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APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE OR EXCEPTION
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT TOWNSHIP OF BRICK

Cal No I37 Filed IR~ Cs E
- & -

Disposition %/@M Hearing S-S~ O é

To the Board of Adjustment

An appeal 1s hereby made for a variance from or an ex ception according to the terms ofxSenthx Article NIT

of the Zomng Ordmance so as to permut the erection of a 24 unit garden apartment

in a 7 5 Zone

This appeal 15 based on the (decision rendered) (ordersmed) bythe Bullding Official dated Sept 21 19 65

ami-neadmg as foltows~ @ copy of which 1s attached hereto

Section of Revised Statutes Upon Which Appeal Is Based N J & A. 40 35-39(q4) O

R

U

A

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED STRUCTURE OR USE

PREMISES AFFECTED known as Lot Nos 12-33Block No &2 on the Tax Map of Township of Brick
::_ {T L
Located at tntersection of Ocean Ave (Rte 88) W Princeton_ Ave & Forge Pond Road
c

Hirg,

P g

Tw\x*‘*‘ifvﬁi
ApphcantDEWIS B KENT Address 23 Fulton Street »Newark, 2, NJ
Owner same Address Same S
Leasee None Address === — ——

Zone R75

Last previous occupancy Vacant Land
Size of lot 30,265, square feet
Front 332 O fest Depth 242 12 feet Width 250 00 feet
16 unit Bldg 169 0
Size of Bu]ldlng lgaglsit:reeBtllgrgel) 113 feet fropt g% g ég‘é'éef@eep
Percentage of lot occupied by buildings AQpRLOX 30 %
Height of Building 2 stories 28 \n b / feet

2
Set back from rear property ne 16 Unit Bldg, 25 feet 8 Unat Bldg 5g U TN fest

Set hack from front property lme 16 Unit Bldg from 45-140ft 8 Unit Bld% 60-220 . feet

e

wh

back f d line 1, 90 ft on left 40 on right ~ - .
Set back from side property line 8 ggitt; E%gg 20_45 on Teff 35 on rgght REPER feet
/

Prevaihng set back of adjoinmg bwldings within block NO prevailing set-back - feet

Has there been any previous appeal involving these premises? ¥&€S

If so state character of appeal and date of dispositton Prev1ious application May 3, 1963

seeking same relief as herein requested-relief denied by Resolution dated

September 3, 1963 ! l

The reasons for the present application or appeal are as follows

The reasons for which the previous application was denied are no longer valid

1in light of the construction of apartments in Brick Township since the date

of denial of the application




b &

ATTACHED HERETO «
AND MADE A PART OF THIS APPLICATION
| I SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING
(Note All these papers must be submitted with apphcation)

(a) Copy of Building Application and/or a true copy ofthe Official Order 1ssued by the Building Official together
with plans of proposed building and Form L—Dental by Zoning Officer

(b) FOUR (4) Copies of a certified survey of the property if a present building exists the survey shall be a cert
fied location survey and clearly indicate such bwlding thereon with all front side and rear yard dimensions together

with prevailing set back dimensions

(c) FOUR Coptes of a Plot Plan (if a new building) and clearly indicate such building thereon with all front side
and rear yard dimensions together with prevailing set back dimensions

AFFIDAVIT OF APPLICANT
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ]
S8

i
COUNTY OF OCEAN |
LEWIS B KENT of full age being duly sworn according to law on oath deposes and says
that all of the above statements and the statements contained in the papers submitted herewith are true

Sworn and subscribed to

before me this [ ( day
of Y’ ' 19 65 L
| A

Notary Public of the State

of New Jersey ewis B A%%E:Ent to sign here
NOIARY ruBC OF New JERSEY
| h ey & 1947

AFFIDAVIT OF OWNERSHIP
STATE OF NEWJERSEY }
58

COUNTY OF OCEAN

LEWIS B KEIINT of full age being duly sworn according to law on oath deposes and says

that deponent resides at 23 Fulton St in the (City) (Town) (Township) (Borough) ofNewark
in the County of ESsSex and State of New Jersey

that he | 1s the owner 1n fee of all that certan lot piece or parcel of

I
land situated lving and being m the Tcwnship of Brick aforesaid and known nd designated as kf?:}l:'nﬁered 12-33
Block 25 on the Tax Map of the Township of Brick

l
Sworn and subscribed to

! hefore me this / / day ._/ "

t of W 19 65 LEWIS B KENT
é«/' &/’"‘"/ )”Z({Z(:cq/ _%M (Owner to sign here)

A Notary Public of the
d State of New Jersey

Kby
TARY PubuC QF NEW Jt
H:om Expiras Moy 3, 1967

AUTHOP:IZATION — FOR CONTRACT PURCHASER

(1f Contract Purchaser 1s making this application the following authorization must be executed)
To the Board of Adjustment

1s hereby authonized to make thew:ithin application

Dated

(Owner to sign here)

(Note Contract Purchaser must produce a signed copy of the contract for the Board of Adjustment at the hearing )



APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE OR EXCEPTION
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT TOWNSHIP OF BRICK

Cal No Filed - - 1 .
Disposttion Hearing 19 -
To the Board of Adjustment

An appeal 1s hereby made for a varance from or an ex ception according to the terms of#Ssetibiist Article VII

the erection of a 24 unit garden apartmsnt

of the Zoning Ordinance so as to permut

in a 7 5 Zone

This appeal 15 based on the (decision rendered) (BTUEFTSBUEA) bythe Building Official dated Sept.2l 19 65
AT AR AT IOIBWE T a copy of which is attached hereto

Section of Revised Statutes Upon Which Appeal Is Based NeJ.S.As 40:55~39(d} . ~» )

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED STRUCTURE OR USE . ™

PREMISES AFFECTED known as Lot,NoB 12=33Block No 25 on the Tax Map of Townshlp of Brick - =
intersection of Ccean Ave (Rte 88) W Princeton Ave. 4& Eorga ;Pt;md Road.

Located at
ApplicantVEWIS B KENT Address 23 Fulton Street, Newark, 2, W
Owner same Address same -
Leasece None Address o o
Zone R75

Last previous occupancy Vacant Land

Size of lot 30, 265

square feet

332 0 242 12 250 00

Front feet Depth feet Width feet
16 unit Bldg 169.0 .
Size of Bulldmg %fge%igéz 113, feet frapt 35.2 f.“ébéw&eep
Percentage of lot occupied by butldings IPPLOX 30 % . !
y o7,
Height of Building 2 stories 28 S NY {{feei
an Ao v
Set back from rear property line 16 Unit Bldg. 35 feet; 8 Unit Bldg. 5_0 ~ feet-

- ;2
Set back from front property Jme 10 Unit Bldg from 45-140£t:8 Unit Bldy 80-220, & 3

S
Set back from side property line lg %i% %%gg gg.gg gﬁ %g§§y4gaognr§‘ g‘ﬁt 4 o feet
)

Prevuling set back of adjoimng buildings within block no prevailing set-back

Has there been any previous appeal mnvolving these premises? Yes

If so state character of appeal and date of disposition Previous application, Mai_r_ 3, 1963
seeking same relief as hereln requested-relief denied by Resolution dated
September 3 1963.

The reasons for the present application or appeal are as follows

The reasons for wvhich the previous application was denied are no longer valid

in light of the construction of apartments in Brick Township since the date

of denial of the application



"

ATTACHED HERETO
AND MADE A PART OF THIS APPLICATION
1 SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING
(Note All these papers must be submitted with application)

(a) Copy of Building Application and/or a true copy ofthe Official Order 1ssued by the Building Offical together
with plans of proposed building and Form L—Demal by Zoning Officer

(b) FOUR (4) Copies of a certified survey of the property 1if a present bulldimg exists the survey shall be a certs
fied location survey and clearly indicate such building thereon with all front side and rear yard dimensions together
with prevailing set back dimensions

(¢) FOUR Copies of a Plot Plan (1f a new bwilding} and clearly indicate such building thereon with all front side
and rear yard dimensions together with prevaihng set back dimensions

AFFIDAVIT OF APPLICANT
STATE OF NEW JERSEY l
53

COUNTY OF OCEAN {

LEAJIS B KENT of full age bemg duly sworn according to law on cath deposes and says
that all of the above statements and the statements contained in the papers submitted herewith are true
Sworn and subscribed to

before me thls} ./ Y day
oo YVl 19 3 |
& i Vil L 0Ze

A Notary Public of the State

i8 B e
2 < NOTARY puBLE DR B 56 ApSta&nt to sign here
My Tommussion Expires May % 1957

AFFIDAVIT OF OWNERSHIP
STATE OF NEW JERSEY }
S8

COUNTY OF OCEAN
LEWIS B KENT

]

of full age being duly sworn according to law on oath deposes and says

23 Fulton 3t

that deponent resides at 1n the (Caty). (Town) (Township) (Borough) ofNewark

in the County of EB8866X and State of New Jersey

he

that 1s the owner 1n fee of all that certam lot piece or parcel of

land situated Iving and being 1 the Township of Brick aforesaid and known and designated as Numbmed 12-33
Block 25 on the Tax Map of the Township of Brick.

Sworn and subscribed

before me this / day
19 65

LENIS B. KEND
éyﬁm Wlam %&/E {Owner to sign here)

Notary Public of the
State of New Jersey

ROTARY PUBUC O NEW JERSEY
My Commission Expires May 3 1967

AUTHORIZATION — FOR CONTRACT PURCHASER

(1f Contract Purchaser 15 making this application the following authorization must be executed)
To the Board of Adjustment

15 hereby authorized to make thewithin application

Dated

(Owner to sign here)

(Note Contract Purchaser must produce a signed copy of the contract for the Board of Adjustment at the hearing )



' RESOLUTION

i

BOARD OF ADJUSTHENT =w-~—w~ TONMSHIP QF BRICK

!

Owwan County, New Jorsay

| WHEREAS, Llowls 8 Kont has app!led to the Bondd of Adjuatment of tho Township

of firlck for pormission to erect an Elghteen (18) Unit Garden Apasrtment at

premises locatod at Ocosn Awonus (Rt 788), Wast Princeton Avenue and Forge

Pond Road, Towashlp of Brick and knewn as Bloegfaiﬂ-fs, lots 12 to 33 Inclu~
siva, on the Tax Hoap of ths Township ot Brick
Which promises arolv 8 R-7 5 zone, and WHCREAS, the Board aftar carafully con-
sidering the evidanca prosontod by applicant andef the adlolalag proporty
ewnars ond goneral publlc, has made the followling factual findinga

1. Area Is nixed commarclial, businass and resideatial aleong the
Highway

2, Propodsd use wlil be compatible with other usen In the area

35 Traftic senome In area witt not bo unduly incrossad c
WHEREAS, +he Board has datorminad that the rollef roqQuosted by gpplicont can
he gran?nﬁ’wlthgyf fuha*an?lal dotrlmant‘*? the pub!jc.gaad and without sub-
‘stantiatly impalring the Intsnt and purpose of the Zone Plen and Zonlng Ordi-
nance of the Townshlp of Brick
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by tho Board of Adjustmant of the Township of
Brick on this 23rd doy of March, 1966, that approval! of tho application of
lowis B Kent be recowmonded to the Townshlp Commitios of the Township of Drick
sub ject, hovover, to the folloving conditlions

1 Applicant ¢ltes proper application for buliding permit and
5GCUres Sama i

2 Appllcant sscuyres permit from tho Boerd of Health for sewage
disposai plant -

% Egress end Ingross to preuises to bo only from Wast Princeton

’
Avenud; at least 35' wide

4 Setback from Yast Princoton Avenus to bo o oinlmum of Fifty {30}

toeat at all points

3 Applicant shall provids two (2) esdequate parking spacos for eachf

R

apartmont

.




™ 3

lowls 8 Kent resolution

B Appticent sholl Instoll sidewa)ks and Qurbs oround the sntirs
prenioos whore the sase borders on eny road

7. ﬂppueg?f msy heve o maxiouw of fourtest {14) ons-bedrose
apartronts gny four (4) h;vbcdmém epartments In accgrﬂanca with plens by
Wititen g Hartuegl, A 1 A, 40 Yalayt Stroot, Houark, sﬁl fJ dated January,
1906, Eﬁg.;?o‘ 1A of :A, darawn by Dibﬂassl, and ontitied "8i¢c Plan, Amendad
Plan® for proposed 18 fanily spart bidg, Ocean AVenue and Hest Prindetun Avenus|
Lauralton Pork, How Jersey for t4¢ touwis 8, Hend, Ouner, which plans are

;

haraby spproved

ROLL CALL VOTE

’ k)

Hoved by: W Harrison Osborn

Seconded by: A sleRoy 0sborne

Those In Fever: Osborn, Winter, Osborne, Welss ¥
Those Gppospd:  Decker

Thoso Absent;  None

Those Not Voting  None

ey 5 - <




RE OLUTION

G IT RELBLW D by the TO4'wIIP COr «(ITTEE of tha TGWNSHIP UF BRICK
in the COUNTY OF OCLAN and ST Te OF NE  JeR5ZY, as follows

1 Trat the aprlication of Lewis B VFent to the Boerd of Adjust-
ment of the Township of Orick for psrmission to erect anm Eighteen (18)
Unit Garden Apartmant at premisss located at Oocean Avenus (Rt  #88), West
Princeton fivenue and Torge Mond Road, in the Township of Brick and known
as Blpck 818-25, Lots 12 to 33 inclusive, on the Tex Map of tha Township
of Brick, which premniscs are in a /-7 zone, he end is hergby approved
upon recomgndation of the sgid Board of 8djustment of said Township te
this Township Committee

? That the findings of foct hersetofore made by the szid Board
of Adjustment be and are hereby adopted as the findings of fact of this
Cormittes

3 That the approval and consent hareby granted by the Township
Committer be and is hereby made subject to any and all conditions and
rastrictions imposed by sald Bgurd of Adjustm=nt

4 That ths Tounship Llert bs and is hereby dirscted to transmit
to the Hoard of Adjustment and to the applicent harein nemed certified
trus copiss of this Resolution

CeRTIFIOC+« TION

1, WIiLl InM JOHNSCN, Clerk of the Township of Brick, do hereby

cartify that the foregoing Resolution wes duly possed by the Township
continued

Committ~2 of sald annshlp at a rsgular meetlng af said Townsnip Com~
i

mittes held on thg 30thﬁay of March, 1966
IN WITRESS .}ngUF, I have hﬁreuntn affixed my hand and the sesl
of this Township on this 29th__ dey of April, 19566

%%

JTLE IR B JUHNbUN
Tounship Clerk




RESOLUTION

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT ~=wwww TOWNHSHIP OF BRICK

Ocoan County, Hew Jersay

WNEREAS, Lewis 8 Kent has applied to the Boatd of Adjustment of tho Tawnship
of Brick for permigssion 10 arect an Eighteen (18) Unlt Sarden Apartmont at
premisss located at Ocean Avenue (Rt £88), West Princeton Avenuo and Forge
Pond Road, Townshlp of 8rlck and known as Block 818-25, lots 12 ‘o 35 Inctu-
sive, on tho Tax ¥sp of the Township of Brick
¥hich premisos areln a8 R-7 5 zono, and WHEREAS, the Board aftor carefully con-
sldaring tho ovidonco presentod by sppllicant andof the adjoining proparty
ownars and genaral public, has made the fallowing fagtunl fIndings

I{H Area Is mixed commercial, business and residential along tha
Highway

2 Preposed use wiil be compatible with othor uses In the area

3  Traftic schome in arss vill not bo unduly Incraasad
WHEREAS, the Bomrd has detarmined that tho rellef roguosted by appllcant can
be gronted without substential detriment to the publlc goed and without sub-
stantlalily lopalring the Intent and purpose of the Zone Plen end Zoning Ordl-
nance of tho Township of Brick
NOW, THEREFORE, SE IT RESOLVED by the Coard of AdjJustment of the Townshlp of
Brick on this 23rd day of March 1966, thet approval of tho applicaticn of
Lowis B Kent be reccmsandod to tha Townshlp Committes of the Township of Brick
subjJoet, howaver, to the follicowing conditions:

1 Appllcant tiles proper appllcation for buliding permit end
SOcuUres seme

2  Applicant secures pormlt from the Board of Health for sowage
disposal plant

3 Egress end Ingross to promisss to bo oniy from West Princoton
Avenue, st least 35' wide

4 Setback from West Princoton Avenue to bo o minimuns of Fifty (50)
teot at all polnts

5 Applicant shall provide two (2) adequate perking spacos for each

apartmont




[t Plan® for praposed 18 taci iy spart bidg, Ocean AVenus and West Princoton Avenue
3

! -

lewis B Xent rosolution pags #2

~

I

§ Appilcont shal) install sidswalks and curbs ercund the entire
pronlses whors the sefe bordors on any rood.

