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BELMAR — The 2012 budget for Belmar passed, 4-1, during the June 6 council meeting, with 
Councilman Jim Bean being the sole no vote.  

The budget totals $20,554,864, which is an amended version from the originally introduced 
$20,529,872. This amended budget reflects an additional amount of revenue, said Robbin Kirk, 
tax collector and chief financial officer for the borough. 

This addition is due to three grants the borough was advised it was receiving. 

The three grants were a Monmouth County Historical Grant, for $5,000, a Monmouth County 
Recycling Grant, for $11,175 and an additional $8,817 for a Safe and Secure Grant, Ms. Kirk 
said. The budget already accounted for $51,183 of the Safe and Secure Grant, but the borough 
received an additional $8,817, totaling $60,000 for the grant, she said. 

With these additions, $24,992 was added to the 2012 budget.  

There was also another amendment to the budget, which is due to a shift in funds for snow 
removal, she said. 

According to Ms. Kirk, the budget originally allocated $63,000 for snow removal. However, 
since there was no snow this winter, the borough reduced this amount by $45,000, leaving 
$18,000 in the snow removal budget. 

The $45,000 was then redistributed to other projects. These projects include buying new 
computers for the administration, work being done at the borough’s parks and repairs and 
renovations to the municipal building, such as air conditioning, ceiling tiles and the roof, Ms. 
Kirk said. Money will also be used to renovate the senior center, which is located in the 
municipal building.  

The rest of the budget has remained the same. 

The owner of an average-priced home in the borough will see a municipal tax liability of around 
$2,380, equal to last year. 

The tax rate will be 70.3 cents per $100 of assessed valuation, which is a zero increase per $100 
of assessed valuation over last year. This means the owner of an average-priced home in the 
borough, assessed at $338,774, will have a municipal tax liability of around $2,380. 



These figures do not include school or county taxes. 

Out of the $1,406,600 the borough has in surplus, the borough will use $1,300,000 in the 2012 
budget, Ms. Kirk said. 

The budget also included $330,000 in revenue for shared services with Lake Como, Spring Lake 
and Spring Lake Heights, Ms. Kirk said. 

There is a $113,000 increase for borough hall repairs, and Mayor Matthew Doherty said a large 
portion of that will go toward the purchase and installation of an air conditioning unit in the gym, 
which is connected to borough hall. 

The budget also saw a 15-percent increase in the library budget, which was mandated by the 
state, Mayor Doherty said.  

According to Councilman Bean, he voted against the budget for two reasons: The borough 
actually spent more than what came in, and because the borough has increased its beach utility 
spending since 2010.  

“What throws people off is [the borough] throws the surplus amount at the beginning of year” 
and does not subtract it at the end, he said.  

After doing some research and math, Councilman Bean concluded the borough will actually see 
a projected loss of $140,000 in the current fund, which represents $13,751,988 of this year’s 
municipal budget. This number, the councilman said, comes from the $1,300,000 surplus used in 
the budget being subtracted from the projected $1,160,000 from the replenishment of surplus, 
which represents the amount of money that is left over after bills are paid and taxes are collected. 

According to the councilman, the “expense sheet at the end of the year always looks great 
because the borough does not subtract the surplus put in at the beginning of the year, which 
would represent the true profit or loss.” 

When Mayor Matthew Doherty was asked about the difference between what the borough 
records and what Councilman Bean has concluded, the mayor said his argument is inaccurate. 

“We have a surplus. It shows that we are taking in more than we are spending,” the mayor said, 
noting that surpluses can go up and down depending on the year. 

Ms. Kirk, borough chief financial officer, said the borough will have a profit. 

“Councilman Bean’s concern is, will we make up the $1.3 [million],” she said. 

As for the beach utility, which represents $3,577,570 of the $20,529.872, Councilman Bean said, 
in May, the borough is “beyond pushing the envelope. We are asking for trouble.” 



According to the councilman, the borough has increased its beach utility spending by $429,720 
since 2010, with the biggest increases coming from items such as the beach administrators and 
executive salaries, police expenses and beach telephones.  

However, according to Mayor Doherty, the borough has only increased its beach utility spending 
by $257,209 since 2010.  

According to Ms. Kirk, the difference comes from debt payments made in 2010.  

Towns in New Jersey are allowed to use the beach utility for beach purposes only and cannot be 
used for “specials,” such as paying for additional police officers during the summer, and 
Councilman Bean is worried that Belmar is doing just that.  

“I don’t want to be sued [again]. I got to protect the tax payers,” Councilman Bean said in May. 
Councilman Bean was referring to the lawsuit against Belmar in 1990, where the State of New 
Jersey questioned the “reasonableness of the beach admission fees” and whether Belmar was 
producing excess revenues from the beach, according to court documents. 

According to the councilman, Mayor Doherty “says he is moving expenses from the municipal 
[budget] to the beach [budget].” When the mayor does that, Councilman Bean said, the 
municipal budget should decrease, but it has not because he “still spends all the money he said he 
has saved by putting the expenses,” such as police expenses during the summer, to the beach 
side. 

Mayor Doherty said while the borough has saved by allocating beach expenses to the beach 
utility, “at the same time expenses in other items went up,” such as library expenses for this year.  

At the meeting, Mayor Doherty gave Councilman Bean three options about the beach utility, 
since the councilman had issues with how the borough was allocating its beach money, 
specifically regarding police expenses.  

Option 1 would be to eliminate the 45 special police officers 

Option 2 would be to put the expenses against the beach utility, which the mayor said the 
borough already does and will continue to do.  

Option 3 would be to raise taxes by about $140,000 in order to pay for the beach expenses that 
Councilman Bean questions.  

“I think it is pretty obvious this is ugly partisan nonsense,” Mayor Doherty said. 

The budget was passed and is effective immediately.  

	  


