Mannington Township Planning Board
Regular Meeting
June 11, 2026

Present:

Michael Colletti, Nicholas Culver, Robert DiGregorio, Richard Eber, Donald Richman,
John Sakewicz, Andrew Carpenter, Larry Pompper, Jr., Joanne Wright, Gaynel
Schneeman, Dory Emel, Cory Gaskill, Justin White, Esquire, David Cadwallader

Absent:
Michael Sullivan, Neal Sheppard

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 pm by John Sakewicz, Chairman.

The Sunshine Law Statement was read.

The Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America was recited.
Roll Call was taken to justify that there was a quorum in attendance.

The secretary of the planning board has given adequate notice of the meeting.

Richard Eber made a motion to approve the May Regular Meeting minutes. Joanne
Wright seconded the motion. All in favor.

Mr. Eber and Mr. DiGregorio stepped down from the board at this time.

Block 63, Lot 23

Ish Real Estate, LLC
139 Route 45
Resolution 2026-16

The applicants escrow check was returned to the township for insufficient funds. The
applicants were notified and have yet to submit a new payment.

Nicholas Culver made a motion to hold the resolution until the July meeting so that the
applicant can fulfil their escrow requirement. Gaynel Schneeman seconded the motion.

Eligible to Vote: M.C., N.C.,, D.R.,J.S., G.S.,,D.E. & A.C.

Roll Call

YES: M.C,,N.C.,,D.R,,J.S.,G.S.,D.E. & A.C.
NO:

ABSTAIN:

Block 3, Lots 17 & 19
Robert DiGregorio
80 Warner Road
Resolution 2026-17

Gaynel Schneeman stated that she was concerned that the board did not take the public’s
comment into consideration.



Michael Colletti made a motion to approve the resolution. Andrew Carpenter seconded the
motion.

Eligible to Vote: D.C., M.C, N.C., D.R., J.S. & A.C.
Roll Call
YES: M.C,N.C., D.R.,J.S. & A.C.

NO:
ABSTAIN:

Mr. Eber and Mr. DiGregorio returned to the board at this time.



RESOLUTION NO. 2026-17
MANNINGTON TOWNSHIP PLANNING { ZONING BOARD

USE VARIANCE APPLICATION of ROBERT DiGREGORIO
30 WARNER ROAD
BLOCK 3, LOT 17 & 19

WHEREAS, Robert 5. DiGregorio (the “Applicant™) has made application before the
Planning / Zoning Board of Mannington Township in Salem County, Mew Jersey (the “Board™).
secking: a use S “D" wartance pursuant to NLSA. 40:55D-T0d) 1) and Chapter 70 of the
Township Code; and (11) waiver of site plan, for property Applicant owns at 80 Warner Road,
Block 3 Lots 17 & 19 (the “Property™): and,

WHEREAS, the Property is primarily farmland and includes the personal residence of
Applicant and his wife, Amanda Ray-DiGregorio; and,

WHEREAS, the Property is located in the Township®s Agricultural / “A™ zone; and,

WHEREAS, on April 7, 2011, in exchange for compensation, the Applicant and his wife
executed a Deed of Easement for the subject property with the County of Salem as grantee. This
was performed under what is commonly known as the Farmland Preservation Program; and,

WHEREAS, on or about February 3, 2023, the State of New Jersey enacted law that allows
preserved farmland such as the Property to be used for “Special Occasion Events™” (“S0OE"™)
pursuant to and as defined by N.J5 AL 4:1C-32.16, &2 seg.; and,

WHEREAS, Applicant proposes to use his Property, including the preserved farmland
portion of same, for the purpose of hosting SOEs, such as weddings, private parties and group
outings; and

WHEREAS, Applicant has obtained the necessary approval to host S0Es from the Salem
County Agricultural Development Board (*CADB™) as set forth in various resolutions passed by
the CADB, with approval most recently being granted by Resolution 2026-10 of the CADB; and,

WHEREAS, the Applicant and the Township engaged in litigation under docket SLM-C-
23-24 (the “Litization™); and,

WHEREAS, the centfral i1ssue in the Litigation was whether Applicant needed a use
variance, site plan approval and/or other permission and approvals from the Township and/or this
Board with regard to the SOEs that Applicant intends to host at the Property; and,

WHEREAS, the Litigation concluded by way of the court’s grant of summary judgment
in favor of the Township by order dated December 9, 2025; and,



