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MINUTES 

OF THE LAND USE BOARD, 
 BOROUGH OF HOPATCONG,  

HELD AT THE MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 111 RIVER STYX ROAD 
HOPATCONG, NEW JERSEY  

APRIL 21, 2015 
OPEN PUBLIC MEETING 7:30 PM 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Vice Chairman Robert Rehe called the meeting to order at 7:30pm. 
 
OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT STATEMENT:  Vice Chairman Rehe stated “that this meeting 
is held in accordance with the Open Public Meetings Act 10:4-1 et seq. annual notice been 
forwarded to the New Jersey Herald, the New Jersey Sunday Herald and posted on the bulletin 
board maintained in the Municipal Building for public announcements.” 
 
SALUTE TO THE FLAG:  Vice Chairman Rehe invited all present to salute the flag. 
 
ROLL CALL:   The Recording Secretary called the roll. 
PRESENT: Councilman Michael Francis, Ron Jobeless, Robert Rehe, Robert 

Duncan, Mike Rahill, Justin Lijo, Mark Gaffney, and Phillip Reilly. 
ABSENT: Mayor Sylvia Petillo, Alan Gilbert, Ken Trumpore, and Sam Hoagland. 
 
PROFESSIONALS  
IN ATTENDANCE: John Ruschke- Engineer 
  William Haggerty- Attorney   
 
ABSENT:  Bill Donegan- Zoning Officer 
 
CONTINUED APPLICATION:  
 

1. Patrick’s Pub (Patrick Ferguson)  Block 31606 Lot 20  475 River Styx Rd 
(Continued from 3/17/2015 without further notice) 
Applicant is seeking approval for the permitting of clearance of lot, improvements as per 
provided plans with final usage to be a parking lot.  Variances requested 242-25C Buffer 
between business and residential, 242-26B Minimum parking space size, 242-14A No use 
without principal building relating to that use, and 242-11C(1) Steep/Critical Slope.  Any 
variances required by the Land Use Board. 
 
Mr. Haggerty stated for the record that this application is for the first public hearing, and that the 
Board previously had a concept review. 
 
Councilman Francis stated that because this application has a D-variance, he must recuse 
himself. 
 
Mr. Haggerty swore in Patrick Ferguson. 
 
Bernd Hefele (attorney for Mr. Ferguson) stated that this application is to get some additional 
parking at 475 River Styx Road. The Pub has 29 parking spaces right now, and they have a 
chronic parking shortage there. Mr. Ferguson has purchased the property across the street for 
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the additional parking, and this application is about getting parking approved on that lot. There 
would be an additional 45 spaces across the street which would be added to the 29 spaces 
which would give them 74 spaces. This would alleviate the parking congestion problem and it 
spilling out into the neighborhood.  
 
Mr. Hefele stated that the last time they were in front of the Board, they received commentary 
from the neighbors and they went through the Municipal Engineer’s review letter; as a result 
making a number of changes to the plans. Mr. Hefele stated that they took into consideration 
what the neighbors had to say, as well as the Municipal Engineer. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that specifically what they did in the revised plans was added a 5’ high 
evergreen buffer around the entire property. They changed the grade on the property to some 
extent to alleviate some of the issues in terms to the commentary on the steepness of the 
grade. They added lights to the property. They added a substantial amount of pavement to the 
property, only leaving the graveled area for the parking of their staff. They added signage to the 
application, to the front of the property. Mr. Hefele stated that as a result of those changes, they 
addressed the buffer concerns of the residential neighbors as well as the pavement. They also 
addressed the lighting concerns of the Municipal Engineer as well as the signage.  
 
Mr. Ferguson stated that he got an agreement for satellite parking with one of the churches for 
functions in the meantime and possibly the long term.  
 
Mr. Haggerty swore in Robert Weissman, the applicant’s engineer. 
 
