
PITTSGROVE TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 

AUGUST 23, 2017 

 

 
At 7:30pm The Pittsgrove Township Committee was called to order by Dr. Fiore J. Copare, Mayor. 

It was advertised in the Daily Journal on January 7, 2017, in accordance with Public Law 1975, 

Chapter 231. The flag salute was led by Mayor Copare. 

 

ROLL CALL 

Present: Hickson, Ridgway, Spinelli, Copare 

Absent: Craver 

 

Solicitor Carr and Municipal Clerk Marlor were also in attendance.  

 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES – July 26, 2017 and August 17, 2017 

  

 On a motion by Ridgeway and seconded by Hickson, the minutes from July 26, 2017 and 

August 17, 2017 were approved as submitted. 

 Vote: All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

APPROVAL OF TOWNSHIP DEPARTMENTAL/ACTIVITY REPORTS 

 

On a motion by Hickson and seconded by Spinelli the Departmental/Activity Reports from 

July 2017 were approved as submitted. 

 Vote: All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

APPROVAL OF USE OF FACILITY REQUEST FORMS 

 

On a motion by Hickson and seconded by Spinelli the Facility Use Requests (8) were approved as 

submitted subject to the resolution of conflicting dates for the portable lights. 

 Vote: All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

MOTORIST SOLICITATION 

 

On a motion by Spinelli and seconded by Ridgway the Motorist Solicitation for Charles 

Northam was approved as submitted. 

 Vote: All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

TOWNSHIP ENGINEER’S REPORT - Fralinger Engineering PA 

 

Mayor Copare stated that the Engineer’s Report was included in their agenda packets and asked 

if anyone had any questions. Hearing none the Mayor moved on.   

 

TOWNSHIP SOLICITOR’S REPORT 

 

Solicitor John G. Carr reviewed his report synopsis that was submitted for distribution and review 

by the Township Committee. The contents of the report included:  
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USANA:   On Friday, July 21st I forwarded correspondence to USANA about the two classes 

which had been advertised which would not comport with the approving resolution of the 

Township or with the Order of the Superior Court affirming the approving Resolution.  I was 

contacted Monday morning by Skip of USANA indicating “he had no knowledge of either of the 

two classes” and indicating that he was willing to put something in writing to that affect and further 

to the affect that neither class would be happening at USANA.  He went on to indicate he has a 

theory that “someone” wants to take his property based on there being “50 million dollars” in silica 

sand on the site and he not being able to obtain a mining permit for the property because of the 

Township.  He went on to indicate it was his intention to sue the Township based upon his having 

expended $225,000.00 plus in legal fees in matters relating to the approving Resolution of the 

Land Use Board given that a member of the Land Use Board was not impartial, etc.  I indicated to 

Mr. Myers that our conversation would have to cease based upon his threat to sue but did point out 

that given that the Land Use Board Resolution which he seeks now to challenge has already been 

affirmed by the Court it would be unlikely that the Superior Court would be open to his “retrying” 

his appeal based upon some new grounds.  The defense in the face of such a filing would be the 

“entire case and controversy doctrine” which is a doctrine of law well established in New Jersey 

and other districts calling for all claims to be brought which arise out of or relate to a matter which 

is established in the interest of judicial efficiency in order to have all aspects of a matter fully 

litigated at one time rather than facilitate aggrieved parties filing successive lawsuits about related 

matters.  After receiving follow-up correspondence from Skip Myers, I did forward written 

confirmation of our conversation (annexed). 

 

Tax Appeal Block 2703, Lot 6/694-856 Landis Ave.:   This matter came before the County Tax 

Board and the Tax Board reduced the assessed value to that which had been offered by our 

Assessor.  Thereafter, the taxpayer filed in the Tax Court of the State of New Jersey to effectively 

appeal the County Tax Board decision seeking to further reduce the taxes at which time our 

Assessor and I worked together to file an Answer and Counterclaim seeking to Court’s leave to 

increase the assessment based upon the findings of the Court at the time of trial.  Thereafter, when 

we sought to schedule a property site visit by an Appraiser working for the Township, the property 

owner’s counsel and I negotiated this matter to conclusion.  The property owner wishes to maintain 

the tax assessment pursuant to his County appeal; the property owner maintains the tax assessment 

which he received at the County Tax Board and the Township, withdrawing his complaint seeking 

to reduce the assessment and the Township agrees to withdrawal its Counterclaim.  I think this is 

the best use of available resources.  You will find the documents annexed.  

 

Rice Notice Requirements Expanded by Appellate Division:  The April 2017 League of 

Municipalities Magazine contained a decent article updating the law on Rice Notice requirements.  

