BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD AGENDA
For Thursday, April 21, 2022, at 7:30 P.M.
Meeting Held at: 10 Mansfield Drive, Byram Township NJ
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. OPENING STATEMENT:
Adequate notice of this meeting has been published specifying the time and place in
compliance with the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Act.
4. FLAG SALUTE
5. MEETING MINUTES- April 7, 2022
6. RESOLUTIONS
Z02-2022 Chris Gratto, 55 Lake Drive, Block 249 Lot 42.02, R5 Zone
Approval for setback to the water, and other structures existing and proposed on property
Z02-2021 Eric Schuffenhauer, 271 Lackawanna Drive, Block 344 Lot 2.03, R-2 Zone
Addition of a pole barn, attached garage, front porch, and pool deck.
7. SUBCOMMITTEE
SP1-2022 Highland Avenue Properties, 227 Route 206, Block 212 Lot 1, NC Zone
Preliminary and Final Site Plan approval for an irrigation company
SP1-2022- 02.17.2022 Highland Ave Properties
WOSP2-2022 APEP Inc., 13 Route 206, Block 27 Lot 391.02, VB Zone
Approval for a restaurant, and determination if it needs full Board approval
WOSP2-2022-03.28.2022 APEP Inc
8. NEW BUSINESS
Z05-2022 Edward King, 16 Chestnut Street, Block 26 Lot 370.02, R-4 Zone
Approval for an AC unit and generator in the front yard.
Z05-2022- 02.24.2022 Edward King
Z06-2022 Scott Pietschker, 28 Meteor Trail, Block 174 Lot 69, R-5 Zone
Approval for a deck replacement with variances in the front and left yards.
Z06-2022- 03.28.2022 Scott Pietschker
SP1-2022 Highland Avenue Properties, 227 Route 206, Block 212 Lot 1, NC Zone
Preliminary and Final Site Plan approval for an irrigation company
SP1-2022- 02.17.2022 Highland Ave Properties
*Provided this application is deemed complete at the Subcommittee hearing tonight

9. EXTENSION OF APPROVAL
Z01-2021 Karen McDonald, 4 Roger Drive, Block 223 Lot 3, R-4 Zone
Approval for a covered front porch with a variance for the front yard setback
10. REVIEW ITEM- Cottage Food Ordinance, consistency with the Master Plan
11. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES
Architectural Review Committee
Building Committee
Environmental Commission
Open Space
Township Council
Zoning Report
12. BILLS: Law Offices of Larry Weiner (13): $5,550.00
13. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
14. ADJOURNMENT
Next Meetings: 05/05—Princeton Property Management, 12 Ghost Pony Road, Kevin Prokup
The Board Engineer, Board Planner and Board Attorney are sworn in at the beginning of each year and are
deemed to be under oath on a continuing basis.

MEETING MINTUES
BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD
MEETING, APRIL 7, 2022
CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Shivas called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.
ROLL CALL
Mayor
Chris Andrew
Lisa
Marie
John
Robert
Eric
Greg Michael George
Rubenstein Franco McElroy Shimamoto Raffay Morytko Chozick Serrilli Smith Walsh Shivas
√

Present
Absent
Excused
Late

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

Also present: Attorney
Engineer
Secretary

Alyse Hubbard, Esq.
Cory Stoner, P.E. C.M.E.
Caitlin Phillips

OPENING STATEMENT
Adequate notice of this meeting has been published specifying the time and place in compliance with
the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Act.
FLAG SALUTE led by Chairman Shivas
MEETING MINUTES
Approval of March 17, 2022 Meeting Minutes
Mr. Chozick motioned to approve the minutes, seconded by Ms. Shimamoto:
Mayor
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Chairman
Rubenstein Franco McElroy Shimamoto Raffay Morytko Chozick Serrilli Smith Walsh
Shivas
√

Motion
Second
Aye
Nay
Abstain
Absent

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

Motion carried.
RESOLUTIONS
Z04-2022 Richard Mondragon, 105 Stonehedge Lane, Block 337 Lot 62, R-3 Zone
Approval for a 6ft fence where 4ft is permitted
Ms. Shimamoto motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Chozick:
Mayor
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Chairman
Rubenstein Franco McElroy Shimamoto Raffay Morytko Chozick Serrilli Smith Walsh
Shivas
√