Mr. Weissman stated that they modified the grade from 10% to 8% which will be the maximum 
grade of the parking lot. They added a few more parking spaces that are on the side opposite to 
River Styx Road and along with a parallel parking area; and they now have a total of 45 spaces 
proposed. They added screening around the perimeter of the parking lot. 
 
Mr. Hefele asked Mr. Weissman what they have in terms of screening, because it is important to 
the neighbors.   
 
Mr. Weissman stated that they have 5’ evergreens that are along the sides of the perimeter of 
the lot not the parking area itself. 
 
Mr. Weissman stated that they have added a crosswalk and a sidewalk going down River Styx 
Road going down toward the restaurant. They added some signage “For Patrick’s Pub Only”, 
and a stop bar and a stop sign at the exit coming out.  
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they should talk about the pavement because they have some pavement 
and some gravel.  
 
Mr. Weissman stated that there is limited pavement on the lower area and they are proposing to 
have stone in the upper area. The minimum parking space size is proposed at 9’X18’ which is 
standard. They also have a variance for “No use without principal building relating to that use 
242-14A”. Mr. Weissman stated that for the Steep/Critical Slope disturbance he created a slope 
map which shows the areas of disturbance which was submitted with the revised plans. They 
are trying to keep the disturbance at 15% or less.  
 
Mr. Hefele asked if there were any Board comments or neighbor comments. Mr. Hefele stated 
that they received another review letter from the Municipal Engineer late in the afternoon that 
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they have not yet had a chance to address and that they do not want to address it tonight. Mr. 
Hefele stated that they are meeting with the County in regards to this application on May 4th and 
there is also a County Planning Board meeting on May 4th. They would like to wait to come back 
before the Board until after they meet with the County because it might change these plans to 
some degree.  
 
Mr. Haggerty stated that it is probably good for this application to go to the County first and get 
their comments and integrate them as well as Mr. Ruschke’s comments and go forward. 
 
Mr. Ruschke stated that he would recommend for this application to go to the County first 
because the impact is more significant on a County Road because they are looking for waivers 
for storm water. The County would hash all the issues out with the sidewalks and crosswalks. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they tried to address the major comments and concerns of the 
Municipality and the Board and that they will have their engineer contact Mr. Ruschke. 
 
Mr. Hefele asked if there were any comments on what they have presented in terms of these 
modifications. 
 
Mr. Lijo asked if they could clarify about the lighting and how it would impact the surrounding 
area; that the public may want to hear. 
 
Mr. Weissman state that they are proposing 4 down lit box lights for safety reasons and access 
at night. They will be back shielded, and they are trying to keep the lights away from the north 
side. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they want to have enough safety on the lot without bothering the 
neighbors. They don’t want a lot of lights but they do want enough for the parking lot. Mr. Hefele 
stated that the evergreens all around the lot will not only visually buffer it, but it will buffer the 
lights like if someone were to pull into the lot late at night in terms of the neighbors.  
 
Mr. Reilly asked if they were going to line the gravel. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they were going to designate the gravel as employee parking and that the 
pavement would be for the patrons. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe asked if they would pave the gravel down the road. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they might down the road. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe asked if they could add that so that they won’t have to come back with a 
whole application just to finish paving.  
 
Mr. Ruschke stated that they should be representing that now so that the amount of impervious 
coverage is documented and it’s what the Board is approving. It should go through the County 
approval because they are going to be the ones to focus on storm water, so it’s different if its 
gravel or pavement. Mr. Ruschke stated if they wanted to pave down the road, it would make 
sense to put it in the application and do it one time and identify it as a phasing plan.  
 
Mr. Lijo asked Mr. Ruschke if the County would stipulate if the lot would have to be paved at this 
time.  
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Mr. Ruscke stated that the County is going to dictate what storm water requirements they are 
going to have to meet. But the storm water management plan is going to be designed to 
accommodate what they’re proposing. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they are going to meet with the County on this issue and impervious 
versus pervious will make a difference in what the drainage plan will be and they will give the 
Board an answer after they speak with the County. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe asked what type of 5’ evergreens they would be proposing, because of 
the deer, they would want something that would stay green all the time, or something deer 
resistant.  
 
