable and many in desperate need of immediate maintenance. If we are to
pride ourselves as being the Gateway to NJ trails than we need to expand and maintain these
existing paths and trails properly and on an annual basis. If we cannot maintain what we have
we should consider alternative solutions. However, the overwhelming consensus is part of
Byram’s allure is the ability to access the many open space locations for which we have invested.
Our master plan recommendation would therefore include:
o (1A) ADA compliant where applicable
o (1A) Expansion of groomed trails or path to connect as many of the open space
recreation areas as possible. Further conversations will be required to determine what
locations are possible and a priority as well as what type of access (walking, hiking,
bicycle, horses, etc.) should be permitted at each site and on each trail.
o (1A) Budgeted funding to maintain and upkeep these trails and open space locations.
o “Groomed” refers to graveled or vehicle maintained paths or trails, NOT trails or paths
marked and with natural walking ways. “Walking” refers to paved or paths specifically
designed for walking or running, NOT graveled or vehicle maintained paths or trails.
(3C) Upgrades and maintenance to Byram’s designated and official community parks and play
areas. There are many neighborhoods and communities in Byram that have or should have a
recreational community parks and play areas. Each community is distinct in their own way but
these parks should be modernized with a town-wide design or theme. Each community should
have at least one park or play area that can exhibit the individual character of the community
and landscape, but with a master theme and similar resources applied to each and all the parks.
o The communities and parks identified by the BRC are as follows:
1. West Brookwood/Riverside Park
2. East Brookwood/Brookwood Park
3. Forest Lakes/COJ Park
4. Lackawanna/Neil Gylling Memorial Park
5. Tomahawk/Mountain Heights Park
6. Mohawk-Lee Hill/Mountain Heights Park
7. Tamarack/Tamarack Park (east)
8. Cranberry/ TBD
o Our master plan recommendation would therefore include for each of these parks:
 (1A) ADA compliant where applicable
 (3C) Picnic table(s)
 (1A) Trash policy and resources
 (3C) A TBD but minimal standard in playground resources so that they all look
and play similarly.

o

 (3D) Running water
 (3D) Electric
 (3D) Basketball or paddleball court/other
 (3D) TBD
Additional improvements should be made to the following parks and play areas:
 (2B) Neil Gylling Memorial Park
• Park should be equipped with electronic and automated lightning
detection.
• Improved access to water in back area for fishing purposes.
• Boardwalk “style” access to environmental habitat.
• Improved picnic area
• Improved parking
• Playground
• Safe, finished paths for walking to the field that also aid in appropriate
drainage
• TBD
 (1A if funds are available) Tomahawk/Mountain Heights Park
• Picnic area
• Parking
• (3D) Basketball or paddleball court/other
• Playground
• TBD
 (3C) Mohawk-Lee Hill/Mountain Ridge Park
• Improved picnic area
• Improved parking
• Basketball or paddleball court/other
• Playground
• TBD

The Byram Township Recreation Committee