Motion
Second
Aye
Nay
Abstain
Absent

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

Motion carried.
Z03-2022 Joyce Slochower, 301 Amity Road, Block 336 Lot 39, R-2 Zone
Approval for a cabana whereas the property does not abut a road
Ms. Shimamoto motioned to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Chozick:
Mayor
Rubenstein

Ms.
Mr.
Franco McElroy

Ms.
Shimamoto

Ms.
Mr.
Raffay Morytko

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Chozick Serrilli Smith Walsh

Chairman
Shivas

√

Motion
Second
Aye
Nay
Abstain
Absent

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

Motion carried.
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OLD BUSINESS
Z02-2021 Eric Schuffenhauer, 271 Lackawanna Drive, Block 344 Lot 2.03, R-2 Zone
Addition of a pole barn, attached garage, front porch, and pool deck.
Chairman Shivas noted to the applicant that they can listen but can’t provide testimony. Ms.
Hubbard noted the substance of the application can’t be discussed, and reminded Mr. and Mrs.
Schuffenhauer that they remain under oath from the last meeting. Mr. Schuffenhauer said he
believes they did everything they were asked based on the conversation of the last meeting
regarding new plans and noticing. They decided not to notice, and eliminate the variance that
required the additional notice. Ms. Hubbard noted one of the variances was for the height of the
garage, and they don’t have any information to confirm if that needs a notice. Mr. Schuffenhauer
noted that it’s his responsibility to make sure it doesn’t require a variance, and the plans put
together show that they will be compliant. Ms. Hubbard noted those plans weren’t sent until
yesterday to the engineer. Mr. Stoner noted that he received an email of a photo of part of the
plans. Mr. Chozick confirmed the notice was deficient for the height of the garage and the grade
of the driveway. Mr. Stoner noted that he doesn’t have any information to determine the
variances needed. Ms. Hubbard said that one of the rules of the Board is to provide ten days in
advance to submit plans so the professionals can review them. She noted she was emailed a draft
notice that was insufficient, and didn’t get a revised copy. He may be able to do some of the
proposed work with a zoning permit, but with the zoning permit and Board application at the
same time, they are conflicting plans. If the Board carried the application, plans have to be
submitted at least ten days in advance. Exhibits for minor parts of the application are okay to
present at the meeting, but when calculations are needed, they need to be reviewed.
Mr. Schuffenhauer noted if quick calculations can’t be done, he’d ask that the application be
carried to the next available meeting. Ms. Hubbard noted they can carry or dismiss, but not deny
or approve the application. Ms. Raffay asked about the difference between carrying and
dismissing. Ms. Hubbard noted that they’ve carried this application before, and the Board can
determine if they need further notice, and Mr. Stoner would need to review plans to determine
what variances are needed. Dismissing an application takes it off the Board’s docket, and an
applicant would have to come back with new plans resubmitted to the Board. This may accrue
additional fees, but the applicant can request for them to be waived. Mr. Chozick asked if there’s
a difference between dismissing and if the applicant withdrew the application. Ms. Hubbard said
it could be withdrawn and he could get approvals through the zoning office, and find out if any
other variances are needed. Mr. Stoner reminded the Board there’s still a violation for steep
slopes disturbance. Ms. Hubbard noted this violation is pending in court, stayed through these
hearings.
Mr. Stoner said he can review some information, but it’s the applicant’s responsibility to provide
measurement and details. Ms. Raffay noted they asked for a timeframe as well, which has not
been provided. Mr. Schuffenhauer said he has that if needed. Ms. Hubbard said they needed to
have come to the Board for the professionals to review. Ms. Raffay noted that it’s not just the
professionals, but the public who should have a chance to review everything. Mr. Walsh noted
that the Board has been trying to figure out what’s on and off the application, and the details of
the structures, and the professionals and Board are there to review the information presented, but
determinations can’t be made on the spot. Chairman Shivas said he thinks it would be easier
dropping off a clean plan of everything that’s proposed, because this will be entered as a record
for the town. Ms. Hubbard noted that if there’s a significant change in plans, the application
should be amended to reflect those changes. Ms. Raffay thinks it may help the applicant more if
the application were to start over with a clean slate. Mr. Chozick noted that with the plans
significantly changing, carrying and dismissing are almost the same thing in terms of noticing
and supplying new information. Mr. Stoner said that if things significantly change, the Board can
determine if it requires new notice. Ms. Hubbard agreed and noted that’s what they expected to
happen at the last meeting. Mr. Walsh summarized the portion of the last meeting where noticing
was discussed, and feels that there wasn’t anything in that statement indicating they could move
forward without new plans or notice. Mr. Walsh said the grade for the barn is an important
factor; the grade would need to be noticed and the Board needed plans for the grading. Mr.
Stoner noted that it looks like the pole barn would be voided off the plan, the driveway is being
re-vegetated so it’d be voided off the plan—he doesn’t have plans to make a decision. Mr. Stoner
noted that a full plan with a letter of changes should have been submitted so Ms. Hubbard and
himself could make a determination on what’s needed. Ms. Hubbard noted the burden is on the
applicant to supply sufficient evidence for the plan. Mr. Chozick noted at the last meeting the
Board carried this application with further notice. There was discussion about the driveway.
Ms. Raffay noted that with the confusion on what’s being asked for and proposed, that she’s
more included to dismiss the application. Ms. Raffay motioned to dismiss the application
without prejudice, seconded by Ms. Franco. The below vote was taken:
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Mayor
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Chairman
Rubenstein Franco McElroy Shimamoto Raffay Morytko Chozick Serrilli Smith Walsh
Shivas
√

