Planning/Zoning Board of Adjustment Meeting
April 7, 2014
4400 New Jersey Avenue
Wildwood, NJ 08260
[bookmark: _GoBack]The meeting of the Wildwood Panning/Zoning Board of Adjustment was called to order on April 7, 2014 by Chairman Porch at 6:00 PM at Wildwood City Hall, 4400 New Jersey Avenue, Wildwood, NJ.
Chairman Porch led the Pledge of Allegiance.
Chairman Porch read the Open Public Meetings Act.
Roll Call:  
Present:  Timothy Blute, Elizabeth Hargett, Jason Hesley, Todd Kieninger, Michael Porch, Carol Bannon, Dorothy Gannon, Joseph Spuhler, Daniel Dunn, Anthony Leonetti
Absent:  Denise Magilton 
Also present:  Mrs. Jeanne Kilian, Mr. William Kaufmann and Mr. Ryan McGowan of Remington and Vernick.
NEW BUSINESS: 
1. Cedar Villas 06-14Z
Attorney: James Pickering
Architect: Carmen La Rosa
Owner: Anthony D’Abundo
All three witnesses were sworn.  
	Before testimony began, Mr. Jason Hesley pointed out that the plans given had lots 14 and 15 transposed based upon their correct placement per the city’s tax maps.  He explained that lot 14 at the corner of Hudson is 40’x80’ lot corner and the inside lot which is lot 15 is 30’x 80’. 
M. LaRosa showed an aerial photo from 2012 labeled exhibit A1, showing the lot and intersection.  The style of the home was Cape Cod approximately 60 years old.  
The Mr. La Rosa explained the applicant is interested in meeting building codes which are 14 will be 2400 sq. ft. meeting the setback requirements and Lot 15 at 3200 sq. ft. also meeting the front and side yard setbacks.  
Ex A2. Exhibit shows an aerial down load from the county web site of the area showing that the surrounding properties have various size lots.  
Ex. A4.  Exhibit shows the layout of the proposed buildings.  The applicant explains that the exterior will have two fronts and two sides due to location.  
The applicant explains that they are seeking a C1 variance due to the pre-existing lot size.  
The stated benefits to granting will be the removal of a non-compliant structure that sits below FEMA requirements.  Mr. La Rosa also explains that the new building will be FEMA compliant, as well as comply with all zoning codes and will be a new structure that is aesthetically pleasing.  The applicant explains that the building’s design is logical for the location of the lot.  The locations will have garage parking freeing up parking on the street.
Mr. Roberts explained that the applicant has addresses fronted on Hudson asking if the engineer can change the building direction.  He also asked to have the dimensions added to the current drawings as part of the follow up to the application.  Mr. Roberts asked regarding the fence that is currently on the location.  The applicant responded that the fence will remain until all of the work has been completed and then will be removed and replaced.  Mr. Roberts stated that anything to be removed will need to be documented along with the expected date of removal.  
Jason Hesley, Tax Assessor and Board Member spoke to advise that the 30 ft. wide lot address would be 326 and the corner building will not be 328, which is the 40ft wide lot.  
Mr. William Kaufmann, Board Solicitor recapped the details of the presentation for the board members.  Once complete, Mr. Porch, Board Chairman asked for a motion.  A motion was completed and all were in favor.  



