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Another pavilion petition is filed
Residents worried about project cost
By Haley Behre

BELMAR — Residents have filed a new petition regarding the
rebuilding of the town’s beachfront pavilions, asking that the
$7 million bond ordinance to finance the buildings be placed
on the ballot in November so voters can choose whether
taxpayers should incur the debt.

The petition, circulated by borough residents, was given to
borough clerk April Claudio on May 27.

This is the second petition filed by residents in regard to the
pavilions.

The petition was filed because several residents had spoken
out in the past, questioning how the bond would be repaid.
But “they ignored the objections,” according to the petition.

“The fear is that the burden will fall on taxpayers,” the
petition reads.

The first was filed in 2013 and sought
the same thing, but for a $7.5 million bond that was to finance the pavilions. That
bond has since been rescinded and replaced with the $7 million bond, which will
finance the construction of the Fifth and 10th Avenue pavilions.

Removing the second story of Taylor Pavilion decreased the cost of the project by
about $1 million, but because the pavilion bid came in at about $500,000 more than
originally estimated, the net result for the revised pavilion project was the $7 million
bond.

Epic Group was awarded the contract for the pavilions for about $5 million.

The additional $2 million from the bond will cover utility costs associated with the completed pavilions and the
engineering and design plan, as well as bathroom trailers for Eighth and 13th avenues.

Eighth and 13th avenues use to be home to the two other borough pavilions, but they are not being rebuilt at
this time.

The original petition became moot because the $7.5 million bond ordinance which the petition referred to was
rescinded, but now the second petition has been filed regarding the $7 million bond.

The new petition was permitted after Monmouth County Judge Lawrence Lawson’s recent ruling on a lawsuit
filed by residents. The lawsuit was seeking a ruling on whether the borough’s designation of the beachfront as
an area in need of redevelopment was valid.

Judge Lawson ruled the designation was invalid, making the bond ordinance susceptible to petitions.

If the judge had ruled in the borough’s favor and decided the designation was valid, the bond ordinance would
not be subject to a petition, because ordinances under the redevelopment plan are not subject to petitions.
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“The mayor and council want to make this seem like a partisan political fight, but it’s not,” said Belmar
resident Katrina Clapsis, who helped circulate the petition. “It’s a financial concern. They say those of us who
support the petition are against recovery. We are not against recovery. But we are against an irresponsible
recovery. We live here and we love it here and we want Belmar to be the best it can be. We just don’t want a
financial burden that could potentially crush us.”

Another concern is how the repayment of the bond will be allocated between the beach utility and current
fund, which is subject to Judge Lawson’s order.

In late 2013, Judge Lawson ruled the borough could not put the debt for the pavilions solely on the beach
utility and that an apportionment formula would need to be created to determine how much of the funds
would be placed on the two funds.

The $7 million bond is being put against the current fund for now, putting it in compliance with the judge’s
order.

According to Mayor Matt Doherty, the formula will be created after the pavilions are built.

In order for residents to propose a referendum, a petition must be signed by at least 15 percent of the total
votes cast in the municipality at the last election at which members of the General Assembly were elected,
according to state statute.

That would be the 2013 election, during which 2,096 people cast their vote in Belmar, according to Colleen
Connolly, borough administrator.

This means the petition needed 314 signatures.

According to Ms. Clapsis, the petition garnered 364 signatures.

Ms. Connolly said of those 364 signatures, 336 were valid.

The petition was expected to be brought before the council at its meeting last night, which was held too late
to be covered in this week’s edition of The Coast Star.

Mayor Doherty declined commenting on the petition until it is brought before the council, but did say, “if this
petition is certified by the clerk tonight, it will trigger a referendum, a special election, that will cost Belmar
taxpayers approximately $20,000.”

According to state statute, a municipality has 20 days from the submission of a certified petition to repeal the
ordinance.

The municipal clerk was expected to certify the petition at last night’s meeting.

If the municipality does not repeal the ordinance, the municipal clerk shall submit the ordinance to the voters
unless the petitioners withdrawal the petition within 10 days.

If the petitioners do not withdrawal the petition, a municipality must hold a referendum at the next election,
unless an election will not be held within 90 days from the final date a petitioner can withdrawal the petition.
In this case, that date is July 4.

If there is no election within that timeframe, as is the case in this instance, a municipality must hold a special
election between 40 to 60 days of July 4.
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