Mr. Rushke stated that they should look at something deer resistant and that nothing would 
grow within the underbrush. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe stated that maybe they should, instead of following the property line all 
the way up, spread them out and stagger them on the hillside.  
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they will get some deer resistant shrubbery. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe opened the application to the public. 
 
Daniel L. McCarthy III on behalf of Robert Howell came before the Board. Mr. Howell owns the 
property which is located next to the site. Mr. McCarthy asked why Mr. Howell’s property is not 
shown on the site plan though the dwelling is on the property line.  
 
Mr. Weissman and Mr. Hefele stated that it could be added, using the provided survey from Mr. 
McCarthy. 
 
Mr. McCarthy stated that his client had some concerns in regards to the security of the site 
since it is an off-site facility. Mr. McCarthy asked if there would be continuous monitoring of the 
parking lot while it’s under operation. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they would be at that site on a daily basis. 
 
Mr. McCarthy asked what type of monitoring would be at the site while Patrick’s Pub is 
operating. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that there will be municipal monitoring by the police force, which would be 
sufficient on the main street. 
 
Mr. Haggerty asked if they were still looking into valet parking for their concept plan. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they don’t believe that they would need the valet parking because it’s not 
that type of establishment where people would want to valet park their cars.  
 
Mr. McCarthy stated that to his understanding that the valet parking was going to be at the 
churches. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that that would stay the same, but that’s for functions. 
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Mr. McCarthy asked if it would be feasible to put a remote monitoring system there like a 
camera. His client is concerned about the people leaving the bar late at night and congregating 
in the parking lot or spilling over onto adjoining properties. Mr. McCarthy’s client does not 
believe that it should be up to the tenants to be continuously burdened with calling the police. 
 
Mr. McCarthy asked if 246-26A(2) would apply. 
 
Mr. Weissman and Mr. Hefele stated that it was requested. 
 
Mr. McCarthy asked Mr. Hefele if his client would be adverse in putting up a stockade fence in 
lieu of the trees or in addition to the trees. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they wouldn’t need both, but if the Board would rather have the fence, 
they would do that. 
 
Mr. McCarthy asked if they could set it off 4 feet. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that that could be done and asked if the Board has any preference on the 
stockade fence versus the shrubbery. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe stated that they wouldn’t have to go all the way up the slope with the 
fence, maybe 50’ with the fence then go back to the trees. 
 
Mr. McCarthy stated that his client is happy with this outcome, but wants to emphasize the 
security. 
 
Mr. Ruschke stated that getting a fence all the way around the property would prevent people 
from walking outside of the property and it may be something the Board might want.  
 
Mr. Hefele stated that they will make the modifications and bring back the plans. 
 
Mr. McCarthy asked if they could invert the employee parking and the customer parking. 
 
Mr, Weissman and Mr. Hefele stated that they could not because of the grade and that’s where 
they need to put the employee parking due to less turnover. 
 
Mr. Howell stated that his main concern is the noise at 2am and he is going to lose tenants. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated the fence would alleviate a lot of sound. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe and Mr. Duncan stated that its on a County road, and there is going to be 
cars and sound all night. 
 
Mr. Reilly stated that the fence should go at least 10’ past the house. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone else from the public wished to comment on this 
application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe brought the meeting back to the Board. 
 
Mr. Haggerty stated that the applicant will return without further notice to the public, and should 
return to the Board on May 19, 2015 with revised plans being forwarded to the Board within 10 
days of the meeting.  
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Mr. Hefele stated that they are going to meet with the County on May 4, 2015, so May 19, 2015 
they should be able to return. 
 