WHEREAS, the court’s order provided that Applicant was and is prohibited from
conducting any further SOEs at the Property without first obtaining a use variance and site plan
approval or waiver for such events from this Board; and,

WHEREAS, on December 22, 2025, the Applicant submitted the Application to this
Board, and thereafter on or about January ¥, 2026 submitted an Amended Application to this
Board; and,

WHEREAS, the Applicant’s Development Application, as amended, included:

AL A completed Application for Development Eeview Form dated December 1§,
2025;

B. A completed Application for Variance Form dated December 18, 2025,

C. A completed Schedule *A™ Mannington Township Land Development Application
Checklist;

D. A “Narrative Statement”™ by the Applicant in support of the Application;

E. A copy of the Special Occasion Events application submitted by Applicant to the
CADB dated February 28, 2025;

F. An “Application for Farmland Assessment™ filed by the Applicant with regard to
the Property and dated July 29, 2025,

(. Besolution No. 2025-2 of the CADB dated April 23, 2025, granting Applicant the
CADRB’s permission to operate S0OEs at the Property; and,

H. Various satellite images of the Property depicting the general lavout of the Property
and its features / amenities with regard to the proposed S0Es; and,

L. The Deed of Easement by and between Robert 5. DiGregorio and Amanda Fay-
DiGregorio as grantors and the County of Salem as grantee dated April 7, 2011; and,

I The Contract of Sale of Real Estate — Sale of Development Easement by and
between Robert DiGregorio and the County of Salem dated May 7, 2010,

K. A Conservation Program Application by Robert DiGregorio to the ULS. Department
of Apriculture dated August 12, 2010;

L. Correspondence from the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection to
William F. Brash, Ir. dated October 20, 2010 regarding the “DiGregorio Stewardship Plan™ and
apparently addressing the presence of any rare and/or endangered species upon the Property,
including various attachments and exhibits;



M. Proof of paid taxes;
M. A 2007 property owners list dated January 7, 2026;

. Proof of Publication, thereby confirming the Applicant’s compliance with the
requirements of N.J.S A 40:55D-12(a);

P. An Athidavit of Proof of Service, thereby confirming the Applicant’s compliance
with the requirements of N.1.8 A 40:55D-12{1); and

WHEREAS, the Board having considered the comments of its municipal engineer, as set
forth in the Report of Corey Ronald Gaskill, PE, CME, CFM of Fralinger Engineering, P.A., dated
January 5, 2026; and,

WHEREAS, the Board having considered the comments, opinions and analysis of its
municipal planner, as set forth in the Report of Michael F. Sullivan, ASLA, AICP and Donna
Miller, AICP, PP, CFM of Clarke Caton Hintz dated January 5, 2026 and revised February 2, 2026;
and,

WHEREAS, at the Board’s meeting of January 8, 2026, the Application was found to be
complete; and,

WHEREAS, at public hearings conducted on February 12, 2026, April 9, 2026 and May
14, 2026, the Applicant appeared and offered the following proofs and/or elicited the following in
support of Applicant’s application:

1. Hearing of February 12, 2026.

1. Items A-P of the Application, such items described abowve, were received and
considered by the Board.

2. Robert Dizregorio, the Applicant, was sworn and gave testimony on his own
behalf.

3. The deed for the Property was marked as A-1 and was received and considered by
the Board.

4. A plan / drawing showing the proposed layout of the Property with regard to the
proposed SOEs was marked as A-2 and was received and considered by the Board.

5. Applicant read from varnous statutes and regulations that he believes are relevant
to his Application. In general, he argued that the laws generally stand for the premise that SOEs
on preserved farmland should be viewed indulgently in the Applicant’s favor. Public policy favors
S0Es on preserved farmland.



. The Property is qualified farmland (*0Q-farm™) and totals approximately 78 acres.
On the Property 1s the Applicant’s residence and various accessory structures.

7. A wvariety of crops are grown on the Property including soybeans, pumpkins,
sorghum and sunflowers.

8. Guests of the SOEs will park on existing areas of the Property designated for
parking.

9. These parking areas are generally unpaved and unimproved. Applicant submits that
there is adequate parking for more than 200 guests.

10, Applicant has approval from the CADB to hold up to six (6) events per yvear with
250 or more guests. Applicant offered to cap all events at no more than 250 guests.

11. Bathroom facilities will be in the form of portable trailers.

12, Applicant does not propose any additional construction or improvements. No
additional paving is proposed.