I am attaching a copy of the article but suffice it to say that based upon the appeal in Kean 

Federation of Teachers v. Ada Morell, et al, any time a public body has an executive session 

relating to . . . “matter(s) involving the employment, appointment, termination of employment, 

terms and conditions of employment, evaluation of the performance of, promotion, or disciplining 

of any specific perspective public officer or employee or current public officer or employee 

employed or appointed by the public body, unless all the individual employees or appointees 

whose rights could be adversely affected . . .”  that notice must be provided all potentially affected 

employees.  The Court on this matter determined that even though specific employees who were 
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not discussed, the employees that could be impacted still had a right to receive a Rice Notice to 

inform them of their rights and their ability to waive their rights and consequently to attend or have 

the meeting held in open public session.  The Court reasoned that “this approach will provide all 

affected employees with the opportunity to: (1) decide whether they desire a public discussion, 

and (2) prepare and present an appropriate request in writing.” 

 

The article (and the case) goes on to discuss what is a reasonable timeframe within which to have 

minutes prepared from public meetings made available to the public.  30 to 45 days was the 

appropriate timeframe however given the usual performance within the Township, I don’t believe 

that aspect will be an issue. 

 

Open Public Meeting Act/E-Mails of Committee Persons: The March 2107 League of 

Municipalities Magazine had a worthwhile article as to the above.  I am attaching a copy of it and 

would point out the article speaks to the rule that all debate and formal action can only be taken 

before a properly noticed public meeting to avoid challenges to and possible invalidation of actions 

taken which are not consonant with the Open Public Meeting Act.  Certainly, e-mails can be sent 

to the whole of the body of the Committee however they should not call for responses and no one 

should hit “reply all” for purposes of responding and providing information in such an instant.  I 

offer this to support the excellent current practice among the Committee insofar as I do not believe 

this has proved to be a problem for us but I offer it by way of support in order to continue the 

appropriate use of e-mails going forward. 

 

Attendance Policy:    I am attaching a copy of the Attendance Policy which has been discussed 

from month to month.  If the Township Committee acts by way of Resolution, it would then be 

appropriate to bring the various Commission/Committee heads up to speed for purposes of alerting 

them to the new policy and emphasizing the terms of the policy to include excusals of absences.  

 

Perez Subdivision:   I was contacted by counsel for Mr. and Mrs. Perez with regard to a major 

subdivision of Block 204, Lot 7 situate at 101 Fork Bridge Road, Pittsgrove Township, New 

Jersey.  Mr. and Mrs. Perez evidently sought to have a major subdivision which has taken several 

years and at this point are in the position of finalizing the subdivision and selling a lot which will 

raise sufficient funds to pay back bills, including Township taxes.  The issue is the tax map cannot 

be signed by the Tax Collector until such time as the taxes are brought current on the property.  

Toward that end, counsel for Mr. and Mrs. Perez and I have worked together to conclude an Escrow 

Agreement which would allow the execution of the map by our Tax Collector which I am to hold 

pending receipt of a check for taxes at closing at which time I can release the map.  

 

$306,960 BAN:   I did review the bond package and issue and opinion letter in terms of the Bond 

Anticipation Note in a form as is annexed. 

 

Solar Project:    I have been in touch with Jonathan King, Esquire for the Solar Company 

threatening suit the permits are not released in order for the solar project to begin.  Conni worked 

on the research of the complaints about the proposed solar project and determining there is no 

information which prohibits the placement and construction of the solar field, I am advised the 

permits have been issued. 
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Rollback Tax Complaints:   There are several Rollback Tax Complaint Settlement Stipulations 

which have passed through my desk this month.  You will find copies annexed. 

 

Habitat for Humanity:   I have worked on the Habitat for Humanity file to the extent that Salem 

County Habitat for Humanity is desirous of having Deeds to the Township owned land put in its 

name.  Given the Habitat for Humanity Agreement with the Township calls for the Township to 

convey properties direct from the Township upon sale, I have shared that Agreement and my 

concerns with counsel for Habitat, Ken Miller, and at this point await a reply. 

 

Solicitor Carr concluded his report.  

  

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE REPORTS 

 

Mayor Copare moved on to Committee reports. Mayor Copare called on each committee members 

as follows: 

 

Committeewoman Spinelli stated that she attended a negotiation meeting earlier that day and they 

would be meeting with the Union next week. She concluded her report.  

 

Deputy Mayor Craver was absent from the meeting. 

 

Committeeman Hickson stated that he too attended the negotiation meeting and would also be at 

the meeting with the Union in the following week. He concluded his report. 

 

Committeeman Ridgway stated that on August 11, 2017 the State released Local Finance Notice 

2017-15 regarding fees for Uniform Construction Code Enforcement and he was looking into that. 