Robert Duncan made a motion to see the continuance of the Patrick’s Pub application on May 
19, 2015 without further notice. Seconded by Justin Lijo 
 
Upon roll call vote: 
Ayes:  Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 
Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 
 
 
NEW APPLICATION: 
 

1. Barbara Klipple                        Block 30408 Lot 17    239 Lakeside Blvd 
Applicant is seeking approval of retaining walls and a driveway installed in 2006 by her 
predecessor in title. Variances requested 242-38D(8) Lot cover, 242-11C Steep/critical 
slope,242-28C(1) Retaining wall setback, 242-23A Driveway grade, Any variances required by 
the Land Use Board .Pre-existing Nonconforming (242-38D(2) Lot width, 242-38D(5) side yard 
setback, 242-18-A Structure within 50’ of lake, 242-38A multi family. 
 

David Brady appeared on behalf of Ms. Klipple. 

Mr. Brady stated that the retaining wall in question overlaps lot owner 16 and that Bernd Hefele, 
who is the attorney for the owner of lot 16, and his client have an easement to consent. They 
didn’t have this easement at the submission of the application. 
 
Mr. Hefele stated that the situation requires an easement and that his client has no objection to 
the application and that they will grant the easement, which will modify the current easement to 
include the 5’ wall that is over the line. 
 
Mr. Brady stated that Ms. Klipple acquired the property in July of 2013 from her parents James 
Murray and Merna. They had owned the property since 1969. The property is steeply sloped 
and there are 3 houses on the property. There is a resolution from 2010 showing the pre-
existing non-conforming situation with 3 single family houses on one lot. There is an S-shaped 
driveway which was improved by Ms. Klipple’s father with railroad tie retaining walls. In 2006, 
her father had them replaced with a modular block wall. In 2014, Mr. Donegan became aware of 
the situation and was concerned with the overlap of the wall.  
 
Barbara “Bobby” Klipple was sworn in by Mr. Haggerty. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that her parents bought the property in an auction in the late1960s and it was 
kept in the family and she purchased it on July 29, 2013. 
 
Mr. Brady asked Ms. Klipple what uses were currently on the property. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that there are currently three rental homes and a boathouse. 
 
Mr. Brady asked if Ms. Klipple was aware of the application in 2010 made to the Board of 
Adjustment for the pre-existing non-conforming existence of 3-single family homes on one lot. 
 
Ms. Klipple said she was aware. 
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Mr. Brady marked the 2010 resolution as A-1 and passed the copies of the resolution to the 
Board. 
 
Mr. Brady marked the following as historical records to show the history of the S-shaped 
driveway: 
A-2 Google Earth image dated December 31, 2001 
A-3 Google Earth image dated July 2007 
A-4 Bing image dated May 2011 
A-5 Google Earth image from September 18, 2013 
 
Mr. Brady asked Ms. Klipple if she had changed anything about the driveway or the walls since 
owning it. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that all photos were of her driveway and that she has not changed the 
driveway or the walls since owning it. 
 
Mr. Brady asked what the walls were made of when they were first put up. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that the walls were made with railroad ties. 
 
Mr. Brady asked when approximately they were put in place. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that they were put in place in 1978. 
 
Mr. Brady asked when they were replaced. 
 
Ms. Klipple stated that they were replaced when the wall collapsed some time in 2006. 
 
Mr. Brady marked the following as photos of the wall collapsed in 2006: 
A-6a 
A-6b (a grate put in for water runoff) 
A-6c 
 
A-7 was marked (the deed of when the property was acquired) 
 
Mr. Brady stated that the wall was there historically and they just wanted to put it on the record. 
 
Kenneth Dykstra, the applicant’s engineer, was sworn in by Mr. Haggerty. 
 
Mr. Dykstra stayed that he had a colored exhibit of the plans, which was marked as A-8. 
 
Mr. Dykstra stated that the lot is 100’ wide by 230’ deep to the lake, with a very steep slope that 
drops 74’-78’. The grade is over 30% on the lot. The driveway winds down the hill to minimize 
the slope. The wall in question is located midway down on the easterly property line. The wall is 
over the property line by 2’. It is made out of modular block and it is a 2 tiered wall both about 6’ 
high. It’s solid, though he did not witness the construction. The driveway is steep so it’s as flat 
as it could be. The drainage pipes (trench drain and PVC pipes that project out of the wall) run 
down the easement area and discharge into the lake. There is a dry stone wall for slope 
stabilization that is within the 5’ easement. There is an oil tank in the easement for the subject 
property. The 5’easement that runs from the street to the lake on the easterly side and it favors 
lot 17. 