Motion
Second
Aye
Nay
Abstain
Absent

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

Motion carried. Chairman Shivas said the application is no longer in front of the Board and a new
application would need to be submitted with clean drawings. Mr. Chozick said they’re clear to pursue
zoning permits because there’s no conflict with the Board. Mr. Smith said this would be helpful
because the zoning permits can be obtained and then reflected on new plans. Chairman Shivas noted
having the driveway updated would help so it’s accurately reflected on the plans. Mr. Schuffenhauer
said they came to the Board for the steep slope disturbance, so they’ll have to come back.
SP8-2021 Goksun Goksu, 12 Ghost Pony Road, Block 361 Lot 2.03, R-3 Zone
Expansion a 4-family dwelling to 6 family
Chairman Shivas noted they didn’t notice properly for the meeting, and need to be carried to 05/05.
Ms. Hubbard clarified that the notice itself was fine, but it was published in a newspaper in Paterson
rather than the New Jersey Herald. They need to re-notice in the newspaper but not the mailings.
Mr. Walsh motioned to carry this application to 05/05 with a new legal publication in the proper
newspaper, seconded by Mr. Serrilli. The below vote was taken
Mayor
Rubenstein

Ms.
Franco

Mr.
McElroy

Ms.
Shimamoto

Ms.
Raffay

Mr.
Morytko

Mr.
Chozick

Mr.
Serrilli

Mr.
Smith

Mr.
Walsh

Chairman
Shivas

√

Motion
Second
Aye
Nay
Abstain
Absent

√
√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

Motion carried.
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES
Architectural Review Committee: No one was there to represent it.
Building Committee: There was no meeting.
Environmental Commission: Ms. Shimamoto said there was nothing to report.
Open Space: Ms. Phillips noted there’s a meeting on Monday.
Township Council: Mayor Rubenstein said they passed an ordinance for Riverside Park for
improvements including playground equipment, paving, basketball, parking lot improvements, ADA,
guardrails, etc. The budget was also adopted. They appointed four new members to the Recreation
Committee. There’s a hike on May 1st led by the Environmental Commission, at CO Johnson Park.
BILLS
Harold Pellow and Associates (17): $6,954.15
A motion to approve the bills was made by Mr. Chozick. The motion was seconded by Mr. Walsh.
All were in favor. Motion carried.
Law Offices of Larry Wiener (1): $915.00
A motion to approve the bills was made by Mr. Walsh. The motion was seconded by Mr. Smith. All
were in favor. Motion carried.
Chairman Shivas reminded the Board to fill out the annual financial papers.
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
Chairman Shivas opened to the public, and no one spoke so Chairman Shivas closed to the public.
ADJOURNMENT
A motion to adjourn the meeting was made at 8:11 by Ms. Raffay. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Chozick. All were in favor. Motion carried. The meeting was adjourned.
Respectfully submitted,
Caitlin Phillips
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Resolutions Approved at
Previous Meeting

In the matter of Richard Mondragon
Case No. Z04-2022
BYRAM TOWNSHIP
PLANNING BOARD
RESOLUTION OF MEMORIALIZATION
RELIEF GRANTED:

6’ Fence in the front yard
Shed in the front yard

WHEREAS, Richard Mondragon has applied to the Planning Board, Township
of Byram for permission to construct a 6’ fence requiring variance relief for premises
located at 105 Stonehedge Lane and known as Block 337, Lot 62 on the Tax Map of the
Township of Byram which premises are in a “R-3” Zone;
WHEREAS, by ordinance adopted by the Township Council of the Township of
Byram under statutory authority, the Planning Board and Zoning Board of Adjustment
were combined into one Board which Board possesses and may exercise all powers
granted to the Planning Board and Zoning Board of Adjustment pursuant to the
Municipal Land Use Law, N.J.S.A. 40:55B-1, et seq., said single Board being known as
the Planning Board of the Township of Byram; and
WHEREAS, the Board, after carefully considering the evidence presented by the
Applicant and having conducted a public hearing has made the following factual
findings:
1. The Applicant is the owner of a single-family home on the subject property
and is requesting variance relief to install a 6’ fence in the front yard and
permit a shed within the side yard setback.
1
Mondragon 04-2022
3/29/22

2. The Applicant received a letter from Nick Cutrone, Zoning Officer, dated
March 4, 2022.
3. The Applicant submitted the following:
a. Survey prepared by Morgan Engineering and Surveying, dated March
28, 1996.
b. Survey, marked up to indicate the location of the proposed fence,
prepared by the Applicant.
c. Four pictures of the rear yard and one of the proposed fence.
4.

A duly noticed public hearing was held on March 17, 2022, at which time.
Richard Mondragon presented sworn testimony in support of application. The
subject property is a corner lot with frontage on Stonehedge Lane and Catalina
Lane, resulting in two front yards. The Applicant is proposing a solid white
vinyl fence, 6 feet in height, around the back yard; however, the fence
proposed along the Catalina Drive is in the front yard, which is in violation of
Section 240-24A of the Township’s Zoning Ordinance.

5. The Applicant testified that he wanted the fence to be uniform around the
property. The proposed fence will be setback 39 feet from the lot line along
Catalina Drive and is conforming in all other dimensions.
6. There is a shed within the proposed fenced in area, that was constructed
without the property approvals. The shed is technically in the front yard of
the property because the lot is a corner lot, in violation Section 240-16B(2) of
the Township’s Zoning Ordinance. The shed will be screened by the fencing
and is typical in size.
2
Mondragon 04-2022
3/29/22

7. There was no one from the public in attendance at the hearing.
WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by the Applicant
can be granted without substantial detriment to the public good and without substantially
impairing the intent and purpose of the Zone Plan and Zoning Ordinance of the Township
of Byram for the following reasons:
1. The Board found the witness testimony to be competent and credible. Relief can
be granted pursuant to N.J.S.A. 40:55D-70C from the following Sections of the
municipal zoning ordinance:
a. Section 240-24A – in any residential zone, the height of any permitted
fence shall be limited to four feet; six-foot fence is permitted in the front
yard
b. Section 240-16B(2) – No accessory structure shall be located in the front
yard; the existing shed is permitted in the front yard
2. N.J.S.A. 40:55D-70C(1) indicates that a variance may be granted under its
“hardship” provisions, with the hardship being related to the exceptional
narrowness, shallowness, shape of the property, unusual topographic conditions or
by reason of the location of the existing structures on the property. The subject
property is a corner lot, creating two front yards, which is hardship for the
Applicant. The proposed fence will enclose the back yard of the property and will
be uniform in height around the perimeter of the yard. Although in the front yard,
the existing shed is within the fence and screened from Catalina Drive.
3. The benefits of permitting the improvements within the front yard outweigh the
detriments that may result from denying the requested relief. It was determined
3
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Ms. Shimamoto
Mr. Chozick
Seven (7): Mayor Rubenstein, Ms. Franco, Ms. Shimamoto, Ms. Raffay, Mr. Chozick, Mr.
Walsh, Chairman Shivas
Zero (0)
One (1): Mr. Smith
Three (3): Mr. McElroy, Mr. Morytko, Mr. Serrilli

I certify that the above Resolution is a
true copy of a Resolution adopted by
the Planning Board on April 7th, 2022
and is in effect for one year.
Caitlin Phillips
____________________________________
Caitlin Phillips, Planning Board
Secretary
Dated: 04/08/2022
Prepared by: Alyse Landano Hubbard, Esq.
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In the matter of Joyce Slochower
Case No. Z03-2022
BYRAM TOWNSHIP
PLANNING BOARD
RESOLUTION OF MEMORIALIZATION
RELIEF GRANTED:

Accessory Structure in Front Yard
Size of Accessory Structure
Planning Variance for structure on a lot that does not
abut an improved roadway