7. Applleant may have ; raxloum of fourtesn (14) ons-bedroom
apartmonts ond féur (4) two-bedroom apartments in accordance with plens by
Wilitan C Martuccl, A.l A, 40 Walnut Street, Hewark, N J doted Jdenuary,
1966, Dmg No 1A of 1A, drown by Do Mossl, snd entitied "Site Plan, Amendad

Loureiton Park, tae Jarsey for Mr touls B Ként, Owner, which plans are

horeby approved
i

ROLL CALL VOTE ‘

Moved by W Harrison Osborn
Seconded by: N dleRoy Usborne

4

Thosa In Favors Osborn, Winter, Osborne, Waeiss
Those Opposads  Decker
Thoso Absent:;  None ;

Those Mot Votlng  None
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RESOLUTION

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT ----omemm- TOWNSHIP OF BRICK

) OCEAN COUNTY ---- NFW JERSEY [
W ”

WHEREAS Lewis B Kent has applied to the Board of Adjustment of the

Tawmship of Briek for permssion to erect an Eighteen (18) Imit Garden Apart-
ment at premses located at Ocean Avenue (Rt 88) Wast Pmneeton Avenue and
Forge Pond Road Township of Brick and known as Block 818-25 lots 12 to 33
nclusive, on_the Tax Map of the Township of Brmek  Which premses are in a
R-7 5 zome and

WHEREAS the Board after carefully considermng the evidence presented
by appliecant and of the adjorning property owmers and general publie, has made
the follaning factual findings

1  Area 18 mixed commercial business and resitdential along the
Highway

2  Proposed use will ve compatible with other uses inthe area

3  Traffie scheme in area will not be wnduly increased

WHFPEAS the Board has determined that the relief requested by appli-

cant can be granted wnthout substantial detriment to the public good and sthout

“substantially impairing the wntent and purpogse of the Zonme Plan and Zoming Or~

dinanee of the Tawmship of Brick

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Adjustment of the Toum-
ship of Brick on thig 23rd day of March 1966 tnat approval of the application
of Lewrs B Kent be recommended to the Towmship Commttee of the Towmship of
Brick subject however to the following conditions

1 Applicant files proper application for burlding permt and secures
same

2 Applicant secures permt from the Board of Health for sewage disposal
system

3 FEgress and ingress to premases to be only from West Prminceton Avenue
at least 35' wnde

4 Setback of burldings from West Princetom Avenug to be a mnumum of
Fufty (50) feet at all pownts

5 Applicant shall provide two (2} adequate parking spaces for each !

.apartment |



=

Lewns B Kent resolution Page #2

6 Applieant shall nstall sidewalks and curds around the entire
premses where tne same borders on any road

7 Applicant may nave a maximum of fourteen (14) onme-bedroom apartments
and fo v (4} two-bedroom apartments in aceorimee sth vlans by Willian C
Martucer A I A 40 Walnut Street Newark lew Jersey dated January 1366
Dwg No 14 of 1A drawm by Dedasst anc entitled Site Plan amended Plan
for proposed 18 famly avartment pldg Ocean Avenue and West Princeton Avenws

Laurelton Park new Jersey for Mr Lowws B Vent (wner wniicn nlans are nereby

approved

ROLL CALL VOTE
A0VED B W Harrison Osbomm
SECONDFD BY A LeRoy Osborm

THOTF TN FAVOR  Osborm Winter Osborme welss
THOSF OPPOSED Decker
THOSE ABSKNT None

THOSE NOT VOTIN®  Nome

CFR™IF C(ATTO

I HELEN C SCHOENER  Secretary of tne Board of Adjustment of the
Tasnship of Brick in the County or Ocean do hereny certify that the foregoing
resolution was duly passed by the ZomngBoard of Adgustment of the said lownship
at ¢ reqular meeting of sard Board of Aajurtment ne id on the 23rd day of farch
1960

IN WITNESS WHERFOF I nave nerewnto set my hand on tn 8 24th aay of
March 1966

- / =
Helen C Schoener  Secretary

S0ARD OF ADJUSTMENT TOWNSHIP OF
BRICK
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F RESOLUTION QU
!

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT -—----m——= TOWNSHIP OF BRICK M

OCEAN COUNTY ~--- NEW JERSEY

WHEREAS Lewtes B Kent has applied to the Board of Adgustment of the
& Taomship of Brick for pewmsaion to erect an Eighteen (18) Unit Garden Apart-
Iment at premges located at Ocean Avenue (Rt 88) Wegt Pmnceton Avenue and
Forge Pond Road Township of Brick and known as Block 818-25 lots 12 to 33
‘lwcluswe on the Tar Map of tne Towmship of Brick  Which premses are in a
R-7 5 zome and

WHEREAS the Board after carefully considering the evidence presented
by applicant and of the adjoining property ouners and general public has made
the follawing factual findings

1  Area 18 mxed commercial business and restdential along the
Highway

2  Proposed use will be compatible with other uses inthe area

3 Traffic scheme in area will not be wnduly inereased

WHEREAS the Board has determned that the relief requested by avpli-
cant can be granted without substantial detriment to thé'public good and wrthout
substantially tmparring the intent and purvose of the Zone Plan and Zoning Or-
dinanoe of the Toumsnip of Brick

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Beard of Ad,ustment of the Toun-
ship of Bmcok on this 23rd day of March 1966 that approval of the application
of Lewts B Kent be recommended to the Tamship Conmttee of the Towmship of
Bmeck subject however to the follonng eonditions

1 Applicant files proper avplieation for burlding permt and secures
same

2  Applicant secures permt from the Board of Health for sewage disposal
system

3 Fgress and tngress to premises to be only from West Princeton Avenue
at leagt 35' wide

4 Setback of buildings from West Princeton Avenus to be a munvmun of
Fefty (50) feet at all points ;

5 Applicant shall provide two (2) adequate parking spaces for each :

apartnent t

- a e D S ek i it s el



| Lewtg B Kent resolution Page #2

iy

6 Applicant shall inatall sidewalks and curbs around the entire

premaes where the same borders on any road

l
/
|:and four (4) two-bedroom apartments in accordance with vlans by MWlliam C

? Applieant may have a maxivnun of fourteen (14) ome-bedroom apartments

Martucer A I A 40 Walnut Street, Newark New Jersey dated January 1966
Dwg No 1A of 1A drawn by DeMassr and entitled "Site Plan amended Plan'
for proposed 18 famly apartment bldg Ocean Avenue and West Princeton Avenue

Laurelton Park new Jersey for Mr Louts B Kent Owner which plans are hereby

approved ;
=
ROLL CALL VOTE
MOVED BY W Harrison Osbom
SECONDED BY A [LeRoy QOsborm

THOSE IN FAVOR  (Osborm Winter QOgshbome Weirss
THOSE QOPPOSED Decker
THOSE ABSENT None

THOSE NOT VOTING  None

CERTIFICATION

I HELEN C SCHOENER  Secretary of the Board of Adjustment of the
Tounship of Brick in the County of Ocean, do hereby certify that the foregoing
regolution was duly passed by the ZoningBoard of Adjustment of the sard l'owmship
at a regular meeting of sard Board of Adgustment held om the 23nd day of March
1986

IN WITNLSS WHEREOF I have herewnto set my hand on th.s 24th day of
March 1966

y ’
AR = R .

AL

Helen C  Schoener Secretary
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT TOWNSHIP OF
BRICK
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Form L

Name

Address and Locatton . - —

Block ~ O1OT20

Varnance Required by Reason of

Front Set Back ... 2%
Rear Yard - 15
Lot Area -

Use Not Allowed In Zone

Special Use Permut Required

Remarks

e e e

e oo AL -

<00 i
st} le87%

ZONING OFFICER DENIAL
To Be Submitted with Yariance Application

BRICK TOWNSH{P ZONING OFFICER
BRICK TOWNSHIP N J

Lewis B EKent

Ocean Ave (route 88)

Zone

Garden Apartments

.. Standards as shown in Highway Development Zoae

Required by Zoning Ordinance

Zone - -
Lot Area

Combination Sidehines
Set Back Front -
Section . -
Vanance Form No

Remarks

Denial Date

.
~

9/21/65.

_ Brick Toem, N J

R- 75

Use not a permitted use in R-75 Zone,namely

Not a permitted usein. R-75 Zone - ..

-~ ~..Lot Frontage -

Right Left
—Rear
- « = Zoning Ordmance

Issued Date -

i -

Alexander George,Jr

Y
Qg‘“&’ G’@“ Bl G o s

ST R e

Pt oo b b e b

e e 31d€. Lanes & Corner Lot Ygs
e Bldg Size e e Odd Shaped Lots 18
Lot Frontage 332.." it o Other 250 mFt -
yes i - e o e
yes

P —




ZONING OFFICER DENIAL
To Be Submitted with Yariance Application

BRICK TOWNSHIP ZONING OFFICER

BRICK TOWNSHIP N J
Lewis B Kent

Name
Address and Location Ocean Ave (route 88) Brick Town, N J
Block 818-25 O 12/‘85 —Zone R- 75

Use not a permitted use in R-75 Zone,namely
Garden Apartments

Vanance Required by Reason of

Front Set Back 25 Side Lines © w Corner Lot Tes
Rear Yard 15 ~Bldg Size Odd Shaped Lots Yes
Lot Area w = Lot Frontage 332 1% Other 250 Ft
Use Not Allowed In Zone Jeaes

Special Use Permit Regured yes

Remarks Standards ag shown an Highway Development Zone
Required by Zoning Ordinance

Zone Wot a permitted wsein B-75 Zone

Lot Area Lot Frontage

Combination Sidelines Right Left

Set Back Front Rear

Section Zoming Ordinance

Vanance I'orm No Issued Date

Remarks

Demal Date 9/ 21/ 65

%&4&/ %« Zz;,
mife Officer or Agent

Alexander George,dJr



Regular meeting of the Brick Township Board of Adjustment, postponed
from the 18th of May, was held at the Town Hall at 8 00 p m with
Chairman Paul Weiss voresiding

Members Present Paul Weiss Members Absent Rudolph Winter
A.L Osborne **with the exception of the matters
Agnes M Decker of Kent and Reitmeyer for which he
W. H. Osborn Wwas presbkntrok

Others present Harold FeinbergrEsd;
Alex George, Zoning
Qfficer

The meeting was cdlled to order at 8 19 pm and Mr Weiss explained the
the delay was caused by the fhct we wete waiting for the other two
members, Mrs Decker and Mr Winter since we did not want to have happe
what happened on the 18th, have only three members present and explainec
the problems that would arise with voting with a short board.

CASE #562 - BARLOW, LENA - Block 504-8 lots 14,15 - Cedarwood Park

Mr Weiss read the followaing resolution

WHEREAS Lena Barlow has applied to the Board of Adjustment of the Town-
ship of Brick for permission to add a porch to existing premises with

a setback line of eight (8) feet on the side yard, parallel to Linden
Avenue, rather than twenty five (25) feet required in the R-7 5 zone,
at premises located at Magnolia and Linden Avenues {Cedarwood Park)
Township of Brick and known as Block 504-8 lots 14,15 on the Tax Map of
the Township of Brick

Which premises are in a R-7 5 zone, and

WHEREAS, the Board after carefully considering the evidence presented
by applicant and of the adjoining property owners and general public,
and has made the following factural findings

1 House is twenty-two (22) years old and applicant
has owned property for past three and one-half (3-1/2) years

2 She presently resides ain Baycnne, New Jersey and
1s contemplating the porch on the back toc create a permanent
residence for year round living

3 The lines of the porch continue the lines of the
house

4 The houses i1n the immediate area are simailar to
applicantts

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by applicant
can be granted without substantial detrament to the public good and
without substantially impairing the intent and purpcse of the Zore Plan
and Zonang Ordinance of the Township of Brick

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Adjustment of the Town-
ship of Brick, on this 31st day of May 1966 that the application of
Lena Barlow be granted subject, however, tc the following conditions

1 Filing of proper plans and specifications and
issuance of a building permit

Motion made by Mrs Decker and seconded by Mr W H Osborn thatthe
foregoing resolution be adopted as read

AYES Osborn, Decker, Weiss

NAYS None

ABSTAINING Osborne (because he ovwns adjacent property)
ABSENT Wainter

Motion carried
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CASE #56/ - DVORAK, VINCENT & IRENE, & VINCENT & JOAN-Block 381 lot 3

Mr Weiss read the following reaolution

WHEREAS, Vincent Dvorak 3rd, Joan Dvorak, Vincent Dvorak Jr and Irene
Dvorak applied to the Board of Adjustment of the Township of Brack for
permission to erect an undersized building at premises located at

Brick Boulevard Township of Braick and known as Block 381 lot 3 on the
Tax Mapb of the Township of Brick  Which premises are in a M~l zone,and

WHEREAS, the Board after carefully considering the evidence presented
by applicant and of the adjoining property owners and general public,
has made the following factual findings,

1 Proposed building will be 90 x 28 feet, or app-
roximately 2,500 square feet, and 1s being erected for the
purpose of future enlargement

2 Building will be used as a home and garden center
and greenhouse and 1s a permissible use in the zone

3 Total acreage 1s 5 17 acres and future expansion
wi1ll be in line with the present application

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by applicant
can be granted without substantial detriment to the public good and
without substantially impairing the intent and purpose of tle Zone Plan
and Zoning Ordinance of the Township of Brick