8 

 

Mr. Haggerty stated that the easement did not specifically authorize the retaining wall which is 
why the applicant is in front of the Board.  
 
Mr. Brady marked the deed from Mr. and Mrs. Murray (the applicant’s parents) as A-9. The 
deed recites the easement for ingress and regress allowing them to maintain the walls. 
 
Mr. Ruschke asked if any building permits were obtained for the wall. 
 
Mr. Brady stated that he did not believe so. Mr. Brady stated that he spoke to Ms. Klipple about 
it and she couldn’t find any permits. She did find some records that her father spend over 
$100,000 putting the wall up.  
 
Mr. Ruschke stated that they should still get a building permit. Mr. O’Connor would review it and 
he may require they get an engineer to certify it.  
 
Mr. Brady stated that they will consent to the building permit and review. Mr. Brady stated that 
he wants to have Mr. Dykstra go over it and will have him go over it with Mr. Ruschke. 
 
A discussion ensued amongst the members regarding railroad ties versus the current stone and 
the timing of the sewer installation. 
 
Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone else from the Board wished to comment on this 
application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone from the public wished to 
comment on this application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe brought the application back 
to the Board.  
 
Mark Gaffney made a motion to approve the application of Barbara Klipple. Seconded by 
Councilman Francis. 
 
Upon roll call vote: 
Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 
Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 
 
  

2. AMP Properties Investment                        Block 31101 Lot 32 247 Maxim  Dr. 

Applicant is seeking approval for stairs, retaining walls, walkways, and to repave the 

driveway/parking area. Variances requested 242-38D(6) Rear Yard setback-Wood Patio; 242-

18A Structure within 50 ‘of lake- Wood Patio ,Walkway, Stone Wall. Any variances required by 

the Land Use Board. Pre-existing non-conforming (242-38D(1) Lot Size, 242-38D(2) Lot Width, 

242-28C(1) Retaining Wall Setback. 

 

Daniel L. McCarthy III was appearing before the board representing AMP Properties. 

 

Arthur Piekarski was sworn in by Mr. Haggerty to represent the LLC as principle member. 

 

Mr. Piekarski stated that in the course of renovation they placed steps from the driveway to the 

lake. A portion of the steps were existing. The other portion of the steps were unseen before, 

covered by leaves. They redid the steps and made them safe. They put in new steps from the 

existing deck down to the lake. There was an 8’x10’ wood patio as well. 
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Mr. McCarthy asked Mr. Piekarski if all the permits were acquired for the renovations.  

 

Mr. Piekarski stated that they were. But Mr. Donegan had come to the property to inspect and 

noticed the patio and the steps. Mr. Piekarski stated that he had to prove that part of the steps 

were pre-existing.  

 

Mr. McCarthy gave the Board the pictures of the renovations that were marked as the following: 

A-1 pre & post renovations (picture is the front of the property near the lake)  

A-2 picture of steps destroyed during new septic installation 

A-3 existing steps & rail 

A-4 installation of septic 

A-5 existing dock 

 

A discussion ensued about the floating dock to keep the dock from floating into the lake. They 

agreed that the applicant was before them due to the construction within 50’ of the lake. 

 

Mr. McCarthy had Robert Restrick sworn in before Mr. Haggerty as a witness. 

 

Mr. Restrick stated that the applicant took the old steps and put new ones in. And water has 

never gotten above that wall. Mr. Restrick stated that there was gravel that got them from the 

driveway to the dock. Mr. Restrick stated that the applicant is hard working and nice. 

 

Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone else from the Board wished to comment on this 

application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone from the public wished to 

comment on this application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe brought the application back 

to the Board.  

