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Residents speak out on pavilion rebuilding
Pavilions to be partially reimbursed by FEMA
By Haley Behre

BELMAR — Several residents spoke out both in favor of and against the pavilion project at Tuesday night’s
council meeting.

The pavilion project includes rebuilding two of the four pavilions that were destroyed by Hurricane Sandy.

In the course of the borough unveiling its plans, three lawsuits had been filed against the borough pertaining to
the pavilions. The first lawsuit pertained to whether the designation of the beachfront as one in need of
redevelopment was a valid claim.

The other two pertain to giving Belmar voters an opportunity to vote via referendum on whether to incur the
debt for the two new, planned pavilions at the beachfront and whether putting the pavilion project solely
against the beach utility fund, as well as using insurance money and raising badge fees to pay for the project is
legal.

At Tuesday night’s council meeting, the governing body voted to approve a $7 million bond to finance the
pavilion project, as well as awarded a $5,011,000 contract to Epic Group, which rebuilt the boardwalk, to build
the pavilions [see related story].

Prior to the votes, several residents, including those involved in the lawsuits, gave
their opinion on the pavilions — with some of them for and some of them against it.

Brendan Read, of Ninth Avenue, said he was in favor of it.

“The pavilions are an iconic part of Belmar. The pavilions help define our beachfront
and our community,” as well as attracts tourism and business, he said.

Tom Volker, of Fourth Avenue, said he is in favor of the pavilions being rebuilt and
believes the beach utility fund should be used to pay for them.

But, he said, “town enemies” are working so that cannot be done.

“Be that as it may, I will be happy to pay my fair share of taxes for these buildings,” Mr. Volker said.

Other residents were against the bond ordinance and the pavilions, some of whom wanted the pavilions back,
but thought there were other issues that needed to be addressed first. Others believed the pavilions should not
be rebuilt.

Martha Maselko, of North Boulevard, said while she believes both pavilions should be rebuilt, they should be
bonded separately so projects can be prioritized.

According to Ms. Maselko, the 10th Avenue Pavilion is a priority for safety reasons, but there are more
important issues in town than rebuilding Taylor Pavilion.

“Fixing Lake Como is a higher priority” because of its habit of flooding, Ms. Maselko said, who lives near the
lake.

Mayor Matt Doherty said the two projects are “completely separate and distinct entities” as the pavilions are
owned completely by Belmar, but Lake Como is owned be several towns. Belmar, Lake Como and Spring Lake
own the lake.
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With that being said, though, Lake Como is a priority and will be addressed, the mayor said.

Fourth Avenue resident Gene Cramer does not want the pavilions rebuilt.

“We have a unique municipality here that has an unobstructed eastern horizon for 1.2 miles and I challenge
anybody to show me where such a condition exists in New Jersey,” which will be “spoiled” with the pavilions,
he said, noting there has been several pavilions over the years and they all have one thing in common: “they’re
gone.”

Council President Brian Magovern said Mr. Cramer should know his history because the pavilions that had to be
rebuilt were all destroyed by people, not storms.

Joy DeSanctis, of Sixth Avenue, said she is against the bond ordinance because how the pavilions will be funded
remains unclear.

Ms. DeSanctis is one of the residents who filed a lawsuit against the borough for the pavilions.

She said if the mayor could answer questions regarding the bond and answer them “accurately” she would be
“satisfied,” “but I’m fairly certain you can’t.”

“You’re not listening to your town people. They don’t want this. I don’t want a $7 million bond,” she said. Ms.
DeSanctis said she would like the 10th Avenue pavilion rebuilt using a combination of bond money and the
$485,000 flood insurance money from the 10th Avenue pavilion.

Then, wait to rebuild the 5th Avenue pavilion until the Lake Como issue is addressed, she said.

“You are not going to stand in the way of us fully recovering the beachfront from Sandy. No one is going to
stand in the way,” Mayor Doherty said. “You may want to get in the way and we may have to go around you or
we may have to go through you but rest assured you don’t have any support outside whoever you get together
to stop our recovery as a town,” and rebuild the pavilions.

The mayor said he does not believe taxpayers should pay for the pavilions, and that it should be paid for by the
beach utility.

According to Mayor Doherty, the borough will be reimbursed by FEMA about $3.7 million total for the two
pavilions, and the remaining amount of money will be split between the two funds. The allocation between the
two funds will be done at the completion of the project.

Mike Seebeck, of Second Avenue who is the Republican candidate for council, asked why the $485,000 flood
insurance money was not used as the down payment. Mr. Seebeck is one of the residents who filed a lawsuit
agains the borough pertaining to the pavilions.

Collen Connolly, borough administrator, advised Mr. Seebeck that Judge Lawson’s order has barred the borough
from using the insurance money toward the pavilions until the lawsuits are settled.  
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