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED by the Board of Adjustment of the Township
of Brick on this 31st day of May, 1966, That the application of Vincent
Dvorak 3rd, Joan Dvorak, Vincent Dvorak Jr and Irenc Dvorak be granted
subject, however to the following conditions

1 Filing of proper plans and specifications and
1ssuance of a building permit

Motion made by Mr A L Osborne and seconded by Mrs Decker that
the foregoing resolution be adopted as read

AYES Osborne, Decker, Osborn, Weiss
NAYS None

ABSTAINING ©None

ABSENT Winter

Motion carried

CASE #570 - BERTRAND, DONALD P - Block 642 lots 1 to 5 and 646A 1 to 10

Mr Weiss read the following resolution

WHEREAS, Donald P Bertrand has applied to the Board of Ad justment of
the Township of Brick for permission to continue a one-story stucco gas
station within five (5) feet of a proposed subdivision line and a one-
story frame building on the East line of certain property he desires to
subdivide and which will have a frontage of 196 feet and a depth of 120
feet at premises located at Cedar Bridge-Adamston Road and South Dock
Road, Township of Brick and known as Block 642 lots 1 to 5 and partially
Block 646A, lots 1 to 10 on the Tax Map of the Township of Brick Which
premises are i1n a H D 3zone, and

WHEREAS, the Board after carefully considering the evidence presented
by applicant and of the ad joining property owners and general public,
has made the following factual findings

1 Applicant®s Gas Station has been on the premises
over sixXteen years

< Applicant with a frontage of 196 feet and a depth
of 120 feet, 1s legal within the HD Zone

3 Applicant®s business, even if property 1s subdivided
is compatible with other uses in the zone
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WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by applicant
can be granted without substantial detriment to the public good and
without substantially impairing the intent and purpose of the Zone Plan
and Zoning Ordinance of the Township of Brick

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Adjustment of the Town-
ship of Brick, on this 31st day of May 196, the application of Donald
P Bertrand be granted subject, however, to the following conditions

1l Granting of a subdivision by the Planning Board
of the Township of Brick, as per filed plans

Motion made by Mri W H Osborn and seconded by Mr A L Osborne
that the foregoing resolutior be adopted as read

AYES Obborn, Osborne, Decker, Weiss
NAYS None

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT Winter

Motion carried

CASE #537 - KENT, LEWIS B - Block 818-25 lots 12 to 33 ~CORRECTED RES

Mr Weiss read the following resolution

BE IT RESOLVED that the following resolution is substituted in
place oi Resolution adopted on the 23rd day of Jarch, 1966

WHEREAS, Lewis B Koent has applied to the Board of Adjustment of
the Township of Brack for permission to erect an eighteen %18) Unite
Garden Apartment at premises located at Ocean Avenue (Route 88), West
Princetion Avenue and Forge Pond Road, Township of Brick and known as
Block 818-25, lots 12 to 33 1nclusive, on the Tax Map of The Township
of Brick, Whach premises are in an R-7 5 zone, and

WHEREAS, the Board after carefully consideraing the evidence pres-
ented by applicant and of the adjoining property owners and general
public, has made the following factual findings

1 Area as mixed commercial, business and residential
along the highway

2 Proposed use wi1ll be compatible with other uses in
the area

3 Traffic scheme 1n area will not be unduly increased

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by
applicant can be granted without substantiagl detriment to the public
good and without substantially impairing the intent and purpose of the
Zone Plan and Zoning Ordinance of the Township of Brack

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Adjustment of the
Township of Brick on this 31st day of May, 1966 that approval of the
application of Lewis B Kent be recommended to the Township Committee of
the Township of Brick, subject however, to the following conditions

1 Applicant files proper application for building
permit and secures same

2 Applicant secures permit from the Board of Health
for sewage disposal system

3 Egress and ingress to premises to be only from
West Princetion Avenue, at least 35% wide

L  Setback of buildings from West Princeton Avenue to
be a minimum of twenty five (25} feet at all points
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5> Applicant shall provide two (2) adequate parking
spaces for each apartment

6 Applicant shall install sidewalks and curbs around
the entire premises where the same borders on any road road

7 Applicant may have a maximum of fourteen {14) one-
bedroom apartments and four (4) two-bedroom apartments in acc-
ordance with plans by William C Martuceci, A I A , 40 Walnut Street,
Newark, New Jersey, dated January, 1965 Dwg No 1A of 1A, drawn
by DeMassi, and entitled ¥3Site Plan® amended Plan, for proposed
18 family apartment building, Ocean Avenue and West Princeton
Avenue Laurelton Park, New Jersey for Mr Louis B Kent, owner
which plans are hereby approved

Motion made by Mr A L Osborne and seconded by Mr W H Osborn
that the foregoing corrected resclution be adopted as read

AYES Osborn, Osborne, Weiss
NAYS Decker

ABSTAINING Winter

ABSENT None

Motion carried

CASE #569 - REITMEYER, DR._F T - Block 446-D1 lots 13 to 15

Mr Osborne, Vice-Chairman, assumed the chair since Mr Weiss had
disqualified himself from this hearing because he was an owner notified
within 200 feet of this property

Mrs Decker also disqualified herself from voting because she had
disqualafied herself from the hearing last month on the basis of being
a patient of Dr Reitmeyers

Mr Feinberg read the following resoluticn

WHEREAS Frank T Reitmeyer has applied to the Board of Adjustment of

the Township of Brick for permission to erect a second principal free-
standing building - one story high - consisting of two (2) stores at
premises located at 512-510 Brick Boulevard, Township of Brick and known
as Block 446-D1 lots 13 to 15 on the Tax Map of the Township of Brack
Which premises are in a B-3 zone, and

WHEREAS, the Board after carefully considering the evidence presented
by applicant and of the adjoining property owners and general public,
has made the following factual findings

1 Connecting proposed structure to existing structure
would create a condition which 1s neither architecturally sound
or esthetacally proper

2 Unusual size and contour of lot creates a hardship
1f second principal building is not permitted

3 The proposed use 1s compatible to the zone

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by applicant
can be granted without substantial detriment to the public good and
without substantially impairing the intent and purpose of the Zcne Plan
and Zoning Ordinance of the Township of Brick

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Ad justment of the Township
of Brick, on this 31st day of May, 1966 that approval of the application
of Frank T Reitmeyer be recommended to the Township Committee of the
Township of Brick subject however to the following condations

1 Faling of proper plans and specifications with
the building inspector and issuance of building permit
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2 New structure shall be architecturally similar
to existing building

3 Applicant shall install a buffer strip along the
rear lot lines where the new building 1s to be erected

Motion made by Mr W H Osborn and seccnded by Mr Winter that
the foregoing resolution be adopted as read

AYES Osborn, Winter, Osborne
NAYS None

ABSTAINING None
DISQUALIFIED Weiss, Decker
ABSENT None

Motion carried

(after this hearing, Mr Wainter left the meeting Mr Weiss resumed
position of Chairman)

CASE #565 - DON PARISE, INC ~Laurslhurst Block 869-K lot 2 (also 1-12
1in Block K, lots 1 to 7 Block J, lots 1 to 5 in Bleock L

E  Serpentelli, Esguire

Mr Feinberg reminded Mr Serpentelli that he 1s proceedaing before
a four-member board and asked 1f he were willing tc proceed under that
basis and Mr Serpentelli agreed

Mr Serpentelll stated that this is an application on behalf of
Don Parise, Inc to permit the use of 7500 foot lots for those lots as
shown in Block J K H and L as well as those lots fronting on Glen Ridge
Court as shown on the Map of Laurelhurst to use the map as shawn on that
map rather than comply with the 10,000 square foot requirement that now
ex1sts under the zoning ordinance The application as originally filed
was made under "C' and ¥D' contemplating a hardship or use situation I
should note to the Board, not for making 1t any more involved, that there
are also, insofar as the applicant 1s concerned, grounds under secticn
"At, and we would like this board to consider this applicationas also
being made under AY we consider that we are entitled to use the lots
as shown on the map as a matter of law, 1f that 1s the case, then of
course, the ruling of the zoning officer is appealed from under Section
WA We wi1ll present the evidence of the prior owner who had the property
subdivided and the present owner for the purposes of showing that we are
entitled to this use

On a question by Mr Weiss, Mr Serpentelli replied that the Blocks
involved are K, J, and H and L or a total of 32 lots and 1s presently
an the R-10 zone and has been since 1960 when the zoning ordinance was
adopted, but at one time was zoned for 7,500 square feet and is still
shown as such on the filed map, and tax map of the Township of Brick

Mr Weaiss explained the procedures with the hearing as to how the
counsel will question the witnesses and stated that after this testimony,
the witness will be put to cross-examination, on only his testimony,
after all testimony has been heard, and cross-examination, completed,
then any member of the audience may testify under oath and give thexir
testimony as they see fat

A Map was marked out, showing the lots involved, and placed on the
outer table for the objectors to study

Mr Serpenteil:i wished to state that for the information of the
board, the remainder of the Laurelhurst tract is still in the R-7 5 zone
and the only portion which was changed under the new zoning, 1s this
Slggle block wharh 1s still connected to the R-7 5 zone but was zoned

A NOBEL WILSON, 107 Niblich Street, Point Pleasant Beach, New Jersey
Sworn in and under questioning by Mr Serpentelli, stated that he
was one of the prior owners and has seen the map offered to the board
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and that 1t depaicts the property which he previously owned off Princeton
Avenue, 1n Brack Townshaip He stated he purchased this property in

1953 at which time it was all in acreage and subsequently applied to the
Brick Township Committee for aporoval to subdivide and this was done

in 1954, and the map indicated by Mr Serpentelli i1s the same map which
was approved by the Township Committee of Brick Township in 1954 on
July 7th A copy of this map was offered in evidence and marked A-1

Mr Wailson stated that after approval of this map, they started con<tr-
uction of Laurelhurst Drave, one Street was cut in there November, 1954
and started two houses, and that they did not build a model at that
time, as they were not actually builders, they were just selling land

to prospectaive builders, they were just creating building sites for
development by builders He said from 1954 on, they started to develope
the section containing Woodland Road, Forest Road and Salem Road, as
they were doing this section by section, he stated 1t was necessary for
them to sell property in order to get sufficient funds to go ahead with
the next section because of the high cost of road installation, and
connection He stated they had to use a portion of the profat from the
sale of the farst sections to finance the further development and im-
provement of the lots in other sections

Mr Wilson, on questioning by Mr Serpentelli, stated that there
were between 12 and 15 custom houses being built in about a year’s time
and some years less than 12 were erected in a years time, but never
more than 15 He stated that the plans were based upon custom develop-
ment rather than mass development and had never projected a rapid
development of this area The cost of the lots were determined at the
very beginning when they subdivided into 75 x 100 foot lots, and the
entire sales basis was on this cost determination based on cost ot
streets improvements, grading, fill etc  Regarding Sanny Crest and
Edgewood Drive this was mainly built upon by Ed VanSchoick and in 1958
most of this section was developed In 1958, 1959 and 1960, Homestead
Drive, Fieldcrest Drive and Wayside Drive were developed, and Green Hill
Drive was cut in and blacktopped about a year prior to the sale of these
lots to the new owner, and a few lots remaining the balance of the area
already were included Mr Wilson said last year another builder pur-
chased 18 or 19 lots i1n the original section which were still undeveloped
at that time and has since built houses on some of them, Walter Pijak
was the builder and i1s now using those lots Mr Wilson stated that in
November 1961, they sold 58 lots to Don Parise, Inc and all the lots
were 75 x 100 feet

On a question by Mr Feinberg, Mr Serpentelli stated this map is
fi1led waith the Ocean County Clerk prior to 1960, and there was no plann-
1ng board at the time this map was approved

Mr George stated that when the Planning Board was enacted an
"Egscape” whereain all maps could be filed within a specified time, was
granted to all unfiled maps at that time

Mr Serpentelli stated he was not sure whether this was filed under
the 0ld Map Act, or not, but however, 1t was sure that it was filed in

1957

On a question by Mr Weiss, Mr Wilson replied that all the lots
shown on the map of Laurslhurst were 75 x 100 but a few were a little
larger, possibly 120 x 100 He replied that all lots that have been
s0ld prior to 1960 and since, have all been zoned as R-7 5

On a question by Mrs Decker, Mr Wilson replied that it was always
?is understanding that this zone for the entire tract was 7,500 square
eet,

Mr George stated that the 32 lots in question on this application
were zoned R-10 at the time of the original zoning ordinance adoption,
and the reasoning for that was that this portion of the land was un-
developed at that time, and for that reason it was set aside and upgraded
He referred to the section of Laurelhurst on Homestead Lane and Field-
crest Lane where the lots have all been resubdivided into larger plots,
but this was done at the discretion of the builders at the time the houses
were bullt



Page 7

Mr Feinberg asked af this is the same building map approved in
1954 by the Townshap Committee of the Township of Brick, to which Mr
Wilson stated 1t was, as these size lots and this mep was filed with
the Ocean County Clerx, Mr Wilson agreed, Mr Feinberg continued, and
1s this the official plan approved for this area in these sizes Mr
Wilson said this is correct Mr  Feanberg said our Zoning Ordinance
and the map in hais possession was not passed until July 6, 1960 which
was S1x years later and at that time the zoning ordinance implementing
the master plan, attempted to upgrade the area in question At the taime
this map was filed, there was no zoning ordinance in existence Mr
George replied that was correct, no zoning ordinance was in effect Mr
Feinberg stated this will be important under the Goldstein case as det-
ermined by our Courts

Mr Weiss asked for any objectors who would like to question Mr
Wilson on what he testified to and only what he testified to

GERALD FRIMML - Wayside Drive-e——-- Who testified that you sold thais
property to Mr Parise, did not .ell 1t to a corporation?