 

Phillip Reilly made a motion to approve the application for AMP Properties Investment. 

Seconded by Councilman Francis. 

 

Upon roll call vote: 

Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 

Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 

 

3. John Hesse                         Block 10704 Lot 6    37 Rapalyea Rd. 

Applicant is seeking approval for a New Modular Single Family Dwelling. Variances requested 

242-38D(1) Lot size, and 242-38D(2) Lot width, 242-11C Steep Slope, Any variances required 

by the Land Use Board. 

 

John Hesse asked the Board to allow him to come to the next meeting because he was unable 

to put a publication notice in the newspaper in time for the meeting. 

 

Mr. Haggerty stated that the motion that the Board should consider would be to carry the 

application to the next meeting to allow the applicant to notice in the newspaper. We would not 
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require the applicant to renotice within 200 feet. Any member of the public that was at the 

meeting should be prepared to come back in two weeks; that no further notice will be given. 

 

Councilman Francis made a motion to carry the John Hesse application to the meeting of May 

5, 2015. Seconded by Phillip Reilly. 

 

Upon roll call vote: 

Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 

Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 

 

4. Todd Abrams                        Block 10712 Lot 1    32 Shore Rd. 

Applicant is seeking approval for an Extension of a Deck. Variances requested 242-38D(5) 

Sideyard setback, and 242-18A Structure within 50’ of the lake, Any variances required by the 

Land Use Board. Pre-existing non-conforming (242-38D(1) Lot Size, 242-38D(2) Lot Width, 242-

38D(3) Lot Depth, 242-38D(4) Front Yard Setback. 

 

Todd Abrams was sworn in by Mr. Haggerty. 

 

Mr. Abrams stated that he would like to extend his deck 12’. The existing deck is 8’3 x 22’4 and 

extend it to 20’ x 37’.  

 

Mr. Haggerty asked if the lot was fairly steeply sloped. 

 

Mr. Abrams stated that was correct. 

 

Vice Chairman Rehe stated that it is a fairly small deck and the applicant is not asking for 

much. 

 

Mr. Reilly asked if Mr. Abrams was changing the steps. 

 

Mr. Abrams stated that he was not. 

 

Mr. Duncan asked what the distance from the new deck to the sidelines is. 

 

Vice Chairman Rehe stated that it’s minimal. 

 

A brief discussion ensued about the great location of the applicant’s property and how the 

extended deck would be appropriate. 

 

Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone else from the Board wished to comment on this 

application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe asked if anyone from the public wished to 

comment on this application. Seeing no one, Vice Chairman Rehe brought the application back 

to the Board.  

 



11 

 

Phillip Reilly made a motion to approve the Todd Abrams application. Seconded by Vice 

Chairman Robert Rehe. 

 

Upon roll call vote: 

Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 

Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
 

Mark Gaffney made a motion to approve the meeting minutes of April 7, 2015. Seconded by 

Vice Chairman Robert Rehe. 

 

Upon roll call vote: 

Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 

Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: Rahill 

 

DISCUSSION: 
 

Wang Boathouse Construction  Block 31704  Lot 2  35 Elba Ave. 
 
Mr. Jobeless stated that Bill O’Connor had an extensive conversation with him about how they 
opened up the walls down there and started their demolition for their addition. Upon getting the 
top pulled apart, they found a lot of charred timber. Mr. O’Connor didn’t feel comfortable with 
them continuing and wants them to remove the walls. The markings are within the walls. The 
walls are going to stay the same size and height. Someone covered up fire damage, but they 
would rather them take it down and put it back properly. And Mr. O’Connor will keep an eye on 
it. 
 