13, Applicant will not be preparing food for serving at the S0Es. All food and
beverages will be through third-party caterers / vendors.

14, Applicant agrees that in hosting S0Es, he will comply with all rules and regulations
of the CADB and the State Agricultural Development Committee (“SADC™).

15 Applicant produced a bonfire permit. This was marked as A-3 and was received
and considered by the Board.

l6. Prior to the Litigation, Applicant held SOEs at the Property. He claims these events
were successful. Photos of past SOEs were marked as A-4 and were received and considered by
the Board.

17. The relief sought by Applicant includes a request to hold *U-pick™ a/k/a “pick your
own” events for sunflowers and pumpkins. This is when guests at the Property are invited to select
and purchase growing sunflowers and pumpkins.

18, The relief sought by Applicant further includes a request to host a corn maze at the
Property.
19 The Board's solicitor observed that “U-pick™ events and corn mazes are both

explicitly included in the Right to Farm Act ("REFA™ as “direct marketing” and/or “farm
recreation” activities.



200 Activities of a commercial farm regulated and protected under the RFA are not
within the jurisdiction of the Board. The Board’s solicitor advised the Applicant that requests for
relief pertaming to “U-pick™ events and comn mazes must be directed to the CADB.

21, Accordingly, the Board's solicitor asked Applicant to voluntarily withdraw the
portion of the Application pertaining to “U-pick” events and comn mazes. The Applicant agreed to
withdraw such poriion of the Application.

22, Applicant proposes that the SOEs will only be held on weekends and holidays.

23, Applicant has hired a retired police officer to be present along Warner Road during
S0Es. The retired officer will help direct tratfic and keep people at or below the speed limat.

24, Applicant believes that ambulances and fire apparatuses have no issue accessing
the Property.
25 Applicant does not advertise and/or actively solicit 50E business. Events are

booked through “word of mouth.™

26.  Upon motion by the Board, the meeting was then opened for public comment.
Mumerous members of the public spoke with regard to the Application.

27. Patience Oakes of Wamer Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment.
Ms. Oaks recognized that Mr. DiGregorio was helpful as a neighbor. However, she is generally
opposed to the Application. She points out that Warner Road 15 narrow and has blind spots. She
believes that the proposed SOEs will lead to increased traffic and a hazardous situation on Wamer
F.oad.

28 Maury Kiger of Warner Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment.
She also raised concern about increased traffic on Warner Road. Speaking of past events / parties
that have been hosted at the Property, Ms. Kiger complained about the noise emanating from same.
The neighborhood and road are supposed to be guite and “country.” The proposed SOEs will
negatively affect such characteristics.

29, Susan Kelly of Point Airy Road in Mannington was swom and offered comment.
Ms. Kelly also owns property on Warmner Road. She complained about noise from past S0Es held
at the Property. She further expressed general concern about how SOEs would be managed. She
also raised issues as to how traffic and parking will be controlled and directed. She was further
concerned about events held at night and that lighting will cause a disturbance.

30. Mike Cooke of Warner Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment. He
15 also concerned about traffic volume along Warmer Road.

3l.  Sherri May of Warner Road in Mannington was swom and offered comment. She
also believes that traffic is a concern. Warner Road is narrow. There are many near accidents and
close calls. While the speed limit 15 25 m.p.h, speeding is an ongoing issue.



iz Susan Kiger of Black Road in Mannington was swomn and offered comment. Ms.
Kiger is also concemned about traffic and safety on Warner Road. The road is narrow and a dead
end. She is also concerned about noise from the SOEs. Further, past S0Es have not always ended
on time and have run late.

33, Applicant, Robert DiGregoria, responded to the comments from the public. He
expressed openness to having conditions placed upon the grant of the requested variance. For
example, he offered to cap the number of guests at a number below 249, He also offered to limit
the hours that SOEs could take place.

i4 In response to questioning from the Board, the Applicant expressed his opinion that
his Application satisfies the so-called “positive criteria™ of N.JS.A. 40:55D-TiHd). Applicant
stated that many local and youth organizations would like to have events at the Property.

35, The Board's solicitor suggested that Applicant discuss the Application with his
neighbors and see if some sort of a compromise or understanding could be reached. Applicant
further stated that he was willing to be flexible and would try to find accommeodations that address
the stated concerns of the public.

36, Applicant then offered to cap attendance at S0OEs at 150, He further offered to have
all SOEs end by 8:00 p.an.