Mr Wilson saad ™I said Don Parise Inc
Mr  Fraimml, so you did sell 1t to a Corporation, not an individual
Mr Wilson That 1s correct

Mr F J Cortraight Jr - 12 Wayside Drive Questioned what would
have happened if he had sold this in a package for development purposes

Mr Ws1ss advised that what he did and what he mrght have done are
two very different matters

DOMINICK E PARISE - R D #2 Box 313 Manchester Townshaip, Toms River
New Jersey was sworn in and replied wnder questioning by Mr Serpentella
that he 1s an officer in the Lorporation of Don Parise, Inc He stated
he 18 not sure what position he holds as of now, but was at the time of
the purchase, Vice-President He explained that he 1s still an officer
but there has been a very recent reorganization of the Corporation
and he has not rcecived word as to what position he holds currently  He
agreed with the testimony of Mr Wilson that Don Parise, Inc purchased
the lots i1n question from the former owners in November of 1961 as well
as the lots located on Green Hill Drive, which lead into the block under
discussion this evening Mr Parise summarised the activity since 1961
regarding this property and stated that there 1s one lot on Wayside Drave
on which a Model House was erccted and sold from 1t, and began develop-
ing the property as the sales came and continued burlding more houses
and developed 1t at that pace He stated that the homes built were
custom homes, not all copies after the Model, there are only two 1den-
tical houses in that area He sald there were no sales in 1961, and 1n
1962 there were three or four and in 1963 another three or Ffour  Mp
Parisce stated that there was no building or sale of lots on the rear
portion of the property on which this application tonight 1s based tHe
said it was necessary for him to develop the front section in order to
acquire money to continue back into the rear section and put in the rocad
which had already been cut and pre-formed accordaing to the map which had
been approved and aftor they had sold in the front, they felt they could
go right on in the vack an develop 1t 2s 1t was shown on the map

On questions by Mr Serpentelli, Mr Parise said 1t was necessary
to make sufficient profit from the homes on the front portion in order
to enable them to proceed and put in the roads i1n the rear portion, and
he stated on questioning, that they are now, and were then, already
to proceed, but when they applied for a building permit, were advised
that they could not tuild on 75 x 100 lots because of the change in
ZONINE He stated that they propose to continue the style of building
which they started to build in the front and have the homes conform with
the homes in the area, nothing less than what 1s there now on the fron
portion, and 1t 1s their desire to build on the lots as shown on the map
here tonight whereever 1t 1s possiole He stated that some of those lots
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are larger than 7500 square feet He stated that the lots were purchased
in good faith and had checked to be sure 1t had been approved and under
those conditions purchased the property It was not purchased with any
intent to circumvent the cordinance and was aware of the approval and
filding of the map He sazd at the time of purchase, he was a member
of the Planning Board in Manchester Township and looked this map over
very carefully, and alsoc stated that the seller represented to him that
the property could be built on He said that the building on Green
Hill Drave has been a constant and continous thing up until 1965 when
sales on this type of house dropped off, they scld some property to
another person who erected a model house and then they applied for the
permit 1n the back and that is what stopped them

Mr Weiss questioned Mr Parise as to the date of purchase and said
he, (Mr Parise} had purchased this property after the adoption of the
new Zoning Ordinance in 1960, and Mr Parise agreed

Mr Weiss asked Mr Parise what he dad about his obligation to
haimself to check into the tatle and other matters as well as the zoning

Mr Parise replied with thc knowledge they had about planning board
and zoning board matter, and since this map had been approved and
properly filed with the exXcape act they felt they were covered and had
the right to build on these lots as shown on the map, and now are denied
the right to build on these lots by vartue of the fact the Zoning Officer
refused to 1issue a permit

Mr PFrimml asked 1f Mr Parise purchased this land by package price
cr unit price®

Mr Parise replied 2t was sold py unit price, so much per lot
Mr Frimml Has Mr Alesso any part of your corporation®
Mr Parise Yes, he 1s the main shareholder

Thelmas Fleming, Wayside Drive 'These gentlemen aaid they were
sola on a unit basis, what size unit are you talking about, 75 x 1007

Mr Parise 'As the map 1s shown, we bought 1t as 1t was represen-
ted on the map which had been approved W

Mr Weiss 1In other words, the unit price was for X" number of
lots in Block No #nX¥

Mr Parise That 1s correct, the overall price was determined for
each unit as 1t is

Mr Feinberg In other words, the unit price was based on this
filed map? or as the lots are shown on this filed mav?

Mr Parise That 1s right

FRANK J FARLEY - 9 Wayside Drave, (He had to be corrected and told
he lives on Green Hill Draive) According to the 1960 Ordinance He was
rot very thorough in their investigrtion, having bought in 1961

Mr Weiss had to reoremand Mr Farley for the interruptions, this
group was very disorderly and disrespectful, calling out when they
pleased and they acted more as though they were at a ball game than a
hearing

Mr Weiss { to /i Farley) He testifiea that he had reason to
believe and that he could rely on his knowledge of the map act, being
a member of a Planning Board in his own Municipality

Iir Farley interrupcd again, and Mr Weiss had to caution him
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Mr Weiss continued He also felt that this would give him the
right to use the lots as they were shown

Mr Parise Mr Chairman, I also consulted an attorney, I did not
Just rely on ny own knowledge

{in question by Mr Serpentelli Mr Parise stated that his attorney
approved this matter and certified title to him

Mr Farley interrupted again and sald he did not think i1t was a
very thorough investaigation

Mr Weiss had to explain again to ham, 1t was a matter of craticism
and not a matter of evidence

Florence Campbell, 28 Green Hill Drive Questioned Mr Parise why
he told her when he sold this property all the lots were 100 feet or
better

Mr Weiss advised her that Mr Parise did not testify to that now,
you can make a statement later, but now you must question him on has
testimony only

Mr Feinberg I thaink the question could be answered (to Mr
Parise, "Did you tell the Lady when you sold her the lot that all of the
lots would be 100 feet or more?

Mr Parise She said "Are" and I could not possibly tell her that
with the map as 1t 1s there

Arthur J Connolly, 134 Laurelwood Road Who i1s the builder who
is going to build there now?

Mr Serpentella That has no bearing on this matter, I do not think
the question i1s relative

Mr Weiss What difference does it make who the buillder is”?
Mr Connolly Is this Alesso supposed to

Mr Welss He 1s applying for Don Parise, Inc A Corporation and
Mr Parise 1s an officer of the Corporation and the Corporation is
represented properly by an Attorney He has testified that there are
other members of this corporation are you challenging their right to be
a mamber or what”? What 1is your point?

Mr Connolly I was just wondering if they owned the land, or could
they lease out tec another bullder?

The Audience was getting very raucous again and Mr Feinberg
picked up the gue

Mr Feinberg May 1-~advise the audience here, a point of Law here
that I think that nobody has clarified with due respect to Mr Serpente-
111 This 1954 map is a map that was filed under what we call the
®01ld Map Act"™ under the Planning Act in 1953 we had a new planning act
adopted in thas State, now these were the lots as set forth on here
filed with the County, The ordinance which wns adopted 1n 1960, pro-
vided 1n Article 17, that all maps previously approved for filing by the
Planning Board are to be in no way affected by this ordinance with
respect to lot siz.s, and the privision with respect to lot sizes shall
not apply to any map which has tentative or preliminary approval The
cld map act provided that i1f there was no Planning Board, I presume that
in 1954 there was no Planning Board, because the Township Committee
approved this, this was properly adopted under the Tatle 4O 55-14 and
law has been that the subdivision was legal today but the question of
building on a sub-sized lot when the zoning ordinance raises the requir-
ements of the area, 1s another problem I understand i1t now, you con-
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tention Mr Serpentelli, your applicatiun here is for a variance to
burld on the lots in accordance with the lot sizes as set down on
the filed building map

Mr Serpentclli The application is twofold, As I stated, we are
entltled as a matter of law, to build on them, that we do not need a
variance and secondly, that 1f the board overrules this contention, that
we are entitled under Section "C" to deny us this right, would cause a
hardship

Mr Feinberg Under the first point, under the Goldstein Case, you
are not entitled to 1t as a matter of law, but I do say that you have a
right to apply for a variance and show a hardship or special reason
under "C" or D' which you are doing before this board, otherwise if
you are coming in here for an interpretation under "AW, the question of
the board to interpret it, that again will be for the Board Mr
Feinberg again referred to the case of Goldstein vs Planning Board
of Borough of Lincoln Park, 53 N J Super 44, 1lh4 Land Acceptance 7/2k
I think that is the situation the Board has to consider here

Mr Welss again had to caution Mr Farley and stated that he dad
not need any help from him

Anthony Nappi, 20 Green Hi1ll Drive Wanted to ask Mr Parise about
this Hardship Case, "Did you buy that land, or does 1t belong to Mr
Alesso?

Mr Serpentelll stated that the testimony has already been given
that the property was purchased by Dom Parise, Inc » A Corporation

Mr Alesso's brother wished to advase of the problem being quest-
1oned as to what Title Mr Parise holds in the Corporation and Mr Weiss
said he could tell the Board later, that he would be given a chance to
testify

Mr Farley said if Don Parise does not know what member of the
corporation he is, maybe he is no member

Mr Weiss had to remind Mr Farley that he was out of order and
that we are not looking for an argument with Mr Parise or anyone else

Mr Serpentelll stated that a variance is not granted to people
1n a corporation 1t 1s somthing granted to the land, so it would not make
any difference who 1s a member or who owns the property at this point

The meeting was now thrown open to the objectors who wished to be
sworn and wished to testify

Anthony Nappi, 20 Green H1ll Drive Sworn 1n (The audience 1is
raucous again, and Mr Weiss had to quiet them down) When we bought our
house from Mr Parise, it 1s on a 125 foot lot, originally it was supp-
osed to be 100, all the lots from our lot down are 107 foot but all of
8 sudden they were changed to 125 feet and we pard for the extra 25
feet and he told me that all of the houses from where we were down to
that place he 1s talking about now that he wants to build on 75 foot
lots, would be 125 lots as a matter of fact, the two between me and the
corner, are supposed to be both 125 foot lots and there 1s a house built
down the corner (at this point he was assked to indicate on the map where
his house was located) He said that Mr Parise told him at the time all
the lots around there would be 100 feet or better

Mr Feinberg asked Mr Nappi hbow far he was located from Glen Ridge
Court and he described on the map, and it was determined that his house
was 250 feet from Glen Ridge Court (by checking by the Secretary,
subsequent to the meeting, the map indicates that there are two lots
of 112 50 between Mr Nappi's house and the Campbell house on the corner,
the Campbell lot 18 97 02, making the distance between Mr Nappits house
and Glen Ridge Court 422 02) Mr Nappi continued and said that the
builder who 1s currently building on Green Hill Draive, told him that the
two lots on which he is building are borth 125 00 feet and that will fili
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that side of the street right up to the corner

Mr. Serpentelll Mr Nappi are you aware of the fact that the
property you own is still in the R-7 5 Zone?

Mr Nappi I am not aware of anything, only what Don Parise told me

Mr Serpentelli You are not aware of the fact 1t 1s still shown
as R~7 5 on the zoning map”®

Mr Nappai, No I am not

Ir Serpentelli Did you examine the zoning map when you obought
the property?

Mr DNappi DNo sir, I did not, I just believed what I was told

Mr Feinberg o Nappi, how long have you owned the property?

Mr Nappi I believe it was 1963, we moved in in November

Florence Campbell, 28 Green Hill Drive Sworn in When we purchased
our house 1n 1954 he told us all the lots were 100 feet or better (She
referred to Mr Parise) We own lot #15 and half of #14, we have 125
feet by 100 the other way He told us that all the homes there were
going to be from $20 000 and naturally Mr Alessc would keep the property

and that was the way the entire property was going to be, and my husband
18 here as a witness

Mr Serpentellil Mrs Campbell, when you purchased your property,
did you examine the map of the Township of Brack?

Mrs Campbell T took Mr Parises word

Mr Serpentelll Where you represented by an attorney?

Mrs Campbell Yes we were

Mr Serpentellr: Who did you have?

Mrs Campbell Rogers, Sim and Sinn

Mr Serpentelli I was very much aware of that, and the previous
witness was a client of mine and to save them embarrassement, I will
repeat the question, "You did employ an attorney? Did you ask him to

examine the zoning map for you?

Mrs Campbell I assume that when you pay that kaind of money I
left it all in his hands

Mr Serpentelli Thank you

Mr Weiss Mr Parise, has your corporation requested any resub-
division of these lots along Green Hill Drive, upgrading them?

Mr Parise As a matter of fact, Mr Weass, we did that from the
very beginning, we did not build on the small lots as thevmap appears

here, we subdivided this entire piece up to Glen Ridge Court, in order
that we could put a better home on them

Mr Serpentelll Would you od the same thing 1f you are requested
to on the rear portion?

Mr Parise Definitely, we would definitely go ahead and upgrade

Mr Serpentella If I wanted to build a house and lots 1 and 2, you
would sell me beth lots, wouldntt you®

Mr Parise Definitely
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Mr Serpentelli Would you sell me half of lot 2 and all of lot 1
in Block H?

Mr Parise Yes

Mr Parise stated for the record, to clear the air, he was the
President of the Corporation and is presently the Vice-President of the
Corporation

Remarks were coming from the audience which were rat courteous and
Mr Weiss again had to caution this group to watch their manners and
had to repremand a gentlemen who ingasted upon arguing about Mr Parise’s
posttion 1n the Corporation

Mr Serpentelli For the record, I would like to s34y that I persist
1n my opinion that in this matter we are entitled to relief as a matter
of law, that our zoning ordinance 1tself under article ly contemplates
that we will have an absoclute right to build on this property and the
zoning ordinance says very clearly that any map which has been approved
prior to the adoption of this ordinance can be used and those lots can
be built upon I think that i1f Mr George were put on the stand, he
would testaify to the fact that we are going to have a wholesale deve-
lopment in Cedarcroft of 50 foot lots because that map is approved as
filed and this has happened all through the Township On the basis of
article and for a very good reason, it 1is a non-conforming use, under
J J 40 55-48, on the question of absolute right, I would be glad to
submit a brief, on the question of Hardship, I would like to say this
my reading of the cases indicate that there are three essential elements
which we have proved, #1 1s a good faith purchase of the property and
reliance of stated facts as shown, these are two elements, good faith
and reliance, and the third 1s the continuance and conscientious con-
struction based upon the map as it is faled Now these cases coming
down from the Ardolino Case which I discussed with Mr Feinberg and the
Case 1n Spring Lake right down to Planning In Good Faith, I assume
(more than one voilce here) previous construction, would be entitled
as a matter of hardship, For legal contemplation, we have to consider
Don Parise Inc , and the p evious owners to be one and the same because
he did nothing more than pick up their plan 1f they had not sold 1t we
would not have the issue of Don Parise in this case and if Noel Wilson
and the remainder of his group wanted to continue construction it would
not make any difference, so we are not concerned with who we are grant-
ing 1t to, we are concerned with whether there is a legal right to
finish the plan as started I think this 1s in essence, 1s our argument

Mr Feinberg May I ask one question” Mr Serpentelli, am I to
assume that this eliptical area, there are no homes at present”®

Mr Serpentelli That i1s correct

Mr Weiss expressed the opinion that Mr Serpentelli should submit
a brief covering the map filing act, cover by dates a few of the things
that have happened, so we have them for our records You might wish to
cover the hardship as well Tt may well be, that this is a matter that
the Planning Board should look at and wondered if they raghtly zoned
this R-10 or dad they not? Or should it have remained R-7 5% This might
well be a question for this August body to answer  The Township Comm-
1ttee took the recommendation and rezoned it, 1t was not then developed,
although the map was in existence It seemed to Mr Weiss that thas
matter should be cleared up in the zonaing rather than by variance S50
we may have to make a study on zone

Mr Serpentella asked if it would be possible to submit this quest-
ion to the Planning Board while he is preparing his brief, he stated
that his client has no desire to submit to the Planning Board, it is up
to the Board of Adjustment 1f they do desire Mr Serpentelli stated
that they have applied to the Planning Board, not he, but other attornies
and feels that they have gotten nowhere, and the longer they wait, the
less chance they have of proving hardshap This is about as long as has
client can hold out without relief
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Mr Feinberg asked Mr Serpentelli to include in his brief the
facts from the Goldstein case as cited by him earlier.