WHEREAS, Joyce Slochower has applied to the Planning Board, Township of
Byram for permission to construct a pool cabana requiring variance relief for premises
located at 301 Amity Road and known as Block 336, Lot 39 on the Tax Map of the
Township of Byram which premises are in a “R-2” Zone;
WHEREAS, by ordinance adopted by the Township Council of the Township of
Byram under statutory authority, the Planning Board and Zoning Board of Adjustment
were combined into one Board which Board possesses and may exercise all powers
granted to the Planning Board and Zoning Board of Adjustment pursuant to the
Municipal Land Use Law, N.J.S.A. 40:55B-1, et seq., said single Board being known as
the Planning Board of the Township of Byram; and
WHEREAS, the Board, after carefully considering the evidence presented by the
Applicant and having conducted a public hearing has made the following factual
findings:
1. The Applicant is the owner of a single-family home, with related
improvements, on the subject property.
1
Slochower 03-2022
3/29/22

The Applicant is proposing to

construct an 18’x23’ accessory structure related to the existing pool in the
front yard of a landlocked lot, requiring the following relief from the
Township’s Ordinances:
a. Section 240-16B(3) for square footage in excess of 400 square feet
b. Section 240-16B(2) for accessory structure in the front yard.
c. Relief is requested pursuant to N.J.S.A. 40:55D-35 to permit the
erection of a structure that does not abut a street giving access to the
property.
2. The Applicant received a letter from Nick Cutrone, Zoning Officer, dated
March 7, 2022.
3. The Applicant submitted the following:
a. Architectural Plans, prepared by Thomas Baio Architect, P.C., AIA,
dated January 14, 2022, consisting of three (3) sheets.
b. Survey of Property, prepared by Dykstra Associates, P.C., dated
December 8, 2011.
4. The Board received an Engineering Review prepared by Cory L. Stoner, P.E.,
C.M.E., the Board’s Planner, dated March 11, 2022.
5.

A duly noticed public hearing was held on March 17, 2022, at which time the
Applicant, Joyce Slochower and Thomas Baio, AIA, who was accepted as an
expert in the field of architecture, presented sworn testimony in support of the
application. The subject property has been in the Applicant’s family since the
1930s, when it was purchased from a farmer in its current configuration. The
property is landlocked, with access through a driveway easement to Amity
2

Slochower 03-2022
3/29/22

Road. There is an existing pool in the front yard, with related deck and
mechanical equipment. The Applicant is proposing to construct a 414’ cabana
with a seating area, bathroom, changing room, and mechanical room.
6. The property is serviced by a septic system and well, with a hot water heater
proposed for the sink and shower. The outdoor shower will not have a roof
and the water will drain to the ground with freshwater recharge through a
gravity pipe that will daylight.
7. The following documents were marked for identification:
a. A-1 – picture of the property from Amity Road, depicting that access
is available through the driveway easement.
b. A-2 – Rendering of the cabana and pool
8. The cabana will not create an additional demand on the septic system, as there
is no increase in bedrooms. Kenneth Dysktra, PE, PP, PLS, prepared a report
certifying that the existing septic system was adequate for the proposed
cabana use, which was marked as A-3 for identification.
9. The cabana offers a convenience to the homeowner and will add value to the
home. The cabana will not be visible from Amity Road, the property is
surrounded by woods.
10. The Applicant testified that the developed portion of the property is accessible
for emergency vehicles.
11. The subject property is located within the Highlands Preservation Area. Per
the Highlands Water Protection and Planning Act, the construction activities
related to the construction of improvements to a single-family dwelling
3
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include an accessory structure, are excluded from the provisions of the
Highlands Regulations.
12. There was no one from the public in attendance at the hearing.
WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the relief requested by the Applicant
can be granted without substantial detriment to the public good and without substantially
impairing the intent and purpose of the Zone Plan and Zoning Ordinance of the Township
of Byram for the following reasons:
1. The Board found the witness testimony to be competent and credible. Relief can
be granted pursuant to N.J.S.A. 40:55D-70C from the following Sections of the
municipal zoning ordinance.:
a. Section 240-16B(3): No accessory building or structure in a residential
district shall have an area greater than 400 square feet; the proposed
cabana shall be 414 square footage.
b. Section 240-16B(2): No accessory structure shall be permitted in the front
yard; the proposed cabana shall be permitted in the front yard.
c. Relief is granted pursuant to N.J.S.A. 40:55D-35 to permit the erection of
a structure that does not abut a street giving access to the property.
2. N.J.S.A. 40:55D-70C(1) indicates that a variance may be granted under its
“hardship” provisions, with the hardship being related to the exceptional
narrowness, shallowness, shape of the property, unusual topographic conditions or
by reason of the location of the existing structures on the property.
3. The subject property is landlocked with access through a driveway easement. The
developed portion of the property is not visible from Amity Road. The existing
4
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pool and proposed cabana are situated in the front yard, but the property does not
front on a roadway and is screened by the adjacent wooded lot. The cabana offers
a convenience to the property owner that will have no impact on the surrounding
area. The Applicant was able to establish that the developed portion of the
property could be accessed by emergency vehicles and relief could be granted
from N.J.S.A. 40:55D-36.
4. The Board determined that benefits of permitted the improvements in the front
yard of an isolated lot outweigh the detriments that may result from denying the
requested relief.