Additionally, he shared that he has been communicating with the DEP regarding the local Landfill 

trust. He is trying to understand options for how the municipality can use those funds and will 

continue to share what he learns.  He concluded his report.  

 

MAYOR’S REPORT 

 

Mayor Copare thanked Clerk Marlor for her service to Pittsgrove and proceeded to the Public 

Session.  

 

PUBLIC SESSION - AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION 
  

Mayor Copare announced that anyone wishing to speak should please stand, approach the 

microphone, state their name and the municipality in which you live for the record, and in five (5) 

minutes or less briefly state your comments to the Township Committee. 

 

 On a motion by Spinelli and seconded by Hickson, the meeting was opened to the Public. 

 Vote: All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

Ron McBride, a resident, stated he was there on behalf of the Olivet Church to invite the Township 

Committee members to the installment service for the new Pastor on Sunday, September 17, 2017. 
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He noted for information only that the steeple of the church is being removed for maintenance 

should anyone ask.  

 

Ramona Pontelandolfo, a resident, asked if the Township could look into the open space funds in 

light of a newly passed law to see if it is a place that could be a savings of tax dollars for Pittsgrove 

going forward. Solicitor John Carr explained the difference between the County and Local open 

space funds. Committeeman Ridgway explained how the taxes are accumulated and that there are 

only specific things that one can use it for. Mayor Copare noted that he too will reach out to the 

Freeholder Board to understand the impact.  

 

Bob Phillips, Middle Drive stated he was very upset with the huge increase in taxes and could 

anyone explain it to him. Mayor Copare spoke to what he knew and shared that the school increase 

is salary and benefits and are allowed to raise money for that in excess of the 2%. He shared the 

County is in a very troublesome financial position with a lease agreement on a property that is 

draining their resources.  

 

Committeeman Ridgway started he has a lot of experience with the 2% cap and is willing to speak 

to anyone individually at the close of the meeting. Discussion ensued amongst the members of the 

Committee and the resident in attendance.  

 

Ramona Pontelandolfo, a resident, stated that she went to the last Freeholders meeting and she 

wondered if there was a way to have an open workshop with members of each of the School Board 

Freeholders and Township Committee as an educational tool for residents. 

   

Mayor Copare noted that was a great idea and seeing no one wishing to speak asked for a motion 

to close the Public Session. 

 

 On a motion by Spinelli and seconded by Hickson, the meeting was closed to the Public. 

 Vote: All in favor 

 

RESOLUTIONS/CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mayor Copare stated that all matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine 

in nature, and having been reviewed by the Township Committee, will be enacted by one motion.  

Any item may be removed from the Consent Agenda at the request of any Committee Member 

and if so removed, will be treated as a separate matter. Any items requiring expenditure are 

supported by a Certification of Availability of Funds.  

 

 

157-2017 Payment of Bills – (bill list attached) 

158-2017 Resolution Authorizing a Community Document Destruction Shredding Event 

159-2017 Resolution Accepting the Resignation of Allen M. Coulter of the Public Works 

Department 

160-2017 Resolution Authorizing a Fireworks Display at the 2017 Trunk or Treat Event 

161-2017 Resolution Authorizing the Refund of Property Taxes 
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162-2017 Approval to Submit a Grant Application and Execute a Grant Agreement with the 

New Jersey Department of Transportation for the 2018 Municipal Aid 

Reconstruction of Gershal Avenue Phase II 

163-2017 Resolution to Authorize the Submission of a Social Affairs Permit for the Salem 

County Republican Committee 

 

Mayor Copare asked if anyone wished to pull any resolution or had any questions. 

 

Committeeman Hickson motioned and Committeewoman Spinelli seconded to vote by 

Consent Agenda on Resolutions 157-2017 through 163-2017. 

 

Roll Call:  Craver - absent, Hickson – yes, Ridgway -yes, Spinelli –yes, Copare – yes; motion 

carried 

 

Committeeman Hickson motioned and Committeeman Ridgway seconded to adopt by 

Consent Agenda on Resolutions 157-2017 through 163-2017. 

 

Roll Call:  Craver – absent, Hickson – yes, Ridgway -yes, Spinelli –yes, Copare – yes; motion 

carried 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

  

Mayor Copare noted the correspondence and asked that they be updated on the changes. 

 

 

OLD BUSINESS 

 

None 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

There being no further discussions, a motion was made by Committeewoman Spinelli and 

seconded by Committeeman Hickson to adjourn the meeting at 8:08pm. 

                       Vote:  All in favor except Craver who was absent 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Marie M. Marlor, RMC 

Municipal Clerk    