Motion made by Mr A I Osborne and Seconded by Mrs Decker that
the decision in this matter be reserved until the meeting of July 20th
to give ample time to the Attorney tc file his brief and give the Board
time to study it

AYES Osborne, Decker, Oshorn, Weiss
NAYS NONE

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT Winter

Motion carried

Mr Serpentelli stated there may be someone else appearing as
counsel since he has accepted a position within the municipal family
of Brick and will not be able to appear, unless counsel feels 1t will
not constitute a conflict of interest

Recess called from 9 10 pm to 920 pm

CASE ¢566 MROZEK, EDWARD-Block 672 part of lot 10 Burger Chef
567 MROZEK, BROTHERS-Block 672 part of lot 10 Carvel

Mr Serpentelli is representing Mr Mrozek who could not be present
this evening, but who is being represented by his son Edward 4 Mrozek
Mr Serpentellil stated that he would like to have these two cases heard
as one since they are both on the same property which 1s currently
before the Planning Board for a subdivision and whaich he felt were
closely related He stated that the map submitted 1s the same map for
the two applications

Mr Feinberg asked that 1t be made part of the record amd cases
566 and 567 are being heard together, but that the declsions will be
separate and that they are proceeding with a three member board, con-
sisting of Mr W H Osborn, Mrs A Decker and Mr Weiss inasmuch as
Mr Winter 1s absent and Mr A. L Osborne has disqualified himself
Mr Edward M Rothstein, Esquire of Lakewood, Counsel for an objector,
Mr Thomas H Harrais will appear

Mr Serpentelli said that with regard to the testimony of the owner
these cases will be heard together, and the witnesses for each of the
cases will be heard as separate cases Mr Serpentelli said that the
subdivision map submitted w1ll apply to both cases, but there will be
separate maps submitted for the use of each applicaton

Mr Serpentelli stated that the Board has before it, a map showing
three parcels of land, parcel 1,2, and the remainder of parcel #3
Parcel 1 1s the application of Burger Chef, Parcel 2 1s for the applic-
ation of Carvel and Parcel 3 is not involved in the application Mr
Serpentellil stated that it is his understanding that this map for a
subdivision has not as yet been approved by the Planning Board and any
variance obtained would be conditioned upon approval of this minor
subdivision He said that the testimony of Mr Mrozek will be the same
for both applications so therefore that partion of the hearing can be
handled joantly

Edward & Mrozek, 18 Riverside Drive, Cranford, New Jersey -
Sworn in

On questioning by Mr Serpentelli, Mr Mrozek stated he 1s one of
the owners and the applicant in both of these matters and that they made
application to the Board of Adjustment separately on behalf of Burger
Chef and Carvel Stores to erect a Burger Chef Store at parcel 1 as
shown on subdivision map submitted and a Carvel Store onm parcel 2 of
the map, for subdivision Mr Mrozek stated that the property in quest-
1on was purchased sometime in 1960 or 1961 all in one piece, 1t Was not
subdivided but in Cctober of 1965, 1t was however, granted a subdivision
into three parcels on October 9, 1965 The property has a depth of



Page 14

105 feet plus, Mr Mrozek stated that the property was not always that
depth, when 1t was purchased it was 200 feet but the state purchased
approximately 100 feet, because they were advised that i1f they did not
sell 1t to the State, it would be condemed for road widening Upon
advice of their attorney, they sold this porticn of the property to the
State for the widening of State Highway Route #70 because they had the
power of condemnation He stated that Route #70 1s currently being
widened i1mmediately adjacent te this property He stated on questioning
that neither he,nor anyone else connected with this property or app-
lication have any connectlion with any other piece of property adjacent
other than parcel 3 asshown on the subdivision map, and the property
1s located ain a B-2 zone

Mr Feinberg asked Mr Mrozek 2f he received a letter from the
State Highway Department advising that this property was being consider
ed by the State for State Highway purposes?

Mr Mrozek replied not to the best of his knowledge, he stated that
his Dad did mest of the purchasing and took care of most of the details
on this

On question by Mr Feinberg, Mr Mrozek stated that he could not
definitely state whether or not the state made a definite offer

Mr Mrozek on questioning by Mr Serpentelli, stated thatif the
State had not purchased this S5 feet in question, they would be albe to
erect both of these structures without a variance

Mr Rothstein asked Mr Mrozek af the portion sold to the State
has been widened yet, and Mr Mrozek replied that they are working on
it now

On question by Mr Rothstein, Mr Mrozek replied that when they
sold it to the Statc¢, consideration was not given to the damage that it
might do to the remaining portion and did not know whether the property
was apprairsed by a Real Estate Appraiser

Mr Feinbers I dontt think that question is relative, since this
property 1s owned by Mr Mrozeks? father, and asked Mr Mrozek his
fathers name

Mr Mrozek replied WA Edward Mrozek®™

Mr Serpentella explained that Mr Mrozek Sr is with his wift in
the hespital this evening and that i1s why Mr Mrozek's son 1s present
this evening

Mr Rothstean On parcel one, what do you intend to construct there®

Mr Mrozek A Burger Chef

Mr Rothstein Parcel 2 is going to be what”

Mr Mrozek Carvel Ice Cream Stand

Mr Rothsteing How would there be ingress and egress?
Mr Serpentelll stated 1t 15 shown on the map submitted

Mr Rothstean You are not goin to operate this, are you? It is
going to be leased?®

Mr Mrozek That is correct

Mr Rothsteain What 1s this remaining parcel----- 1s that going to
be an egress”?

Mr Mrozek I personally do not know

Mr Rothstein Can you tell me why you are before this board, what
wi1ll not be i1in accordance with the Ordinance
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Mr Serpentelli Mr DMrozek is not capable of interpreting the
zoning ordinance, we have submitted the application and have bheen
denied a building permit, and the reasons for denial are a matter of
record, this applicant only knows that he has been denied and he 1is
tellang the boards the stated facts as they exist

Mr Rothstein What stated facts are you talking about?

Mr Feinberg handed Mr Rothstein a copy of the application to
study

Mr Rothstein said %all right?

Mr Weiss ©The applicant here 1s asking for an undersazed build-
ing on an undersized lot, he has additiocnal grounds here, why cen't
he make a proper sized lot?

Mr Serpentelli: This as expanding which one are you talking
about?

Mr Weiss This 1s your own voluntary subdivision, you have your
eight hundred and some feet, you have 105 feet

Mr Serpentellar I see what you are talking about because no
increase at all in the length of the lot would give us what 1s requared
and there 1s absclutely no need to increase the length, we have ample
length and we comply with the ordinance in length

Mr Weiss Mr Serpentelli what I am asking 1s, why can't you in-
crease 1t when you need the area?

Mr Serpentellli We meet the square footage completely in parcel
1, we more than meet it

Mr Weiss Then I must be looking at parcel 2

Mr Serpentelli On parcel 2, we have what looks to me like 15,000
square feet

Mr Weiss Why ocan't you increase that lot to 25,000 which 1s
required?

Mr Serpentelli It could be, in width, 1t could be increased
I might point out to you, because of this fact the undersized building
on this second parcel i1s undersized I don't see any need for the
in.rease; we are talking acout a substantially reduced building on
parcel 2 as opposed to parcel 1, the one on 1 I dontt belisve to be
undersized, but Mr George does not include the “apron and states 1t
to be undersized, but on 2, we have a building that 1s substantially
undersized and I think you have to take into account that fact when
dealing wath the size of the lot We 1n every other way, conform on
lot sizes except for setback and square footage and we are providing
compliance with the ordinance other than the square footage If the
Beoard will insist upon 1t, I think that we will work out the added
footage to provide the square footage for parcel 2 but I do not think
1t will be that important

Mr Serpentelii I repeat, that lot 1s undersized because of the
95 feet that were taken away and what you are forcing the applicant to
do, in effect 1s take more of his property which could be utilaized for
other purposes, if you require him to use more of the length of the
property because the depth has been taken away by the State under power
of condemnation

Mr Weiss You say power of condemnation, that is not what the
testamony was, for one thing and the second thing I am sure that the
damage to the lot was taken into consideration
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Mr Serpentelia I beg to differ with your Mr Weass, I think that
1s completely contrary to what the fact is

Mr Serpentellia It dces not make any difference, we are aware of
the fact that the State of New Jersey could have acquired this property
regardless of what the applicant wanted to do, now they may have been
paid for 1t, but where the power of condemnation exists and the property
1s taken, it 1s immaterial whether they have been paid for 1t, 1t has
decreased his economic value of the land because of this fact and that
is why we are here tonight

Harry Ball, atlantic Avenue, Allenwood, New Jersey ---Sworn in

Mr Ball stated on questioning by Mr OSerpentelli that he 1s em-
ployed by “Chain Locations of America™ Yonkers, New York whose business
i1s locating real estate sites for the location of Carvel Stores and that
he 1s their New Jersey representative Upon being shown a set of plans
designated BD standard foundation plan with a total of seven pages, Mr
Ball stated he was familiar with the plan which 1s a copy of the plans
submitted with the application for a Carvel Store and this copy was
submitted 1n evidence as exhibit A-2 Mr Ball stated this 1s what they
call their "3660" type store operation, this store will handle soft
ice cream, two flavors, will be a walk-in type store, not a window ser-
vice store, there will be two dasplay cases in front which will deal
out 36 different flavors of hard 1ce cream, plus out of the two freezers
behind that, will dispense soft ice cream It will be an all glass
front store with four doors in and out, there will be no seating in the
building, strictly a service operation, the people are served and they
leave The exterior appearance will be exactly the same as the one
logated on Route #88 in Poant Pleasant Borough that just opened up it
1s a package building, all the buildings are the same The building ais
30 foot wide by 35 & feet exterior dimensions and he 1dentified the
parking layout which they intend to use, this plan was offered in
evidence and marked exhibat A-3

Mr Rothstein This assumes a driveway to Route #70 and you don't
knwo whether you have one o: not, you have not obtained approval

On questions by Mr Serpentelli, Mr Ball stated that there are 21
parking spaces provaded for, and he stated that he understands that
any driveways or curbeuts will have to be approved by the State of New
Jersey He stated the entire area will be hardsurfaced and will be
marked out by a regular marking company and each space will be at least
10 by 20 feet Garbage collection will be taken care of by Carvel, as
each store 1s under strict supervision, the owner of the franchise makes
the arrangements or they make them for them, by private contract that
the garbage must be picked up on a regular basis and this area kept clean
at all times  This matter 1s "policed" with supervisors who stop at the
stores at a regular basils to be sure these things are done If clean-
liness 1s not maintained, they will be disenfranchised Lighting s
provided on the outside by spots on the building and inside by flour-
escent tubes which also light up the entire area surrounding the build-
ing The franchise stated that the store will be operated 11 months of
the year and the recommended hours at 11 to 11 at night and 12 at night
dependang upon the area There will be positively no car-hop services
all service will be indoors The buildings are constructed under the
Supervision of Carvel, but constructed by a local builder or contractor
and are leased on a long~term basis

In answer to Mr Serpentellis gquestion, Mr Ball statsd that it
would not serve any purpose to require Carvel to conform to the zoning
ordinance and erect a building in accordance with the square footage
requirements, and that they place the equipment the same way in all the
sotres and it is laid out for an efficient operation to save steps, it
were larger it would entail more steps and slow down the service, but
they do not need a larger building, everything 1s laid out according to
plans, the size of the freezers, etc » and this larger building would
decrease the parking area

Mr Rothstein This driveway area you have here, that goes over the
exrsting right of way



Page 17

Mr Ball That i1s right, because Route #70 1s being widened, and
that will take care of 1tself

Mr Rothstein The parking areas will be 10 x 20 is that right”®
Then the parking area here on the west side will be 20 feet 1s that
right?

Mr Ball Yes, just as 1t 1s shown on the plans

Mr Rothstein The distance between the buildings and your westerly
line then will be about 60 feet?

Mr Ball We have here about 30 feet for a building, that leaves
ug 30 off of here leaving 60 feet on each side, 1t will be completely
cantered

Mr Rothstein Your parking will take up about 40 feet, and you
have 20 feet for your back space?

Mr Ball That is right
Mr Rothsteln This raght of way, do you know anything about that?

Mr Ball We have a right of way in our lease agreement, it 1is
expected to come in off of this road here

Mr Rothstein You will have to take one of your parking spaces off
of here making it one less

Mr Ball ©No, we change put it over here instead, there will be the
same number of spaces

Mr Rothstein That means that ingress and egress will be to Route

#70

Mr Ball That is right, there will be a 20 foot right of way to
Cedar Bridge Recad, on a question by Mr Rothstein, Mr Ball stated that
he will have ho connection with the Hamburger place, and that they will
not be used in conjuntion together

Mr Feinberg excused himself and left at 11 00 p m

Question was raised by Mr W H Osborn with regard to the ®*jug-
handle® now being put in by the State close to this property It was
determined that i1t was approximately 817 feet away, but 1t did not show
the map submatted to the Board Mr Serpentella stated they would de-
duct the difference

On a question by Mrs Decker, 1t was determined that this will be
375 feet from the traffic light

CASE #567 - Burger Chef

Richard Pieritz, Willowbrook Drive, Huntington Valley, Penna-Sworn
In On guestioning by Mr Serpentelli, Mr Pleretz stated he 1s em-
ployed by Burger Chef Systems, Inc as area representative for Penn-
sylvania and New Jersey and he identified plans by Abraham B Eastwood,
Architect, Abington, Penna , containing seven sheets entitled building
for Burger Chef, 435 Princeton Avenue, Brick Town, which is the address
of Mr Mrozek, the applicant, these were marked in evidence as exhibat
A-4  Mr Paeritz described the interior of the building as containing
62 seats for eustomers, the narrow portion facing Route #70 1s where
the customers are served, and the wide portion is where the food 1s
prepared The building is placed on a slap 40 x 70 and enclosed except
for the walkway area at the rear, and will be similar to the Burger Chef
in Toms River on Route #37 just West of Hooper Avenue, similar to the one
in Oakhurst and there are 13 of them in New Jersey, all of the same design
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Parking will be as shown on the plan submitted assuming the approval of
the State 1f granted for the curbcuts as shown, and parking 1s provided
for 36 cars, and the entire area will be hardtopped with all parking
spaces marked and will be at least 10 x 20, the parking area will be
lighted by floodligats at the rear of the building, pointed down to the
macadem the rest of the building 1s well lighted with lights under the
eaves on both sides, back, low fixtures in front The building will be
used 12 months of the year and the hours are 11 to 11, weekends 11 to
midnight Burger Chef stores all maintain a pravate scavenger service
with daily packup service and they require closed containers, and this
operation is supervised by Burger Chef and they can defranchise a dealer
if they do not meet the standards The building 1s locally owned,
leased to Burger Chef on a long term lease

Mr Rothsetin Ingress and egress will also be under the New Jersey
State Highway Route #70

Mr Pieritz They 2lways are Sir
!Ir Rothstein I see a 20 or 30 foot----- where does that go?
Mr Pieritz Chambers Bridge Road