2. GASM LLC. 
Attorney: Rick Di Lucri, Cooper, Levenson & Associates. 
Applicant: George Armelinos and _____________
Mr. Di Lucri explained that the applicant seeks a relief variance to operate a Scooter business and a D3 Relief variance to display the scooters during business hours. He also explained that the applicant needed a parking and a site plan waiver.  
Mr. Di Lucri shared a prepared package with the board members containing a copy of the lease agreement as well as photos of the proposed location for the business.  
Mr. Armelinos, Mr. Lance Landgraf were both sworn in.
Exhibit A1: Applicant package of lease and photos.  
Mr. Armelinos explained that he and his business partner were looking to create a new business that he has experienced in other resort locations in the U.S.  
He explained that there would be a credit deposit of $250.00 and the applicant must be licensed and insured and explained that there would be a contract for each customer.  
He explained that the scooters were 4cc’s with top speed at 35 mph.  The scooters were two people but will only allow one person to ride.  He also explained that the vehicles are street legal and that helmets must be worn per the Department of transportation regulations.  
He also explained that the location of the business would be at the corner of Oak Avenue and Park Boulevard in a commercial area on the side of a loading dock.  
Photo exhibits were described.  
ExA1: Rental form
Ex A1.2: Rental Agreement
Ex A1.3: Photograph of the showroom and floor plan
Ex A1.4: Photograph of the helmets to be worn
Ex A1.5: Photograph of the scooters.
Ex A1.6 A1.7: Photograph of the drive up and drop off locations.
ExA1.8 and 1.9 Photographs of the off-site parking spaces
Ex A1.10 Lot photographs
The applicant explained that they would like to place up to ten scooters on the side walk outside of the location. Mr. Armelinos stated that they currently have fifteen scooters but will not have more than twenty scooters.  
He also stated that the scooters will have basic weekly maintenance performed yet no repairs will be completed on the scooters at the locations.  
The applicant stated that the hours of operation will be from 8 Am to 8 PM from May through September and they would have a total of three employees.  
Mr. Blute asked how much rentals would be and Armelinos stated $25 per hour of $80 for a half day and would have full day rates as well.  Mr. Blute also asked about regulating the speed of the vehicles.  The applicant explained that the scooters can be adjusted but needed special tools to do so; the average customer could not do it themselves.  
The applicant explained that they will offer training such as seen in the Bahamas and the bike is approximately 200 pounds.  
Mr. Hesley asked regarding the drivers insurance.  Armelinos explained that the customer will carry the primary coverage and the business would have umbrella insurance to cover as well.  
A question was asked regarding signage in which the applicant replied that the sign would be 3’x8’ sign on the front of the building and would comply with the zoning requirements.  He also explained that the building would be painted and palm trees placed out front to make the building eye pleasing.  
Mr. Raymond Roberts, Board Engineer asked what the dimensions of the room for the show room.  He stated that the sketch on the plans did not correctly reflect the actual space.  He asked if the dimensions were for units one and two of the building.  Mr. Armelinos explained that the showroom was the first unit.  
Mr. Roberts stated that he had no objections to the waiver on the site plan.  
The engineer for the applicant spoke to state that the parking requirements were met as a result of the three spaces located outside the location as well as the ample parking found on the residential streets in the area.  Exhibit A2 showed and aerial photo of the neighborhood with parking spaces on the street.  He explained that overall there were over 112 parking spaces in the surrounding area.  
The engineer also spoke to explain that in Key West, Florida they scooter owners require that the customer can show that they can drive the vehicles.  He stated that the site is well suited as it was off from the main traffic in a not heavily traveled area.  He also stated that the business helped to support tourism as well as municipal land use.  
Regarding site plan he explained that the applicant was not making any changes to the structure other than painting the building and clean up around it as well as some decorating.  
Mr. Porch stated that there is a public safety concern to abide by all traffic regulations and suggested to not allow riders to go above 25 mph.  The applicant stated that speed that low could cause stalling of the vehicle yet would not go above 30 mph.
Commissioner Leonetti, of Public Safety stated that all traffic laws must be followed or customers would be subject to the same outcomes as motorists driving a car.  
Mr. William Kaufmann recapped the details of the application for the board.  
Mr. Porch asked for a motion, all were in favor.  

3. Mr. Lou Gentile – Informal Concept Review
Mr. Gentile requested to speak in front of the board to gain insight as to whether the board had any feedback for a revised project for the location of 627 and 637 Burk Avenue.  
He stated that he and his brother were looking to build two family structures that were stacked on top of one another.  Each until would have 3 bedrooms and two bathrooms.
Mr. Roberts suggested they meet set back requirements in the plans and would need CAFRA approval for the bulk head as well as obtaining necessary permits.  
A question was raised by Mr. Hesley as to whether the applicant every obtained a street vacation for Tacony Street.  The board suggested doing so if it was not completed.  In addition Mr. Hesley suggested that the property must be deeded with the county as there were not current records of deed on file.  
Commissioner Leonetti stated that they board encourages new development yet it must meet all zoning criteria for setbacks as well as height. Mr. Porch suggested that the applicant gain the necessary zoning regulations for the property as well as for the bulk heads prior to proceeding to a formal meeting with the board.  

Memorializing Resolutions 
A. Memorializing resolutions for applications 04-14Z and 05-14Z would be ready for the special meeting on April 22, 2014 and would fall within the 45 day allowed time frame.  
Meeting adjourned at 7:45 PM
The preceding minutes are a summary of events that occurred during this meeting on the above mentioned date in compliance with New Jersey State Statute 40:55D, 2-7-6. These minutes are not nor are they intended or represented to be a verbatim transcription taken at 