It was determined that there would be little impact to the

surrounding area and there are no concerns regarding the drainage or a burden on
the existing septic system.

Accordingly, the relief can be granted without

substantially impairing the zoning scheme or Master Plan.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Board of the
Township of Byram on the 7th day of April 2022 that the approval of the within
application be granted subject, however, to the following conditions:
1.

The Applicant shall comply with all the conditions and standards set forth in
Section 240 of the Township’s Ordinances.

2. The cabana shall be constructed in accordance with plans submitted to the Board
and the testimony at the public hearing.
3. The Applicant shall submit a signed and sealed survey.
4. If the area of disturbance needed to construct the cabana and all utility work is
greater than 5,000 square feet, an approval from the Upper Delaware Soil
Conservation District shall be obtained.
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Ms. Shimamoto
Mr. Chozick
Seven (7): Mayor Rubenstein, Ms. Franco, Ms. Shimamoto, Ms. Raffay, Mr. Chozick, Mr.
Walsh, Chairman Shivas
Zero (0)
One (1): Mr. Smith
Three (3): Mr. McElroy, Mr. Morytko, Mr. Serrilli

Caitlin Phillips
____________________________________
Caitlin Phillips, Planning Board
Secretary
Dated: 04/08/2022
Prepared by: Alyse Landano Hubbard, Esq.
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Zoning Report
April 2022 (for activity during March 2022)
Permitting
Zoning permits approved
-Typical, variance not required
-post-resolution to begin work
-for C.O. or C.A.

18 Total
16
2
0

Zoning permits denied

5

Site plan waivers/change of tenant

1

Highlands determinations

0

COVID-19 Special Permits

0

Investigation of Violations (zoning only)
-Initial contact letter

3

- notices of violation (NOVs)

2

-zoning cases cleared

0 (2 still pending with court)

-summonses issued

6 (plus an additional 6 for Chapter 186)

-signs removed from roadway

0

BYRAM TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD
BILL LIST FOR APRIL 7, 2022
HAROLD PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, INC

DATE

AMOUNT
$0.00

Harold Pellow total

LAW OFFICES OF LARRY WIENER

DATE

AMOUNT

2022-35 Dish: emails and review

3/29/22

$60.00

2022-39 Gratto: phone calls, review, noticing, resolution
2022-31 Akerman: phone calls, review plans, resolution,
emails

4/12/22

$570.00

3/29/22

$1,125.00

2022-32 Schuffenhauer: emails, review

3/29/22

$165.00

2022-42 Burke: emails about re-extension

4/12/22

$60.00

2022-41 Slochower: planning variances, resolution

4/12/22

$255.00

2022-40 Mondragon: review plans, resolution

4/12/22

$165.00

2022-38 Ghost Pony: phone calls, review plans

4/12/22

$225.00

2022-37 Planning Board: emails, phone calls, 04/07 hearing, cottage
4/12/22
kitchen ordinance review
$450.00
2022-34 Niec: review plans, conference call

3/29/22

$270.00

2022-36: Aucher: remails for zoning permit

3/29/22

$45.00

2022-36 Schuffenhauer: phone calls, noticing, emails, letter for application,
4/12/22 review of jurisdiction
$855.00
2022-30 Planning Board: emails, 03/03 meeting, phone
$1,305.00
3/29/22
calls, 03/17 meeting

Larry Wiener Total
CP Engineers
CP Total:
GRAND TOTAL

$5,550.00
DATE

AMOUNT
$0.00
$5,550.00