Discussion ensued about the right of way shown, and 1t was decided
that Mr Pieritz would be agreesable to move the building in order not
to cover the right of way

Mr Rothstein questioned the parking area and the fact that part
of the front setback was to be used for parking, and 1t was decided that
this could be eliminated and Mr Serpentelli stated there was more than
ample space in the rear that could be used

On question by Mr Rothstein, Mr Pieritz stated that they served
food, such as hot dogs, hamburgers, apple turnovers, milk shakes, etec ,
all fast food service

After discussion it was stipulated by Mr Serpentelli and Mr
Pieritz that it was not an undersized burlding, i1n that the cement slab
was covered by a roof and enclosed

On a question by Mr Weilss, Mr Pieritz replied 1t was 30 8

Mr Serpentelli stated that these plans were prepared by two
separate pecple and Burger Chef assumed 1t was 30 8 feet when in reality
1t is only 20 We are willing to either accept from the board either
a2 recommendation or a condition as to the width of that entrance or i1t
not exist at all

Mr Serpentelli said regardless of how clouded the 1ssue may get,
this property was reduced in effect by action of the State, whether they
did 1t by condemnation or purchase, 1t does not make any difference,
they took 1t It having been reduced in depth, we have to work with
what we have, we comply wath respect to parking with the exception of
square footage, and I think that complaes Mr George sees it daffer-
ently, but it is a question of interpretation, i1f 1t does not comply,
1t 1s withain 100 feet so I think that there 1s very little violation on
parcel one, and on parcel two, I think 1t was Justifiably reduced be-
cause of the reduction of the building, but should the Board feel diff-
erently, we would be willing to accept the condition that a revised
subdivision map be filed giving 25,000 square feet as required I feel
this would be a hardship in light of the fact the property was taken
away and in light of fact the lot 1s reduced only because we lost the
property

Mr Rothstein I would like, on behalf of Mr Harris, indicate to
the Board that the Board should first of all representing Mr Harras
who owns the property, more particularly parcel #5 as shown on the map
of the Township of Brick, Mr Harris® property adjoins the property that
we are talking about, and I assume the application 1s based on hardship
or special reasons, I indicate to the Board that there can be no hardship
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here because even tho the State did an fact, condem 1t, I think the
knowledge of condemnation proceedings i1s that the state must pay for
the value of the land that they take, not only must they pay a fair
and reasonable damage that they do to the remaining property S50 Mr
Mrozek is left with a parcel that i1s not sufficient in depth and I am
sure that he must have been paid for 1t and 1f he wasn®t he should have
been  Secondly, you have a situation here where you are on a busy
highway, Route 70 at the intersection of Chambers Bradge Road and Moore
Road down further, 1t 1s supposed to make four separate driveways into
Route 70 subject of course to their being able to get that, so what you
have in this area, four driveways, or exits and entrances, it seems to
me that this 1s not the type of coperation that you would want an thas
particular area, especially when the area 1s probably your prime comm-
ercial area, you have some experience with the hamburger place near the
Family Circle that creates a great deal of traffic problem  Regardless
of supervision, there will be problems, 1f they do not supervise 1t
there 1s nothing you can do about i1t He thainks too, that 1t would be
incumbent upon the property owner to make some reasonable effort to see
1f he cannot obtain the adjacent lands {Note They are owned by Mr
Rothstein and Mr Hiering) to see whether or not one big commer ciral
piece can be established, to be more in keeping with the area, And for
these reasons, I think i1t should be denied

Mr Serpentellil asked the board to consider the fact that there 1is
sufficient depth only for the fact there has been some taken away He
asked the board to look at the Tax Map and they will see that Mr Roth-
steins property is wvairtully landlocked, but the fact that they cannot
afford to purchase 1s scmething beyond their control

On a question by Mrs Decker, Mr Pieritz repliied that the bullding
wlill be opened all year round will be heated in the winter and aircon-
ditioned in the summer

Mr Weiss stated to Mr Serpentelli that there are certain incon-
s1stencies in the drawings, and we do have objections here from Mr
Rothstein and requested that correct drawings be filed with the Board
and Mr Serpentelli agreed

CASE #568 - KIRCHNER, ROY AND MARY- Block 324-Bl2 lot 9 Cherry Quay

Mr ¥irchner was sworn in and Mr Weaiss stated that from the prants
he could see that they proposed to build a garage 13 feet back from
Captains Drave and 6 3 inches from the sideline On a question by Mr
Weiss as to why he wishes to build a garage, Mr Kirchner stated because
he lives down hers now and has no other place for storage and that there
18 one acrcss the street from his and at the endof his street, usaing
the same setback that 1e is requesting Mr Kirchner stated that the
reason he cannot build his garage in the back, 1s that there 1s a lagoon
at the front of his house, and in essence this 1s the rear lot line
facaing the street

Mr George verified this fact and said that this 1s the pattern
in that area, and an fact, this board granted a variance for one for
8 feet about a year ago

On guestion by Mr Weiss, Mr Kirchner stated they moved down all
yvear round early in March of 1966 Mr Kirchner stated that at the time
they purchased the house, they inquired about this and Mr Tilton of
Cherry Quay assured them that they could, but the building inspector
advised them they needed a wvariance

Motion made by Mr A L Osborne and seconded by Mr W H Osborn
that decision in this matter be reserved until the meeting of June 15th

1966

AYES OOsborne, Osborn, Decker, Weiss
NAYS VNone

ABSTATNING DNone

ABSENT Winter

Motaion carried
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CASE #571 - JAWORSKI, GUS- Block 282-71 lots 18,19 - Shore Acres

Mr  Jaworski was sworn in and stated he is purchasing these lots
from Mr Jadelis who appeared with him, as the seller and who will be
laving next doot, 1f thas variance 1s granted, and that he wishes to
build a complete new house, not an addition

Mr Jaworski stated that this lot has been in existence since 1939
and that there 1s a house on either side and that the map was filed ain
1924  All the lots 1n that area are of same lot size, and the parcels
measure L0 x 95

On a question by Mr Weiss, Mr Jaworski stated the reason he is
buirlding the house the full 960 square feet 1s that he was informed that
was the current building code and that he could not build a smaller
house He stated the building permit was denied by Mr George on the
basis the lot only contained 3900 square feet and the zone 1S now up-
graded to 5000 squars feet At the time the map was filed, the zone
was 4000 square feet

Mr George stated that this 1s the old section of Shore Acres and
1t completely built up, and most of the houses are small in this area
since they were bui.t many years agc Mr George stated that this is
a lagoon lot and they are all the same size in that area

Mr Weiss commented that the setbacks were in compliance and the
matter before us now 1s just a matter of undersized lot

Motion made by Mr A L Osborne and seconded by Mr W H Usborn
that decision i1n this matter be reserved until the meeting of June 15,

1966

AYES Csborne, Osborn, Decker, Weass
NAYS None

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT Wainter

M tion carried

CASE_#573 - PFEIFFER, WILLIAM E - Block 273-72 lots 38 to 40 Shore Acres

Mr William Miller, builder for Mr Pfeiffer appeared for Mr
Pfeiffer as he 1s 111 and could not return for this postposed meeting

Mr Miller was sworn in and stated his name and that he resides at
558 Adamston Road Osborne and he are the builders for Mr Pfeaiffer
who wants to buirld a garage at the rear of his property, which faces
on the water, with a setback off Shore Drive of erght (8)feet, and can-
not put 1t to the side because of the well and cesspool

r George upon questioning, stated that all the houses in this
area have garages close to the street, some even closer than this request
and this 1s about the only house on the street without a garage at this
point Mr George pointed out that this, just like the previous case,
15 an old map, and that the area 1s completely built up

Mr Weiss called for objectors, there being none, the following
motion was made,

Motion made by Mrs Decker and Seconded by Mr W H Osborn that
decision 1n this matter be reserved until the meeting of June 15, 1966

AYES Decker, Osborn, Osborne, Weiss
NAYS ©None

ABSTAINING None

PBSENT Winter

Motion carried
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CASE # 574, - DeCAPUA, SAMUEL - Block 1?56 lot l-represented by Mr
Serpentelll

Mr Serpentelli stated that Mrs DeCapua owns lot 1, block 1256
and stated that the property does not have rcad frontage it 1s adjacent
to Maple Avenue, there 1s a frame dwelling on the property and they
wish tc erect another dwelling on the property which would be a con-
tingent variance 1f 1t were granted upon obtaining a subdivision Mr
Serpentellil stated that in accordance with our ordinance which states
a house cannot be built without a road in front of i1t, they are there-
fore making this application since the zoning officer does not consider
that road sufficient to aissue a permit for a house

Discussion ensued on what constitutes an improved rcad and Mr Weiss
suggested that maybe this should be referred to the Planning Board
because of the "unimproved® street problem

On a suggestion of Mr Weilss, Mr Serpentelli agreed to expedate a
memo to this beoard

On a question by Mr Serpentelli, Mrs DeCapua testified that they
are now living in the house existing, and that 1t 1s not large enough
for her family which consists of five childred and that they want to
build a larger house next door, and move 1into that and selil the house
they are presently lavaing in

Mr Serpentelli upon question by Mr Weiss regarding a memorandum,
stated that he could probably prepare one, but did not think that he
would find anything in the cases which would cover this

Discussion ensued as to whether or not there 1s access to the street
and also 1ts location, and 1t was determined that this property is
adjacent to Hulse Manor

Mr Serpentellil stated he would try to get the memorandum to the
Board for 1ts next meeting 1n two weeks

Motion made by Mrs Decker and seconded by Mr W H Osborn that
decision in this matter be reserved until the meeting of June 15, 1966

AYES Decker, Osborn, Oshorne, Weiss
NAYS None

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT Winter

Motion carried

Motion made by Mr A L (Osborne and seconded by Mrs Decker that the
minutes of last months meeting be approved as written

AYES Osborn, Osborne, Decker, Weiss
NAYS None

ABSTAINING DNone

ABSENT Winter

Motion carried

Motion made by Mr W H Osborn and seconded by Mrs Decker that this
meeting be adjourned

AYES Osborn, Decker, Osborne, Weiss
NAYS None

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT Wainter

Motion carried

lleeting adjourned at 12 05 a m

Respectfully submitted,
\,4§/ /

A/ C x4

, e 5 ke XA g e
HELEN € SCHOENER, Secretary

HCS << on soundscriber record
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February 16 1965

Regular meeting of the Brick Township Board of Adjustment was held at the Town Hall
at 8 00 p m with Chairman Paul 'lae1ss presiding

Members present  Paul Welss Members absent None
A L Osborne
Agnes M Decker Others present  Eugene Serpentelli  Esq
W H Osborn for Harold Feinberg
Rudolph Winter Alex nder George, Zoning Officer

Mr Welss held a confcrence with the Counscls for the three cases
on tha agendz Lewis B Kent Frank Majorte and Drum Point Arms and advtsed them
that Mr Feinberg had asked 1f th~y would be willing to have "r Serpentelli repre-
sent him in his absence Mr Borden agreed on behalf of Drum point Arms and Mr
Doherty agrezd on b~half of Frank Majorie and the matter of lewis B Kent was held
ovar unti! the noxt meeting Both Mr Borden and Mr Doherty agreed and Mr  Serpen-
tulli statod he agrocd to see these matters through to the conclusion in the event
of a holdover

CASE #537 - LEWIS B KENT, Garden Apts, Routc #88 and W Princeton Avenus

Mr Weiss adviscd that a revised plot pfan had been received In
accordance with the discussion at the tast meeting and asked if there wers any
objectors present  thore boing none he recommonded that this matter be taid over
To our next regular meeting whick will be held on March 16 1966

Motlon made by Mr W H 0sborn and saconded by Mrs Decker that
the decision 1n the Lewis B Kent case bz tald over until March 16 1966
AYES  Osborn Deckar, Osborne Wintar Weiss
NAYS  None
ABSTAINING  None
ABSENT  None
Motion unanimously carriod

MINUTES OF MEETING OF JANUARY 19, 1966

Motion made by Mr A L Osborne and seconded by Mr W H Osborn
that the minutes of the lest meerting be approved as written

AYES  Osborne Oshorn, Decker Winter, Waiss

HAYS  None

ABSTAINING Nonc

ABSENT  Nonc

Motion unanimously carried

CASE_#356, MAJORIE, FRANCIS - Gas Station, lake Riviara, Block 382A, Lots 1| to 9

This case 15 being recorded by a Certitficd Shorthand Reporter Mr
Fr d Johrson who was sworn in by Mr  Serpcrtel ||

The Attorney for Mr Majorie the applicant s Mr Robert Doheriy
of Point Pl_.asant Beach who gave a surmary of the situation before questioning the
witness

Mr  Serpentelll as agreed prior to thg start of the meoting pre-
sided In Mr Feinberg's absence

Witnessas for the appltcant wore A John Bright and Mr  Louis A
Mayar

Mr  Doherty stated for the record that he had no objection to Mr
S.rpentell sitting in for Mr Felinberg and that the original transcript woutd be
furnished to the Board as the official record of the proceedings at no cost to the
Board

Motion made by Mr ¥ H Osborn and seconded by Mr A L Osborne
That this matter be laid over until the next meeting which will be March 16 1966

AYES  Osborn Osbornc Decker Winter Weiss

NAYS None

ABSTAINING  None

ARSENT None

Motton unanimously carried
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CASE #356, DRUWM POINT ARMS - L Goral, owner and Howsrd Borden, Esq

Mr Borden offered a layout of the Studlo Apartments proposed by
Mr Coral to be constructed adjacent to the existing Garden Apartment setup located
at Brick Boulevard near Drum Point Road extension which was marked exhibit A-1

The new units will be located at Brick Boulevard and the northeast
corner of Drum Point Road on propertiy known as Block 547 ot #14 which was pur-
chased from the Humble Oi1 Company nearly two years ago

The plans submitted by Mr Bordan were drawn by Anthony D'Elia Jr
and the propcrty 15 located partly 1n the B-3 Zone and the balance at the rear of
the tract 1s 1n th. P-15 zone  Mr Borden called attention +o the Job In the 8-3
zong narrowing 1t down to approximately 200 feet whereas north of this +the B-3
Zone Ts much dceper  Apartments are not allowed i1n the B-3 Zone The Drum Point
nArms which 1s ownoed by the same owner, 1s completed and occupled Mr Berden stated
that the same condition extsted there, requiring a variance, meantng that there was
the double zone condition there too  This property is 155 feet by 500 feet more or
less Mr Borden thon introduced Mr Robert Ricciuti who will be sworn in and
testify

Mr Serpenteltt swore in Mr Riceiutt who stated he is the president
of Drum Point Arms 1inc who (s requcsting permission to build 36 studio apartments
with 500 squar. feet each 25 x 20

On a question by Mr Borden Mr Ricclutt replied they have a com-
pltex of 90 zpartments on the oroperty immediately adyolning this proposed setup and
that Drum Point Arms contains 42 one beadroom apartments and 48 two bodroom apart-
ments a ftotal of 90 He further stated that they found they had a lot of calls
for studio apartments for newlyweds and sometimes widows or elderty pecple who might
want to come intc the area but who cannot afford a $120 00 per month rental and In
order To meet the neelds, they feal that this studio apartment setup Is definitely
gotng to be the answer

On a question by Mr Borden Mr Ricciutt replied that the rental
would be approximately $90 00 per month +the terms of teasing will be a minimum of
one year There will be no children allowed 1n thestudio apariments and he said the
new building which they are proposing will face Drum Point Road the exist of the
Farking area wll!l 2also be on Drum Point Road antrances will be on to Drum which
will not ald on to any more traffic on Brick Boujevard they have placed the first
exi1st approxim~tely 100 feet away from Brick Boutevard they hav= complied with the
Brick zoning ordinance requiring 72 parking spaces or twn per untt and have ad-
ditioral space =t the rear of the aparitments which they intend to use for rocreat-
tonal purposes or = park \area and will be of identical architecture of the apart-
ments thev have now

Mr Borden stated he had no further questions of Mr Riccrutt and
asked 1f anyone on th. board had ~ny questions

Mr Winter Mr Borden can you aive us a percentage of the rented
apartments and unrented apartments in the existing unlf+s?