37.  The Board then further discussed some of the issues presented by the Application,
and also the comments by the public. The Board then motioned to carry the matter to the meeting
of April 9, 2026, The motion then carried by unanimous vote.

1I. Hearing of April 9, 2026,

38, The Board received and considered correspondence from the Applicant dated Apnl
B, 2026, In this correspondence, the Applicant offered numerous concessions and expressed a
willingness to agree to various conditions of approval, including:

a. Reducing the number of SOEs allowed per year to fifteen (15);

b. Reducing the number of maximum guests at each event to one hundred fifty
(150);

c. Ending all SOEs by no later than 8:00 P.M.;

d. Stationing an attendant at a midpoint on Warner Road before and after each
S0E to remind guests to drive slowly;

e. Coordinating U-pick events so that they would not happen outside of S0OEs,
thus reducing traffic on Warner Road.

39 Just prior to the meeting of April 9, 2026, the Board's engineer raised a potential
issue as to Jurisdiction over Warner Road. The Board found that it could not proceed while the
Jurisdictional question was unresolved. Accordingly, the Application was carried to the following
meeting of May 14, 2026,



I11. Hearing of May 14, 2026.

40.  The question as to jurisdiction over Warner Road was resolved to the Board's
satisfaction. The hearing on the Application could continue.

41, The Board’s solicitor summarized for the Board the warious legal principles
implicated by the Application.

42 Robert DiGregorio, the Applicant, was agamm sworn and provided testimony on
his behalf.

43 Applicant advised that he was recording the hearing on his personal device. He was
allowed to do so without objection by the Board.

44, Throughout the hearing of May 14, 2026, the Applicant presented various
documents to the Board, marked and described as follows:

»  M-1 - Correspondence regarding hunting at the Applicant’s Property;

M-2 — Result of OPRA request to Salem County showing the number and nature
of emergency / 911 calls arising from Warner Road;

M-3 — provisions of Title 39 of the New Jersey Statutes;

M-4 and M-5 — aerial view of the Property;

M- — excerpt from the 2024 Master Plan;

M-7 — Board Resolution 14-2025, pranting a use variance related to SOEs at
the Dolbow property;

M-8 — provisions of the S0E (state) law;

M-9 — application by Applicant to the CADB for 2026 SOEs;

M-10 — New Jersey Farm Bureau Policy Resolutions;

M-11 — publication pertaining to the New Jersey Agricultural mediation
program;

o M-12 — letter to various neighbors of Applicant regarding the agricultural
mediation program;

M-13 — Township Ordinance 70-46 (“Right to Farm™);

M-14 — Various documents and publications relating to sound and the
management of noise.

45 These vanous documents were received by the Board. The Board finds that certain
of these documents are clearly hearsay, most notably M-14. The Board took this into account and
weighed such evidence accordingly.

46.  The Board also found that other of these documents were submitted mainly for the
purpose of bolstering the Applicant’s position that public policy favors SOEs. The Board reminded
Applicant that while public policy may be relevant, the reason for the Application and the hearings
15 due to the order entered in the Lifigation.



47, The issue of traffic on Wamer Road was again raised as a potential issue. The
Board's engineer observed that the Board could ask that Applicant submit a traffic study.

48, Applicant was asked to focus on potential conditions that could alleviate the
concerns of the neighbors and residents of Warner Road. Applicant reiterated the concessions and
conditions offered in his correspondence from April 6, 2026.

49, Further, Applicant agreed that a retired police officer will be stationed on Wamer
Road, at or near the blind curve, before and after all SOEs to monitor traffic and maintain safety.

200 Additional discussion and exchange took place between the Applicant, the Board
and the Boards® professionals as to other potential conditions and controls that could be
implemented to address the stated concerns of the neighbors and other residents of Warner Road.
Traffic, noise and the service of alcoholic beverages were discussed.

51. Upon motion by the Board, the meeting was then opened for public comment.
Mumerous members of the public spoke with regard to the Application.

52 Mike Cooke of Wamner Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comnment. He
expressed opposition to the Application. He 15 not as concerned about the “u-pick™ activities as he
i3 about SOEs (e.g. weddings and private parties). He is concerned about traffic on Warner Road.
He believes that allowing commercial activity on Warner Road s detrimental to the rural and
residential character of the area and neighborhood.