ESCROW REFUND:  

Cristian Aciu   Block 50608  Lot 10      $ 872.00 

 
BILLS:           

DOLAN AND DOLAN 
Inv. 288225  General     $442.50 
Inv. 288226  Arli Real Estate Block 70111 L 1 $90.00 
Inv. 288227  Weldon Quarry Block 60001 L 12 $82.50 
Inv. 288229  Patrick’s Pub  Block 31603 L 52 $90.00 
Inv. 288231  Airport Properties Block 20002 L 2 $45.00 
Inv. 288232  Dock Ordinance    $30.00 
Inv. 288233  Sieka   Block 10212 L 9 $270.00 
Inv. 288235  Klipple   Block 30408 L 17 $60.00 
Inv. 288228  Greentree  Block 30703 L 11 $105.00 
Inv. 288230  Aciu   Block 50608 L 8 $270.00 
Inv. 288234  Mullis   Block 70111 L 1 $210.00 
        

HATCH MOTT MACDONALD 
Inv. 208557  Attendance @ 1/20/2015; 2/17/2015  $500.00 
Inv. 208558  Greentree   Block 30707 L 3 $1,074.50 
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Inv. 208559  Greentree  Block 30703 L 11 $37.50 
Inv. 208560  Rosewood Comm. Block 10301 L 1 $543.50 
Inv. 208561  Airport Properties Block 20002 L 2 $1,486.50 
Inv. 208562  Atkins   Block 10712 L 38 $62.50 
Inv. 208563  Weldon Quarry Block 60001 L 12 $3,068.92  
 
 

NEW JERSEY HERALD 
 

 
Councilman Francis made a motion to approve the bills for the meeting of April 21, 2015. 
Seconded by Mike Rahill. 
 
Upon roll call vote: 

Ayes:  Councilman Francis, Jobeless, Rehe, Duncan, Rahill, Lijo, Gaffney, and Reilly 

Nays: None Absent: Mayor Petillo, Gilbert, Trumpore, and Hoagland Abstentions: None 

 
 

RESOLUTION:          Hearing Date 
  
WORKSESSION: 
 
CORRESPONDENCE: 
 
ESCROW REFUND: 
 

MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC: 
After giving all persons present an opportunity to address the Governing Body, Vice Chairman 
Rehe will request a motion to close the meeting to the public and return to the regular order of 
business.   
 
OLD BUSINESS: 
 
Model Highlands Area Exemption Ordinance 
 
Councilman Francis stated that the Model Highlands Area Exemption Ordinance is designed so 
that this Board can grant 8 waivers. He stated that this Board needs to recommend to the 
Council to pass the Ordinance. Everyone should get trained. We can’t approve things for the 
propane person without this Ordinance. 
 
Mr. Haggerty stated that the Council introduces the Ordinance and it would come before the 
Board for consistency, the Board says it’s consistent with the Master Plan, then it would get 
approved by the Council. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:  
 
Fence Ordinance 
 
Councilman Francis stated that he’s looking into the Fence Ordinance because we have a 
business who is looking to putting a fence on their property, and it didn’t need a variance. Due 
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to our Ordinance, they are required to come before the Board with a Lawyer and spend a lot of 
money. Councilman Francis recommended that the only thing we require is an updated site 
plan. 
 
Mr. Jobeless stated that if they can put whatever type of fence that they want. If they don’t come 
before the Board, then how are we going to know what they’re putting up. 
 
Councilman Francis stated that they would have to follow the Ordinance that gets put in place, 
and they’d have to follow the Formed Base Code in our redevelopment area. Our Fence 
Ordinance isn’t clear. 
 
Mr. Ruschke stated that Mr. Donegan brings stuff to the Board for review, that if a commercial 
property is putting up a fence it should come before the Board for cursory review for the details. 
 
Councilman Francis stated that the commercial property should ask for a waiver for site plan 
review. 
 
A discussion ensued about previous applications that have needed professionals. 
 
The Board agreed that it should be looked into. 
 
The Board asked the Secretary brief questions about the Highlands Training. 
 
ADJOURNMENT: Vice Chairman Rehe requested a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:20pm. 
 
Motion by: Robert Duncan Seconded by: All      All in favor? Aye 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
             _____________________________ 
             Amanda Nevins 
             Land Use Board Recording Secretary 