Mr Riccrutt  We now have 2 vacancy of 14 aperrments 7 two bed-
recms ard 7 one bedrooms shich would be about 15% vacancy

Mr Winter In these studro apartments there 1s no fixed bedroom
ts that right 1 15 a convertible type of thing?

Mr Ricciuti That 15 corract

Mr Wint.r  The ownership of this property Is that presently in
the Drun Pornt Arms name?

Mr Ricclut) Orum Point Arms, inc that is right
Mr Wintor Has any improvement been made on +he oroperty at all

Mr Ricaiuti Non whatsoever only the clearing of the land mainly
for the beautification of the existing apartmonts of Orum Point Arms Ine
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Mr Winter Tho factlities would be Ticd 1n with the same sewer
system that you =re presently using?

Mr Riccrut Yes 1 would

Mr Winter And you fecl that this 1s definlfely an advantage?

Mr Riccruti Definitcly

Mr  Borden  When dtd you or Drum Point Arms acquire this property?
Mr Ricciutt Approximately 18 months ago

Mr Bordon  From whom dld you buy 117

ir Ricciut] Humble Ot Cempany

Mr Borden Wlat was your raason?

Mr Ricclut For thz simple reasnn | dlu pot want a gas statrion
next t¢ my investment The Township has assess.d us at approximately $576 000 QOQ
and that 1s quite an i1nvestment we nay somewhare around $21,000 1n taxes and we
have not hurt the schootl problem at all as | noticed tonight as we wers coming to
the meeting therc are exactly 24 children 1n Drum Point Arms going to school but
what is more important s of the 24 14 of thom were going to Brick Townshin Schools
prior to moving tnto Drum Point Arms  1n othar words moved from other homes In
Brick Town to Drum Point Arms and of thase ten children that are left & of fhem
are going to Parochial Schools ocutside of the area so consequently we have a
$20 000 ratable to the Town and have only four childran in ha entire Board of Edu-
catinn system which | think 15 good

Mr Wetss This sewerage system that you spoks about Is that pri-
vate or owned by the Town?

Mr Ricciuh it 15 now owned by tho Brick Township which the Shore
Sewer System donated to the Township of which 504 was owned by Drum Point Arms Inc
b am sti1l Secretary to Shore Sewer System

Mr Borden | have a copy of the resolution here 1f any of the
Board would 1i1ke to see 1t

Mr Weis-  Another question | have whatis the size of the studio
apartm.nts?

Mr Rreciutt 25 x 20

Mr Weiss This 1s a 500 squars foot ap~rtment which s the minimum
pormitted 1n the ordinance?

Mr Ricciutt That ts correct

Mr Weiss Have you made any surveys [n connection with the pro-
posad ptan?

Mr Ricciut As | menticned before Mr Welss In renting apart-
ments in Drum Point Arms we have had calls for studio apartments we have had cases
where 1 can't say they are elderly people exactly but they are widows or maybe

newly marriad couples who are ust starting out and want this type of apartmont plus
with the future of the Ocean County Collegnin the area, we thought of the possihili-
ty we might als> recerve some trade from that Coltlege that 1s planned I think
there is a definite need for it here

Mr Winter In connection witth the resolution what 1s the finan-
cial arrangement s this drawn by the Brick Township

Mr Borden This was drawn by Mr O'Connor as were the resalutions
of Lzke Riviera Inc 2and Share Scwer Systems Inc
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Mr Winter  What is the financiral arrangement 1nsofar as rental
or the donation of the sewer system?

Mr Borden #e are paytng 2 fee to the Township which is basad
unonn the cost of operation ther: zre no restrictions on the charges made to us on
the plant

Mr Riccuirtt  The agreement that we have with the Town 1s that we
witl pay them $48 00 per year per apartment for use of the sewerage system the
lhnes we have already donated

Mr Winter That fee 1s $48 00 per apartment? Does that fee provide
for any future construction?

Mr Bordon Mr Winter it does +the resolutions that were drawn
stated that there was nresantly an applicatimn or this use contemptated thesc
anartments and the resotution itself incorporates the grving of this sewer plant to
the Town 1n its reselution  in particulsr, the resolution of the Shore Sower System
states also Laks Riviera Inc resolution states that the convey-
ancc of the said lands and premises by this cnrporation be made A condition and
conditionad upon the execution by the Township an agreement to permit the connect-
tng to the said package sewer disposal Llant without cost to the Township of 56
aparfment units to be constucted by this (Lake Riviera Inc) Corporation or 1ts
successor and further to permit the connection to the satd package Sewerage dlsposal
plant without cost to the Townshin of the proposad residential commercial enter-
prise or ~ther permitted uses to be ccnstructed an I~t 14 Block 547 which 15 the
property we arc Jdiscussing about now

Mr Wintor Ther. 1s no mention tn thor= ahout the $48 00 fee?

Mr Borden No sir that would not be found here that would be
found tn the Sewer Ordinconce which 1s o senarate ordinance for fees This 1s a
bianket acceptance  Thoe reason for twe resclutions for Lake Riviera lnc  and
shore Sewer Systems Inc was Like Riviera gave a 99 year lease to Shora Sewer
Systems of the lan” so Lake Riviera had to deed the nroperty to +he Township and
Shore Sewer Systems who owned the package plant and +he leases released the leased
premises Yo the Township and gave the Sewer Plant and that 1s the reason for the
double res:lutions I+ w3s discussed and everyone knew what the setup was and 1t
has not vartsd one unit one way or the other from what we were discussing that day

Mr Winter This 1s what | am driving & now Drum Potnt Arms s
prying roughty $4200 0C for the privilege of using the seworage system +he proposal
her. 1s fo add 36 mrre units ard we have t stimony that this sewer plant Is ade-
quate To take care of this additional [nad 1f could nossibly be that by the time we
get Riviera and these additimnnal units we are going to get over the Fimit of this
sewar plant and then Brick Township gets invelved and the return ts $48 00 and
you cannot malntain much of a sewar plant for %48 00 oer unit

Mr Ricctuti The $18 00 1s naturaliy per zpartment and secondly
the Boerd of Education proposed suwer plant for the new school is going to be added
on to the existing sswer pl~nt that 1s there now This 1s what | am told

Mr Winter Well that 1s going to take care of their problom | am
speaking now of yeur problem

Mr Riccrutt  Our sewer plant now 1s capable of handling 30 000
gallons of sewage per day | don't think fThey handte that much i1n a month the p o-
blem with the sewage plant right now 11 does not have ensugh flow (I think Mr Weiss
knows and can correct me if | am wrong) does not havo enough flow +o make i+ oper-
age properly consequently we are looking for mcre sewage believe 1t or not

Mr Welss b d'd want to clear up one pcint that the rate of
$48 00 1s set by or dinance

Mr  Borden I might add that the gallonage was discussed at length
the day this was finally drawn up and signed by the partics of course the Township
Committee had to do this at a meeting but at the meeting we had the drawing up and
signing the rcsolutton and approving them the gallonage was discussed and | have
been In this with the sewago plant from the very beginning when Drum Point Arms ouyr-
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chased into 1t and the problem has beun ur +o the present tims there is not snough
sewage gelng through it they want more to make 1+ more efficient because 1+ Is
'way below (ts capacity and the res.lution i1tself states that +he plant tn the
resolution to the Township Committee That there 1s sufficient canacity to the
sewer plant to encompass »!| the uses contemplatad

Mr  Borden asked 1f these resolutions wcre golng to be kept by the
Board and he was informed that they would be They were markad A~2

Mr Woirss  Onc more question as o the capaclty of +his plant
whose responstbiiity is this now  the previous owners' or the Townships'?

Mr Borden  The Townships!'
Mro Weiss asked 1 f thore were any othcr questions

Mr Borden Mr Ricciuty what is the denslty of these apartments?

Mr Riccruti 18 ner acra
Mr  Borden I have nn othar guestions
Mr Serpantel This area you referred to which would be used for

parks, would this be porpetually used for recreation  you don't anticipate any other
use »f this in tha futurc?

Mr Borden None whats.ever

Mr  Serpentel iy In fact vyou would be witling to accent this as a
condltion of the variance?

Mr Ricciut Morc than hapoy to

Mr  Scrpentell) And w ul“ Drum Point Arms be responsible for the
unkoep of that area?

Mr Ricctuih Yos

Mr  Serpenteill Now the application makes a reforence +o a2 previous
appeal which was withdrawn what was the nature ~f +hat -ppeal?

"'r Borden  The same application tdentical T, thts present appli-
catirn

Mr  Serp ntelll I+ was witndrawn without prejudice or withcut any
decisinn being made?

M Borden  Trat s right

Mr Weiss  On theother rart of Drum Point Arms, Is there a slde-
walk on Brick Boulevard?

Mr  Plicctruti No, therc 1s none

Mr Werss Do you contemplate any sidewalk therc?

Mr Ricciatl You me3an along Brick Boulavard?

Mr WEiss  Would ycu be willing to put sidewnlks on BRick Blvd?

Mr Plicciut: Yos | would be wiiting the only thing Iwuld like
s for somoone to get an answer from the County as to where | shou!ld put thom be-
casue (f | could | weuld put curbing in | have been trying to get the County to
let me or if they would put in curbing You sec +the County is proposing now for
next year ¥ widen the Boulevard from Drum Point Road to the Borough Hal!l and they
have yi* to set the curb lines and | don't know where to put my sidawalks But |
think 1t would be go0d with sidewalks | have no objection to 1t
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Mr Weiss  Would you be willing to m~dify this setback to place
this whote thing away from Brick Boulavard? Say 75 feet instead of 50 feet?

Mr Ricclut) U would not object to 11 the only thing fthis would
»ffsct the existing buildings of Drum Point Arms which -re now set back 50 feat

Mr Weoiss It might 1ncrease the visibility for coming out of Drum
FPornt Road

Mr Riccrut | have no obgection to It

Mr Weiss Would you be willing to put sidewrik and curb on Drum
Point Road?

Mr Ricciuty I would have no objection to It becasue of the fact
we arc blacktopotng that nortion of (1T anyway | would probably have tt done any-
way and as far as Brick Boulevard | would have no objection but as | say |

woutd have to hava some sort of an answer from the County where to place the curb

FRANK 4 CITTA 8 Central Avenue Toms River New Joursey was sworn in and stated he
has been 1n the Rea! Estate business since 1939 ani he has done many appralsals
and has testifiea many times bofore boards such 1s this

On 2 quastien by r Breden ™Mr Cittz renlied that with regard to
Block 547 tot 14 on Brick Boulevard +hat he 1s famiiiar with the applicetion
before this boarc and that he has examined the site and 1+s surrounding area

On 2 ouestion by Mr Borden Mr Citta gave the following as his
opinion of the site and 1ts surrounding 2rea

He stated he looked the situation over and 1t appears to him that in
Brick Township the main compiex of Garden Apar‘ment units are centered in this
narticular are~ From hts observation the Drum Point Arms oresent setup adjoining
the ~arcet where these studio apartments are proposed to be placed and It would
actually be a continuation of the oresent compiement and would have no deterimuntal
effect on the surrounding arca 1n fact with the apartments going across the street
11 seems to him as though 1t 1s a much nicer arrangoment than other communitiss
have because it 15 nretty much concentratea in a particular area rather than ovor
every itnch of a community as he has secn 1n other townships  He sunposed that the
population of Brick Township would now exceed 20 000 very easily and from the in-
formation th-~t he has, there is existing or will be after this 36 units of studio
apartments arc acdded to the present number that we have in Brick Township he did
not feel that 1+ would exceed 200 untts 1n the entire Township

Mr Citta further exprassed the opinton that 200 units in a Township
the size of this one is If anything far less than the actual requircd number for
*the population  He stated that in Dover, they have gone in his optnion a little
the otber way they have 1600 and their population is reasonably aqual and even In
the Dover Township area their occuparc,; 1s comewhere closa to 75% even with the
1600 units tn his opinion +the plan proposad for Brick 15 not an cover expansion
of units and in examtning the presentsetup the 90 untts that sresently exist with
18 two bedroom and 42 one bedroom apartments certalnly the completed compiement
would be wmuch mere roundesd out with the 36 proposed studio -nartments He feecls
that there would be o demand for them since this would be only 36 up to this time
In the Yhole Township Insofar as the gensral area ts concerned there are none
south of these a arrments =1} the way to the Dover Township line and everything
north of thess apartments is a commercial enterprise and he wonders why the B-3
zone has a depth of 600 feet with *he exception of the couple of hundred feet ot
Orum Pyint Road and then 1+ narrows down to 200 feet at this particular point 1t
does not szem to ve logical t¢ him s» that the Drum Point Anarrments are presently
tn The same situation +the zone s only 200 feet deep and also encompisses the
present a0 artments H. cannot see whore this would affect the area one bit in a
detrimental cffect and In his opinion this addition of 36 studioc apartments would be
teneficial to the Community
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On a question by Mr Borden Mr Citta explatned his feelings on
zoning seeking 1+ own levels Ho satu from what he understands +this Township does
have an area which h3s been zoned for multiple iwellings but apparentiy the will
of the advancement of nrogriess and business has zon fit to be different he unler-
stands that one particular area had boen zoned fHr multinle cwellings and built up
as a shopping center instead and ancther area, not zoned for business has com-
plemented Ttself and fit in very nicaely in the community so that actually the area
has created I1ts own zone virtually and we started In that area and 1t does not
seem to be objectionable +they are al!l very nicely kep Drum Point Arms as well as
the Riviera apartmants on the other side He feeis 1t s a much nicer picture
coming into this community than a lot of other communities and he felt this was very
nice and he likes 1t

Mr Weiss askaed 1f anyone had any questions

Mr Winter Yes | havae Mr Cltta of the 1600 aparfments you hav
tn Bover Townshtp do you have any studio ap=rtments?