53. Susan Kelly of Point Airy Road in Mannington was swom and offered comment.
She also owns land on Warner Road and hopes to build her home on Warner Road. She is
concerned about noise emanating from the proposed S0Es. She wants to know who she would
contact in the event she had a complaint about noise levels.

54. Patience Oakes of Warner Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment.
She received the invitation from the CADB to mediate the situation. She had questions and was
concerned with the process. Accordingly, she did not participate. She has the same general
concerns as Mike Cooke. She also believes that the various conditions on a variance being
proposed are unwieldy and will be difficult to enforce.

55, Susan Kiger of Black Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment. She
15 also concerned about noise and traffic. Comparisons to the nearby Cowtown Rodeo are not
accurate. Cowtown has been present for many yvears. What 15 being proposed by the Applicant is
something new,

56. Mori Kiger of Warner Road in Mannington was sworn and offered comment. She
15 generally against the Application. She is upset that Mr. DiGregono would move into the
neighborhood where others had been peacefully living, and then disrupt things by hosting SOEs
and events that draw crowds and traffic.
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57. Having heard from all persons wishing to make comment, the Board then closed
the public comment portion of the hearing,

58. The Board's planner and solicitor then summarized the various principles
implicated by the Application. The Board was instructed on the standard required for a use variance
and the burden that the Applicant must carry.

59. Applicant then summanized the Application, his various stated positions, his
agreement to various conditions. Applicant also generally addressed the so-called “positive
criteria” and “negative criteria™ that must be shown to warrant the grant of a use variance.

WHEREAS, the Board considered the testimony offered by the Applicant’s witness to be
credible; and,

WHEREAS, in addition to the conclusions set forth above the Applicant has fulfilled the
procedural requirements of the use variance request; and,

WHEREAS, the Mannington Township Planning / Zoning Board finds that the proposed
use variance can be approved pursuant to NJLS.A. 40:55D-T0(d)(1). The Board 1s satisfied that
there exists in this particular case special reasons to allow departure from the Township™s Land
Use Ordinance, and that departure from same in this particular case will not be detrimental to the
public good, provided that certain conditions are imposed, but rather will promote the general
welfare and the overall intent and purpose of the Master Plan and the Land Use Ordinance; and,

WHEREAS, the Mannington Township Planning / Zoning Board finds that in light of
Applicant’s testimony that no additional improvements will be constructed and that there will be
no further ground disturbance, the requirement for a site plan i1s properly waived; and,

NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the Mannington Township Planning /
Zoning Board, as follows:

1. The Application of Robert DiGregorio, as aforesaid, is deemed to be complete.

2. The Applicant has offered sufficient proof to establish cause for receiving a use
variance to allow Special Oceasion Events pursuant to and as defined by NS AL 4:1C-32.16 et
seg. Applicant has carried its burden of showing that the benefits of granting a use variance from
the Land Use Ordinance outweigh any detriment that may result from granting the variance.

3, The use variance pursuant to N.JS A, 40:55D-70(d) 1) requested by Robert

DiGregorio, upon the property located at 80 Wamer Road, Block 3, Lots 17 & 19, be and hercby
15 GRANTED, subject to the following conditions herein.

4, Applicant’s request for a waiver of site plan is hereby GRANTED, subject to the
tollowing conditions herein.

5. The aforesaid relief is conditioned upon the following:

11



The Board relied upon the testimony of the Applicant and factual finding
discussed above in this Resolution, and such testimony and findings are
imcorporated as conditions of this approval as though set forth herein.

Comphiance with all federal, state, county and local laws, rules, regulations and
other governmental approvals which may be required in implementation of this
development, including but not hmited to: (1) the Township of Mannington
Construction Office; (11) the Local / Regional Code Enforcement Office of the
Department of Community Affairs; (1) the Salem County Planning Board; (1v)
the Salem County So1l Conservation District; (v) the Salem County Agricultural
Development Board; (v1) State Agnicultural Development Commuttee; and, (vi)
the Salem County Department of Health.

If another governmental agency grants a waiver or variance of a regulation,
aftecting this approval or the conditions attached to it, then this Board shall
have the night to review that 1ssue as it relates to this approval and these
conditions and modify or amend same.

Mo additional construction, paving or ground disturbance may take place
without further application to and approval from the Board.

The Applicant shall pursue with good faith and due diligence any and all
additional approvals as may be required and shall provide the Board with copies
of all reports and approval from same, including copies of any and all
applications filed.