Mr Cttta Yes we do but not near cnough of them in comparison to
the others we have onc on Lakehurst Road, 10 of whicn are studio and 10 of which
are one-brdrcom units  There are too many to prnpoint end so many different
sections of the Township 11 would be drfficult o pinpoint There are guitc a few
of the sfudios the Surf anartments which arce on Washington Street cleose to the Court
House they are bnasically ons-bedraom units all of them

Mr Winter What percentege would you say were this type?

Mr Citta We have a percentags, but what percentage | could not
tell you incidently there seems to be gquite a demand for 1t vyou very often hav~
ngople tn the community who have lost a husband or a wife and stiil want to live in

the area and they only require minimum ti1ving space and perhaps have a limited In-
cme  soctal security penston cofc and it has made a very attractive setup for
people of that type

Mr Winter From a valuation standpeint say you have an area with
hcusas worth $16,000 and then suddenty you find that $10 000 or $12 000 homes might
be an appropriate thing to get intc, 1§ you do this with homes whatevar the lower
price homes are In that area It will bring the higher nriced homes down to that
level In other words, you can't build a $20 000 house alongside a $15 C00 house
now 1n your cpiniton would this have =2 similar bearing?

Mr Citta  You mean lowar priced apartments as opposed to the
htgher priced ones?

Mr Winter Yes

Mr Citta Ny 1 wlll tetl you why not tv a home 1T 1s different
than 1f you have an area and | was *racped in an area like that some 15 years
ago 1 owned a heme for Twenty some ood thousend and a developer bought overything
around me and stuck u> thsse 203-17s all 3rcund me and | jot out of there but fast
becaus. [mmedi~tcly the valuation of wmy house went down  Nobody wants to five tn a
$7 000 neighborhood 1n a $20 000 house  But this situthon 1s different because the
accommodations herce arc o sult the customer in order words the very man who was
peying $130 00 per month fast month may have lost his wife or his wife may have
lost her husband she want want to li1vce 1n the neighborhood so she moves 1n 2 Tittic
smaller area +the quality 1s the same +ha area 1s the same +the square foot s
smaller to accommodate fewer people

Mr Weiss  What are the sizes of thoe parking spaces?
Mr Borden  took at parking spot no 23 the siz. 1s 10 x 20

Mr Wciss Vhat 1s your reaction to two parking spaces pLer unit?
More particularly in this type of anartment?

Mr Citta This tyne of apartment +two parking spaces per unit s
tn my opinion a Itttle in excess of what you need I think In a one bedroom or
more particuiarly = two bedroom 11 would be in accord but 1n a studic sgtup |
think that two snaces to the unit 15 1n excess of what the actual need weuld be
H. stated that 1n Dover thay used to require one then they iIncreased 11+ to one and
one~half and he fclit that that wis a little under becausz with a two-bedroom unit
ong and ~ne half parking sgaces 1s not sufficlent
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Mr Weiss  You believe then that the typs of apartments would be
a controlling factor

M- Citta Definitely +he more people that live in the anartment
the more narking area necdcd

Mr Borden  You are f-miltar with the zones affocting this properiy
“re you not?

Mr Citta | explained my thinking In my opening remarks that |
could not un“erstand why 11t was 600 feet up to a noint and then 1+ drops to 200 ft
decp for the rest »f the area which is only a distance which | think just covers
the area that Drum Pocint Arms arc on and the subjett property s on It 15 the only
parcel as | can seu 1t on *his zoning map for a grcat distance that 1s less than
500 feet decp  Thuoy must have done 1t for 2 reason  but 1t does not make sense to
me bocruse thure was no devalopment 1n the area 3t the time

Mr Borden I+ 1s then your opinion that the R-15 zone nart of the
pronerty 15 affected adverselv by the nresence ~f the B-3 zone?

Mr Citta Ne, | feol that portion which 1s up to 600 feet deep that
15 1n the P-15 zone should definitelv ho in the B-3 zone the same as the adjoining

Mr Borden  What about the portion of the R-15 zons that protrudes
Inte the B-3 Zone?

Mr Citta I don't think t+ will have any effect on t1 because
actualty though it ts on p~per as an R~15 th adjoining rroncrty 1s stifl in the
B~3 zone and 1t shouid have the same conplex

Mr Scrpentel by I think the Boord might take recognition of that
In the «vent this should be granted this 15 one of thoss situstions where an inch
gtves 1 foot unless t1 1s clearly udderstood The zoning 1s consi“ered unsound
here, bucasue there 1s not a depth of 680 feet it should not mean that 1+ 15 unsound
all the way back in the R-15 zone | think perhaps 1f might be 1n order to ask the
wriness whether tha zoning fo the rear of this 600 fest in your udgement 1s com-
nrehensive ant soun

Mr Citta Well ! think the area beyond the 600 ft s taken care of
by your ordinance because | think that entire area ts in the R-15 zone and | Think
it 1s a normal thing +o have a highway business r a B-3 zone for 2 certain depth
and then everything beyond that be a diffeeant zone

fr  Serpentazll) So 1 f your applicant came back i1n hcre to the Board
and wanted - butld more apartments in the R-15 zone 1t would be a different story

e Cirtte I+ so happens that in this instance the property ends
at that point the lot 1s enly that size

Mr Sarpentel | Lot us assume the appllcant acquired property to
The rear

Mr Citta  You mean to continue boyond that pnint?
Mr Serpantell Yos

Mr Citta  Then | would say tnat he was stepping out of line and
it woula have to be gliven different consideration

Mr Borden  There is -~ne thing | did not mention on opening |
wanted to wait until now 1 f the beard will note from the plans the square footage
of the I-~nd area and the budiling area compriscs somewhat less than 12% of lot cover-
age whoreas this zone allaows for 25% 1n the R-15 2one and the B-3 zone 15 309 so we
are well under the maximum 'ot coverane for this area

Mr Weiss asked for any cbjectors in the audience on this matter to
step forward Thare w.ore ncne
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Mr  Borden stated tnat we might say there was an interested party
the Brother of an adjoining lan! ownor by tho name of Mr Heinege and his wifc
who ware present and in favor of this they were not hore as objectors Mr Heinege
had 1ndicated his approval of this matter o Mr Borden

Motion made by Mr Winter and seconded by Mr W H Osborn that
this matter be laid over for decision until the meeting of March 16 1966

AYES  Vlinter Osborn Osborne Decker Weiss
NAYS Nonc

ABSTAINING  None

ABSENT None

Motion unanimously carried

Motion made by Mr W H Osborn and scconded by Mrs Decker that
this meeting be aajourned

AYES  Osborn Dackor Osborne Winter Weiss

MAYS  Nona

ABSTAINING  None

ABSENT  None

Motion unanimously carried

Meeting adjournad at 10 59 p m

Respectfully submitted

2 ’
2N S s

Helen C Schoener ---- Secretary

*¥¥¥0g snundscribe r record
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January 19 1966

Regular meeting of the Briok T owmsnup Roaca of Adgustment was held at the Town
Fall at 8 00 p m with Chaiwian Paul eise presiding

Members present Paul Weisgs Members absent None
A L Osborme
Agnes M Decker Others present  Harold Feinberg FEaq
W H Osborn Alexander George,
Rudolph Winter Zoneng Of frcer

The meeting was called to ovder at 8 08 p m by Charrman Weires

REORGANIZATION

The gavel was turned over to the Secretary to conduct the dection of a
Chavrman and Vice Chatrman for the enswing year

Yotion made by Mr Winter and seconded by Mrs Decker that Paul Weirss be
nomnated for the office of Charrman for the enswing year and Mr A L Osporne
be nomnated for the office of Vice-Chairrman for the ensuing year

Motron made by My lManter wmd seconded by Mr W F Oshorm that the
nomnations be clogsed

AYES  knter, Decker, Osborn Osborne, Weiss

NAYS None

ABSTAINING  Norne

4BSENT  None

Yotron unanimousiy ecarried

Motron made by Mr W H Osborn and sceonded by Mr wnter tnat Mr Harold
Fewnberg be retained as our solicitor for the year 1966 on the same basis as on
previous years

AYES  Osborm Osborme, Wanter Decker, Weiss

NAYS  None

ABSTAINING  Nowne

ABSENT  None

Motion wnanimously carried

FPAMILY IRCLE STORES/STOP AND SHOP - deciraion

Mr Fewnberg suggested that a motion be passed holding the decrsiron in
this matter until the nert meeting 1n order to give hum time to notrfy Mr Roth-
gtewn that he 18 checking the law with regard to tne defimition of a lumber yard
and that he will advise when the research i1e done

Motion made by Mr winter and seconded by lirg Decker that My Feinberg's
recommendation be accepted and the decision wn this matter be held to our next
meeting which 18 regularly scheduled to be held on February 14, 1968

AYES  Wunter, Decker, Ogborme Osborn, Weiss

NAYS  Nome

ABSTAININC  None

ABSENT  None

dotrom wnanimously caryed

CASE #5386 ~ MAJORIL, FRANCIS - repiesented by Robert H Doherty

This application for a gas station on Block 382-4 lots 1 to 9 wnelust e
and Mr Donerty has adwised that his secretary wnadvertently used the wrong date
in notrfying the cwners withia 200 feet and he asked to withdraw this application
and renotify for the next meeting

This matter will be heard at tne meeting of February 16 1966

CASE #537 - KENT, LEWIS B - Garden Apartments, Block 25, lots 12 to 33

This property 18 located win an R-7 5 zone at the intersection of Highway
88 West Princeton Avemu. and Forge Pond Road and 18 triangular in shape  The map
knowm as "Laurelton Park"
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Yr Robert Sokol Cevtifiad Shorthand Reporte: sas present to take the
testimony wn this case and was sworn n

Witn.sses heard for tne defewse wers

Armold R Kert, 22 Comnel Drmve, West Or mge who 18 an attormey and
algo the som of the applicant, Lewig B K.nt

Wollram C Martuccr, 507 Conant Street fillside New Jersay, a lrecnsed
practising Architect and also the applieant's arcwitect for tne proposed project

Jown I Lazarus Real Estate Broker and appraiser

Two petiteons were presented by Mr Strueming an opjector and Mrs
Crano who obgectea were also teard as well as Mr John Bermng.r of Brielle who
ama property in this vwermty was also haard

Motionm made by 4r Osporne and seconded by My Osborm that this matter be
adyourn.d untrl t'e meeting of February 16, 1966

AYES ~ Osborme Osborm hinter, Decker, Weirgs

NAYS  None

ABSTNING  None

ABSENT  None

Motron unanimously earried

DISCUSSION PERIOD

Letter sent by Mr George to Mr Fewnberg for interpretation and reply
from !ifr  Feinberq to Ar George were wead by Mr Weiss with regard to L and H
Plumbing and the use of a vacant lot for storage of supplies

The seerstary vas directed to reply to Mr Gaorge and adwsed that tne
letter from Mr Feinberg was his authority and he should be gurded aceordingly

BUDGET

The follanng budget was sent to the Townshp Cormmttee for the year 1966
and the board ai this meeting approved same

1ttormey retainer 8 41,200 00
Secretary salary 83 000 00
Legal fees M scel.aneous 83 000 00
Runt, Office space 600 00
Phone 120 00
Lear w of Mumieipalities 450 00
N J Fed of Plawang Off 32 50
Supplres 250 00
Printing 360 00
Contingencies 7650 00

39,752 50

The request was made for the sum of $10 000 00 to be set aside for this
year for the Board of Adjustment

U_ S5 HOME AND IEVELOTMENT 1PPEARL OF DECISION BY COJRT

Mr Feinbcrg advised that thie matter 18 again being avpvealed with regard
to our denial for the evection of a gas statiom

Yotron made by Mr Osborme and seconded by Mrs Decker that Mr Foinberg
be retained to defend this appea.

AYES O dorne, NDeckcr sintew, Wiess

NAYS  None

ABSTAININC  Osborm

ABSENT None

Hotron savrried
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EARL, HULSE CASE (Pleasure Covea)

Mr WEigs announced that the Court has sustained our decrsion in the Earl
Hulse case which Mr Sterncr (Pleasur. Covel appealed

Motion made by fr Osborn and seconded bu Mrs Decker that tnis voucher
from Mr  Fewnberg wn the amount of $500 00 be pard

AYES  Osborn, Decker, Winter, Oshorne, Wergs

NAYS  None

ACSTAINING None

ABSENT  None

Motion carmed

NICHOLAS DE GRUCCIO - appedal

Mr Weirss amounced that the Court has sustained our decision in the
DeCruccro case which was appealed

Motion made by Mr Wnter and seconded by 't~ Osborn that the brll from
My Fewnbery in the amount of $.,00 00 be pari

AYES  Winter Osborn 0s bornm. Dzceber Weirss

NAYS  Nome

ABSTAINING  Aone

ABSENT  Home

Motion eavred

FAMILY CIRCLE'- rehearing - bill from Mr Luma

Vouener from Peter A Luwma Certified Shortnand Reporter was recctved
in the amount of 866 88 for ome half tne amount of the reheariwg transeript as
ordered by Judge Elvin Summll Th.e agreement to pey half of the bill wae made at
the twme the case was remanded py the Courts

Motion mude by Mrs Decker arnd seconded by Mr Osborn that this bill from
Mr Lumna in the anount of $66 99 be pard

AYES  Decker Osborm Winter, Osborne Werss

NAYS  Nome

ABSTAINING None

ABSENT lon.

Motiom carried

ARJOURNMERNT

Motion made by Mre Decker and seconded bu r Winter that thig meeting

be adjourmed
Motrom unanmimously carried

Meating adjowrmed at 11 35 o m

Respectfully submitt.d,

}*Zé - WMM/L_,

Felen C Schoener  Secy

*%0n sowndserm.ber record
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY)
COUNTY OF OCEAN )SS
JACK ROTHSCHILD and IDA ROTHSCHILD, being duly sworn
according to law upon their oaths depose and say
1 We are property owners and reside on premises within
200 feet of Lot 12-33 Block 25 in the Townshiv of Brilck
2 That we have been given notice of an application by
Lewis B Kent to erect a 2l unit garden apartment in a 7 5
zone on the lot and block aforesald
3 We do hereby object to the approval of sald application
and the erection and construction of the garden apartment as
applied for, for the followlng reasons
A That the addition of a 2l unit garden apartment
will materially and substantially increase the
traffic hazard on Route 88, Princeton Avenue
and the intersection thereof which are presently
main arteries of traffic and heavlily traveled
B That saird garden apartment will create a health
and safety hazard to the inhabitants of the area
and to the public in gensral by creating a sewage
problem due to the lack of proper drasinage in the
area, no city sewage or water presently being supplie
to the area and the lncrease of sewage from the
added units would be a hazard to the numerous
wells which supply drinking water to private home
owners
C A 2L unit garden apartment would materially and
substantially change the present nature of the ares

which presently consists of one family homes to a

pe




degroe that would be detrimental to the home owners and the

value of the surrounding properties

LA AL

JACK. ROLHSCEILD

"y Aty

DA ROTHSCHILD
SVORN TC AND SUBSCRIBED
BEFORE ME THIS %th DAY
OF JANUARY, 196

MAR‘E GANT
~ NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY

My Cemm ep - pt 29 1970