The Applicant shall pay all escrows, costs and professional fees associated with
this Application pursuant to the Township’s Ordinances and the MLUL within
thirty (30) days of notice of said fees and costs, absent any challenge by the
Applicant as to the correctness or amounts of such fees and costs.

Applicant shall comply with all applicable rules and regulations, including but
not limited to those set forth at NJAC 2:76-2A.13 (“Agncultural
management practice for on-farm direct marketing facilities, activities, and
events™).

Applicant shall submit to the Board's secretary all future annual applications
tor SOEs and all annual reports of events held by Apphcant to the CADB and/or
the SADC.

The Property may not host more than fifteen (15) Special Occasion Events per
calendar year.
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J. The Property may not host more than one hundred fifty (150) people at any
single Special Occeasion Event.

k. Applicant shall maintain a complete and accurate guest list for all Special
Oceasion Events where aleohol 15 served or otherwise available to guests.

. Music, whether live or recorded, is limited to Special Occasion Events that take
place on Friday and’or Saturday, only.

m. All music at Special Occasion Events, whether live or recorded, must end no
later than 8:00 p.m.

n.  All music at Special Occasion Events shall not be audible at property lines with
neighbors, shall not exceed levels as may be regulated and shall not otherwise
bother neighbors.

0. Applicant shall retain the services of a retired police officer to be present at all
special Occasion Events and stationed along Warner Road to help keep order
and to maintain roadway safety, particularly at the blind curve.

p. Applicant shall provide all persons booking Special Occasion Ewvents with
written rules for the event, providing information about the rural nature Warner
Road and its speed limit, the need to be consider of neighbornng residents and
promoting car-pooling by guests planning to attend the S0OE.

q. Applicant shall be personally present and available for the duration of all SOEs
to address potential complaints and issues.

i, In the event that the Applicant does not perfect this approval should § 70-22E of
the Ordinance be applicable, this approval shall be void, unless, for good cause shown, the
Applicant seeks extension thereof.

7. Applicant’s sale or transfer of the Property shall constitute an abandonment and
extinguishment of the use variance herein granted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Applicant is reminded that a violation of the
terms and conditions of this vanance may cause enforcement proceedings up to and including the
revocation of this vanance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution shall be provided to the
Applicant, and that notice of the actions recited herein shall be published in accordance with
prevailing law.

11
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The vote upon the Motion made to grant the Applicant’s request for a use variance was
recorded, as follows:

| | MOVED | SECOND | AYES | NAYS | ABSTAIN | RECUSE ABSENLJ'
[ John Sakewicz | | I v |
| David Cadwallader | |
| Nicholas Culver | N | 7 [
| MichaelCollen | v 7 )
Donald Richman | W |~ 7 |
Gaynell Schneermen  ——© |
Neal Sheppard (1) 0§ ‘ ;
Richard A. Eber, Ji. (1) | ! | | |

Robert DiGregorro (111) | |
Dory Emel, Alt } i i 1: i ! |

[ Andr. Capenter, Alt2 | [

Joannc Wright, Alt 3 |

. Lry Pompper, Jr., Alt4 |

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution shall be forwarded
to all who request a copy for a reasonable fee. In addition, a copy of this Resolution shall be filed
in the Office of the Clerk of the Township of Mannington.

By: MV\

-~
- P LN
Joht\(ﬁakewwz. Chairman

e Dol

By: ‘
Reébecca Ferguson, Board, S§cretary
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Block 61, Lot 6

Atlantic City Electric Company

164-180 Route 45

Completeness Hearing and Application for a Use Variance & Site Plan Waivers
The applicant has requested that the matter be carried to the July meeting. No new notice
is required.

Miscellaneous Business

The meeting was opened to the public.
The meeting was closed to the public.

There was a motion to go into closed session
There was a motion to come out of closed session.

Nicholas Culver made a motion to authorize board solicitor Justin R. White to defend and
litigate against the petition by Fenwick Creek Solar to the BPU, appeal the Board’s
denial of a use variance, including ratification of the filing of the Answer to the Petition
on behalf of the Board, and also to take all reasonable and necessary actions with regard
to defending the appeal until further update and report to the Board.

Joanne Wright seconded the motion.

Roll Call

YES: N.C.,,R.D,R.E.,,DR,,G.S. & D.E.
NO:

ABSTAIN: M.C,,J.S. & A.C.

Motion carried.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 PM.
Respectfully Submitted,

Rebecca Gower Ferguson
Planning Board Secretary
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